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of the Goverrnment showed a wonderful
lack of busies knowledge, of ineptitude
and incapacity. They are not fit to bo
further trusted with the government
of this country.

On miotion by Mr. Mullany debate
adjourned.

House adjourned at 10-5 p.m.

Thlursday, 11th November, 1915,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
p.m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Minister for Works.: Gosnuells

Road Board by-lawvs, public pound, and
preparation of roll for loan vote.

By the Honorary Minister: Report of
the Chief Harbour Master to the 30th
June, 1915.

QUEFSTION-GRAIN, FOOI)STUF'FS
ANI) FODDER.

I-an. J. 12ITCHELL asked the Minis-
tr for Agriculture: What is the total

loss onl grain, foodstuffs, and fodder pur--
chased by the Government to date?

Tf le MINISTER FOR AGRICUL-
TL'RE' replied: Until all stocks are dis-
lposed of it will not be possible to state
what the loss will be.

QUESTION-FLOUR AND BRAN,
VARIATION IN GOVERNMENT
PRICES.

Mr. THO'MSON asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Seeing that the whole of
the flour in the State is under the control
of the Government, -why are consumers
at Kattanning, Natrrogin, and York com-
pelled to pay £18 10s. for Grain and
Foodstuffs Board flour, while consumers
iii thle metropolitan area obtain Royal
Commission flour at £16 10s.1 2, Will
lie also explain why the Government are
chargingr £5 5s. for Grain and Food-
stuffs Board 'bran and only £C3 10s. for
Royal Commission bran?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUJL-
TURE replied: 1, The price at Katait-
ning, *Narrogin, and York, for flour milled
fromt old Western Australian wvheat, is
the same as that prevailing in the metro-
Ipolilan area, amtiely, £18 10S. per ton.
Flour milled from wheat imported by the
Government can be obtained at £16 10s.
per ton free on rails, Perth. 2, The bran
controlled by the Grain and Foodstuffs
Board is milled from pure Western Ans-
tralian wheat, and has a market value esti-
mated to be at least 15s. per ton higher
titan for bran milled from imported
wvheat. The five guineas (E5 5s.) charged
for t his bran is subject to 2 per cent, for
the millers' selling commission. The £3M
10s. per ton for bran milled from imi-
ported wheat is thie net Jprice for parcels
of at least 200 tons.

MOTION-WYNDHAMI FREEZING
WORKS CONTRACT.

Want of Confidence.

Debate resumed from the previous day
onl the motion by Mr. George-"That this
House views wvitlh grave concern the action
of the Government in entering into a pri-
vate arrang-ement with Norans & Co. for
the erection of freezing works at Wynd-
hamn and a private arrangement to hand
over to Nevanas & Co. the management
thereof for a term of years, and is of
opinion that the evidence discloses
throughout the negotiations, contract, and
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subsequent cancellation, a state of affairs
which is subversive of the principles of
sound Government."

Mr. MIJLLANY (Menzies) [3.5]: As
a member of the select committee ap-
pointed to inquire into the proposed
erection of freezing works at Wyadham,
out of which this motion has arisen, I
have indeed been interested to hear from
the mover of the motion and from the
leader of the Opposition that the report
was practically a unanimous one, and
that, although there were three members
appointed from this side of the House,
11o exception was taken to it. That is
fairly correct, but I want to say thal
there is really nothing in the report to
which anyone could take exception. I
regret that the committee did not frame
some definite expression of opinion upon
the whole transaction. The report, as
any bon. member who will take the trou-
ble to go through the files and the evi-
dence will see, is merely a resnm6 of the
files examined and of the evidence taken.
I propose later on to deal with some of
the evidence from the point of view of
another member of the committee, that
is, from the point of view of one who was
all through opposed, to a very great ex-
tent, to the conclusions drawn by the
chairman.' On entering upon the duties
of a member of that select committee, I
did so after having read the attacks made
upon certain members of the Ministry,
and after having heard the remarks and
statements made I entered upon these
duties with the firm intention of going
to the bottom of the whole transaction
if I possibly could. I am pleased to say
that I can find nothing that any honour-
able member of this community could take
any' exception to.
to hear from the
part y that he, at
that there was no
bribery, and that
said was that the
not quite all that
I should certainly

Jwas pleased indeed
leader of the Country
any rate, was satisfied
sort of corruption or

the most that could be
business methods were
they should have been.
have been pleased also

to hare had that assurance from the mem-
ber for Mfurray-Wellinngton (Mr. George)
the mover of the motion, but we did not

[821

get it. I should be glad, upon his reply,
lo have an expression of opinion from
that hon. gentleman in this direction. I
believe that the member for Murray-Wel-
lington went into the matter fully believ-
ing that there was something wrong, and
that he felt a certain amount of disap-
pointment in being unable to find any-
thing wrong. At the same time, I desire
to pay a tribute to that hon. gentleman
for the vast amount of work which he
put in on that committee. Hea undoubtedly
took every possible step to find all the
evidence he could, and to have everything
possible brought before the committee. I
believe, notwithstanding that the member
for 1%urrav-Wellindton is a strong-
minded man, that he was very greatly
biassed by the remarks he had heard and
by the articles which appeared in the
Press of this State, which he had perused.

Hon. R,. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) interjected.

Mr. MtJLLANY: I do not intend to
follow up the interjection of the Honor-
ary Minister in the direction of saying
that there was a desire on the part of the
hon. member to get into office, but the
action of many members of the Opposi-
tion during the last few weeks would
make one think that they believed that
a change of Ministry was imminent, and
that their actions have been much on a
par with those of competitiors in a race,
jockeys in a horse race, and cyclists in
a cycle race, who, when they are coming
to the last rond or lap, begin to fight
for position. The member for Murray-
Wellington appears to have taken this
Wyndham meat contract as the whip
which he would crack in order to bring
himself into prominence, should there be
a change of Ministry in the near future.
There is no doubt that this thought did
influence that gentleman to a certain ex-
tent. In order to show the frame of
mind of the member for M6urray-Welling-
ton, I would like to refer him here to
the compilation of the notes which he him-
self made upon the main file, the first
file which was laid on the Table of the
House. I again desire to compliment
him here on the fact that he went right
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through the file, and had typewritten
notes made showing the folio numbers and
giving the matter contained in the file,
and that he supplied every member of the
committee with a copy, which I may say
was of preat use to us. We find that
there was a letter from the Lands De-
partment to the Tender Board dated 7th
April, which was commented on very
mutch by the W~est Australiais. It is
found on folio 20 of the main file, and
Qhows that the Tender Board had a ten-
der submitted to them for their consid-
eration and report, which tender had been
put in by Mr. Nevanas. This is the note
made by the chairman of the select com-
mittee upon that particular letter-

Lands per 3. Seaddan, to Tender
Board, practically asking them to en-
dorse action.

Presently I will read that note, hut before
doing so I would like to point out some-
thing which occurred when the Chief En-
gineer, Mr. James Thompson, was ex-
amined before th~e select committee. The
evidence will be found on page 10 of the
report. The chairman asked the witness
several questions as to his connection
with the Nevanas contract, and the let-
ting of the contract, but Mr. Thompson
apparently knew very little about it. In
question 251, the chairman asked the wit-
ness what had taken place, this being in
connection with the Tender Board. Mr.
Thompson replied-

Tbe file was sent to the Tender Board
for their consideration and recommen-
dation, practically. Tt was considered
by the Tender Board, and the following
reply was made under date 8th April.

Briefly, the reply was that the Tender
Board did not consider that this matter
came within their functions, but Mr.
Thompson definitely stated there also that
the Lands Department, in sending the file
along, bad practically asked them to
recommend the acceptance of the con-
tract. Later on, in Question 252, 1 my-
self asked Mr. Thompson-

You said that the file relating to the
contract had been sent along to the
Tender Board and that you were prac-

tically asked to recommend acceptance
of the contractl-Yes.

I then handed the file and the letter to
Mr. Thompson, with these words-

Tbis is the letter sent -with the file.
I would like you to read it and show
us exactly which part of that letter
you would take as practically asking
the board to recommend the accept-
ance of the tender?

Mr. Thompson replied-
Perhaps I was wrong in saying

"asked to recommend." "Submitted
for the approval of the Tender Board"
might be more correct,

That reply was given after Mir. Thomp-
son had read the letter in the presence of
the select committee. To finally clinch
the matter, I asked again-

You said the Government had writ-
ten and practically asked thie board to
recommend the acceptance of the ten-
der. After consideration you modify
that statement I

Mr. Thompson's answer was--
Yes. I say "consider the matter' in-

stead of "make a recommendation."
This little incident is, I think, of sofl-
cient importance to warrant me in read-
ing here the letter which was sent by the
Premier, on behalf of the Min~ister for
Agriculture, to the Tender Board on the
7th April, 1915-

The Government, having under con-
sideration the question of providing
meat freezing works, etc., at Wynd-
ham, have received a tender for the
erection and equipment of same. This
contract covens works of an important
character, including buildings of
special design and construction, the
supply and installation of machinery.
etc. It has been decided, before pro-
ceeding further, to submit to the Ten-
der Board the file covering the nego-
tiations uip to date, with a general siim-
mary of what has been done, what is
proposed, and -what is now in progress,
with a request that the board give the
matter ea~rly consideration, and report
as to whether it is considered that the
State's interests will be adequately
protected by proceeding on the lines
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indicated on the file, or whether the
lboard considor any farther or other
eourse is advisable. In addition to the
papers dealing with the proposed con-
tract, I forward, for confidential in-
formation, the replies received from
the Agent General as to the standing
of the firm of S. V. Nevanas & Co.,
Ltd., also despatches received from the
British Government concerning meat
supplies, which, in addition to the
local necessities of food and develop-
ment point of view, are influencing the
Government in an endeavour to get the
works operating at the earliest possible
moment.

T am groing to ask any member who reads
that letter whether lie can show me or
anybody else where there is in that letter
any request for a recommendlation or
othrwise; whether the position was not
fairly and squarely placed before the
Tender Board, and their opinion asked
thereon. Yet this is the letter which in
the columns of the West Australian has
repeatedly been referred to ,as having
practically' asked the frender Board to
recommend the acceptance of the ten-
der. The note of the member for
Murray-Wellington, acting as chairmian
of the select committee, clearly shows
that he had been influenced by what he
had read in the Press. T noticed that in
movng~ his motion and in commenting
upon the proceedings of the select com-
mittee, the member for Murray-Welling-
ton very discreetly left that little inci-
dent alone. To go a little further into
the matter of the fairness of the bon.
member, I wish to express my opinion on
the actions of that gentleman as chair-
man of the select committee. I consider
that he went to the committee with very
fixed opinions, that he asked leading
question after leading question-ques-
tions leading up to his own opinion-
and really never rested until he obtained
an answer which to some extent at least
agreed with what he required. I say this
deliberately, after having attended every
meeting of the select committee. Fur-
ther, I wish to state that upon several
occasions I objected to his line of pro-
cedure, and that whenever this occurred

the member for Murray-Wellington
threatened to comie back to this House
and report that the committee could not
get on. I consider it m~y duty to make
these facts known here, so that it may be
seen there was difficulty in carrying on
the work of the select committee. In this
connection I ask hon. members to judge
from the demceanouir of the member for
Murray-Wellington here, where he is
checked by the Speaker or the Chairman,
bow members of a select committee would
be likely to get on, where that gentleman
was vested with the powers of chairman
and free to speak as long as he pleased.
Here I may say, in passing, that I am
not surprised at a report in this morn-
ing's West Australian, stating that the
West Australian Institute of Architects,
in discussing certain answers made by
the Chief Architect, Mr. Beasley, to the
select committee, expressed the opinion
that such answers could only have been
given under very' strong cross-examina-
tion. On that point I agree with the In-
stitute of Architects. Mr. Beasley, whose
health was not good at the time, was
worried almost ont of his mind by the
number of questions that were piled upon
him. However, to come back to the re-
marks of the member for Murray-Wel-
lington in moving this motion. I wish to
illustrate the extreme fairness with which
the hon. member approached the matter.
Referring- to the finding by the select
committee-and I believe this is correct
-that Mr. Nevanas had been paid £45
for expenses to which he was not en-
titled, I myself cannot see that he was
entitled to those expenses; hut that is
by the way. The member for Murray-
Wellington went on to say-

However, Mr. Nevanas is paid his
£1,000-

That is for the original report.
and is paid, in addition, £45 for his
expenses.

Now I wish to show where the hon. mem-
ber's fairness comes in. He goes on to
say-

We have not been able to discover
whether or not he has been paid any
other sums.
Mr. George: That is correct.
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Mr. MUILANY: Certainly it is cor-
rect, On the same line of reasoning, we
were unable to discover that the member
tar MAurray-Wellington had been paid
anything in connection with this business.

Mr. George: Quite so.
Mr. MULLANY: Is it fair to put up

a negative proposition such as that? Is
it fair on the part of a man who poses as
being absolutely fair-minded, and who
takes strong exception to his own actions
being criticised in any way, to deliber-
ately try to create an impression that
other sums have been paid in this casel
What else does the statement amount to?
The hon. member said-

We have not been able to discover
whether he has been paid any other
sums or not.
Mry. George: That is quite correct.
'Mr. MTJLLANY: The member for

Murray-Wellington proceeded-
I am not making any insinuations,

but simply stating an absolute fact.
We have not been able to discover
whether or not Nevanas was paid any-
thing more.

Did the hon. member expect to have sub-
mitted to him a document stating that
Mir. Nevanas had been paid no morel
Or what did the hon. member expectl
I assert that the member for Murray-
Wellington made that remark with the
deliberate intention of creating an im-
pression that Mr. Nevanas had been paid
more and that the fact was kept from the
select committee. As a member of the
select committee, I resent it. I can see
no other reason than that which I have
given why the member for Murray-Wel-
lingtoa shuld make such a statement. I
should like him, when replying, to say
why he made it.

Mir. George: T shall make it again.
Mir. MIULLANY: The hon. member

said further, speaking of Mr. Beasley,
the Chief Architect, -Mr. Davies, the late
manager of the State Implement Works,
Mr. Stevens, manager of the State Steam-
ship Service, and Mr. Sayer, Solicitor
General-

Hfere arc four-gentlemen, as wide as
the poles apart so far as their busi-
nesses and professions are concerned,

and yet upon essential points they are
iii agreement, and upon these essential
points the Minister for Lands is in
d isagreemnent.

Again I ask, what was the idea in mak-
ing suc(h a statement as that? Undoubt-
edly we (lid find Mr. Davies contradicting
the Minister for Lands. Their statements
were in direct confict. 'Upon one point,
also, the manager of the State Steamship
Service was in conflict with the Minister
for Lands. W-5ere Mr. Beasley and Mir.
Sayer were in conflict with the Minister
for Lands I have been unable to dis-
cover. Once more I wish to point oat
how the strong sense of fairness actuat-
ing the member for Murray-Wellington
has caused him to endeavour to lead hon.
members, and the public generally, to
helieve that these four gentlemen, wide
apart as he says they are, were all
agreed upon one point, and all in dis-
agreement with the Minister for Lands.
That is not so. It cannot be shown that
upon any particular point these four
gentlemen twere agreed. In fact, I will
show presently where Mr. Davies, late
manager of the State Implement Works,
and Mir. Stevens, manager of the State
Steamship Service, were in very direct
conflict wvith each other. Once more. I
believe the member for Murray-Welling-
ton deliberately introduced that little
paragraph in order to convey a false im-
pression to tbiej House and to the coun-
try.

Mir. George: That is a great pity.

Mr- MULLANY: I think I have said
sufficient to show tbe House the nature of
the spirit by which the member for Mur-
ray-Wellington has been moved through-
oat the whole of this husiness. As I have
said before, I am pleased that the leader
of the Country party at least admitted
that in his opinion there was no corrup-
tion of any sort. The leader of the Coun-
try party said little more than that.
Dealing wvith the Country party as a
whole, I observe that, according to this
morning's newspaper, the members of
that party were unanimous that they
would support the motion before confer-
ence met yestoerday. That being so, I
would like to know what would have been
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the position of members of that party if,
on meeting their masters, on meeting the
conference, by' whom they are absolutely
outnumbered, they had been unanimously
opposed to the motion?

Member: They would have gone the
other way accordingly.

MAr. MTULLANY: From what I know
of the constitution of the Country party,
the Parliamentary members are bound
by the conference of Parliamentary mem-
hers and the executivo body.

Mr. Griffiths: What has that to do
with itl

Mr. MIJLLANY: The member for
York (Air. Griffiths) is prone at times
to have something to say about Trades
Hall domination. What about his party's
conference domination 9

Mr. Bolton: Every one of the execu-
tive is a pro-Liberal.

Mr. MULLANY: However, that is by
the way. I intend to refer to certain
matters which came before the select
committee in evidence, but first I wish
to make a remark or two upon a matter
whieh the member for Canning (Mfr.
Robinson) last night took as a very
strong point. That was the statement
made by the Chief Architect, Mr. Beasley,
that lie was to a certain extent influenced
by' a belief or an impression which he had
derived that Mir. Nevanas was in some
manner to be a partner with the Govern-
ment in the freezing works.

Mr. George: Did not Mir. Beasley say
that ?

MNr. MULLANY: He did say it, and
the member for Canning made a very
strong point of it. The select committee
were unable to find out how or where
Mr. Beasley got that impression. In con-
v'ersation with Air. Beasley-not in evi-
dence-Il gathered that the only reason
he had for making the statement was that
Afr. Nevanas had told him so. Person-
ally. I believe 31r. NeTvanas would tell
Mr. Beasley or any one else anything
whatever. That is my impression of Mr.
Nevanas. However, what I have stated
seems to be the only ground for the im-
pression which the Chief Architect un-
doubtedly had.

31r. George: I will not dispute that
that passed between you and Mr. Bleas-
ley. but I did not hear it.

The Premier: We did not hear all
that passed between the member for
Murray-Wellington and the witnesses,
either.

Mfr. George: Yes, you did.
.%r. AMUILANY: The committee could

not assume anything hut that Air. Nev-
anas had told Mr. Beasley this. That is
quite as justifiable as the Liberal remark
that we could not find Mr. Nevanas had
been paid any further sum. Now, get-
ting to the files and to the investigations
of the committee, I believe it is admitted
by all sections of the community that the
establishment, on sound business lines, of
freezing works at Wyndham would un-
doubtedly be to the benefit of Western
Australia. In this connection it is in-
teresting to find on the fles; a fully com-
pleted agreement, made in 1908, between
the then Government of Western Aus-
tralia and AMessrs. Connor, Doherty, and
Durack, Ltd. That agreement is signed
by the Hon. Prank Wilion on behalf of
the Western Australian Government, and
by v r. Durack on behalf of the firm.
it was proposed to suibsidise to the ex-
tent of £35,000 a company which was to
be formed to erect works there. It was
also proposed to hand over some 50,000
acres for a site for freezing works at
Wyndham. That was to he handed over
in fee simple, and it was also intended
that they should have a lease of 350,000
acres of grazing land.

Hon. J. Mitchell: Thirty thousand
acres.

Mr. I'.fLLANY: I accept the hon.
membeir's correction, hut what I want to
point out is that the Governument at that
time proposed to hand over to a private
company practically the control for all
time of the meat trade at Wyndham.

Hon. J. -Mitchell: Oh, no.
-Ar. 2fULLANY: There is no getting

out of it. The Government gave them
the fee simple of the land on which they
were to build the Works and the leasehold
of 30.000 acres of grazing land suir-
rounding the other site, amnd whilst they
had that land there was no power to
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take it away from them. They would
then hare been able to control the whole
of the meat output of Wyndham. The
Government were playing into the hands
of the company; they were permaitting
this company to exploit the people'of
Western Australia. The meat works
would have been erected largely by Gov-
ernment money and the company would
have had their own line of steamers and
they -would have been able to charge
what they liked.

Mr. George: What about the 999 years
lease that Ntvanas wanted?

MN'r. 'MULLANY: I listened very care-
fully, as carefully as my patience would
allow me to do, to the member for Mur-
ray-Wellington while he was Chairman
of the select committee, I hope now in
kindness to us all that he will keep quiet.
He has had two months of it and ought
to be satisfied.

Mr. George: You put the whip on me,
you know.

A.-Nr. 3IULLANY: I hope the hon. mem-
her does not consider he is exempt from
the whip. Mr. Nevanas came along with
credentials from the Imperial authorities,
as anl expert in the erection and conduct
of meat works. Eventually after Mr.
Nevanas had presented a report, negotia-
tions developed until he had submitted a
tender for the erection of meat works,
the jetty and thle water supply. Here.
I wouild like to point out that I think it
was the leader of the Opposition who
stated yesterday that thie Public Works
department had never had an estimate
for any of these works. Here, at any
rate, is an estimate made by Mr. Tin-
dale, the engineer for the North-West,
for the provision of a water supply for
thle mieat works at Wyndham. I might
as well -ire the details of the cost of the
scheme. It was estimated that the pump-
ing station from IKing River with ma-
chinery in duplicate would cost £2,000;
the pipe line 2011/ miles at £20 per chain,
£3,0 two service tanks at £1,750 each,
£3,100; the reticulation to the works and
jetty. £1,000; supervision and contin-
gencies, £C3,930, that is at 10 per cent.,
making in all £43,230. Against that for
the construction of the water works Mr.

Nevanas came along with a tender of
£30,000.

Mr. Thomson. You cannot depend on
Government estimates; it is said that
tenders must first be called so as to as-
certain whether they are right or not.

Mr. Fleitmann: They are not bad as a
rule.

Hion. J. Mitchell: When was that es-
timate obtained?

The Premier:- In 1912. You never got
anl estimate.

M r. MU LLANY: The negotiations de-
veloped until the Government found
themselves in the position that they de-
sired to erect thle meat works. They had
information which led them to believe
that if they could not get on quickly with
the construction of the works, they would
lose the next season's trade. This mat-
ter has been dealt with exhaustively by
other speakers and I do not intend to
touch on it at any length, but it must he
considered. The Government had an es-
timate from the departmental officers
that the construction of these works
would cost something over £200,000 al-
together. As a third alternative 'they
had a tender from Mr. Nevanas to con-
struct the works for £155,000, and a
guarantee from that gentleman under a
severe penalty amounting to £100 a week
to have the works constructed in time to
catch the 1916 season. The Government
had to go on and construct the works de-
partmentally or else they had to call pub-
lic tenders, and it was shown clearly in
thle evidence that this could not have
been done inside three months at the
least. If tenders had been called there
would have been entailed the loss of the
following season's trade. Against thosie
two proposals they had the tender of
M~r. Nevanas to construct the works for
£155,000 and a guarantee to catch the
next season's trade. The Government
had to face the position and they tried to
a certain extent to get away from that
for which all Governments are condemned
-the bonds of red tape. They tried to
hurry the departmental official1s, but I
would point out that the necessity ex-
isted for haste, and they therefore ap-
pointed 'what was tenned, an advisory
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board, tine personnel of which was the
Chief Architect, the Assistant Engineer-
ini-Chief, the Engineer for Water Sup-
ply, the Engineer for the North-West,
and the M1anager of the Refrigerating
Works. The hoard were asked to con-
sider the proposition and to recommend
whether it could be accepted or not.
Hon. members bave said that the board
were not given sufficient time to go into
thle question. I am prepared to admit
if this had been a new proposition, the
departmental officers would not have had
adequate time in which to go thoroughly
into all the matters, hut it was a ques-
tion simailar to others which in their or-
(linary occupation the;, would have been
expected to hare a good grip of. Mfore-
over, it was a subject upon which they
had already prepared their own esti-
mates. We find that the advisory board
I urned down the proposition. On page
12 of the evidence we find the following
questions and answers, the witness uinder
examination being 'Mr. Beasley:

By the Chairman: On what date did
you have that meeting?-The date of
submission to the board was on 17t1
M-)arch, 1915, and the bost~d reported
on the following day.

MV at was the gist of that reply 9
-Thle gist was tha we turned down
the proposal because we considered, it
absolutely impracticable. We more
than thought it; we were all of opinion
that nothing but a miracle could suc-
ceed in getting the bnildings erected in
that time and for that money.

The board turned down the proposal, not
because it was going to cost too much,
not because they had any fault to find
with the specifications or the proposals
piut before them, but *becanse they, in
their opinion-and we must remember
they were expert officers paid by the
State to know something about this busi-
ness-considered that it was not possible
for the contractor to carry out the work
in the time nor for thle money he had
stipulated. It was referred back to the
advisory hoard and after further consid-
eration they recommended the accept-
ance of 'Mr. Nevanats's tender. The
reason given by Mr. Beasley for the

change will be found in his answer to
question 320.

Your report shows that you received
the M3inister's letter at 4.30 on the 25th
March and sent a reply on the 26th?
-Yes.

As a man of experience in this work
would you in your private business
think, in view of its considerable mag-
nitride, that you had had suifficient timie
and had given sufficient attention to
mnake a report like this 7-It is very
difficult to say. This was a very care-
full y prepared scheme so far as we
can see, by experts. It; was a low ten-
der. 'it was a proplosal to c!arryv out
the -work writhin a very short time.
Personally I did not think it could be
done. Certainly it could not have been
done by the department. But the firm
who submitted the tender iveit con fident
that they could do it for the money and
confident that they could do it within
the time, and for the department to
say that it could not be done was to
be guilty of ineptitude. I thought that,
considering the importance of getting
a start on, and considering the scheme
was a good one-we were -all ngyeed
that it was a good one-we were justi-
fied in recommending the Government
to go ahead. I thiought so then and "I
think so now.

Those are the reasons given by 1Mr. Beas-
ley, the Chief Architect, who was the
man to whom the Minister or the Govern-
ment had to go for advice. That is the
advice given by Mfr. Beasley upon this
matter as to whether the tender should
or should not be aecepted.

Hon. J. 'Mitchiell: The 'Minister told
us hie does not know anything about the
preparation of plans and specifications.

Mr. I1tTLLANY: I would hare been
surprised if any other member of the
Rouse had made such an interjection, but
coming from the member for Northam, I
am not at all surprised. It is impossible
to argue with anyone who mak~es an in-
terjection that the Chief Architect knows.
nothing about the preparation of plans:.

Mr. George: The hon. member said
that the Minister made that statement.
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Mr. MULLANY: We find that the ten-
der was finally accepted by Cabinet on
the 0th April and we also find 'that on
various dates before that date, Mr. Ne-
vanas had ordered a considerable quia-
tity of material comprising 1,500 casks
of cemnent, valued at el,250, that on the
22nd Mlarch he purchased 6,000 tons of
reinforcement material from Elder,
Shenton & Co., and that on the 20th
Mllarch he entered into an agreement with
the Manager of the State Implement
Works for the supply of 20 miles of
6-inch pipes. Now the question naturally
arose before the committee as to what
aninority Nevanas had for making these
purchases. in the committee's report ap-
pears this paragraph-

'To the committee it appears incred-
ible that Mr. Nevanas could have
placed orders in Western Australia
alone to the extent of £18,250, un-
less hie had received some authority
from the' Government supporting his
action in this respect.

I wvill deal with the pipe contract later
on, but I would like to point out here
that, although the committee found that
at various dates Nevanas had ordered
mat~rial from firms in Perth, and al-
though the committee thought it incred-
ible that he should htivc ordered the ma-
terial without authority, the committee
did not take the trouble to summon the
reprcsentauiv-cs of the firms concernedI
with a view to finding out on what au-
thority Nevanas had ordered.

Mr. George: Why did not you ask for
them?7

Ar. NWULLANTY: Because the matter
did not come up for discussion un-
til the last day, when we were prepar-
ing the report. I did not expect to find
this paragraph in the report, and I said
at the time that it was most unfair to
insert it without first endeavouring to
find out something about it; but the
chairman and other members said it
was not necessary.

Mr. George: We had the contract.
Mr. MULLANY: That is so, I will

deal with the pipes presently. But in
respect to these matters, the committee
said it was incredible that Nevanas

should have placed the orders; yet we
know that he did place the orders. I
moved that we should insert the words
"documentary authority' in this para-
graph, which would have placed an en-
tirely different construction upon it. As
it is, the committee say it is incredible be
should have placed these orders withont
authority; yet we know that he did place
the orders, and in fact the goods were
delivered.

IMr. Taylor: Of course he placed lt
ordersI but we do not understand how
he could have done so without having
to contract.

Mr. MUTLANY : The question is,
what do you call a contract I1 If an
official said "You are sure to get this con-
tract," would that he taken as a contract?
The member for Murray - Wellington
asked, "Is it conceivable that a shrewd
business man like Nevanas would have
undertaken these liabilities without
authority?" Yet we failed to find that
he had any authority to place the orders.
As a matter of fact we did not try very
hard to find out, about it.

Mr. George; We tried hard enough.
Mr. MULLANY: Again, I will ask,

would Nevanas, as a shrewd business
man, have accepted verbal communica-
tion from any individual to take uip
these liabilities? Would the member for
Murray-Wellington, upon the word of
any individual authority, order goods as
Nevanas did? Yet if Nevanas had had
documentary authority of any sort is it
not reasonable to suppose that he would
have produced it?

(Thc Depuly Speaker (Alir. MrL)owalI)
took the Chair.]

Mr. George: How could he? He was
in New Zealand.

Mr. MTJLLANY: Of course hie was.
To come to one of the most peculiar
contracts, or documents, in connection
with the whole business, we have the
famous pipe contract. From the evi-
deuce of Mr. Davies, the late manager
of the State Implement Works, -we find
that hie made a contract with Nevanas.
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fixed up at the Esplanade hotel, Perth,
fnr the slipply of 201 milAR of east iron
pipes, presumably to be used in the
water supply construction at Wyndhiam,
at a iprice of £9 5s. per ton, including
a freight of 25s. per ton. I do not pro-
pose to read the w'hole of the terms of
the contract, but merely to point to the
portion referring to the freight. The
freight on pig iron from Sydney at that
time was 25s. per ton, and; according to
the contract entered into between Nev-
anas and Davies, the price of the pipes
was to fluctuate in proportion with any
fall in the price of freight from Sydney.
What did Mr. Davies do? Immediately
he secured this contract he placed him-
self in communication with the manager
of the State Steamship Service. When
before the select committee Mr. Davies
was asked by' the chairman this question,
No. 837-

At that time Mr. Stevens rang u )
and told yon the "Kwinana" would
be leaving Sydney in the course of a
few days and could take 1,000 tons
of pig iron at 1bs. a ton; did you in-
quire from other steamship companies
about their freight? (Answer) Yes.

Then the Chairman asked-
This communication from Stevens was
in reply to your inquiry? (Answer)
That is right.

The next question was-
The oth~r company's freight was 26s.?

And the reply given was-
Yes. A little thing happened that 1
might tell you about. I rang up Mr.
Stevens and asked him what the
freight would be, and lie replied that
it would be 15s. I knew then that
that would bring- my price fUr the job
to less than the £E9 15s., and Nevanas
would reap the benefit, and I said
to Stevens, "You can make Your
price 17s. 6d. if vou like." Mr. Stev-
ens asked the reason, dud I said, "For
the reason that I would not reap the
benefit of the lower freight.'' Mr.
Stevens replied: ''Thank von." Air.
Stevens will probably recall that. I
did not want Nevanas to reap the
benefit of it.

That is a very definite statement made
hy Mir. Davies, who was in) direct vari-
ance with the Minister for Lands as to
the transactions which occurred between
himself and the manager of the State
Steamship Service in the arrangement of
these freights. Questions and answers
2482 to 2487 show what Mr. Stevens bad
to say upon that matter. I asked Mir.
Stevens--

In reference to the pig iron which
the "Kwinana" brought from S 'ydney,
Mr. Davies made the following state-
ment:-(Questions and answers 837 to
839 read.) Do you remember that
conversation?7

And the reply waa-
Absolutely no. Is it likely that I

would lose 2s. 6d. on 1,000 tons that
lie was offering me?

Then the chairman asked him this-
Do you remember a conversation on

the subject at all?
And AMr. Stevens replied-

I remember a conversation b v tele-
phone; but if Mr. Davies had given
me the slightest indication that the
business was for Mir. Nevanas I would
have asked more freight.

In question 2487 I asked Mir. Stevens
this-

Do you remember Mr. Davies ever
Jpointing out to you that you could
make the rate 17s. 6d. per ton if you
liked, as it would make no difference
to him I

And the reply was-
No. The palpable correlative ques-

tion arising on that is, why did I stick
to 15s.?

Here are two of the officials whom the
member for Murray - Wellington has
pointed to as being in direct conflict
with the Minister for Lands upon this
matter. The position is very serious.
We find the manager of one State
enterprise making a contract without
authority of any sort from a Mlinister.
or any other official, as far as we could
learn, entering into a contract on these
peculiar conditions, that the price of the
commodity to be delivered was subject
to reduction corresponding to any redue-
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tion in the price of freight. He im-
mediately gets into communication with
the manager of another State enterprise
and asks him to quote the lowest price hie
ca. And had this contract been cardied
oat, there is no shadow of doubt that
Nevanas would have had the benefit of
a reduction of 10s. per ton upon 1,000
tons of pig iron. And, to make the mat-
ter worse, we find that the manager of
the State Implement Works tries to
bring in the manager of the State Steami-
ship Service, and informs the committee
that he told him that if he thought it ad-
visable, it was not necessary -to rednce
the freight, because the State Implement
Works would not get the benefit, which,
in fact, would go to a private contractor.
Who is to be believed? Is it to be won-
dered at that State enterprises are diffi-
cult to run when State servants act in a
manner such as this?

Mr. George: None of the officers knew
of this reduction until it was pointed
out by my question.

Mr. MULLANY: Mr. Davies knew it.
Mr. George- But what about the other

officers?
Mr. MULLANY: That is what I em

pointing to.
Mr. Taylor: All these contradictions

were in connection with telephonic con-
versations.

Mr. MIJLLANY: But there can be no
doubt this contract was made subject to
the reduction, and Nevanas was to get
the benefit of that reduction. I want to
know why. Then there is this most
peculiar method of signing this Contract.
It is signed "For S. V. Nevanas & Co.,
under arrangement with the Government
of Western Australia, S. V. Nevanas,
Governing Director. Confirmed for State
Implement Works, 3. C. 'Davies." This
is the very document in respect to which
the Minister for Mines, when he came
on the scene, wanted to know where was
the authority for the making of these
pipes, where wats the order? The Min-
ister for Works also wanted to know and
so, too, did the Works Department. And
it came out in evidence that, notwith-
standing the fact that this contract was

signed on the 20th March, it was not until
June, when the whole contract was being
cancelled, that any State official, with the
exception of the late manager of the
State Implement Works, had ever seen
this contract. The original contract came
along in Nevan as's papers. Mr. Davies
could not even produce a copy of it; in
fact no copy has been produced yet, and
I believe the contract on the Stolzeuberg
ifie is the only copy, so to speak, in ex-
istence.

Mr. 'Taylor: That is the original.

Mr. MULLANY: Yea, and I think the
only one.

Mr. George: That does not nullify the
contract.

IMr. MULLANY: No, but why should
such a contract have been made, and
why should theo freight have been ar-
ranged in such a way? The member for
Canning (Mr. Robinson) took strong ex-
ception to Mr. Nevanas having signed
"~for and on bdhalf of the O3overnment of
Western Australia." Undoubtedly there
was good reason for the complaint, hut
can the officials of the departments or the
Government be blamed because one offi-
cial-the late manager of the State Im-
plement Works--made a contract such as
this and accepted it signed in such a'
way? Who must carry the blame?

Member: The Minister.

Mr. MTUhLANY: The Minister never
saw the contract, and how can be be
blamedl A great conflict of opinion oc-
curred between the Minister for Lands
and the then manager of the implement
works. Mr. Davies stated definitely that
he, under instructions from the Minis-
ter, intdrviewed Nevanas and made this
con tract. The Minister just as deffnitely
denied that, and the comMittee's com-
muenL on the pipe contract is as fol-
lows:-

The committee are of opinion that
some weeks prior to Cabinet approv-
ing, on 9th April, of the acceptance of
Nevanas's tender, the order for pipes
was placed with Mr. Davies, and that
Mr. Johnson was aware that the pipes
were being made.
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In face of the existence of this contract,
it is obvious that Chu contract was un-
doubatedly made before the acceptance by
Cabinet of Nevanas's tender, but it is an
entirely different matter to say that the
Minister was aware the pipes were being
made. In this connection I might men-
tion that the original wording of the
draft report set forth that the Minister
was aware the contract was in existence.
I suggested it should be made to read
that the Minister was aware pipes were
being made, which was eventually agreed
to. The evidence of the Minister for
Lands, which will be found in questions
2242, 3, was as follows;-

By the Chairman: Did you see Dav-
ies and tell him you wanted him to
think pipes and nothing but pipes?-
It is absolutely untrue.

Did you tell him to obtain a contract
from Nevanas for pipes'?-It is not
correct; I will explain it. Id the first
place Davies was sent to Nevanas to
discuss the utilisation of the stuff left
over from the dock. Some time after-
wards, Mir. Mount rang me up in re-
gard to the purchase of 1,000 tons of
pig iron that had been ordered by
Davies, and if he was to allow it to go
through. Mr. Mont told me that Mr.
Davies had arranged for the purchase
of the pig iron, and he had no author-
ity' to do that. He said it was some-
thing to do with a contract with Ne-
vanas for pipes. I told Mr. Mount that
he bad better get Mr. Davies to see me.
When Mr. Davies came, I told him
exactly what I thought, as I would tell
any officer who had, without authority,
given an order for iron to make pipes
with, especially as he proposed to make
pipes before it had been decided if
pipes should be used or not, and at
that time it had not been decided
whether they should be 5in. or 6in.
pipes. On that occasion I told 'Mr.
Davies what I thought, that he bad no
authority to do it, and that he must be
particularly careful in the future. That
was the first occasion on which I
doubted Mr. Davies in regard to the
general management of the works.

This shows that the committee were justi-
fied in reporting that the contract had
been let and that the Minister had some
knowledge that pipes were being made,
but the evidence I have quoted shows
what action the Minister took when he
found this was going on. Certainly there
is nothing in the whole business which
would lead any member of the committee
or of the House to believe that the Mini-
ster had knowledge that this definite con-
tract had been entered into. Another
matter of which a good deal has been
made is that of the disputed letters writ-
ten on the 26th and 27th Msarch, sup-
posed to have been delivered personally
to Air. Johnson by Mir. Nevanas, the one
thanking the Minister for having ac-
cepted the tender, and the other voicing
regret that owing to the absence of the
Premier in the East the matter was held
up for Cabinet approval. If those letters
were delivered to the Minister for Lands
and the Minister accepted them without
comment or objection, his position would
showv up very differently from what it
does. We have the evidence of 'Mr. Ne-
vanes's solicitor, Mr. Nicholson-a man
respected by all who know him and whose
words are entitled to great weight-that
he had seen one of the letters. the one
written on the 27th March. He was quite
definite on that point. The chairman
made it very clear that there was no
doubt in Mr. Nicholson's mind that these
letters were sent, also Mr. Nicholson
made it just as clear that he had no
knowledge as; to whether the letters were
posted or delivered personally or by mes-
senger, or whether they were ever deliv-
ered. To clear up the point, the commit-
tee wired to Mr. Nevanas in New Zea-
land, asking him whether the letters had
been posted or delivered personally' or
by messenger. The reply wired was that
both letters had been delivered personally
to Mr. Johnson. The letter of the 27th
'March starts by referring to "our con-
versation of this morning," and pro-
ceeded to express regret that the Premier
was away, etcetera. Mr. Nevanas in-
tended to leave for the East on that day
-the 27th March. On the wording of
his own letter he must have already had
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an interview with the Minister for Lands
that morning. He then went away and
had this letter prepared. Evidently he
thought it of sufficient importance to
show it to his solicitor. Undoubtedly
from the evidence of Mr. Nicholson, the
letter was in existence then. But if Ne-
vanes wanted to have a letter such as that
placed on record to show that he had
authority for ordering these goods, would
not he have followed the ordinary pro-
cedutre and sent the letter through the
post 1 If he had done this, the letter
would have had to go through the
correspondence room before reaching the
'Minister, and there would have been a
record of the letter, and the Minister
could not then have denied the receipt
of it. But hie said he delivered the
letter personally. Apparently he had
an interview with the Minister that
morning, prepared the letter which
he thought of sufficient importance
to show to his solicitor, and then de-
livered it to Mr. Johnson.

Mr. Taylor: Before leaviog by the
boat.

'Rlr. A. A. Wilson: And the boat would
have sailed at 1100n.

Mr. MULLANY: Yes. If he bad
wvanted the letter to reach the Minister
and to be of any value, he would have
posted it so that it would have been
recorded. 1 believe Nevanas at this time
bad found that he was getting, into difli-
caltics. I agree with many of the speak-
ers who have a high opinion of Ncvan-
as's shrewdness. I am of opinion he
had a very good idea of what was likely
to transpire, and at this time was en-
deavoutring to build up a case for him-
self. We have to deal with this matler
as business men, and judge it as it would
be judged hy a jury. If these letters
came before a jury, would they be ac-
cepted as evidence that Nevanas had any
authority to order these goodsV Nevanas
has failed to show a tittic of correspondl-
ence or writing from any responsible
official or Minister as authority for en-
tering into these transac-tions. All he can
produce is a letter written by himself
thanking the M1inister for Lands for hav-
ing- accepted the contract. Is this suffi-

cicut evidence on which to condemn or
to lblacken and besmirchi the political or
business reputation of any man? No, it
is not, and if members of this House act
fairly and in a spirit which I am afraid
does not prevail, they will dismiss these
letters from mind. If Nevanas wanted
these letters put on record hie should have
followed the usa1 procedure.

Mr. George: We cannot put thlem out
of mind.

Mr. AI1ULLANY: We now come to the
point where 'Nevanas began to get into
difficulties. The Minister for Works par-
ticularly, and the Minister for Mines to a
less extent, wherever they have appeared
in these transactions, have been eulogised
by the Press and by members opposite
for the action they took. The member for
Murray-Wellington has interjected across
the Chamber several times to the Minister
for Works-"Your actions have been per-
fectly clear; you stand right out." I
would point out, however, that when the
matter came under tile notice of the Min-
ister for Works, Nevanas began to show
that hie was in great difficulty.

Mr. Taylor: The Minister for Works
lplaced him in the difficulty.

Air. MULLANY: That is so. Nevanas
first came prominently under the notice
of the Minister for Works when the Pre-
mier wired frolq Melbourne askin:g if it
wore possible 4io take up) X12,0110 worth
of inaterial on Nevanas's behalf. '[1k
Minister for Works refused, and rightly
so. When Nevanas began to make such
propositions, I believe any Minister
would have turned them down. 'While
members of the Opposition emphasised
the straightforward actions of the Mini-
ster for Works and the clearness of his
line of conduct right through, when they
came to the question of the benefit de-
rive'! from thie contract by Nevauns, the
settlement for the plans and the taking
over of the material purchased by Na-
vanas. they wvere not so eulogistic. The
Minister for Works, as Ministerial head,
had the whole of these dealings in his own
hands. I do not wishi to detract fronm
anything the Minister for Works has
done, and I hold no brief for the Minister
for Lands. If I thought the Minister
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for Larnds bad done anything wrong, I
would expose him the same as anyone
else, When Nevanas negotiated in the
first place with the Premier and the in-
ister for Lands, he submitted a proposi-
tion to construct these works for
£155,000, whereas the departmental offi-
cers estimated they would cost £210,000.
Then we have heard of all this talk about
corruption. When Mr. Nevanas. did get
something out of the transaction, and
members. opposite thought he got more
tlhan lie should have got, neither the M1in-
ister for Lands nor the Premier had the
handling of the matter at all; it was all
in the hands of the Minister for
Works. I think that the Minister
for Works did remarkably well through-
out the whole transaction. It is re-
markable also that Mr. Dunkerley, the
sub-contractor has been mentioned fre-
quently as the man who really supplied
the brains. I v-cry much doubt that. I
certainly think that Nevanas showed that
hie possessed a very fair amount of
brains. Thinkerley may have had brains
of a different type. He may be the man
who wasi responsible for th Jay-out of
the works, as he claims to be. He may
have been the man responsible for the
plan. He may have been the man who
was going to do the practical work; but
certainly' throughout t -he whole transac-
tion Ounkerley proved himself to he it
much worse business man than any of the
Nlinisiers who have had any dealings with
the matter. It is clearly shown that Ne-
ranas from the beginning to the finish
of the transaction duped Dunkerley and
uised his brains.

M.%r. George: He did.

Mr. MTJLLANY: Here we have it
stated that Dunkerley was prepared to
eairn' ouit the work for, I think, £1-37,000.
a reduetion of approximately £11,000 on
Neranas's tender. In his evidence flunk-
erley clearly shows, that lie had been mis-
led. For instance, after the contract had
been cancelled, hie met the Premier in
Melbourne. In reply to a question hy the
chairman, as follows-

Pi 11r. Scaddan understand that if
von had known it was a Government

job you would have wanted more
moneyq

MIr. Duakerley answered-
I said it would have been worth an-

other £10,000. It was at the time 1
made an agreement with Nevanas that
the freight was not to exceed £7,600.
f have that document in Melbourne.
This is the way I protected myself.
Mr. George: That was before the can-

cellation of the contract.
MNr. MLLANY: I think not.
M.\r. George: Yes, it was.
Mr. MUILANY: That makes very

little difference. Again, Mr. Dunkerley
tins been held uip as lte victim, to a cer-
tain extent, of Mr. Nevauss, and I be-
lieve he was. To show how Nevanas
worked Dunkerley I would remind mem-
bers ttiat'we had it previously that Dun-
kertey had not, in his opinion, been paid
the futll value for the plans be got out,
namely, £1,600. whereas Nevanas got cont-
siderably more than that amount. 1
aisked Dunkerley-

You have not been paid anything
like adequately for these plans and
your expert advice?9

and Mr. iD~nkerley answered-
I have rit. It covered the hare cost.

I was looking to the future carrying
out of the work. Nevanas had been
dangling something in front of me the
whole time.

I then asked him this question-
If youz were preparing these plans

with nothing else in view, you would
have charged a ' onsiderably higher
amount ?

and Mr. Dunk-erley answered-
Ye;, I would have applied the Insti-

tute of Architects' scale of fees,
namely, 1'4 per cent., for the pre-
lparation of plans and specifications
and, in the event of calling tenders and
getting quotes, 3 per cent.

Yet we know what Dunkerley got. We
hare again the matter of the payment
for the plans, where it has been con-
tended that Nevanas was paid consider-
ably more than lie should have been paid.
That mnay be a matter for legal or ex-
pert opinion. I do not think that any
member of tlw commiittee hind the legal
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knowledge necessary to give judgment
upofl the technical and fine points which
were there involved.

11r. George: It was more a matter of
experience.

Mr. MrJLLANY, I intend merely to
crystallise the final expression of opinion
of the Chief Architect, Mr. Bessley, upon
line matter. In question 451 I asked -Mr.
Beasley for his opion on a certan point
mid my reason for doing so was that a
-reat deal was said at the time, and it is
stll being said, upon the question of
damages as a result of the broken con-
tract in regard to the "Prinz Sigisniund"
having a lot to do with the final settling
up.) The leader of the Country party
repeatedly referred to what Air. Beasley
had at the hack of his head, namely, that
the negotiations for the taking over of
material and the payment for thie plans
w~ere largely overshadowed by the matter
of the "Prinz Sigismund.Y I will tell
tile House the final words which Mr.
Beasley had to say upon the matter. I
asked him the following question-

Leaving aside altogether any other
consideration, suchi as the "Prinz Sigis-
mund" or any negotiation between the
Government and Mr. Nevanas, you
consider that simply on the claim put
forward by Mr. Nevanas with regard
to those plans, if it had gone to arbi-
tration he would have been paid the
futll amount that you recommended?9

and Mr. Beasley answered-
That is my opinion.

I do not think the member for Nlunray-
Wellington was in the House when I
was referring to the exception taken by
the Institute of Architects to some of f le
remarks made by Mr. Beasley. It was
said by members of this Institute that
they thought that only a man under very
severe cross-examination could hare made
such a statement. The hon. member is
the man above all men who knows what
that severe cross-examination was. He
was there. I can hearrtily agree with the
Institute of Architects that Mr. Beasley
was subjected to a very severe cross-
exaninat ion.

Mr. George: I never cross-examined
him at all.

Mr. MULLANY: I desire to point out
that Mr. Bewsley, the man to whom these
negotiations were left, when asked the
question I have just read out to the
House, stated, "That is my opiniioni."
Air. Beasley made that very clear during
the whale course of his evidence. The
most regrettable incident in the inqcuiry
is that when it came to the settling
uip, leaving aside the details as to whether
Nevanas was paid too much in getting
this percentage over and above the pur-
chase and the cost of material, wve find
that a mistake was undoubtedly made in
paying Nevanas a commission upon the
installation. Throughout the whole tran-
saction it certainly does not appear to
rue that the men in responsible positions
in the Government departments have
shown- that amnount of business acumen
that this State is fairly entitled to find
in them for the salary which they are
being paid. It seenms to me that
when Nevanas came along and they
were asked to go out of their or-
dinary rut, they absolutely failed.
I certainly think some little reor-
ganisation in many of the departments is
required. I am not going to blame this
or any other Government for 'that state
of things, neither am I going to blame
any individual. I think that it certainly
can he shown that as good and as keen
a gr.ip of departmental matters has not
been kept as should have been kept.
There is the matter of the contract for
the "Prinz Sigismund." Whilst I am of
opinion that the cancellation of the con-
tract or agreement to allow Nevanas. to
use the "Prinz Sigismund" did not alto-
gether stop him from carrying ant the
works, I do not believe lie would have
lbeen able to carry them out in any case,
but still the fact that he had entered into
negotiations to get control of the ship for
a time-a very short time, 14 days alto-
gether from the time when he was given
control of the boat and the Premier sent
him a wire to say that -she was to be taken
away from him-caused him to complain
that he had suffered loss as a result at
the deal. Yet in my opinion Nevanas
entered into the contract without any
idea of aver chartering the "Prinz Rigis-
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mind," and that he had to make his
Own arrangements for freighit he knew
perfectly well. We had that on evidence
from Mr. Nicholson, who represented
Mr. Nevanas. There is no question about
it that he had not the "Prinz Sigismund"
in mind when lie entered into the con-
tract.

Mr. George: That is correct.

Mr. MULLANY: It may have incon-
venienced him to a great extent. As to
whether it was right to assess the damu-
ages at £-91000 or £3,000, I certainly have
no knowledge upon which to pass an
opinion on this point. I believe that
there would have been some sort of tech-
nical breach, and that he could have
claimed something. In my opinion
Nevainas came here in ' the first place
under false pretences, and I believe that
he worked to a great extent upon the
name of Nevanas & Co., Smithfield, and
that when it came to carrying out a busi-
ness transaction it was found that it was
a different company altogether, and that
if he bad been sailing under his true
colours, the position, so far as he was
concerned, would have been a very dif-
ferent one. I believe at the same time if
the contract had been cardied out under
the terms offered by Nevanas it would
have been a good thing for this State.
Members must look at it in that way. It
is seay to say after the event, "I would
not have done this or that, this was a
mistake, Or something else was a mis-
take."

Hon. J1. Mitchell: Rt was all a mistake.
.%r. MNULLjANY: Members must plact

themselves in the position of Ministers or
the Government. They are asked to
carry on this work, and undoubitedly time
was the essence of the contract. It is an
entirely differenU proposition to formi a
judgment upon a transaction asit comes
on to looking backward and passing an
opinion upon a transaction which is
passed.

-Mr. George: I find that Nevanas had
the "Prinz Sigismund" for exactly four
weeks.

Mr. MULLANY: I wish to say a word
or two upon the proposed management

agreement which is mentioned in para-
graph I of the report.. The committee
say-

It is evident from correspondence
and statements of witnesses that such
an agreement has been in process of
negotiation. The Solicitor General
states that he prepared a draft and
settled same with Air. Nicholson-the
attorney for Nevanas & Co.-and this
draft passed from his office to a Mlini-
ster of the Crown, but he does not
know to whomn, or where it may be
now. The committee have been unable
to obtain this draft agreement until the
19th October. None of the Ministers
appear to have known of the where-
abouts of it, but as all wvitnesses ex-
amnined On this point,

And I wish to emphasise this particular
portiou of the report-

including Mr. Nicholson (vide ques-
tions 2032-4), are of the opinion that
this agreement has never been corn-
pleted, the committee do not think it
necessary to further pursue the matter,
but attention is directed to the evidence
of Mr. Sayer (questions 1769.73).

In the face of that paragraph in the com-
mittee's rep~ort, which emanates entirely
from the chairman of the committee, that
the commnittee have found that although
a draft agreement was in existence, the
evidence shows that it was not signed and
was not of any value, the committee did
not think it necessary to further pursue
the matter. Yet we find the following
words in this motion-

The action of the Government in en-
tering into . . . a private arrangement
to hand over to Nevanas & Co. the
management thereof for a term of
years....

Those words are included in the motion
moved by the member for Murrray-Wel-
linglon, who as chairman of the select
committee drew the paragraph stating
that the committee had found upon the
evidence adduced that the agreement bad
not been completed, that there was no
agreement in existence, and that it was
unnecessary to go any furtfier in the
matter. Yet we find those words em-
bodied in the motion, which, if cardied,
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would bring about a change of Govern-
ment in this State. Is there any' consist-
ency in this? I believe the member for
Murray-Wellington honestly thought, in
the first place, that there was a manage-
ment agreement in existence; but, if he
continues to think so, why did he agree
to the paragraph I h~ave quoted from the
report?

AMr. George: Those are two distinct
matters.

Mr. MULLAXY: Undoubtedly nego-
tiations were in progress between the
Government nand Air. Nevanas in this
connection by telegrnm. That is the
nearest the member for Murray-Welling-
ton could get to proving a management
agreement. Finally summarising the
whole thing, the member for 'Murray-
Wellington said that although there
Avas no definite agreement in exist-
cice, yet there was an agreement
lo make an agreement provided the
parties could agree upon terms.
Those are the words used by the
member for Murray - Wellington- an
agreement to make an agreement if terms
could be agreed upon. If INevanas, or
the member for Murray-Wellington, or
any individual or corporation approaches
the Government for arn agreement, the
agreement can be made if the parties
agree upon terms; and there is no
need to double-barrel and overload
the matter by playing upon works as the
member for Murray-Wellington did. I
give hon. members credit for more in-
telligence than to swallow such a state-
ment as that of the member for Murray-
Wellington on this point, hut people
reading the report of the speech deliv-
ered by the member f or Murray-Welling-
ton, and not going fully into the matter,
niav think there is something in it. They
will say, "Why, the member for Murray-
Wellington, the well-known AMr. George,
says there was an argeement to make an
agreement if Nevanas and the Govern-
ment could agree upon terms; so there
must be something in it." So far as the
committee could ascertain-and this is
borne out
son, Mr.
anas did

by the evidence of Mr. Nichol-
Neranas'ls solicitor-Mr. Ner-
not consider that he had any

claim of any sort as far as the manage-
ment of tme works was concerned.

Mir. George: It is lucky for the State
lie did not think so.

Mr. MULLANY: Sufficient for the
day is the evil or the good thereof. We
are not discussing what is in the past or
in the future as regards this matter. I
do not know that I need add much more.
Perhaps hon. members will think I have
spoken at too great length already. How-
ever,' having been honoured with apoint-
ment as a member of the seleet-coinunittee
I claim for myself and for every other
member of the committee that we worked
hard and endeavoured to secure the
fullest p)ossible information upon the
whole subject. In this connection I would
particularly mintion the member for
Hannans (Mr. Munsie) not because that
gentleman did more than other members
of the committee, but because he is not
here to speak for himself. For my own
piart, I certanly cannot support the
motion of the member for M.urray-Wel-
lington. At the same time, I do not say
that I approve of what are termned secret
contracts. Indeed, I may sa 'y that I can-
not understand why this contract, after
it had been let to Mr. Nevanas, was not
immediately made public. That course
would have saved the whole of the trouble,
in my opinion. I am not going to take
exception to the letting of the contract,
but I amn going to say that I am not in
favour of letting contracts generally
without first calling for public tenders.
At the same time I am prepared to ad-
mit that there is no role without excep-
tion. As regards the form of the motion
I say that the reference to "a private ar-
rangement to hand over to Nevanas &
Co. the management" is, in view of the
evidence taken and the finding arrived at
by the select committee, an absolute mis-
statement of fact. The committee found
the contrary, and neither from the files
nor from the evidence can it be shown
that there was any proposal to hand over
the management of the works either to
Nevanas or to anyone else for a term of
years. The simple fact is that whatever
negotiations had been carried on are now
at an end.
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Mr. George: No, they are not.
Mr. MIILLANY: At any rate, that is

my opinionl. The member for Murray-
Wellington will have the opportunity of
replying. As a member of the select com-
mnittee, having gone through the whole of
the evidence, I believe it was the man-
arement of the works that Nevanas was
looking for throughout the negotiations.
Indeed, I believe that he Avis prepared to
erect the works at a loss if he could get
ihe management of them. That was where
his great business aptitude and shrewd-
ness wvould have come in-if he could
have got thle Government to agree to
give him the management. The manage-
ment, I repeat, was Nevanas's object
throughout the whole transaction. How-
ever, the Government, although accused
of having no business aptitude, did show
sufficient business acumen not to be led
into such a disastrous trap as to give Mr.
Nevanas the management of the works
on the terms of the draft agrement. Had
the Government done that, they would
have deserved all the censure which the
passing of this motion would convey. But
ihe Government have not done that, and
therefore I certainly cannot support the
motion. In conclusion I shall move an
amendment which I believe will meet the
views of many members of this Assem-
bly. I am of opinion that members on
both sides of the House, whilst they dis-
approve of the letting of this contract
or of secret contracts, are not going to
say that they view the matter in such a
serious light as to necessitate a change
of Government. Accordingly I move an
amendment-

That all the words after "that," in
line I be struck out, and the following
inserted in lieu :-"this House on gen-
eral principles discapproves of the le-
tin9 of contracts without calling for
public tenders."

The amendment, I believe, will cover
whatever objections hon. members on
either side of the House may have to
urge. We do not believe in the letting of
public works of this magnitude, or of any
considerable magnitude, without public
tenders being called. But I believe it will
also be recognised, after the evidence

which has been brought forward, that
thtem, are exceptions to the rule, and that
no such great mistake has been made as
is sought to be fastened upon the Gov-
ernment "over the Wyndhamn Freezing
Works contract. I believe hon. members
can honestly support, and will support,
the amendment. Of course, if there are
any members prepared to support the
motion for the purpose of securing a
change of Government, or seeking office,
or obtaining the occupancy of the Min-
isterial benches, I do not expect them to
support the amendment. I hold, how-
ever, that the amendment covers all that
is contained in the first lportion of the
motion; and I repeat that the second
portion of the motion is an absolute mis-
statement. Therefore, being unable to
support the motion, I have much plea-
sure in submitting my amendment, and
I trust it will be carried.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.)

Hon. j. MITCEEELL (Northamn)
[4.41): 1 have listened with some in-
terest to the speech of the member for
31enzies (Mr. Mullany). I am afraid
the speech had not much to do with the
motion, though it certainly had a great
deal to do with the evidence taken by
the select committee. The hon. member
has moved the deletion of certain words
from the motion, and the substitution of
other words. To me there appears to bo
no reason why the words which the hon.
member wishes to have deleted should
be struck out. I have listened to the dis-
cussion during the last three sittings,
and, so far as I can see, the discussion
has justified the motion. Even the speech
of the Premier last night justified the
motion. I admit that the Premier made,
as he usually does, a very excellent de-
fence with very poor material. If we
accuse the hon. gentleman of having
bought a goat, he immediately accuses us
of having bought a donkey.

The Premier: You are the only Min-
ister who bought goats.

Hon. J. M1ITCHELL: If the Premier
is asked why he did such and such a
thing, he immediately answers, "You did
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it too, and surely that is enough." Last
night the Premier opened his remarks by
attacking members on this side of the
House for want of patriotism. He said
that we ought to forget party and en-
deavour to combine to do what is best
for the State and the Empire.

The Premier: I said you said that at
the outset of the session.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
said it yesterday' . But how can we corn-
bine! Are we not complaining to-day
that we have been unable to join with
the Premier in the conduct of the affairs
of this country?

The Premier: It is difficult to com-
bine. We are oil, and you are water.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You are vinegar.
Ron. J1. MITCHELL: We were al-

ways perfectly willing to combine; but
the Premier has never been willing to
let us know what his wishes* are. We
charged the Government with secrecy
which made it impossible for us to com-
bine with them, which made it impos-
sible for us to do our duty by this coun-
try. Further, Ministers have deceived
this House. If Ministers deceive Par-
liament, surel 'y it should be resented by
hon. members no matter where they sit.
At any time it is a grave offence for
Ministers deliberately to deceive Parlia-
ment. When the Premier waved a flag
of truce here some time ago, we sat back
a bit; but under that flag of truce Mlin-
isters have done things which they would
not have dreamt of doing tinder ordin-
ary circumstances. The Premier has
been able to deceive us because we be-
lieved him when he said that he wanted
peace, and a cessation of party strife,
and the best service for the State. so
that the utmost mighit be done for the
Empire in its hour of need. In Decem-
her of last year the Premier promised
that he would be frank and open with us.
The Premier was to let us know all that
he had in his mind, and all that he in-
tended to do. In this matter wve claim
that the Premier has acted against the
best interests of the State and against
the best interests of the Empire. Is not
the need greater, because of the period,
for us to bring forward a matter of this

kind! And is it not the duty of mem-
bers to make the punishment fit the
crime, the crime of secrecy? The Gov-
ernment have deceived this House.

Mr. Taylor: What is the punishment?
Hon. J1. MITCHELL: The bench on

this side of the House for the Premier.
Mr. Heitmann: Are you thinking as

much of the punishment as you are of
the gain to yourself?

Mr. B3olton: Why should the people
suffer?

Hon. J. MWITCHELL: I do not expect
that we shall win this vote but I think
all the same, that hon. members should
make the punishment fit the crime, and
it is for hon. members to say whether
they believe in secret contracts and mal-
administration.

The Premier: Are you withdrawing
the motion?

Hon. Frank Wilson: Are you accept-
ing the amendment as one of no confi-
dence?

The Premier: Are you withdrawing
the motion?

Hon. Frank Wilson: I suppose you
have had a caucus meeting?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
stated last night that in 1908 when the
Labour party came into power there had
been negotiations for the establishment
of similar works, and that an agreement
had been signed but never made public,
between the stock owners and the then
Government. I interjected then that
the House was told of it. The Premier
replied that nothing of the kind was
done. Let me show just how correct the
Premier is in his statement. There
were many speeches on that subject
ipade by the Premier and other
members, and there were one or two
also by the present Speaker, but I do
not think I will read them, although
they are very excellent speeches and
fully bore out the need for freezing
works in the North. The present mem-
ber for South Fremantle, too, discussed
this agreement.

The Premier: Did you put that agree-
ment on the Table of the House?

Mr. Taylor: Are you going to quote
from the Address-in-reply in 19079
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Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes, and the
hon. member's speech, too.

Mr. Taylor: I did not speak on any
information that you conveyed to the
Chamber.

The Premier: Why do you not tell
us that you put this agreement on the
'fable of the House?

Air. Green: Are you speaking in fa-
vour of the amendment?

lion. J. MITCHELL: In July, 1907,
a discussion took place in connection
with the freezing works at Wyndhiam,
and the present Premier spoke on it.
too. The agreement was dated June,
1008.

The Premier: We discussed it before
it was made public.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The proposal
was discussed the year before.

Mr. Taylor: WTe were forestalling
you.

The Premier: Tell uts when You
made it public?

Hon. J. 'MITCHELL: Does thc Pre-
tuier not know the difference between
a proposed agreement and an agreement?
Ours was not an interim agreement at
any rate.

The Premier: When did you make it?
Hon. J. MITCHELL: In June, 1908.
The Premier: Well, tell uts when you

made it public.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Will the Pre-
mier keep quiet. I will read what I said
on the 17th July, 1907-

Miuch has been said regarding the
proposed freezing works at Wyndham.
I do not think the position is at all
understood. Some members have said
the proposal amounts to subsidising
some "fat" people who own stations
in the North. All I can say is, whilst
it may benefit people who own such
stations, I do not think we ought to
mind if it does. Those who are called
the fat people of the North are just
as much entitled to protection as any
other people. We have offered to make
an advance of £35,000 to anyone who
will erect freezing works there tinder
proper conditions, and if the hon.
member likes to take advantage of

the offer, we will listen to him. We
offer to lend on the security of the
whole works a sum not exceeding
£35,000.

Those *are the conditions tinder which
the agreement was made eventually.
Then I go on-

We think the loan ought to be free of
interest for the first three years and
that for 17 years afterwards we ought
to collect interest and sinking fund
to wipe out the amount.

Then I wvent on to give the conditions.
The Premier: You have not told uts

yet when you laid it on the Table.

Hon. J. MITC HELL: I am just re-
plying to the statement of the Premier
made last night, which was unfair and
wrong. I venture to say, the Premier
had this agreement in his hands a day
or two before he spoke.

Mr. Taylor: We knew 12 months be-
fore you entered into that agreement
you were going to do so.

The Premier: We did not know it was
entered into.

Hon. J. ITCHELL: The Attorney
General was eloquent in his denunciation
of this agreement on the 23rd July,
1007.

The Premier: There was no agreement
made then.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: This is what he
said-

The Government are foolishly ex-
travagant on the one hand, extravagant
in their manipulation of the Agrical-
tural Department, in their assistance
to, or rather their promise of assist-
ance to the rich in the North-West;
and they are absolutely negligent to
those who are the pioneers, who are
working for this country and making
it possible for the country to he great
in the future, bringing forth its possi-
bilities. To those the Government are
absolutely negligent. The Government
are making no provision whatever to
stem the tide of adversity that is pro-
ceeding, to stop the inroads of trouble
that are upon those who are here.

Cannot we recognise that it is the At-
torney General taling?
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There is a smack to me about it which
I can hardly eharacterise as being in
the interests of the country itself.
Mr. Heitmana: Will, you tell us what

point you arc trying to make?

Hon, J. MITCHELL: On the 25th
July the jpresent Premier had something
to say about the freezing works. He
stated-

A word on the Proposed subsidy to
the freezing works in the North, end
I suppose some Ministers will tell me
it is not in the nature of a subsidy but
a loan. Still I cannot separate the two,
because I find in the daily Press of
about a, fortnight ago a proposal for
freezing works at an other place, I
think Carnarvon. I understand this
proposal is exactly on all fours with
the proposal foe. freezing works at
Wyndham.

All these hon. genjtlcuwrn iWscussed the
matter and I think the member for Mt.
Margaret bad something to say on it too.

The Premier: When was the agree-
ment made?

Hon. Frank Wilson: It does not mat-
ter about the agreement. The House
knew we were going to make it; there
was no secrecy about it.

11r. Taylor. The difference between
that agreement' and this one is that we
attacked you 12 months before you
signed it.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Everything was
done in public.

Hon. J. MITCHELL:- We were de-
sirous of entering upon an agreement
with anyone who would build works in
return for a loan of £C35,000 by the Gov-
ernment.

The Premier :Did you make that
agreement public?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: In 1907.
Mr. Taylor: You never signed it.
Hon. 3. MITCHELL: It does not

matter about our having signed it. The
member 'for Mt. Margaret denounced the
making of this agreement. Tn that year
the hon. member made an excellent
speech in apposition to the proposal. It
was, perhaps, the best exceept that of the
member for South Fremantle. There

was an agreement made between Mr.
Durack and the Government on the 11th
June, 1908.

The Premier: Was it laid on the Table
of the House?

Hon. J. MITCHELL:- I do not know
that it was laid on the Table at all. The
agreement protected the small man and
provided for a loan of £35,000 on con-
dition that the expenditure amounted to
£75,000. We were to control the prices
until the 10th June, 1927. Absolutely
until 1927 we were to control the work,
the method of management and the
prices. We agreed to set aside 50 acres
for the buildings, and 30,000 acres as a
paddock for stock. We further provided
that the company was to kill and freeze
on a pro rats basis. Clause 13 of the
agreement might well be read by the
Minister fbr Works. It is full of care
and solicitude for the small producer.
Paragraph (a) reads as follows-

The company agrees to kill, freeze,
and treat all cattle offering so as to
avoid favouritism and to afford equal
opportunities to all cattle owners on
a pro rata basis so far as. the capacity
of the works will allow,

N'o one was to have any favour. The
agreement protected all. Further than
that, it is provided that the price to be
paid shall not be more than-

The current Queensland rate for the
time being, with the addition of an
added percentage to he from time to
time fixed by the committee to he
appointed under Clause 14 hereof,
based upon a due regard to the extra
wages and expenses paid or incurred
on account of the isolated position of
the works.

Every detail was thought of. Further,
it was provided that the cattle-owners
might appoint a committee to see that
Clause 13, providing the safeguards,
was, properly carried out. Those cattle-
owners were not neceasarily to be share-
holders, although it was hoped that they
would become so.

The Premier: Was it not only for ex-
port purposes?

2344



Ell NOVEMBER, 1915.] 34

Hon. J1. MITCHELL: No, certainly
not.

The Premier: Why did not they go onf
Hon. J1. MITCHELL. Because, I sup-

pose, they found that money was not so
easily got, that tbe cattle-owners did not
respond to the idea.

Mr. Taylor: And the agreement was uin-
favourably received in the House.

lion. . 1 TCHELL: I do not know
that it was unfavourably received. I do
not think hon. members. made any great
objection. Of course they saw that the
cattle-owners had to be helped in some
way, and they realised the difficulty of
controlling works in that district. They
probably thought it was better to have
the management in some other hands. The
outstaending difference between our pro-
posal and that of the Government is that
we said "Here is £35,000 for you. We
will advance it at 4 per cent., and you
will pay 3 per cent. sinking fund
after the first three years. In the
meantime you are to kill impsaially
for all, on a reasonable basis, and we are
to hold the works as security." Tbe coun-
try ran no risk and could sustain no loss.
Under the Government's proposal, the
country' was to take all the risk, while
Nevanas took all the profit. Instead of
putting in half the money, Nevanas was
to get money all the time. Will lion.
members, say that there was secrecy about
our proposition, when, as I have proved
from Hansard, the matter was made pub-
lic 12 months before, and was thoroughly
well uinderstood by every member of the
House?

The Premier: I said the agreement
w~As made, but never made public.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Do not quibble.
Hon. J1. 'MITCHELL: I am willing to

admit that the agreement was not laid on
the Table. No hon. member asked that
it should be, nor was there any necessity
for it, because it had been fully discussed.
Members knew all the conditions, and
members were in the habit of trusting us-
There was no secrecy. Did the Premier
ask for the agreement?

The Premier:- We did not know that onc
existed.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Why, you dis-
cussed it time and again.

The Premier: Your proposal, yes, but
we did not know that you had made an
agreement.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
knew at the time that an agreement was
made. The Premier squirms. He does
wrong himself, and when he is asked
to defend his action he says that we did
the same. As a matter of fact we did
nothing of the sort.

The Prenmier: Where is the file?
Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier

must have been very stupid to sit
in his place here without protesting
against the proposed agreement when it
was discussed in the Houase, and when hie
actually voted money in order that we
might give effect to the agreement. It is
very uinlikely that the Premier would have
waited till now to enter this protest; in-
deed, he would not have eqtered it at
all had he not got himself into this mess.

The Premier: Where is the file conta in-
ing the negotiations leading up to the
agreement?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Premier
says the file is lost. All I can say is I
left the file there, and the Premier has
lost it.

The Premier: I did not know that one
existed until I saw something on another
Mfe.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: You have had
charge of the people's property for four
years, and apparently you have lost the
file. That file would have disclosed -noth-
ing to the discredit of the past Admin-
istration; in fact, it was very much to
our credit. If the Premier had followed
that file closely, together with that of
1910, he would have kept off the rocks,
we would not have been in this mess with
Nevanns, and the country would have
been saved many thousands of pounds. As
a matter of f act, had the Premier looked
at those files, Nevanas would never have
visted Wyndham at a cost to the State
of £1,000. The files were complete, and
were left at the office when we went out.
After four years. the Premier now asks
where is the file. In 1910-11, we placed
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on the Estimates an amount for the erec-
lion of freezing works at Wyndhamn. I
have always believed that export facili-
ties should be the property of the State.
In 1910-11 I formulated a proposition
under wrhich the Government were to
build the works, and I hoped that we
would he able to carry out those works.
However, the people decided otherwise,
we were compelled to change our seats,
and the Premier assumed the responsi-
bility of providing freezing works on the
vote which we left him. But, instead of
dealing with those works, lie sent the
present Minister for Lands to Wyndham
in 1012. The Minister made a special
trip by the "Penguin," and inspected the
cattle tip there'from the steamer's deck.
Then be came back and reported dead
against freezing works at Wyndham. He
was very certain that the cattle were not,
of sufficient class to freeze, very certain
that there was a better market at the
adjacent islands than he would find
through the freezers. In 1912 he re-
ported as follows:

1. There is not available in sufficient
quantities the class of cattle to guar-
antee that when the meat is frozen it
can successfully compete on the world's
market.
The Minister for Lands: It is true too.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: The hon. member

did not say it in 1914.
The Minister for Lands: No. There

was then a scarcity of stock on the
world's market.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The report sub-
mitted by the present Minister for Lands
continues as follows:-

2. That the sp~ecial local difficulties of
erection and obtaining water supplies,
Plus the expensive cost of operating,
would make it impossible to market the
frozen beef without suffering financial
loss. .3. That the price that could be
paid for cattle for freezing or canning
purposes -would be less than the stock
would command for the island trade.

He wanted to send it to the niggers. The
report continues-

4. That the operations of the State
steamers, with Government controlled

abattoirs, will have an effect on the
price of meat in the southern market
which could not be gained if meat were
sent frozen from the lKimberleys. 5.
That the successful marketing of frozen
or canned beef is difficult, while the
marketing of live stock is compara-
tively easy. 6. That an expensive and
difficult enterprise should not be under-
taken when there is an alternative avail-
able, 7. That the alternative is the fos-
tering of the island trade by making
special investigations into its J)ossibili-
ties.

In 1912 it was "Do not do it at any price.
The cattle are not worth it. Sales can
be made to the islands." Of course he
was quite wrong, but ha said wve could
send the cattle to the adjacent islands,
and we were nt to touch freezing works
at Wyndham. Yet, early in 1914, he re-
ceived the proposition and Mr. Nevanas
with open arms. The Premier has said
that if the contract with Nevanas had
been carried out we should have been
saved £50,000 to £100,000. As all the
material has been purchased, this is a
very serious statement to make. The
inference is that Ministers are now going
to do the work by day labour, and that
uinder that system it will cost from
£50,000 to £100,000 more than if it had
been done by contract. Are bon. mem-
hers willing that this additional expendi-
ture shall be incurred in order that the
work nisy he done by day labour? Min-
isters let this contract secretly. I would
like Ministers to tell us what would have
happened if they had endeavoured to let a
contract by public tender at that time.
The leader of the Country party the other
dlay, at a meeting composed of men who
do not sit with him here, was twitted
about it by members of the executive.
Yet is it not a fact that the Government
would not be allowed to let the work by
contraict, notwithstanding that day labour
is estimated to cost from £50,000 to
£100,000 more?

Mr. Heitmann: What would prevent
them letting a contract for the work?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: I Blippose the
Trades Hall; I dto not 'know.
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MUr. Foley: We are the only free party.

Ion. 3. MITCHELL: 1 should think
the Trades Halt had considerable influ-
ence over Ministers all the time. We are
told that on the cancellation of the con-
tract in connection with the "N2" there
was a fear of action for damages because
the Government had broken their word
to Nevanas. The Government admit that
they made an agreement with Nevanas,
that Nevanas got the vessel, and that
four weeks afterwards they took it from
him. They made a promise to Nevanas
and, without a word of apology or any
excuse, except one more or less manu-
factured, they broke their word. Is that
a right thing to do? Should not it he
possible to accept the word of the Gov-
ernment? Is this serious admission of
their willingness to break their word to
be passed over unheeded? When the Gov-
ernment let the "N2" to iNevanas, they
had not room on the coast for both the
"Western Australia? and the "N2." In
order to get the boat from Nevanas, they
had to send the "Western Australia" to
England. How did they glte"et
ern Australia"' off in order to be able to
take the boat from Nevanas and hang up
the works at Wyndham? t charge the
Government with deliberately breaking
their word, with deliberately conniving
to get the "'Western Australia" Home,
and with deliberately holding up the con-
struction of these works. According to
the evidence of M -r. Stevens. a cable was
sent to the Agent General. as follows-

See MeCaul, 27 Wallbrook. and dris-
cuss prospects his selling "Western
Auistralia." and cable to-morrow if you
consent our sendinz ship to Eng-land
as 3lcCaul advises.

One would have thought it was quite
stifeirnI for the Government to cable
the Agent General in these terms, but
by some meymns or other, the country has
paid for another wire sent to 'MeCaul
and Co. by their Fremantle agents, Wat-
son Bros.

The Mlinister for Works : Will you
swear that the country has paid for that
cable?

Hon. J. MITCHELL: It is in the evi-
dence.

The Minister for Works: No, it is not.
Hon. J. MITCHELL : The wire

stat ed-
Following is strictly private. A

message has been sent to Moore. WiU
call u])ofl you. Authorities here anxious
he cables Premier accept the proposal.
The Minister for Works: Who were

the authorities?
Mr. Wfillmott: The Government.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Government

are responsible for all that has been done
by their officials in their name. Sir
New ton Moore was wired to by the Gov-
ernment, to consult MaCaul and Co. and
McCaul's agents here were given the tip
to cable tkfem before Sir Newton Moore
called on them. The Government wanted
to make sure there would be no mistake'
about getting rid of the boat. I will
read from the evidence a few questions
put by the chairman to Mr. Stevens. Mr.-
Stevens remarked-

I really do not know why, in Wat-
son's, cable to MeCaul, the words as to
the message being private were used.

Mr. Stevens was farther questioned by'
the chairman andi gave the following
answers-

Who were the authorities referred
to in the cable to _McCaul?-The Gov-.
ernment, I presume.

Did you pay for that cable? You
paid for a lot of cablegrams 7-Have
we paid for Watson's cablegrams?

I notice Watson's send in the charges'
for them 7-I did not know we hadl
paid for any. I do not know why Mr..
Watson should wire to his people in'
London that the authorities are anxious
the Agent General should eable his
approval.

The commencement of the cable in
itself shows it is a sub rosa affair,
does it nor?-You refer to "The fol--
lowing- is strictly private"?

Yes ?-That happens to be the
translation of a code word-

It is not a usual thing to introduce
a message in that way. Cables are
mostly confldential?-I do not know
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why this message is stated to be strictly
private.

I presume the committee can take it
that Watson had no authority from
you or anyone else, to your knowledge?
-No, and I may say Watson's had no
communication with the Government
here except through mue so that they
certainly had no authority from the
Government.

I want to know what the people of the
country think of this method of doing
business. It certainly is a most extra-
ordinary one. If the Government did not
send the message to MeCaul, they
should find out who did send it. We
hold the Government responsible for
what was done in their name.

The Minister for Works: We take all
the responsibility.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: If the "Western
A ustralia"' had not been hurried off to
London, we should have had tile '"N2'
on the coast as well and the coastal
trade would have been as well catered
for as it is at present, because she would
have been run under the agency of
the State Steamship Company. *There
was only 5,000 tons of material for these
works at Wyndham, and the evidence is
that there would be £7,500 for freight.
If the Government were sincere and
wanted to get the wor~ks done, and were
as anxious as they professed to be to
supply the Imperial Government with
meat, why should they have sent the
"Western Australia" Home? Why did
they take the "N2" from Nevanas? Why
did they ref use to carry 5,000 tons of
h&evnas's material to Wyndham? The
cancellation of this contract should be
explained.

The Minister for Works: It is.
Hon. J1. MITCHELL: It is not ex-

plained. The Government are absolutely
insincere. They do not wish to build
the works.

'The Minister for Works: The works
are tinder construction now.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: Yes, at snail's
pace. Nevanas had to build them by
March next.

The Minister for Works; I have 100
men working there now.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Minister
will finish the works in about three years'
time.

Mr. George: If the present Govern-
merit go on for another three years9 they
will finish the country.

The Minister for Works: We have
saved the country.

Hon. J1. MITCHELL: The Premier
said he did not want the committee to
clear his character. He also said that
accusations of dishonesty and want of
integrity on the part of the Government
had been made, and that someone had
accused him of getting £30,000. No one
in this House has accused the Government
of want of honesty. We accuse the Gov-
ernment of secrecy. It is the secrecy we
resent. We accuse them of maladminis-
tration, but we hav'e never questioned
their honesty. The Premier would do
well to remember this in future. It is
not fair to members to make these state-
ments, and it is not wise from the Pre-
mier's point of view. The Premier him-
self referred to mand being thrown and
to the possibility of some of it sticking.
When doubt is raised, some people are
apt to conclude there is good reason for
it. This contract was a secret contract,
and knowledge of it leaked out only
through the Press. But for that we might
have had no knowledge of it to-day. The
Premier is prepared to admit there are
members on his side of the House who
hold strongly to the view that in no cir-
cumstances were the Government war-
ranted in entering into private negotia-
tions. If the Premier himself has any
objection, why did not he stop the
negotiations? I have no desire to discuss
the details as brought out by the com-
mittee. The y are disclosed in the evi-
dence. and the newspapers have given
publicity to the matter. The Press have
dealt very fairly with the question, and
have published 'the evidence without dis-
crimnination and the public are aware
of what has happened. I propose to
confine the remainder of my remarks,
therefore, to two matters. I shall en-
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deavour to prove there was secrecy and
maladministration. 1 have no charge of
corruption to lay against the tiovernment,
but I can prove that there was secrecy
which w'as connived at, and, in fact,' de-
liberately arranged by the Government.

Mr. Heitmana: What was their reason
for deceiving!

Hon, Frank Wilson: Perhaps you will
tell us by-and-by.

Eon. J. MITCHELL: There was a con-
spiracy of silence on the part of the Pre-
mier, the Minister for Lands, Mr. Nay-
das, and AMr. Dunkerley, and such officers
as knew anything about the negotiations.
These officers must have set a very close
watch over their mouths, to say the least of
it. ITam inclined to think they did not knowv
very much, but doubtless some of them
had an inkling of what was going on.
In June, 1914, Nevanas arrived in the
State. He saw the Premier and was in-
troduced by him to the Minister for
Lands. Apparently Navanas 'was then
handed over to the tender mercies of the
Minister for Land;, and managed very
well from that time onwards. In Septem-
ber, 1914, Dunkerley came to Western
Australia at Nevanas's request. They
visited Wyndham; Dunkerley wrote a
report for which Nevanas was paid, and
subsequently prepared the plans. Ne-
vanas requested secrecy, and the object
of their visit to Wyndham was not to be
mentioned to any one, especially was
Dunkerley not to tell Mr. flurack, pre-
siunably the Mr. Durack who bad the
contract to build the works in 1908.
Dunkerloy maintained the secrecy en-
joined upon him. and it was not until
April, 1915, that he knew he was to
build the works for the Government.
How was it possible for Nevanas and
Dunkerley, without exercising extraordi-
nary care, to move about this State as
they did-Wyndham is a very small
place-fromt September to April without
any one learningr the object of their visitI
It is extraordinary how secrecy was
maintained. When they got to Wynd-
ham they did not go over the Pipe track.
It was work they had never seen and had
never been near, and yet upon which a

sum of £:1,500 was lpaid for the plans.
If they had gone over the pine track
suspicions would have been aroused at
once, and it would have been known that
there was something wrong. On the 22nd
March, 1915, when Nevanas had been ne-
gotiating for nearly a year, he ordered
a lot of cement from Wils & Co., and on
the 24th and 26th he made considerable
purchases from, Elder, Shenton & Co. The
secret leaks out now. He could not ex-
pect these people to maintain secrecy,
but up to the timne lie mnade these large pur-
chases, which necessitated inquiries being
made by the firm;, absolute secrecy was
maintained. On the 23rd February, 1915,
we discussed the vote in this House of
£E32,000 for these works. We questioned
the Premier and the Minister for Lands,
who was Minister for Works at the time,
but there was nothing then worth telling,
and the Government knew nothing what-
ever although Nevanas. had already been
negotiating with them. Notwithstanding
this, they asked for money with which to
pay Nevanas, and they knew what was
intended to be done with the money. The
member for Kimberley (Mr. Male) ques-
tioned the Premier closely but could get
no information. By Ihe end of March so
much had happened. Are hon. members
by their vote going to approve of the
refusal of the Government to give infor-
mation upon work of this kind, informna-
tion which the Government had in their
possession, and which every member wag
entitled to be placed in possession of?
IF hope not. This House adjourned on the
:3rd Mairch, and up to that date we have
heard not a word in regard to Nevanas.
We have never heard his name men-
tioned. His tender was ac~cepted on the
0th April. The Government knew about
the tender then. MIinisters do not alt
seem to -have been aware of the contract.
On the 3rd 'May of this year we find that
the Minister for Works consulted the
acting Premier (M\r. Collier) about the
matter. The 'Minister for Works wired
to Nevanas in Mfelbourne as follows:

Your wire 29th. Am of opinion de-
tailed plans and specifications should
be approved as arranged. Contract
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signed and fixed on satisfactory basis
before manager Implement Works
proceeds Melbourne.

As a matter of fact on the MtE of the pre-
vious month the contract was let, signed,
and fixed up, 'and Nevanas was the con-
tractor. Here is indisputable proof that
at least two of the Ministers did not
know that the contract was signed. As
early as the 10th January of this year
same wires passed between the Premier
and Nevanas in regard 'to plans. The
Premier wired to Nevanas to submit
terms for preparing plans and specifi-
cations. I want to know why an instruc-
tion was sent from the Premier direcL
instead of through the Chief Architect
or the Under Secretary for Works, and I
hope the House will want to know why.
Surely the constitution requires that
when a large vote is handed aver to 'Min-
isters the spending of the Money Should
be 'd6ne through the proper channel. We
do not expect a Minister to lay down a
railway line or to deal with a purchase
of any sort without the knowledge of his
expert officers. We expect Ministers to
deal with our money through the perman-
ent officiJals. I fancy the constitution re-
quires that this should be done. But in
order that no one might know anything
about the business the Premier sent the
wire himsgelf, and Nevanas also wired
hack direct to the Premier. In March,
1915, the Chief Architect knew for the
first time that Nevanas was engaged
in making plans. Our Chief Archi-
tect, who is being paid a high salary
to manage the architectural affairs
of the country, knew thien for the
first time that Nevanas had been
engaged to prepare plans. I ask if the
House is going to approve of this method
of doing business. I wish to protest too,
and to ask lion, members to protest also,
and also wish to ask if secrecy has not
become part of thle system of this Gov-
erment. I wonder how many secret eon-
traefs exist thiat wre do not know of. It
would he interesting if the Ministers
would he perfectly frank and confess
their sins, and let us know how many
secret con trapcts exist. We know that some
secret contracts have already been ex-

posed. There was the costly powellising
contract which was a secret contract, and
there is the other contract with Mers &
1A.eLellan whbicah is going to cost the coun-
try a lot of money. I think the powel-
lising lpeoIple got £11,000 last year,
out of their royalty agreement with
the Government, wicth is more than
the whole patcjrt is worth. If these
payments had not to be maet out of the
taxes of the people probably th ere
would not he so much abjection taken to
them, but as things are we do object very
strongly. The Governmeut have come
out of these contracts very hadly indeed,
and have lost money every time. The
powellising business cost a tremendous
amount of money, and is going to cost
a great deal more before it is finished.
'Under that secret agreement the powel-
lising 1)eople are to be paid a royalty
for five years after their patent right
ceases. In the case of the power house,
'Merz7 & MteLellan were to have done the
work for £230,000, but it is now going
to cost the country £40,000. Right on
top of this exposure of the NYevanas
agreement, while Parliament was actu-
ailly sitting, Ministers further showed
their contempt for members and for
thie constitution by purchasing the s.s.
"Kangaroo" at a cost of £135,000. We
were sitting beside members of the Gay-
ermnent day after day and were enter-
ing our protest, a useless protest, against
tle making- of secret agreements and
against -the violation of the constitution
fromn time to time,' and yet what do we
find? Right on to1) of this exposure the
Government were wiring to London to
buy this steamship, Are members going
to agree that this is to be the system of
government in future? If they vot~e for
the Government on this motion they will
be approving of this system.

M\,r. R. B. Johnston: The amendment
disapproves of that system.

Hfo n. J. MITCHELL: The amend-
ment is going to be defeated. It is only
drawing a red herring across the trail. I
am sure that it ought not to he consid-
ered even by the member for Yilg-arn
(Mr. Hudston). The motion moved by
tile memher for Murray-Wellington (Mr.
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George) is, I think, the least that we
should pass, It is a very mild motion.
I am going to vote against the amend-
ment. As to maladministration, the Pre-
mier and his colleague, the Minister for
Lands, have had three years of office. If
have shown their incapacity for admin-
istration, which is clearly demonstrate 1
by their secret agreements. They are not
incapable of understanding what these
agreements mean. I have shown that
whilst they let this; huge contract for
the freezing works the Thlnister for
Lands himself was dead against any-
thing of the sort, until Kevanas conic
over here, according to the Mlinister's re-
port made in 1912. The Minister will of
course say that meat is now scarce an'r
that the position is different to-day it,
what it was two or three years awu. !t
may he that hie will be able to make out
some sort of a case on that point, hut
I doubt if hie ca-" rove sufficient justi-
fication for his absol-ie chiang-e of front.
I want to show imi when Nevanas came
here he very soon 4-onviaeed the Minister
of the niecessity fo-- the works. In order
that the 'Minister for Lands mighit know
something of lNevanas the Government
sent a cable to ihie Agzent General. W~hen-
ever they can bringl in Sir Newton MIoore
they always do. I think I have shown
their method of obtaining advice fruit
the Agent General in connection with
the "Western Australia." I should likq
to know if the met hod adopted in regard
to that boat was adopted in the case
where the MYinister for Lands soueht ad-
vice front the AgLent General. We can
set very little store upon the advice ob-
tainer1 from the Agent General in regard
to the "Western Au~trnlia," and it may
be that other reports are obtained in the
same way. I hope they' are not. It is a
serious mnatter at all events. We have I
think proved maladministration, or want
of capacity on the part of 'Ministers.
Whiat do we find?7 We find that Nev-
anas is merely a dealer in frozen meat.
He is not an expert upon meat works at
al. We find that he only possesses a
passing knowledge of works of this des-
ciption, and that he was neither an en-
gineer nor an architect, and knows no-

thing of either one pr'ofessioa or the
oilier. Yet he induced the Government
lo engage him to prepare plans and
make a report. He must first see the
site. Be seems to be on the winning
'icket all the time, Hie brought Dunker-
ley over, and thie Government paid Nev-
ana 91,000 to make tine report. Dan-
kerley actually wrote thie report and re-
ceived £:135. Again, Nevanas, knowing
ujilhija of freezing works and being in-
en' able of preparing plans, engaged
')unkerlcy to lpre- are the plans for him.
riinkerlev did thie work for £500. Hj
iniseif is nof an architect. Nevanas was

,midl £4.634 for tese rlans. Up to this
rPint then titan who did thie work re-

f-eived £635 and lie dPil the whole of tht
work. Nevanas drew £5.654, £5, 000 more
"'an the work cost. If this work was
only worth £035 why was it not done for
the' State for that amount? Why should
a present of £5,'000 have been made to
Nevanas? Nevanas knew nothing about
freezing works, and could not or did not
either write thie report or prepare the
plans, andi yet lie "'as paid £5,000 for
doing nothing. Kevanas obtained the
contract to carry out the works for
£C155,00. He pro, osed to sublet the eon-
'ract to Dunkerley for £137,000. Dun-
'ierley stated that the works were worth
£137,000 to erect. I should like to know
why it is that Neva.naq was to get this
"litfcrenee between the two prices of
r18.000. It is trute lie 1!roposed to pay a
bonuis of £7,000 if tI'e work was corn-
rleted, presumably by M'arch 1016, but
there was a certain profit for Nevanas of
£11,150. 1 should like to know if the
Government approved of the sub-letting
of the contract. I thought it was against
their prinri' Ics t11a0 tl'i shiould be dlone.
Why were not tenders called? There is
proof positive that if tenders had been
called the State would have saved a sum
of over M1.000. Ne-g'-rv failed to carry
out the contract with the Government.
and the Government failed in their duty
in making the contract with Nevanas.
They let him off the cash deposit; they
waived that altogether for a bond which
he never gave. He was to do other
things which he never did, but the Gov-
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ement, not haing a cash deposit or a
bond, were powerless. They paid, to get
out of the contract, £7,848 10s., and for
the report £1,000; or altogether £3,848
10s. Mr. Nevanas, who himself had done
nothing for this State's money, paid Mir.
lDunkerley £1,618 for doing all the work;
so that Mr. Nevanas made £7,230 clear.
Mr. Nevanas was paid for purchases,
some of which were never completed, a
sum of £3,194. He got out with £7,000
odd in his pocket. If these facts do not
prove want of capacity and waste of
public money, I do not think the House
can ever get proo f of such things.

Air. McDowall: What about the
£13,000 increase in prices?9

Mr. George: That tins all gone in
smoke.

Hon. J. AlITCHELL: I am afraidl
the anxiety of the member for Cool-
gardie (Alr. McDoivall) to defend the
;Government leads him astray in this in-
stance, as it often does. In fact, it has
led him very much astray in this instance.
We do not know that there will be any
saving on the purchases, because the
cork contract, if not completed, will dis-
count at least a half of it, and other
contracts will account for the rest, Bly
the way, Mr. Nevanas. was paid £400
commission on the cork contract, which
has never been completed.

The Minister for Works: That is the
only item about which there is any diffi-
culty.

Hon. J. 'MITCHELL: But why was
£400 thrown away? If the Government
knew that materials would increase in
price-and everyone knew that iron
would go up-they might just as well
have made the purchases themselves as
pay Nevanas all this money. In point
of fact, Nevanas did not pay for the
material at all. The Government paid
the whole of the money for it, every
penny; and they might just as well them-
selves have made the purchases.

The Minister for Works: Nevanas
purchased the material.

*Mr. George; Dunkerley purchased it.
The Minister for Works: That is

Dunkerley 's. statement.

Hon. J. -MITCHELL. The purchases
were made with the Government's
money. Under an ordinary contract the
Government would pay 50 per cent. in
respect of purchased materials delivered
on the wvorks, and 85 per cent, in re-
spect of wages. In this case Mr. Ner-
anna was paid not 50 per cent, on ac-
count of purchases, but 100 per cent.
The full value of the purchases was paid
to him by the Government.

The Minister for Works: No,
Hon. J. MITCHELL: Whatever Mr.

Nevanas wanted, the Government con-
ceded. The contract said 85 per cent, in
respect of material purchased, but the
Government paid 100 per cent. Again,
Mir. Nevanas wvas not only paid £400
commission on the cork purchase which
he never made, but paid for plans which
he never completed and which are ntot
yet completed. He obtained the con-
tract for constructing the works without
having completed the plans. Imagine
any Government worthy of the name let-
ting a contract for £155,000 without
plans! Mr. Nevanas prepared plans. lie
had them in his possession, I suppose,
and he had the contract with the Gov-
ernment in his possession. The Govern-
ment did not know at all what they were
going to get.

The Minister for Works: Wrong
again.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: The Govern-
ment had not the plans.

The Minister for Works: Yes, we had.
Hon. J. MITCHELL: On the 0th

April?
The Minister for Works: Yes.
Hon. J. MITCHELL : Who would

have custody of the plans but Mir. fleas-
Icy? As a matter of fact, it will be
found that Mr. Sayer, the Solicitor
General, in June last said the plans were
niot available, for which reason he could
not draw the bond. The Government
never had the pians.

The Minister for Works: They had
the original plans.

Hon. J. MITCHELL: They had the
plans which were not plans. Mfr. Sayer
could not draw the bond on that account.
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Does this House approve of the letting
of a contract for £155,000 by the Gov-
ernment to Air. 'Nevanas without plansi
I assert the Government did not know
what they were to get for the £155.000.
Apart frm the plans, there wvas no
specification, and Nevanas could put in
any machinery be pleased. There was
no stipulation with regard to that. Mr.
Cairns wvarned the Government of the
indefinite description of the plans.
That was on the 26thL March, just before
the contract was let. Mr. Cairns said
that there had been no specifications
suhmitted. He wanted to know the name
and size and make of each machine and
of every item submitted, hut the Govy-
erment did not want that information
and did not get it. Mfr. Cairns pointed
nut that one engineer might put in plant
costing £E80,000, while another engineer
mighlt pnt in plant costing only £40,000.
That is an important point. Nevanas,
of course, would not put in £80,000
worth of plant if he could get through
with an expenditure of £40,000. The
Government all through are careful to
provide that Nevanas shall do as he
pleases. No one was to exercisc any
supervision over him, apparently. He
got the right to do as he liked, and he
got that right from a very willing Gov-
ernment. The Tender Board were
asked to advise on the 17th March, and
again on the 25th March; but complete
plans and specifications were not then
in existence. The board complained
that they were allowed no time to criti-
cise the proposal or to protect the inter-
ests of the State. Yet the Minister,
after the board had been most obliging
and had met him in every possible way,
wrote to the Minister for Lands on the
very day the contract was let, the 9th
April, telling him not to treat too seri-
ously any objections raised by the oi-
diais--raised by the men, that is, who
know what plans are and what machin-
ery is, and what the requirements of the
work are. The Minister for Lands, who
has nothing to do with the matter so far
as I can see, instructs the Minister for
Works not to take notice of his officers,
but to let Nevanas have his way. It is

very difficult to understand wvhy the
Minister imbued this instruction to his
colleague, and it would be very inter-
esting to have all explanation from the
Minister for Lands on that point. The
board did advise that Nevanas's tender
at £155,000 be accepted, but I think the
House will agree with me that the ad-
vice was given under pressure, and,
further, that the advice was the first
fruit of the dismissal oV tried public
servants. In my opiniok, the dismissals
which have been going on ever since the
present Government took office have so
affected civil servants generally that
they are now willing to do all that M~in-
isters want. I should say the practice
nowadays is for civil servants to find out
what Ministers want them to say, and
to say that. Senior public servants have
been dismissed time and again, and that,
of course, intimidates the whole of the
service, and so the State has to pitt Up
with the disadvantages of the loss of
expert advice, which ought to be avail-
able in connection with all these pro-
posals. There has been a setting aside
by Ministers of constitutional require-
ments. Ministers have set aside, as well,
all recognised administrative methods
in order that Nevanas might be fa-
voured. Why Nevanaal Would Minis-
ters set aside constitutional require-
ments and administrative methods in
order to favour anybody else? Nevan-
as has been favoured, and he could not
have been favoured hut for Ministers'
seting aside all recognised methods of
control. Members must vote either in
disapproval or in approval of that course
of action. If they vote for the Govern-
ment, they approve of secrecy and mal-
administration, If they vote against
the Government, they will disapprove
in no uncertain way of the making of
those secret agreements which have cost
the country so much. I believe no mem-
ber here will approve of the making of
secret contracts, and there ought to be
no member here who will not join the
Opposition in carry ing the motion
moved by the member for Murray-Wel-
lington. I hope no one will be induced
to vote for the amendment, which
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is merely a dodge to whitewash Minis-
ters. By the amendment the House is
asked to say, "We disapprove of the
letting of any secret contracts in future,
but we condone all offences up to date
-the Wyndham Freezing Works con-
tract, the purchase of steamers, the
powellising contract, the Bell-Me-
Ardle freight contract, and various
other contracts ; we condone them
all, but please don't do it in fu-
ture.'' I ask hon. members to pass
a vote of censure upon the Government.
The amendment merely asks us to con-
done the Government's past offences. If
hon. members consider that the Govern-
ment deserve censure, they must vote
for the motion; and I venture to say
that no man voting for the amendment
will be doing his duty by the country.

Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [5.59]:
It is rather peculiar that no member on
the Government side of the House will
rise to take uip the running.

Mr. Hudson: There is nothing to ans-
wecr in the last speech.

Mr. THOMSON: In my opinion, there
never was a more glaring attempt at ply-
ing the whitewash brush than the amend-
ment represents. We are going to have
Ministers supporting what is practicall 'y
a motion of censure upJon their own ac-
tions. Taking the contract right through,
it seems to me that the member for Mur-
ray-Wellington had every reason for
bringing forward the motion. At the be-
ginning of this Parliament it was de-
cided that party politics should be
dropped as far as possible.

The Minister for Works: You have
done it well.

Mr. THOMSON: 1 maintain we have
dlone so on this side of the House.

The Minister for Works: Everything
looks clean after it has been whitewashed.

Mr. THOMSON: There is need for a
fair application of the whitewash brush,
but T am not going to suggest for a
moment that there is anything unclean.
There is certainly abundant mal-adminis-
tration. So far as this side of the House
is concerned, members have loyally abided
by the tacit understanding which was ar-

rived at to assist the Government in
every possible way.

Mr. Meflowall: Hence this motion.
Mr. THOMSON: Yes, hence this mo-

tion. When a Government departs from
what, to my mind, appears to be constitu-
tional practice, it is time they were
brought back to the straight and narrow
path, and when we have a member of
their own party' moving a motion which
was practically the same as that sub-
mnitted by the member for Murray-Wel-
lingon-

Mr. Carpenter: He did not move any-
thing of the sort.

Air. THOMSON: He wvent vet-v close
to it, and the motion certainly declared
that the action of Ministers was subver-
sive of the principles of sound govern-
mnent. Ts not, that wvhat we are discussing
now? I have approached this questioni
without party bias.

The Minister for Works: Do not tell
us that; we can hardly believe it.

Mir. THOMlSON;T: Possibly the Mini-
ster would not. If we want to determine
what party bias is, we have a good ex-
ample from members sitting opposite.
The member who moved, the amendment

gve us a good display of party bias;
he devoted a considerable portion of his
time to making an attack on the member
for Mturray-Wellington, and pointing out
that all his actions as chairman of the
select committee were biassed, and that
when examining witnesses he endea-
voured to put words into the mouths of
those witnesses. I will appeal to members
opposite as to whether the speech of the
member for Menzies was or was not,
biassed. T think people who live in
glass houses should certainly not throw
stones. This side of the House has been
animated b y a desire to assist the Gov-
erment.

Air, Foley: To get over here.
Mr. THOMSON: If a member on this

side is desirous of crossing the floor of
the House under present conditions he is
a glutton. If he is. not a glutton, he is
absolutely ignorant of the great respon-
sibilities which will be thrust on him.

Air. Carpenter: You have some glut-
tons on your side then.
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1Mr. THOMSON: I beg to differ. I
amn animated solely by a sinere desire
to bring the Government back 4o the
straight and narrow way, but, unfortu-
nately, while we have been prepared to
give the Government assistance-

The Minister for Works: And you
have shown it.

MIr. THOMNSON: To the best of my
ability I1 bare tendered to the Government
advice which, if followed, would have
proved to be useful. [If soine of the mem-
bers of the party opposite were true to
their principles and convictions, they
would vote for the motion and not the
amendment. Unfortunately. the advice
Which we have given has not proved ac-
celptaIble, but there will come a time when
we shall have to voice our protest to our
constituents against the actions of the
Government, and we would be wanting in
our ditty if we dlid not say that actions
such as the Nevanas contract were im-
proper. If we were to allow a contract
like this to go without raising our voices
in protest, we would be failing in our
duty. The Premier stated that it is easy
to be wise after the event, and that he
accepted the full responsibility for the
whole of the transaction. That very
statieent of the Premier proves that a
motion such as that moved by the member
for Murray-Wellin gton was necessary.
The Premier-and 1 admire him for his
courage--admnitted that he made a mis-
take, and that he accepted the whole of
the responsibility. He did not, however,
say that hie would not do it again. He
simply said "Yes. I admit I did wrong;
I will accept all'the responsibility," and
that ended it. The member for Menzies
moved an amendment to the effect that
the House, on general principles, dis-
approves of letting contracts without call-
ing tenders.

The M1inister for Works: Are you
not pleased that there is such an amend-
ment 7

Mr. THOMSON:- I am not; why
should I he pleased? 9 know what the
"Minister for Works is inferring. He is
inferring that I am not game to face my
electors.

The Minister for Works: I am not.

Mr. THOMSON: I am quite prepared
to do so. and I am also prepared to abide
by my actions, and, if in their 'wisdom,
the electors decide that I am not the
rig-ht man to represent them, I shall be
content to accept the decision.

M1r. Foley: You would have to accept
it.

Mr. THOMSON: I aim aware of that,
hut there are some members opposite who
are not too eager to face their constitu-
ents. NYeither are they too eager to face
the selection ballot. In times such as
these a man should sink his personal feel-
ings and inclinations and do his duty to
the country; and in supporting the mo-
lion I consider that .1 am discharging my
duty to the State. I consider that not
(only the Premier, hut every member, is
responsible for the actions of the Gov-
ernment, beisiuse, if the Government al-
low such transactions as the Nevanas
contract to go forward unchallenged,
they are wanting in their duity and they
must accept the responsibilityv. I would
like to be permitted to point out the
position in connection with municipal and
roads hoard affairs.

The Mlinisler for 'Works: Suppose I
went round Katanning and said you were
responsible, what would you say?

Mr. THO.MSON: I would have to
accept the responsibility if it were mine.
My electors 'would say, "We sent you to
represent us in the House of Parliament,
and you allowed a matter such as the
Nevauns contract to be arranged without
any protest, and therefore we have no
confidence in you-" They would then
probably turn me down.

Mr. Bolton: They would be justified
without that.

M.%r. THO'MSON: I would like to have
the hon. member as an opponent in my
electorate.

Mr. Bolton: I would like to recipro-
cate with y~on in my electorate.

'Mr. THOMNSON: The hon. meinber~s
interjections are impertinent.

Mr. Foley: T will take you all on at
Leonora.

Mr. THOMSON: With reference to
roads boards and municipal councils,
Parliament has framed an Act whereby
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loan expenditure cannot be incurred with-
out the authority of the people who have
to pay the piper.

The Minister for Works: Not always.
T)h-. THOMSON: It is provided by

legislation that if a roas board or a
municipality decides to incur expendi-
lure, 20 ratepayers have the right to de-
mand that those who will have to pay
the interest and the principal should be
consulted in the matter.

The Minister for Works: Are they not
consulted?

Mr. THOMSON: They have that right.
The Minister for Works: They have

not under the Roads Act.
Mr. THOMSON: If those provisions

were not there to safeguard their inter-
ests, they would of course suffer. I main-
tain that we in this House are in an ex-
actly similar position. We are to all in-
tents and purposes representatives of the
people, and we have been sent to Parlia-
ment to look after' their interest s , to see
that the affairs of the State are governed
on proper lines, and I maintain we have
the right to he consulted. The Govern,
went entered into the contract with N'ev-
alias & Co. without in any way consult-
ing this side of the House.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Mlinister) : It was on the Loan Estimates
last -year.

Mr. THOMSON: We were never coin-
stilted about the contract. According to
the Roads Act, if any expenditure is in-
curred illegally, the members of the hoard
concerned are directly responsible for it.
That, unfortunately, is not the position
in this House. If members were made
responsible for expenditure in that way,
it would be a deterrent to such actions as
the present Government have deemed it
wise to 'enter into. The position seems to
be this: The Government say, "We have
spent the money; what are you going to
do about it?" It seems to he possible for
them to play ducks and drakes with the
people's money, and all we are able to do
is to enter a protest. A great amount of
good has come out of the select committee
investigation. It has drawn the attention
of the country to the loose methods-which
the Government have adopted, and mew-

hers must agree with me, even the most
biassed supporters of the Government,
that the.Government are lacking in busi-
ness capacity, and they showed that in
connection with the Nevanas contract.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. ITHOMSON: Another phase of
this inquiry I would like to touch upon
is this: -It is very satisfactory to ibnd the
Premier saying that that much maligned
individual, the contractor, is no longer a
parasite, that when the country requires
cheap and efficient work the proper thing
to do is to call for tenders.

The Minister 'for Lands: Who said
that?

Mr. THOMSON: I heard the Minister
for Works declare that tenders should
have been called for this contract.

The Minister for Lands: But he did
not say, "If you want cheap and efficient
work, call tenders."

Mr. THOMSON: Yes, he ' lid.
The Minister for Works: No, I did

not.
Air. THOMSON: Well, the report of

the committee bears it out. Moreover
the responsible officers of the department
stated the same in their evidence.

The Minister for Lands: The hon.
member should quote correctly, if he
quotes at all.

Mr. THOMISON: r am afraid the
Minister for Lands is not altogether an
authority on correct quoting. The Pre-
mier said that he considered that works
of this magnitude should have been done
by contract. Here, then, we have the
Premier and the Minister for Works of a
Labour Government stating that depart-
mental work has broken down.

The Minster for Lands: YOU are in-
correct again.

Mr. THOMSON: And that depart-
mental work is far too costly. In answer
to question 288 the Chief Architect
said-

We recommended that departmental
work be not adopted, but that public
tenders he called in alternative form,
namely, for the scheme complete and
for separate portions thereof.
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Ag-ain, the concluding sentence of ques-
tion 53-5. asked of Mr. Tindale. the en-
gineer for the North-West, was, "But thre
featunre of your letter is thaRt You insisted
that public tenders should he called?1"
Chief Draftsmzan Bo3(ne was asked lis-

Onl the file there is a rejport by you
to die chairman of the investigation
board, dated Mith Iarch, in connection
ith the wvater supply, ini which you

saamong other things, "I ami of
opinion that works should he carried
(out b ,y contract." Do you still adhere
to that opinion?

And the signilicant reply was this-
Yes. The work was rather of an) in-

tricate nature, enhodyiiag a large
amount of reinforced concrete wvork,
and my reason for sugge sting that the
work should be earried out by con-
tract Was that it tlitdexs were called
pniblicly a big, firmn would tender, and
whten such a &im. submits a tender they
employ largely their owln trained mcen.
There ust be skilledI labour in connc-
lion with reinforced concrete work,
and contractors cat) lay their hands on
those who have been trained to that
class of -work.

That is rallier A serious indictment
against the department.

Mr. Foley' : A'td, incidentally,. the
officer admits that hie knows nothingl
ah6ut reinforced concrete.

Mr. Geiorge: No, hie does tnot.

The Minister for Lands: And the inm-
her for Murray-Wellington condemned
me for saying th same thling,

Mr. THOMSON: I hope to prove be-
fore I sit down that the officers of the
department were competent to draw up
plaits and] specifications for time work and
to supervise the work.

Mr. Foley: The officer you quoted was
riot.

Mr. THOMSON: Time hon. member
does not like this evidence at all: it is
opposed to his principles. We find( the
responsible officers ststin~ that, in thre
interests of the country, a contract
should be called if good and efficient
work is required, and especially if it is
r equired to he done eonomically- Thus,
on the evidence of those responsible offi-

[83)

cem-s of the departmten ts, wre see that de-
pari-tal wvntk tins been weighed in the-
balance and found wanting. In the
words of time Chief Architect, the whole
Of this tranlsaction between N\evanas and(
the Government is peculiar, very peculiar
indeed. Following- oti Mr. Beasley's evi-
dence that the investiga tion board had
recommended that department work be
not adopted, Ai-. Beasley' was asked,
"What took p~lace then?" And his
answer wvas this--

That wats submitted to thre Minister,
and oi time 25th March 'Mr. Nevanas
called on one at the request of the loon.
Mr. Johnson. It wvas rather a p~ecumliar
interview, and I reported to the Mlinis-
ter on thme samie dlay with moy comments
onl tite various statetnenls muade by Mr.
Nevans and oil his proposals. That
w"as on the 253th March. That appears
on page 22 of my file,

IThen Mr. Beasley was asked thi--
Will you explain what you mean by'

saying it was rather a peculiar inter-
view?

And hie replied--
It is anl unusual thing for a con-

tm-actor to call on me, as head of the
departmctnt, with certain proposals, and
for those proposals niot to conic through
the deptartmnent in the regular way.

The next question was-
Was that thie only peculiarity I

And this was Mr. Beasley's reply-
The nature of the proposals was also

very peculiar-. He came to tell me that
the tender lie had received was fi-amu
his contractors and did not include anty
profit for his firm. That had nothing
to do with me. The tender "-as dated
the 1st March, and lie suggested that
ally rise in the cost of material or
freight should be adjusted. All these
matters Should have come throu-1h the
Under Secretary and with the MJinis-
ter's knowledge. On those proposills
I made certain comments to thme Minis-
ter. The attitude I adopted thenl, aIrad
which I hanve taken up all tbrough,
was that the scheme in itself was a
good one, and that for the reasons given
by the Minister-
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I wanst lion. members to note (liat. Thit
answer continues-

it was desirable to p)uslh on with the
works witlh all expeudition. W\itlh that
in view I recommended several conces-
sions to Nevanas & Co. as contractors
in order to facilitate the work being
expedited.

He states there "as contractors." It liass
been frequently denied in the Houise that
there was any contract at all.

The Minister for Works: You are a
contractor, are you not?

Mr. THOMSON: That hias nothing_- to
do with the debate.

Mr. Foley: If he was on contract hie
would have finished his spcCCh 4n.ou
ago.

Mr. THOMSON: That is a tribute to
the promptness and expelii ion withi
which contractors do their work. It
seems that members on the GovePrnment
side wish to obscure all this evidence.
They do not desire a discussion, They
want to 1)e white-washied with the anmen 3 -
snent which hans been proposed and which
Minislers intend to snuport. They are
prepared to vote for a motion of censure
on their actions. Question 298 of Mr.
Beasley's evidence reads-

When you refer to a mrodified tender,
mighit I infer that there had been a
previous tender which had been revised
or mnodifiedV-IL do not think we ever
saw the orig-inal teder-
Mr. George: Why did not they?
Mr. THOMSON: That is what I want

to know. Mr. Beaslcy continued-
But there must have been one, be-
cause the Minister spoke of £150,000
as being the amount in the first place.

You never saw a tender'?-1 do not
think I ever saw it.

Then it is only assumption on your
r-art that there was a tender?-Yes.

When you had that interview wvith
Mr. Nevanas, was there anything which
gave you any particular imp~ression?
-It was then for the first time that
I thought Nevanas & Co. would be in
difficulties in the matter of finances.

What caused you to form that
opiuion'?-In Clause 4 of his sugges-

(ions to me lie says, "I assume that the
Government will finance die proposi-
tioni, otherwise an increase will be
necessary to meet banking charges."
lie also says, "As regards penalties
for non-comipletion, these must be nonm-
inal or an increase in tender will be
necessary."

Mr. Nevanas therefore practically iuade
his own conditions. The (Thief Architect
also stated hie was under the impression
that 'Nevanas & Co. were practically lpart-
ners with the Government. All I can
say is thant, if I am outside this Rouse
and have an opportunity to become a
partner with the Governm.Dent under the
same conditions and if I can get half
as much as N'evanas did, I shall consider
my parnership with the Government of
benefit to me. Here is another peculiar
item: tihe Chief Architect stated that the
board were asked to report. Question
319 reads-

Your report shows thant you receivedI
the Minister's letter at 4.30 on the 25th
MXarch and sent a reply on the 26th?
-Yes.

It was stated that the officials had not
stifficient; time to go through the schedule
and plans of works, but they arrived at
the conclusion that the estimate wvas a
very low one. Would any responsible
body of men, receiving those plans and
estimates at 4.30 p-nm. one afternoon; he
able to give a reliable opinion on time
following day as to whether the estimate
was too high or too low. I maintain it
Was absolutely imp~ossile for them to
express an opinion in such a short space
of time. Mr. Beasley stated-and it was
purely his opinion-that it was not possi-
ble for the work to be done fur the
money. He then slated that hie had no
del ailIs. Question 536 of Mr. Tindale's
evidence reads-

You go on to sayv that the tinme at
.your disposal laid not beens such as to
enable a complete investigation to be
mnade into the various questions sub-
ritted, particularly in regard to jetty
construction, and that the information
iu thme way of plans was meagre. Then
you went to the North-WestI-Yes.
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In reply to question 538 the same witness
said-

So far as estimates are concerned, we
have not had time to frame anl estimate,
but we are of opinion that the scheme
as submitted will cost considerably
mlore than the promoters anticipate.
The Mlinister for Works; Do you know

thant Mr. Tindale reported on the water
supply' on the 19th February?

Mr. THOMSON: I presume he was
one of the board.

The Minister for Works: Read the filec
and you wilt find it there.

Mr. Heitmana: Was it onl his report
that Nevanas drew the plans?

The Minister for Works: It was on thie
report supplied to him.

Mfr. George: He did not discuss Ne-
vanas's plans on the 19th February.

The Minister for Works: I said he went
into the qu estion of the wvater supply.

Air. George: That has as much to do
with this business as those plans.

Mr. THOMSON: The Chief Archi-
teet in reply to question 364 stated-

On the 15th April I thought it right
lo send to the under secretary notifica-
tion of the plans being incomplete.
That was to Mfr. iAhunt.

We have jiot a copy~ of thiat7-it is
on) my file, folio 88, as follows:-" With
reference to the amended plans and
specifications which Mr. Nevanas is to
prepare in Melhourne and which are to
he approved by myself?, it will be well
for Air. Nevanas to he advised that
in addition to the modifications as re-
gards level of floor, substitution of con-
crete for timber construction, etc., it
will be necessary for the plans and
specifications to be absolutely clear and
definite as to the nature and methods
of the work."y The plans and specifica-
tions as prepared by Nevanas wvere pre-
pared by them, as I understand, for
them to carry out the work on, and it
was a new proposal so far as tile -'
were coincerned that the Public Works
department should have the supler-
vision. The plans and specifications
might he in order for us to take up
there and carry the work out Ourselves,

bilt it was a different proposition for
nie to send an officer up there to suip-
erintend the work on an indlefinites and
vague set of plans and specifications.
Mr. Mc~hwnll: Do not you think it

would save time to read the whole of thie
report?

AMr. THONMSON: I will if the lion.
member desires. Mlembers do not like
the report.

The Minister for Works: The evidence
from tbeginning to end upholds the action
otfihe Government.

Mr. THOMSON: That is a matter of
opinion. lIn reply to snestion 367 Mr.
Blsley said-

I examined the plans and spleicifica-
tions and found they were still very
loose and indefinite.

(Question 3169 states-
BYvMr. Munsie: Have these plans

since beeni comlleted ?-No.
By thme Chairman: Are they not comn-

p'leted yet ?-No.
Are they going to complete them?-

I do not think so. We are making our
own drawings and are adding our own
improvements to these drawings. I
shall bie pleased to show you the differ-
ence between their drawings and ours.
N'evanas & Co. have been paid for the
drawings of plans at thie rate of 3 per
cent.

In question 371 Mfr. Beasley reiterated
tlint the plans wvere not complete even
noWv Then hie added-

When you say "complete" in regard
to plans, you are speaking in general
terms, I suppose. These plans may be
considered to be complete for the pur-
poses for which they were prepared,
bilt they arc not complete by any
means for the purposes for which I
require them; that is to say for may
supervisor to take them and see the
work carried out.

The point I wish to make is that, on the
evidence of the Chief Architect-

The Mfinister for Works: The evidence
does not suit you; you want to get off it.

Mr. THOM.NSON: I have no desire to
Let off it. The Chief Architect's evidence
is that the plans were not complete. -
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The Minister for Works: He said thiey
were complete for the work.

Mr. George: Not complete according to
the Institute of Architects.

Mr. ileitmian: They were complele
according- to Nevanas.

Mr. Georg-e: Complete enough fr him
to get his cash.

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister for
Works should read question 374 as fol-
lows:

Assume that ini the inception of th~s
business you, oii instructions, had apl-
plied to an outside architect or an en-
gineer, whichlever it may hie, in accord-
ance with this scheme and had informned
him that you required complete work-
ing plans, drawings., aind specifications
for which you were prepared to pay
the Institute of Architects' fees, do you
consider that you have got from No-
ranas & Co. what that definition would
imply 7-No.

We have heard a good deal about these
plans and the fact that the Government
paid for them on the recommendation of
the Chief Architect. Yet according to the
Chief Arcitect's evidence, the plans are
incomplete, and hie made that statemnent
not only once hut on half a dozen dif-
ferent occasions.

Mri. George: They are incomplete to-
day.

Mr. THOMISON: That is so.
The Premier: Not half as incomplete

as your speeh.
Mr. THOMSOIN: The Premier does

not like it. After his speech last night
when he publicly accepted all responsi-
bility andi admitted hie had done
wrong-

The Minister for Works: Read question
1.525 and the reply of the same gentle-
mail.

Mr. THOMSON: The Minister for
Works has had his say and I am having
inme.

The Minister for Works: You are only
repeating portions of what I said.

Mir. George: You ou~ght not to grumble
at that.

The Minister for 'Works: I do, because
it groes only part of the way.

Alr, feorge:, Well, it is his way. You
didl iot, put the correct position last night.

The dlinister for Works: Yes, I did.
Mr. THOMSON: Question 383 by Mr.

iliullany, who tabled the amuendmlent to
white-wash the Government, and at I he
samne time swallow the leek, reaids-

The coni ract was never completed?
-I' have never passed the plans and
specifications.

Seeing- that in tile first instance the claim
was for 3 per cent, on £100,000, it is pass-
ing strange that Mfr, Beasley should re-
command the Government to pay onl
£1,55, 000. In reply to question 420 Mr.
Beasle.Y said-

They dlid claim more afterwards andl
I amn quite sure they had at the back
of their minds something- which justi-
field them or prompted them in making-
the additional claim., They would
never have put forward such a claim
unless they had something at their
back.

BY Mr, Willmott: Do you mean to
suggest that someone told them to put
in this claim 7-I do not say so. I
know that the "Prinz Sigismuind" was
at the back of our minds the whole of
the timle.

Question 45 of Mr. DUnkerley's evidence
practically bears out the statement that
the cancellation of the contract for the
steamer was the main thing of which thec
Government were afraid.

The Premier:- Did you see question
25157?

Mr. George: There is no such question.
Mr. THOMSON: The Premier had his

oliportuinity last night to deal exhaus-
tivelv 'with all these questions, b~ut hie
skilfully and in mny opinion wisely left
the report alone. The chairman ask-rd
Air. Dunkerley what arrangements wcre
made as to the shipping of material from
its point of purchase to its point of de-
livery, and Mr. Duakerley replied-

MyI understanding with Mr. Nevanas
was. that the freight for the buildings
and plant was not to exceed £7,500. I
think that agreement is in Melbourne.
The reason given was that we had
gone into the matter, and we were to
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take over the "-Pring Sigisinund/"' and
we estimated it would cost about £2,000
a month to run that steamner. Su we
Were just going to charge the job up
with 91.500 a month for live monis-
we anticipate(] gett ing thle niaii l upit
in that tirne-aind we would lhave lakeni
iti other cargo aind made that cover
the extra cost of runing.l- -

T'his shows that Nevanas had e~ idently
made a rrangemnents with thle Govern ment
to take over this steamer and that they
were going to run it at a lirotit. They
were going to take up the- nialerials which
were required Cot' tlie construction of tlhe
buildings there, and we're ineidenially
going to take up cargo to the set tiers
there and mnake a profit on it. TIto ily
mlind, at all events, that was one of the
reasons why3 they took over lte "oat, and
thait is backed upl 1w v the chtief architect
when hie stated that hie was afraid of the
result of the cancellation of that boat.
Again qvoting the remarks of the chief
architect, I would say that it is a peculiar
thing that Nevanas came into the con-
cern at all. As the Honorary Minister
stated, it seemed thbat we would] never
be able to get at the bottomi of it at all.
The Premier said that there was no one
competent in 'Western Australia to design
and lay out these works. I maintain that
when a Minister makes a statement of
this sort, it does not sayv veryv much to
the credit of the responsible officers and
engineers of this State,

The Minister for Lands: What do
engineers know about freezing works?

Mr. Oeorge: What do you know about
them ?

The Mfinister for Lands: I do not pro-
fess to know anything about them.

Mr, THOMISON. The Minister knows
what Nevanas told him. 'Neronas told
him fill about them. What do we find?
We find that this statement of the Pre-
mier's is not borne out by the facts. The
Engineer-in-Chief was asked the follow-
ing question :

Ts there sufficient esrerienee in this
State to design and carry out works in
reinforced concrete?

and the Eng-ineer-in-Chief replied in the
affirmative. He was then asked-

Is there any veiry great difficulty in
regard to such work?

anid thie answer wa--
No. The greatest is ill (lhe workman-

slip and tilie supervision.
We lind, therefore, that in thle opinion
of (lie Eni ineer-ini-Chief there were othi-
cers inl thle Stlate corni etent to design
these works. Agaiin, the Controller of
Aha it cimz, M Ir. C airins, wvas asked qies-
tion 049 as follows-

Is your experience such as would
enable yout to supervise the prepara-
tion of such lplans, and the bringing
forth Of suchl a scheme?1

Andi Itic answered-
I believe so.

H--e was thien asked-
Are wre to take it that Your experi-

ece makes You a reliable explert uiponi
aill the conditions suirrounding the cleat-
ing with the chilling and freezing- of
ameat?

Mr, Cairns answered in the affirmative.
Thea follow the Pse questions and
answers-

And also with the selection of a site
and lie erection and thie working of
the necessary mnaehinery?-Ycs.

if the matter hadl been placed in
y'our hands. in conjuncetion with the
Chief Architect's department, could
you har%-e produced the necessar iy
plans, seen to the erection of the build-
i ngps. anti afterwards carried on the
work ?-Yes.

We now find that the gentleman who is
the controller of our abattoirs. is a me-
chanical engineer by' profession. He is
one of the responsible officers of the de-
partmnent.

Mfr. 0 'Loghlen: It is a. pity we could
not hold hini respons-ible for some of the
blunders which have been made. particui-
larky at Albany.

Mr. THOMISON: That is a serious
indictment to wake against a respon-
sible offcer. If an officer has made
blunders, it is within the province of
'Ministers to dismiss him.

2361



2362 ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. 0 'Loghlen: The Minister should
have taken action.

Mr. THONMSON: W\hy (lid lie not doa
so?

1Mr. 0 'Loghlen: That is whet I want
to know.

Mr. THOMSON: if these expert otW!
coca are nut able to perform their duties,
or advise (lie Government, I maintain it
is the dutty of -Ministers to dismiss them
mnd obtain other men who can do so.
* Mr. O$Iowgliln: We would then have
a select committee on their dismissal

Mr. Green: You will he a prosy old
Ulna at 60.

Mr. THOMSON: I may be prosy but
1 hope I shall be able to make thle pea-
pie understand.

The Premier: We fail to understand
you hecre.

Mr. TH{OM SON: Tile Premier does
not want to understand. This is all very
ulloasaint for him.

M r. Thomas: I~rlat is the point?
Mr. THOMSON: if any Minister

knew that thes;e men wvere not comlpet-
ent to design these plans-

The Premier: Are you pu.t up to drive
people out of thie gallery?

Mr. THOIISON : Ta design these
plans for the buildings and thle Structure,
what an amazing thing, do we find9 'We
find that the Governmenit wvho, onl the
one hand, say that thle responsible offi-
cers are not able to design these plans,
on the other hand send the plans of these
buildings and structures to thiese very
men to comment upon, andl to say
whether they are correct plans or not. It
seems to nil an absurd position. We find
that when it suited the.Governmenit to do
so they conidemned their responsible offi-
cers, and at a later period, when it was
to their interest and advantage to accept
the advice of these responsible officers,
they are only too pleased to take that
advice from men whom they have previ-
ously condemned as being unable to give
them advice onl these very important mat-
ters. T want to refer to the remarkable
treatment, the exceptional treatment,
which has been meted out to M.Nr. No-
vanas. On page 4,8 of- the report, ques-
tion 1,197 -

Mr. Green: Where is the point?
Mr. THOM1SON: The lion. member is

too dense to see thle point if I show it
to him. This is in connection with
cement. The member for Nelson (11r.
Wiliniolt) asked Mr. Munt the follow-
ing question:-

It was- ordered on fihe 20th M11arch?
Vr. Mlunt replied-

Nevanas knew that thle work was
going onl and he was buying nothing
that couild not he used for the -work. It
looked silly in one way, but hie was
taking no risks in actual fact, because
lie knew the Government were going-
to do the work.

I want the House to take particular
notice of Yr. Miunt's concluding remnark.
Hie said that it looked silly in one way,
but that Nevanas was taking no risks in
atu'al fact, because he knew thie Gov-
ernment were going to do [ie work.
Questions 1225 to 1230 also deals with
the question of cement.

The Premier: We have had all that.
We have read it over and over again.

Ai1r. THOMSON: I do not think that
sonic members on the Alinisterial. side of
thle House can read the evidence. I kuow
the lbon, member is anxious to air his
eloqoence, but'[ am going to put roy case
as I see fit. Question 1225 is as fol-
lows: -

In this minute dated thie 4th May
von state-"'The Freniantle Hairbour
Trust have notified that they intend
charging a rental at a progressive rate
of from Is. to is. 6d. per ton per week,
equivalent roughly to £1.5 per week on
1.2601 casks. In viewv of these heavy
charges I am of tile opinion that the
cement should, for the time being, be
removed." Yon got your instructions
from the Minister that the cement was
to he stored. Do you know what the
cost of that storage was 9-I could niot
tell you exactly, but it was pretty stiff
by thle time we got thie cement.

Would £200 be about the amountl-
I do not think it was so muclh. I have
about £90 in my mind. I know the
charge was high.

Ur. Wilmott then asked-
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We have got this far, that you con-
sidered this your enmpit?-Yes.

Government cement 1-Yes, since we
paid for it.

Here is a letter dated the 27th July,
which reads-"I have been informed
by the acting controller of stores that
hie wvill to-morrow transfer all thle
Wyndhanm Freez ing Works lying in W3
shed together with the cement to his
store at North Fremantle and so save
further storage charges. The storage
oii cement alone amounts to over
£200" 1-The Controller of Stores. paid
the storage charges. Do not forget that
the Government were paying the stor-
age charges to thle Government.

In the next question Cte witness wvas
.asked why , then, (lid they pay if the
cement was Kevanas's and lie answered-

If Nevanas had gone on with his
contract lie wvould have taken over the
cemient. He would have take,, it plus
the storage charges; at least lie might
have done so.

In question 1263 he was asked-
It is customary' for the department

to compensate a contractor for default-
ing?

Perhaps the Premier does not know that
this is here. The answer was-

No, we usually lake the job out of
his hands and complete it atl his risk.

The nest question wa-
Had you anything to do with the

ealenultions of settlement in respect
to Nevanas?

Arid the answer was in the negative. I
want to showv the preferential treatment
which Nevanas, as a contractor, has re-
ceived from the Government right
through. It appears here that he was
rnipensated for default. Mr. Beasley,

again, onl page 16 of thle report refers to
the raywaent made on the work actually
done and on material, from which it
would appear that the ordinary contrac-
lor would be paid S5 per cent, on the
work a,tuallv done but only 50 per cent.
onl thle material. 'Mr. Beashey states
tlit-

In the case of Nevanas, we should
have been payirig him 85 per cent, both

on material and onl work done. That
is a concession wye made iii order to
get the thing going.

I want to know front the Minister, and
through him from thle otficers concerned,
why Nevanas should have enjoyed this
special treatment whicht has never been
given to any ordinary contractor. He
"'as to receive 85 per cent, onl the work
actually done and to be generally finl-
anced. HeI hail special treatment so
far as freight was concerned. I
must say that the whole thing, again
quoting the words of the chief arelhi-
tect, is peculiar, very peculiar. Some
authority must have been given to
air. Nevanias to undertake tire work.
Mlinisters have stated that there was no
contracet, that Nevanas had no contract
whatever, that hie ordered all these goods
entirely on his own, responsihil ity.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Speaking as a
Contractor, would youI take the Frisk?

Air. THOMSONW: No; and that only
bears out my contention. I wonder
could any reasonable man swallow the
statements which have beern made to the
etfect that there was no contract, no auh-
ority, no hionourable understanding? It
is a little too much for me to swallow.
Is it cedcilble tlhat a contractor would go
to the extent of ordering pipes for water
supply, cement and steel for reinforc-
ing, galvanised iron, tiamber and manchiti-
cry, entirely onl his own responsibility?
I will quote Mr. Beasley'% evidence,
question 472-

By Mfr. W'illmott: On whose author-
ity would Nevanas buy before 20th
March; onl the authority of the Chief
Archlitect,' or of thle Engineer-in-Chief?
-None of us had any authority to tell
thenm to order.

Who would have 2-1 should I hi nk
oniv the IMinister for Works or the
Mlinister for Lands.

These are the only two that coal(]
have given that powver to Nevanas?--
Yes.

It will be seen that, so far as Mr. Beas-
fey is concerned, it is to he inferred from
his replies that some authority had been
given by one of the Ministers. Again,
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let us take (lhe evidence of Mr, 'Iindale,
the engineer for the North-West,' clues-
fion. 565--

l1v the Chairman : The starting of
work by a contractor is generally re-
gardled as primia facie evidence that all
arrangements have been made in re-
gard to the contract?-]' think so. Of
couirse the contractor is taking- ris
if hie starts before (lhe contract is
signed.

In view of Ibis evidence of Mr. 'lindale,
can we reasonably he expected to believe
hat Nevanas incurred such lingo expendi-

ture without having some flltllority V
Then there is the evidence of Mr. Cairns.
the engineer who was asked to report on
the works. I quote quest ion 683-

Did lie supply you with the sipecifi-
cation of the machinery lie proposed it)
emnploy 7-He supl)Iied us withI a list-
I would not call it a specification. The
list was to be fnrther investigated and
approved of and probably adjusted.
W\hen he caime subsequently we ex-
peeLed further information, and you
will find by one of my minutes to the
Chairman that when we wvent to get thle
facts we found lie had ordered alt the
machinery.
I will quote further, commencing with

question 694-
WhT~at took place with Nevanas after

the last reeonninendation 7-The further
we prosecuted] our inquiries into de-
tails and so forth the miore we realised
that Nevanas had anticipated our
wishes so to speak and had secured
thlings. Our intention was to overhaul
all the specifications before a penny-
worth of material w~as ordered.

lie was a very pushing mnan 7-Evi-
dentlly he had material ordered before
we knew an3'hilig about it. I do not
know who g-ave him instructions. HeI
had no instructions froin the board to
order a pennyworth of material be-
fore we had all thie details,.

By Mr. Taylor: You do not know
who gave him the instructionls?--No.

By the Chairman: You merely knew
that the stuff began. to arrive?-Yes.

Had you anything to do with it

then 7-In m y walk to the North Fie-
mantle abaftoirs inl thle eolrse of mly
duty, T Saw chat the stuff w"as arriving
n' thle crami load.

1-ad you anlything to do with it whenl
the canicellation of, tile contract camne
about 7-No.

It is a most remarkable thing that a
man81 of Alk. Nex'anass ability-and lye
must adinit thati lie had ability, because
lie was able to take away a few thiousand
pounds from this State-went onl to pur-
chtase thre materials entirely at his own
risk, without having any authority. Fur-
tlier , there is the evidence Of AMr. Davies,
time late ianag-er of the imiplement works.
Of course, this is denied by the Minister
for L'-ands, Referring to the eontriact for
pipes the chairmnan of the select commnit-
tee asked Mrr. Da vies-

Iii your: conversation ixith thle Minis-
ter , was it clear [hat this was for chic
1'I 1 ihani w'orks V

Mr. ])avies replied, "A bsolutely." The
chairmann further asked-

Was' it clear that Nevanlas had power
to give you that or-der for the Govern-
meaclt?

Mlr. Davies's answer is-
It was quite clear. Onl the first time

when 'Mr, Johnson 11a1g me tip anti
asked me to call amid see him and talk
pipes . lie said that Nevarns was going
to place air order for 20 miles of pipes
for IVyndhan il a, desperate hurry,
and thle last words Mr. Johnson said
to ne on tMe telephone were, "I want
you to think nothing but pipes until
von see Nevanas."

On page 51. of the evidence is p~riatedl [lie
diSIMLted letter of the 27th Mtarch from
Ai r. Nevanas to the Minister for IAWds,
which time Minister says lie never recived.
Whiemi one pieces the whole of the evi-
dlence together, it seemis inconceivable
hat Mr. Nevanas would have taken the

res])onsibility of Ordering all these mater-
ials, or briniging- men over here from the
lsas;tern States and sending them up to
Wryadham, and generally committing him-
self to the extent of thousands of
pounds-
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'rho Minister for Lands: Ile bad a
contract.

Mr. THOMSON: Th'le 'Minister has,
stated that 'Nevanas bad no authority to
order pr-ior to this date.

'rhe Minister for Lands: He had full]
:1111horit y after the 9th Aj:nil.

M r. THOMSON: But I am dealing
with matters before that date, showing
now everything- is most peculiar'.

The 21 i st r for TLands: You are inix-
lug, Up two things.

Mr. THOMSON: The dispute] letter
of the 27th March reads-

Referring to my letter of Yesterday
confirming acceptance of teader given
on behialf oif my comnpany for construe-
tion of freezing- works and water supply
at W *yndham, T would remaind voil that
acting on your aicceptance T placed
orders here with thle Government Stale
Implenment Works for 20 miles cast

it-on Jpij)cs

This hears out the statement made by
Mre. Davies and denied by tile Minister
for Works. The letter continues-

also with a local firm for steel rein-
forcement wires for concrete construc-
tion, and -also gave instructions for
our kfelbourne house to order all qtrue-
minIl steel and corrug-aled it-on re-
qired for works buildings.

Trowards the conclusion of the letter.
Nevanas writes-

Tn the meantime we have in nil i-oo'l
faith ordered tile material referred toi
and committed ourselves to tile conse-
quent ii abil it * , atnd in tilie event of any
hitch arising it would( be understood
that the Government wvill fake over
these contracts and relieve as from all
rcsponsibilitv.

Following on tile reading of that letter,
NMr. Willmott asked Mr. Davies-

Howv could hie thank him for the ac-
ceptance of his tender on the 26th
March. when apparently, hie had no
knowledge of thne tender being ac-
cepted before the 9th April?

Mr. Davies of course replies that lie does
not know. T think the evidence T have
quoted proves conclusively that there wvas
an bonourable understlanding With Mrr.

Nevanas. Ti fact, the whole of the evi-

dience goes to establish that position.
Further, the whole of the evidence goes
to show that the advice of reslponsible
officers was not taken by thle Governmenl.
Only when the Government were in a fix
(lid they avail themselves of depart-
mental advice to get them out of their
difficulty. Air. Beasley, the Chief Archi-
tect, 'MIr. Hone of the W~ater Supply fle-
parinieni, and Air. Tiadale, the engineer
for the 'North-West, nil strongly advised
public tenders for the work. I also wish
to draw attention to fihe manner in which
Ministers accept the advice of their re-
sponsible officers when it sails themn to
do so, and howv they ignore that advice
when such a course suits their book. The
respousiile officers strongly recommend-
ed] that public tenders should be called,
but, notwithstanding that, the Govera-
ment persist in doing this wvork in the
north departmentally. Finally, I wish to
say that had the freezing works been
constructed four years ago, instead of
public money being spent on the pur-
chase of the "Wstr Australia"' and
other steamers, this State would to-day
hle supplying the British Army and the
MN!other country with meat. That is the
great point wvhich the Premier made last
night. He said that ill view of this point
lie accepted tine full responsibility. He
said that the Government had taken the
course they did Witli, the intention of as-
sisting thle Mother country- in her hour
of need. The Labour Government, after
four years, have adopted the Liberal
policy of constructing freezing works at
Wyndham. As the result of a report
made by the present Mlinister for Lands,
after at visit to the North-West, the G~ov-
erment decided that the better. course
was to bring cattle down on the hoof,
hutl now they have changed their opinion
on that subject. It is greaitly' to be
regrretted that party politics should have
interfered with the project. Unfortu-
nately, the erection of freezing works
was made a part 'y question. It shows
that thle Liberals, whom. our friends op-
posite are so often pleased to throw
bricks at-
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Air. Foley: Your replies are usually
inud.

Yr. T.HOMISON: I have nlever thrown
mud in Ibhis House, and I have no inten-
tion of doing so now. This Wyndham
freezing works business shows that in
more ways than one it was a calamity
for Western Australia when the Liberal
Government were turned out of office
four years ago. Ever since then tire State
has gone back year by year and month
b)3 month in its finances. I for one in-
lend to vote for the motion of the mem-
ber for N urray-Wellington.

Mvr. R. B. JOHNSTON (Williams-
Narrogin) [89.23]: In the first place, I
think (lhe select committee are entitled to
a measure of eongratulation for thre

ai ncr in which they have gone into the
sublject and for the fair and impartial
report they have presented on a very
knotty problem. I think, further, that
it is a good thin this motion haes been
brought forward, because the people of
West ern Australia are entitled to know
how members of Parliament view the
secret contracts that have been made
from time to lime. 1 say here and now
that we have bad altogether too many of
them, and so far as I am concerned I
ala against them lock, stock, and barrel.
I venture to hope and to believe that this
1Xlryndlhamn contract is going to be the last
of the series of secret contracts, either
by the p~resent or any other Government.

H~on. Frank Wilson: Can the leopard
change his sr~ots?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: If hie cannot
we will have to shoot the leopard.

lion. Frank Wilson: That is what we
will have to do.

Mr. E. B3. JOHNSTON: I have read
the select committee's report, the evi-
dlence, and some of the files respecting
lthese transactions between Mr. Nevanoas
and the Government of Western Austra-
lia. The facts have been dwvelt upon in
considerable detail by* the various speak-
ers wvlo have preceded me; and I do not
intend to go over thle surprisinlg details
again. I will say, however. 'that I am
amazed at the series of extraordinary
transactions disclosed byv the files and sot
fort li in thle report and evidence. The only

thing I can assume, with the loader of
thle Opposition, is that Mr. Nevanas in
some mariner contrived to mesmerise
the Government of Western Australia.
In fact, his meteoric career through this
Stale takes me right back to the Middle
A ge3, remjindi ng me of the t ime whlen
kings were able to p)ick otit their favour-
ites from anywhere and invest themw~ith
immense Ipower, putting t hemi in sup ireme
places of aut hority. Indeed, Mr. Wevanas
seems to me to have exercised in this
State something like the powers of a grandl
vizier in an oriental country where there
us no cons1titutionial government at all.
The labour- movement has becomie discae-
dit.d throughout Western Austroii t, nrot
because of its policy, not because of its
legislation, not because of a nyl hi zg Ilhnt,
we, thie memtrbeis of the party, have a sa v
in regard to, but because of administrat-
live adls and secret contracts which are
never lbroiught b~efore the party or before
P arlinameat at I he p roper t ime. If thle
motion "as an ordinary one, if the Pre-
mier hadl not made it a quest ion onl which
the fate of the Government depends,
believe mv duty and tlhat of every mem-
ber on this side of thle House would have
been simple.

H-ou. Frank W\ilson; Then von will iuot
shoot the leopard.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I am not pre-
paretd to say Ulmt I ala gUL to scu ttle
the great ship of State because I dis-
agree with the actions of the captain, andi
Ihle first mate, the Premier and the Min-
ister for Lands. if I canl do aything
at the p)roper time and by a proper
net hod, to chastise and to replace that

cap~taini and his mate, I shall reserve to
mn)scl tfthe Lull right to (10 it, and ais
speedily as I, can.

Mr. George: You are potting party
before vou'r dtiny to the country.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I an) not put-
l ing mv parts' before my duty lo the
country. It is because 1. think that the
people of the country will he belier
served in these times% of stress amid dau-
ver. al a time when from d'iv to (lay we
do not k now what is going lo huap-enil
thle theatre of war, and because of the
far miore important issues there involved
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than the petty ideas of Western Austra-
lian party polities-it is because I think
the peojple will be better served to-day by
a reformed Labour lparty, even when
grave imperfections exist, than by a mot-
tied Liberal-Comutry party and St.
George's-terrace farmers' eseeuli'-e in
combination, that I intend-and not with-
out considerable anxiel v and manny
miis-ivings--to .supp)ort t le amend-
ment whtichi ias been broughlt for-
ward. Another matter which has in-
tluenced me in coming to this de-
ei-ion, aI (let-Raon arrived] at %xitli a dLi
s-ase of ihe res;'onsibility wvhich is
I hive,] ott I le shioulder;, of any indiv iul 
membler of this House, is that I can fore-
see that ainy change of Government at
ihis time, as I he result of at a 'verse mo-
lion on a snat ch question like this, niiglt
1)1t Western Australia in the position of
having to face a general electioni in (lie
tnear future. It I voted for [ his motion,
and put my friends opp~osite in power to-
itlorrow. witen they brought their policy
into operat ion a week afterwvards. 1,
would probably be forced into the pJosi-
ion of having to put them out again,

andi 1 would do it gladly as soon) as they
u'arte I to bring forward measures of
whichI I do not approve.

'Fr. George: You wvould give thle peopl
ain oliportiinitv of expressing tlteir views.

Yr Kt FB1. JOHIISTiO N : Twioidul liko
to do so if this were tlte proper time,
but I ami one of I hose wito t hink that the
Federal Labhour Government were mak-
ing, a great mistake in attemipting t o
brir,- on the ref'erendal proposals at this
particuilar time. I was not prep;ared to go
out anul fight those qutestions now, althought
on lv ab-Iico part-. queistions w'ere iii-
volvel. I %%as amongst t hose who thoi-Alt
that 0i s wvas not an op portunte time to
appeal t, the people on those subjec 5,
and whea I remembnler tile arguments pit
fotrward by the great Liberal Press
Sh rouglhout this SIlate, and when I re-
member that brave men arc away from
the State at the present time. fighting
for the Empire's existence, and would
not hte the opp-ortitnity of record-
ing their votes if a general election
were lprecipitate1-wh'ei I remember all

tMuse facts and the arguments set forwardl
by the Liberal parti' in thle referetiduri
pamphlet lately punt into lie inds of
thle electors, p-ointing out thte danger to
the electoiis. and] the unfairnesis of hold-
ing- the referenda at the present time, I
am not prepared to fake the responsi-
bility of precipitating a getneral election
at present.

Mr. B~olton: The Opposition are.
Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I wish to ex-

plain ity posit ion iii the matter, to ex-
plain (lhnt I have arrived at this conelui-
sion not owing to any pledge that I have
ever signed. The pledge thint T, as n
member of the Labour party signed, only
binds me 0S o spport thie U overnnment, or
rather the party, oil the iphitform of the
pariy. In I his matter the GovernmlientI,
by entering into a secret contract and by
throwing over the principle of day Ia-
bour, ha'c scattered the platform of the
party to the winds, and as far as the
pledge tlhat I have signed is concerned,
it is not involved1 in this matter. I men-
tion this beecause in thle Kalg-oorlie uliner
a few da vs ago, the editor of t hat jounmal
-Mrz. Kirwan, a man I[ hold in great
e4eem and resp~ect, 1 thiink [ nuiiht
almo11st add, affect ion-poi ited out
that 'I r. Taylor, Air. Hcitrnann, andi
znvsel f Itad signed a pledge to sup.)

Ith[le La bouir party as the mia-
jort y decide]I on any matter af-
Cedting, Ife Cale of the Government. The
edlitor: of that journal is oquil trn~ I Vmg
lave never signe'l any such p~edge. Tle
lBunbury conference of the Labout I arty
in 1911 absolutel,, abolished that clau,tt
from i lie ;le,.ges of tlie party, alt hounli
1 wvould not be surp-ric'l to hear of at
s:s bseqluent coniferen ce puitting it in again.
I feel sure it will not be thie fault of the
Premier if thai is not done, and there are
other means or moral and party suasion.
I have given long and anxious thoughlt to
decide my vole on this matter and I de-
sire to Poin; are my att itude with
the lament able position in which the
eight members of the Country parry
find themselves to-day. I want to add,
too, that I am glad to see that the Coun-
ITy party have showna their hands. I
have long felt that this party tvas a
branch of the Liberal league.
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Mr~. Willinlont: Is that why we eon-
tested your scat?

Mr. E. B. JOHNS TON: Yes, but I
amn glad to say that the Country party
hand a very' smiall degree of success. The
broad-minded Liberals livin in that dis-
irict did not unanimously, at. tiat timie:
tiupport a candidate who would have
come into this House bound down to vote
as dictated to by the executive of t he
Farmers' and Settlers' Association in St.
George's-terrace.

Air. Willmott: You are just displaying
.your ignorance on the matter.

14r. F. 13. JOHNSTON: I want to
give iiiy symiathy--

ilr. Wilknoti : Keep it, you will want.
it all.

Mr. E. 1B. JOHNSTON: [ want to
O~ve my s 'vnnpatny to the eight members
of I le Countr 'y party who found themt-
selves. in the humiliating position a couple
of days ago of being Slutionv~d to a. con-
[erence at which 24 irresponsible out-
siders, many of them. residents of thne
c7it Iy, were present. ]I is, whIispered that
Ile, majority of the menibers of that Par-
liamentary party were anxious to comne
rover to this side of thle House and vote
for the rctention of the prement Govern-
mieat in office. I hav-e not got it fromi
any reliable soutrce-

!Mr. Willimoti : I do niot think you have.
You must have got it from file Danily

SNets; they are always wrone.
r.EB.JOHNSTFON: It Was pb

lished that the Country party had lo
subrdiatetheir wishes to those of tile

iajrity at that, conference. If that is

Mr. Willanoti : I amn glad you say
4,if.)"

Mr. E. B1. JOHNSTl' ON: If that is so,
.can symlpaht ise with the Con nt ry*party

iii thle position in which they find thtin-
selves in being forced to vote against
their desires. I iiius't say " too, thlat thue
Ilethods of the Country paryluringth
past few months have been such ttt--

Mr. Clhesson : They arc tie Bulsiarians
of politics.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: The bUnl.
niember calls themn the Bulganrians of
politics wailing to see how the eat jumps.

IMr.t- Willmott: And you are a Greek.

Mr. E. 13. JOHNSTON: I intend to
supJport the amndnoent, wvlich expresses
disapproval of the policy of the Govern-
mnent. I disapprove of thle policy of the
Q~overnuient iu regard to secret contracts,
and if the occulpants of the Treasury
bench can get any comfort out of the
position ini which they find themselves in
reg-ard to the carrying of this amendment
of disapproval, so far as I. am concerned,
they are welcome to it. If the Labour
ship of Stolc is in deep wvater, 'I. ann quite
prepared to stick to it, and, if necessary,
to sink w ilt it.

M~r. Griffiths: It has been wvell white-
washed; it will not sink.

Mr .B. JOHNSTON: The position
I hove heen put in throughl the action of
thle Government is simply that any vote

Imight hove given in favour of the nio-
tlIon xvould have been a vote against the
whole Labour mnovement, of which I am
a member. I am not prepared to do that.
I am prepared to take the responsibility
of my action in saying that, [ prefer a
settledr I.ahour Government rather than a
n~ier xcOCuvernusent without a majority,
aad it is to mny int! a distressing featunr
ol', our] SNystem (of G-overnmentf, a feature
that wve should alter at tin early date by
iniruing the initiative and referenduml
aid eletive niinistries, that on a subject
,)' this kind we eturnot frive a clear
vote on its3 merits, because other issues
arc iuvolved. I do say, however, that
t I Iro, I'--II tine Labour movemlent the
p~eoplle of Western Australia control thle
act ions of m awi rembers, while the
L~abipur umembiers elect sanl canl recall
theill, nnent Under tln ese cir-
e-alsinees, [ amt conuviced that this
I et-old's mloven'lnent contains within
itselt the seed for its own reform-
anrioli wl'ere it urgently needfs such
retornuition. Al to putting any' Govern-
meunt nut( of power at a imei like this, I
have to remuemiber the veryv bad luck that
Ita%, attenided tile Ministry daring t'he past
four years;. I have to remember that
during their brie? existence we have faced
the two worst droughts experienced in
the 60 years' recorded history of West-
eril Australia. To-day we have a bounnte-
ous season, a record harvest of consider-
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ably over 20,000,000 busihels just abiout
to bring prosperity to the State and Suic-
cess to the State enterprises which, like
all business enterprises, have been suffer-
ing through the disastrous combined
effects of -war aind drought.

The Premier: And 50 per cent. of that
harvest is in the hands. of the Govern-
ment.

Mtr. E. B3. JOHNSTON: I recognise,
too, thle fact that to-day we are about to
reap) over 20,000,000 bushels of wheat is
due to the assistance given by the GOV-
eranient to distressed farmers. I say Aso
that that assistance was delayed, and was
not furnished in the most generous
manner.

Mr. Smith: What has that to do with
the freezing works?9

Mix_ E. B. JOHNSTON: It has a great
(leat to do with my vote, because I am
not prepared tgive a vote whic'h would
result in putting thle Government
o1.t of power to-tiny. ] am not
prepared, just -Is the harvest. is
ahout to corn in, io take a step
which would result in the conibineti
parties olpposite coming in and reaping
the credit due to the Government for
their work. Hon. members opposite shalt
niot come along and reap- where wre have
sown, claiming thle credit of our policy
whichl is just Comning to suceess-ful frui-
tion. Nevanias was a take-down, and our
friends opposite desire now to come In
and take all credit For our policy' . I am
surprised at the Farmers and Settlers'
Association allying themselves with the
party that represents the middle-man of
1Western Australia. I want to tell thle
prodncers of Western Australia I am
convinced that they will get that relief
which they are entitled to only from a
Government who are prepared to fight
the middle-mati wherever the middle-
mnail is actim to the detrimient of the
producer. I am opposed to the actions
of the Government in regard to the
Nevanas contract, and I regard those
transac-tions as a lamentable blot on thie
history of the Labour administraiion;
but, a5: I said before,' under this
unfortunate party system my vote is

going to be on the question of whether
J ain entitled to put any party out on the
one Act of imal-administration under
rev ie w. On this question, too, I think
the producers have more to expect
from a defintie policy of bnlk
handling-, the establishment, niot only of
freezing works but of a state export de-
p~artmenlt, and the providing of facilities
ait our principal ports, I have to remni-
her, too, that the working people of

Wetern Australia who, combined with
the vote from the producers, put me into
Parliament, expect mie when here to sup-
jport detinite principle;, and it is prin-
ciple4 alone which offer any hope
to the overworked classes, to the
workers on the farms, on the gold-
fields and in our timber districts, They
and our railway mnen and other unionists
can look for fair conditions of wag-es and
emiployment from the TLabour G6overn-
mieat atone, from die party that stands
to p)rotect the interests of the weak
against the strong, the interests of the
poor against the rich.

Mr. Smith: Nevanias was not very

'11r. E. B. JOiINSTON: Nevanas inay
have been puor when lie camne hecre but
I am preuparedl to admnit that he went
away itli many thousainds of pounds of
the peoplels money which hie should never
htave had. in conclusion let ec say that
the first principle of thre Labour party is
unit;'. iii union atone is there strength.
I am prepared to tnkc the futll measure
of Tesponsibilitv for in'v vote in this
maaflyr, remnembering the war that is
wauginwg. at time same time warning the
Government that, as far as I am con-
cernted, suich a condition of affairs maust
not happen again.

Mr. Allen: Now go and kiss thme Pre-
mier and You will lie alt right.

Ron. H. B. LSPROY (-Moore) [8.63]:
The hon. mnember who has just sat down
haes proved conclusively that the Country
party are absolutely correct in the posi-
tion thecy have taken up in regard to this
mnotion. The bon. member has informed
thre House that had hie not been a member
of [lie Labour party he would have voted
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for the motion. The Country party) are
not a portion of the Labour party, in
fact, I believe that uip to the present
they have not allied themselves with siny
party.

Mr. Bolton: They have sold themselves.

I-on. H. B. LEFROY:. The lion, memi-
ber has distinctly proved that the mem-
bers of thle Country party arc absolutely
correct in the position they have taken
up. He has smitten the Government hip
and thigh. Hle has censured them all
round, from the Premier downwards, for
the position they have taken up in re-
gard to thle Nevanas contract. Yet in
thle face of this be says-I give him all
credit for it--"I am going to be loy' al to
the party which I suppurt. I am going
to Support them on) this occasion," And
he makes an appeal to all members on his
side of thle House to stand by the Gov-
ernment in their present position. In
dealing with the motion before the House
I intend to be perfectly candid. Over
two months ago, when speaking on the
Address-in-reply, I expressed the opinion
that we should lay aside party warfare
as far as possible. I am still of that
opinion, of the opinion that there is
something overshadowing everything else,
overshadowing party and overshadowing
the Empire, something which demiands
that as far as we canl we should act in uni-
son throughout the Empire. I said more-
over that an invitation had been extended
to us by the Government, that a path had
been mnade for us by which party politics
could he avoided. I wish to be perfectly)
honest with the Government; I wish to
advise them, as I did then, against plac-
ing the House in the position of having
controversial matters brought before us-.
I also said that thle con1summation Of those
ideals which some of us might have in
regard to this matter lay in the hands of
the Government. We knew nothing then
of this Nrevanas contract, or very little.
All we knew was that some announcement
had been made in the Press that this;
agreement was in existence. Hon. memt-
bers on this side considered it their duty
in the interests of the country to have
this matter cleared up as far as possible,

and the member for Murray-Wellington,
with the approval of all his party, moved
for at select committee to inquire into this
question. The Government agreed to it,
and it was agreed to by the House with-
out division. I thank the Government
for having so far joined with this side
of the House in endeavouring to clear
this matter up. I do not think the Gov-
ernment attempted to conceal anything
once the House asked for the information,
but I do say that uip to that time the
Government had not taken the country
into their confidence as they should have
done in regard to this important matter.
The Premier has said that one of the
lprinceiple motives that induced him to
euter in to this contract and have it
pushed ahead as quickly as possible was
tile fact that the Imlperial Government
had requested his Government to assist
them in supply ing meat to our militar
forces beyond the seas.

Tire Premier: And all Australia. Some
of the Slates commandeered what they
liad.

Hon. H-. B. LEFROY; Knowing what
a patriot the Premier is, and I say so
with absolute sincerity, I. appreciate that
fact. I am pleased to think that his
visit to the Old Country, where hie -was
able to mingle wvith some of our great
huaperialists, has made him an Imperialist
also. I appreciate the fact that he was
desirous of getting these works pushed
on, hat at a time when we were disturbed
by,. so much anxiety throughout the Em-
pire, why could not he have been perfectly
open ahout it? He had consulted thle
leader of the Opposition in regard to
other matters, and why not in regard to
a matter of this description, one which
'he himself characterised as of Imperial
concern ? Had hie consulted the leader of
the Opposition on such an important sub-
jeet, very much good might have been
d]one for the country and we might have
been saved all this hubbub and trouble,
whicht has heen experienced in the last
few months. But it was decided by thle
Government to engage this gentleman to
carry out the contract in some way or
another. There is not the slightest doubt
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the whole thing was muddled. This gen-
tleman, who was engaged by the Gov-
erment, was too smart for the Govern-
mient. He evidently managed to get all
he wanted. I appreciate the fact that the
Government .were anxious to carry out
these wvorks. and that they wvere prepared
even to run risks to have these works es-
tablished, but unfortunately, tliroughoui
thle whole of the negotiations, there have
been exhibitions of a most unbusinesqlike
character, and as a finale I regret to think
that the Government wvere obliged, in
order to break the contract or agreement
into which they had entered, to commit
a breach of faith with the person with
whom they' had been negotiating. I re-
gret this exceedingly because it is not
in the interests of the State, or to the
good credit of the State or the Govern-
ment, that after an agreement, such as
had been made, to hand over the "Prinz
Sigismund" to this gentleman to convey
his material to Wyndham, they should
have broken faith with him and cancelled
the contract, simply because they thought
they had a good sale for the steamship
"Western Australia" and wanted the
"Prinz Sigismund" to replace her. Even
if the country had suffered through thle
contract, I consider tile Government wvould
have heen justified, for thme credit of the
State, in sticking to the agreement made
with Nevanas.

Mr, 'Male: Where were their Imperial
motives ?

Hon. H. B. LEFROY, That is one of
the worst features of the whole affair.
I do not say' that the Government diT
this with the direct intention of breaking
faith with this gentleman; I believe thely
did riot fully recognise the responsibilit Y
of the position.

The Minister for Lands: We did not
recognlise the effect it would have.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY: I think the Gov-
ernment did not realise the effect it wvouldl
have.

The Minister for Lands: We are all
wise after the event.

Hon. H1. B. LEPROY: After all I have
read and all I have heard in the House
regarding this matter, I conclude that the

whole thing has been a mistake from be-
ginning to end, and that the Government
did very well to get out of the contract,
hut the way in which they got out of it
does not appeal to me. Thie select com-
jail tee sat for many weeks arid, after
collecting a mass of evidence, have pre-
sented their report. Hon. members have
lbeen alble to peruse the report and evi-
dence for themselves. I shall not quote
thle evidence. All of it points to the fact
thast [ihe Government certainly (lid get
into a supreme muddle, and the whole
transaction was conducted on lines which,
to say tile least, were not businesslike.
What could lion, members on this side
of the House, in face of this report and
in face of the evidence before us, do other-
wvise than move a motion in some such
form as that which has been submitted to
the House. It was their ditty to do that;
the hion. member for Williams-Narrogin
(Mr. E. B. Johnston) has informed us
it was their duty. If the hion. member
had heen sitting on this side of the House
instead of the Government side, lie would
have bcen one to applaud members for
adopting that attitude. Our duty in the
interests of the State is to show the peo-
ple that we do not approve of these un-
fortunate transactions carried out by the
Government, and that, moreover, wve do
not favour the letting of large contracts
such as this without calling for tenders.
It wvould] have been impossible for us to
have tabled a milk and water motion
wvhich would not have embodied such a
suggestion as this. No matter ]lowv
the motion might have been worded, its
terms must have led the Government to
accept it as a motion of want of confi-
dence or of censure.

mr. Thomas interjected.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY: It is not for
members onl the Opposition side to say
whether this is a motion of want of con-
fidence or not. The motion is not worded
in the form that the Government have
no lon Ler the confidence of this House.
The motion merelyv affirms that the action
of the Government is subversive of the
principles of sound Government.
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The Premier: Why didi your leader dh'
notify mie during the day so that 1 coldd
take any action I desired?

H-rn. Frank Wilson: Why should not
I extend courtesy to you?

'The Premier: You do not usuallY do
so ia regard to motions.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I shall not in the
Future.

l. H. B. LEFRjOY: Where motions
might possibly be accepted by the Gov-
erment as indicating want of conl-
dence, it is usual for the leader of the
Opposition to notify the Premier. It is
for the Premier to say whether thre
motion shiall be treated as one of want
of confidence, or not. Personally, I
think the Premier could not have done
otherwvise than accept this notion as one
of want of confidence.

Honl. Frank Wjlson: Or the amiend-
mnent.

Halol. H. B. LEFROY: The amiend-
went, too, savours of a vote of no confi-
dence.

Mr. Thomas: Then you support the
amnendmient.

Hon. H. B. LEFROY: If we had
wyarded the motion in the terms of tire
amendment moved by the member for
Menzies (-Mr. Mltllany), tire Govern-
ment mi.ght have accepted it as one of
want of confidence, but it was for the
Government to decide.

Tire Premier: Ilam afraid you are
dIoomned to dlisa ppoin tment. Your stocks
huave gone (Iowai during tire last hour or
tw..

I-on. Frank Wilson: You have en-
gineered it all right.

Mr. Al len : Yours were pretty low last
night.

[[on. If. B3. LEFROY: The Premier
arid Minister for Lands have stated that
the Government, by entering into this
contract, wvere saving tire Stt sonic
£50,000. That is very problemnatical.
Tenders have never been called for this
work. Certain estimlates; "'r made by
departmental officers who have stated
II at the work could not be done for less
than a certain amount, but the Avork has
neverz been siflbmi tied to public fender.
Members of the Government have said

the departmental officers possessed very
little knowvledge in regard to works of
this description and, if this is correct,
I think these officers were not in a posi-
tion to advise them what the works
w'ore likely to cost. Had the Govern-
nient called for tenders in tlie ordinary
wvay and got (heir plans executed, it

wvould have saved them considerable
trouble aird the work of construction,
inbtead of being held uip to a very con-
siderable extent as at present, I believe
would have been in full swing. It is
not my intention to labour thre question.
I recognise that the Government took rip
tlhis contract with no ill-intentions
whatever. I believe they did so wvith the
full object of doing their best for the
State, but they malde a mistake and one
mistake led to another until they got
into such a tangle that they were ob)-
liged, eventually, to get out of the con-
tract by breaking faith with the very
man with whomu they hiad been negotin -
ing. I rep~eat that members on the Op-
position side. no matter whether occupy-
ing these benches or the cross benches,
al-ca perfectly justified in supporting such
a mot ion, biecause they conscientiously
believe that the action of the Govern-
menit has not been in the beost interests
of the country. I believe at thre same timec
there a re at nu tmber of inemb~ers onl the
Government side who agree with us that,
altlrougl the actions of the Government
mighlt have been well meatt they were
not in the interests of the State. We, at
any rate, arc able to cast our votes in
what we consider to be the best inter-
ests of the State, and I trust that mem-
b~ers will be able to satisfy their con-
sciences, although they believe in thre
terms of the motion, for recording their
voles onl this occasion in party inter-
ests.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mlt. Margaret) [911
The remarks I wish to offer on thle sub-
ject before the House will not take

bu.I was a member of thle select comn-
niitce that inquired into this contract
and reported to the House, and I feel
that I have dore my share. I was rather
surprised t his afternoon when [ heard
one member of the committee, the member
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for 'Menzies (Mr. Mullany) comment ad-
versely on the attitude assumed by the
chairman of the committee, the member
for Murray-Wellington (Mr. George).

Mr. Willmott: He was absolutely imi-
partial.

Mr. TAYLOR: As a member of the
committee, as one who went on the comn-
mnittee with one desire only, namely, to
investigate this ease as far as it was
p~ossible to do so, may I be permitted
to say that this (lesire grew uI)on me as
the work of the committee progressed.
It want here to congratulate and to thank
the member for Murray-Wellington (Mr.
George) the chairman of that committee.
who relieved me as a member, of a deal
of the work which I would have had to do
had it not been for the wvork hie himself
did. As to the impartial action of any
member of the committee, or the chair-
man, is concerned, the report itself
speaks. There is a report of the meeting
of the members of the committee when
we were deciding upon the report after
the draft report was drawn up by the
chairman. There are onl 'y two questions
in the whole of the report on which a
division was taken. Hon., members can
see upon what flimsy ground these ob-
jections were raised by those responsible
for the raising of the objections. I have
made the remark that my Oesire to probe
this matter grew as the work of the
committee progressed. Hon members will
recollect that I was so much concerned
about the action of the Government,
which I supported as far back as 1912,
that in August last I gave notice in this
Chamber to move a resolution which, if
it were closely analysed, would perhaps
be found to be more condemnatory of
the Government thani the present resolu-
tion moved by the member for Murray-
Wellington. I moved a resolution which
gave great scope for debate if it had
been accepted as a no-confidence motion,
while the resolution moved by the mem-
ber for tfurray-Wellington only permits
of a debate within the corners of that
resolution, and confines the (lebate to the
Wyndliam contract alone. No mattpr
wvhat other grievances the House or the

country may have against the Govern-
ment, members call wily express [hema by
their voices in this Chamber on the
Wyndham contract. If thie member for
M)urray-Wellington desired to move this
as a no-confidence motion with the object
of placing members in this House in the
position of supporting a no-confidence
motion and] ousting thme Governjnent, hie
is either not an old bird at the game, or
lie would have made his motion embrace
more than it has done. Hon. members
know, too, after I gave notice of my re-
solution. that on the evening on which
it caine forward I was not Jprepared
to go on with it, and that the first file in
connection with the Wyndham contract
was laid on the Table of the House. The
Minister then informed the House that
the file contained all the papers in con-
nection with the Wyndhamn freezing
works. What did the committee find!
We found on writing to the departments
for files containing any information in
connection with the Wyndham contract
that we received 54 other files, and as I
saw these fliles piling ill around the chair-
man in the committee room I commenced
to feel more anxious than ever that we
should go to the very bottom of this in-
quiry, and that we should probe it as
deeply as we could. We have given the
Hrouse our report, and the evidence of
every witness is contained in it.

The Minister for Lands: Some of the
ifes went back to 1907.

Mr. TAYLOR: I admit that.
Mr. George: Not the files that we got.
Mr. TAYLOR: I think we received

one.
The Minister for Lands: That agree-

mient is on the 1907-S file.
Hion. J: D. Connolly: Has that been

laid on the Table since?
Mr. TAYLOR: We got the file con-

[miming the agreement made between
ihe Moore Government and the hon-
orary 2linister for Agriculture (Hon.
J1. 2-litchell) dating back to 1908.
I do not know whether there were
any more ancient files than t hat
one. I think I am correct in saying
that the major portion of the fliles dated
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back to the inception of the Nevanas
business.

The "Minister for Lands: Here is a file
dated 1909, number 603-11. Some of
[lie files had nothing to do with Nevanas.

Mr. TAYLOR: They had to (10 with
the freezing work;, but perhaps they had
not all to (I0 with Nevanlas. I know there
"'as one file wvlicki did not affect this Gov-
ernment one iota. That is a file wvhich, I
remember particularly, lbecause I read the
agreement contained in it, which .1 dis-
cussed in this House at the time it wvas
under review. When one is exaining
witnesses, as I had to do, one forms quitel
a different impression, perhaps, of the
evidence given than from reading the
evidence in cold print. I am perfectly
sat isfied in my own mind that Nevanas
had some sort of arrangement which en-
abled him to have access to [lie Govern-
ment departments, and wvhich facilitated
his movements in connection with this
undertaking in a way that is not usually
the ease with other contractors. That is
borne out by' the evidence. One glance
at a particular file will convey to any
,in in this country the marvellous acti-
vity of the Government departments on
or about, the 6th or 9th April. Officers
must nll have been signing something.
There is a very large nlumber of memo-
randla and much in the way of advice and
decisions, and minutes going backwards
and forwards within three or four days.
The Minister for Lands, in his opening
remarks in this House, in speaking on
the subject, pointed out that time was
(lhe essence of the contract. There is no
doubt of the wonderful rapidity with
which this contract was accepted, may I
say accepted against the advice of the
officers, which is proved by the files. The
board of experts appointed by the Gov-
ernment, consisting of men quite capable,
in my opinion, and from the way
in which they gave their evidence, quite
competent to advise the Government on
matters of this kind, had the matter
referred to them. We have it in evidence
fronm the EngEineer-in-Chief that in the
Engineer'-in-Chief's department, in the
alrchitectural branch of the Public Works

Department; and also in the Abbatoirs
department, that there wvere officers in
these combined departments who could
have furnished the Government with the
necessary plans and specifications and
advised onl the building of these works.

The Minister for Lands: And yet they
are asking for a special engineer to-day
to assist them in the construct ion.

Mr. TAYLOR: The MAinister informs
tihe- House and myself that these officers
are asking for a special eneiiicer. I aml
not concerned with what they are doing
b-day, nor am I concerned with what
they "ere doing before this contract wvas
let. I am only concerned about the evi-
dence they gave before the select coi-
inittee. I am oaly here to consider the
knowledge which I gained by examining
the wvitnesses. I hope I am here dealing
with the subject without being prejudiced
in the matter in [lie slightest degree.

Hon. J1. D. Connolly: The Engineer'
in-Chief says hie was never consulted.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is quite so. I
had that in answer to a question put by
myself.

Hon. Jr. D. Connolly: It was in answer
to a question by the chairman.

Mr. TAYLOR : I linoiv lie was not con-
sulted. This business grewv so rapidly
on the Government that when the plans
were forwvarded the Governmen t desired
to bring- them before a board of experts,
and onl the showing of the Engineer-in-
Chief before the committee, lie was ab-
sent from the State at the time, and [lie
Government appointed one of his next
engineers and the rest of [lie experts to
deal with tile matter. As the Engineer-
in-Chief has pointed out, lie was not him-
self consulted in any' way as Engineer-
in-Chief., though hie tells us, and it is
borne out by the files, that he was eon-
salted as chairman of the Tender Hoard.
He held, however, that it was not a mat-
ter which came within the scope of the
Tender Board. It is idle for the Gov-
erment or anyb~ody else to say that there
was no contract. It has been said in
this House and by sections of the Press
that there "-as no contract. There was
a contract which was cancelled. There
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was a tender which was accepted and a
contract which was cancelled. There has
been some difference of opinion as to
wvhv the tender was accepted. We have
it hiere on the file and in the evidence
that the Minister for Works had written
to -the Chief Architect on the 8th April
telling him that he wvas doubtless awvare
that Nevanas's tender had been accepted.
But the tender was not accepted until
the 9th April.

[The Deputy Speaker took the Chair.]

Mr. George: It was accepted by Cabi-
net on the 9th April.

Air. TAYLOR: Cabinet decided this
point on the 9th April, though, according
to the files, I believe it was not finally
fixed up) by Cabinet or by the Premier
until the 16th April, a few days later.
We all know that 'Nevanas had entered
into a contract for 20 miles of iron pipes
at the State implement wvorkshops on the
20th1 March. That is considerably earlier
than the 9th April.

Mr. George: Three weeks earlier.
Mr. TAYLOR: Yes. These pipes wvere

for the water scheme to bring the water
a distance of 20 miles. The water was
the most essential thiiig for works of this
description. It was absolutely impossible
to start with any degree of success in
erecting this structure without a good
supply of water. One has iio need to
be an architect 01r an expert to know that
when one is going to build in reinforced
concrete, which was the p~lan proposed
according to the specifications, one can-
not do it without water, and water, there-
fore, was tile first object. The late mana-
ger of the State implement workshops in
this State told the conimitte, and it is
in evidence, that hie had been requested
by the 31inister for Lands to let every-
thing stand down, to complete this con-
tract for the pipes, and to get the pipes
ready for the Wyndhamn water scheme.
He was to let everything else stand down,
and was told that it was nurgent and that
he must get them ready.

The Minister for Lands: You ought to
read his evidence; lie never said that.

Mr. TAYLOR: He said more than that.
The Minister for Lands: Go on.
Mr. TAYLOR: The evidence has been

read by every member, I suppose.
The Minister for Lands: He did not

say that.
Mr. TAYLOR: He also stated that

the Alinister for Works had said to him,
"Mr. Davies, I want you to think of
nothing else no'v but these pipes)'

The Minister for Lands: That is all
he said.

Mr. TAYLOR: If that was not an in-
dication of the urgency for the supply of
the pipes I (10 not know what is.

The Mlinister for Lands: What does
the Minister for Lands say?

Mr. TAYLOR: The Minister for Lands
contradicts everybod 'y "'-ho says anything.
He contradicted -Mr. Davies, and lie con-
tradicted 'Mr. Stevens, the manager of
the State steamship service. and contra-
dicted everybody when lie w'as questioned.

The Minister for Lands: And whom
else?

Mr. TAYLOR: The Minister went so
far as to say that hie did not believe Cab-
inet decided on the 9th A prilI, th~at lie be-
lieved Cabinet decided on the Sth. 'This
is'not merely a matter of the liinister
for Lands contradicting the late manager
of the State Implemntt Works, because
the latter began prep~arations to carry
on t the work-

Flop. Frank Wilson: On his own mumli-

Mr. TAYLOR: When some hitch op,
curred, and his hand was stayed. The
files show no reason for the contract be-
ing stayed but one, and that reason was
a difference of opinion betwecen the en-
gineers as to whether a 5-in, pipe or a
fl-in, pipe would be needed to convey thie
necessary quantity of water. The con-
tract was held up pending the settlement
of that point.

Mr. George: Do you consider there
was a contract with Nevanas for pipes?

Mr. TAYLOR: The contract was be-
fore the committee, signed. As far as
that document is concerned, it is a con-
tract signied by Mr. Davies as mianager
of the State implement Works, in the
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capacity of contrac-tor, and signed by
Mr. Nevanas as a director of the Govern-
ment in connection with the Wyndham
Freezing Works contract. Undoubtedly
the contract is not drawn upl in the
proper contract form supplied by the
Government. I understand the document
was drawn uip in the Esplanade hotel-
the place where the Mtinister for Lands
directed the late manager of the State
Implement Works to meet M-r. Nevanas,
if Mr, Davies speaks the truth. There
are his words in the cvideace, and they
defy contradiction. I am not sure, but 1
believe I am safe in saying, that the con-
tract in question is drawn uip on Es-
planade hotel paper.

Mr. Williniott: That is correct.
Mr, TAYLOR: If that is not a con-

tract, then, I ask, what wonid the comn-
muittee accep)t as a contract V I accepted
it as a contract, and I ama sure the late
mnanager of the State Implement Works
accepted it as a contract likewise. No
one, unless lie be vecry prejudiced, can
take up this report and read dfie evidence
without realising that the select commit-
tee were most generous in their report-
mnore than fair to the Government, gen-

erouis in the extremne; and I was sorry to
bear a member of the committee ac-cuse
the chairman, and incidentally other
members of the comtmittee, of setting out
on that investigation with the one object
of trying to find where the Government
had been guilty of somethiing which
would bring disgrace, discredit, and] dis-
honour upon themselves and upon the
party associated with tbem. I wish to
say that was not so, and the report hears
me out. Let us come to the matter of
the "Prinz Sigisund." Fromn my obser-
vat ion and mly examination of the wit-
nesses. I amn absolutely certain tbat, had
the "Priuz Sigismund" charter not been
cancelled, Nevanas would have been go-
ing on with that work.

-Mr. Oeor'tze: That is -right.
Mr. TAYLOR : Nevan as, when lie took

the contract, knew that it would be im-
possible for him to carry his material
fromn the Eastern States to Wyndhanm
without chartering a boat. The "Prinz
Sigistmond" was found for him by the

Government, put into working order, and
handed over to him tnder an agreement
to use at his own discretion. Thle state
Steamship Service were going to work
for him onl this coast, and he had success-
flly ntegotiated with a company in *the
Eastern States to work for himn there.

Mr. George: Elder, Smith & Go:
.Mr. TAYLOR : Yes. Nevanas in

tended to carry his material onl that boat,
and also other cargo, which would reduce
the cost of landing his owa material at
W'yndham.,

Mr. Heitmana: Bat how was he going
to carry out his contract? He could not
get his goods released because he had not
an ,y money.

Mr. TAYLOR: Under his agreement
with the Government hie was to receive
85 per cent. of the cost of thle goods
landed at Wyndham, and at that time he
bad every prospect of landing them there
Without the slighltest inconvenience. He
had been successful in obtaining £63,000
worth of material in the Eastern States.
Sixty-three thousand pounds' worth of
malterial the Government took over from
bim in July. He made the purchases
From the middle of March to the early
part of April. Certainly, some of the
muaterial was purchased before the 9th
April, before the acceptance of his ten-
der by Cabinet. Seeing Nevanas was
successful to that extent, does the hon.
member mecan to say that Nevanas would
not have been successful in making ar-
rangements with the merchants, espeei-
ally havingr regard to the fact that uinder
his contract he was to receive from tile
Government 85 per vent. of the cost of
the material landed at Wyndhiam? In
sporting parlance. Nevanas was on a
good wicket. But when the "Priny Sigis-
rnun d" -was taken from him, he was
placed in an absolutely hopeless position;
and the hopelessness of it is exemplified
by the fact that the time of the cancella-
tion of the "Prinz Sigismund" charter
was the very time that he should have
been operating and getting his material
to W 'yndham, for the reason that the
weather was changing then, and that it
was absolutely necessary then for him to
have his material in transit if he was to
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comuplete his contract in the time stipu-
lated. Hec could niot have so completed
his contract if he had to look around for
another two or three weeks even to re-
place the "Prinz Sigismund." the Pre-
mier last night was good enough to admit
that the loss of three weeks at a certain
period of the year would have delayed
tile completion of the works for practi-
cally' 12 months, and would have meant
the loss of the season at Wyndham, not
only as regards stock, but also as regards
[lie opportunity for the workmen to erect
the buildings. So it was impossible for
MNr. Nevanas to charter a heat to replace
He "Prinz Sigismund," and then the
difficulty arose. We have had it from
the Mlinister for Lands hims3elf on the
floor of this House that the Government
knew what they were doing when they
cancelled the "Prinz Sigismund" arrange-
nient. The Minister said that the Gov-
ern-ment cancelled that arrangement with
their eyes open, and he went so far as to
say that before cancelling the arrange-
mient they consulted Mr. Stevens, the
manager of the State Steamship Service,
Ats to what the position would be and
what finances would be involved if the
arrangement 'were cancelled. ]t was con-
veyed to the Mlinister-so lie said-that
the amount involved would be from
£C4,000 to £5,000. I maintain that the,
Government were not justified, even for
the sake of selling the "Western Aus-
tralia" at double her cost in England, in
breaking- faith with the contractor, bar-
ing regard to the fact that the breach
would involve damnages of only £4,000 or
£E5,000. That sort of business practice
on the part of the Government of any
country will not tend to make the coun-
try prosperous or tend to make the peo-
pie respect their Government. That sort
of thing may be all right in sharp busi-
ness, but it is not a practice that the Gov-
ernment should adopt; and I say, fur-
ther, it is not a practice in which the
people should justify the Government.

Mr. George: The people do not want
the Government to adopt such a practice.

Hon. J. D. (Jonnolly: The Premier
says it means from £50,000 to £100,000
to the Government.

Mr. TAYLOR: The cancellation uf the
contract has increased the cost of the
structure at Wyadham by somethig like
£50,000, so the M1inister for Works in-
formed us last night.

Tic Minister for 1%ines: It has not in-
creased the cost by one farthing.

Mr. TAYLOR : The select committee
have not inquired into that aspect of the
nati er. but that is what the Minister
PRaid.

Mr. (icorge: We were told that las!
night,

3lember: It was the Premier who made
hat statement.

Mfr. TAYLOR: So far as I am con-
cerned. I think the action of f he Gov-
einent was not justified. As soon as
tic "Prinz Sigistrund" agreement was
cancelled, the necessity arose for get-
ting rid of the contract for the freezing
works, and of Nifr. Nevanas. From the
files the select committee learned that the
Solicitor General had discovered that the
articles of association of S. V. Nevanas
anrd Co. would not permit Mr. Nevanas to
enter into a contract of that description.

Mr. George: It took e long while to
find that out.

Mr. TAYLOR : M.%ost decidedly it didl.
however, Mr. Nevanas's solicitors here.
M;essrs. I~icliolson and lleiisman, prac-

hiealliv convinced the Solicitor General of
the contrary, or at least convinced him
soL far that lie did not press the point.
Then a bond for £E6,000 was desired. Mr.
.Nevanas apparently could not procure
that bond, and of course the contract was
cancelled. It seems strang-e indeed that
a inan who could purchase £63,000 worth
of! material, who could get credit to such
an extent, should not be able to find some
big firm to back him with a bond for
£6,000-some firm or firms whom thie
Government would accept as good enough
without a penny piece being put down.
It seems indeed strange. Now we come to
the point where 11r. Dunkerley, the mar.
who drew the plans, the man who supplied
all the knowledge needed as regards9
plans and specifications and the erection
and completion of the works, according
to the evidence-

Mr. George: He made the report, too.
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Mr. TAYLOR: Yes; Dunkerley made
(lie report which Nevanas submitted to
tile Government. Dunkerley got £1,600,
arid[ I think it cost him about £600 to
bring his men over here for the work.
Mr. Nevanas netted something like £7,000
clear. Another most remarkable thbin g is
that M r. Dunkerley bought the material
for )Ir. Nevanas. Not only did flunker-
Icy dlraw upl tile plans and specifications
and so forth, but lie actually purchased
the material inl respect of which Nevanas
rleceived a commission of .3 per cent, from
Sihe Go~-ernnient when the contract "'as
vancelled. Mr. Durakerley said that, and
it was one of' tile things that struck ime
jiwst forcibly in the course of the evi-
dence. W~e had onl the files letters of
recomnmendat ion of Air. Nevanas, sent by
tire Agent General from England-letters
recommending him as being a member of
a firm) in) Smithfield withr some reputation
ats capable business people. I think
hbere were some references also.

Mr. George: From two banks.
Mr. TAYLOR : Yes. Nevanas was re-

commended as a member of the firm of
Nevanas and Co., Smithfield, England.

Mr. Heitnrnnn: Had hie got any refer-
ence from a Iwo-up school?

Mr. TAYLOR: When the Government
were deling, with Air. Nevanas, however,
they wvere dealing with Mr. Nevanas, a
member of a company in 11elbourne,
holding 20,000 shares out of 30,000 of thle
company; two or three other p~eople htold-
ing a few shares, alid the rest of the
saures not having been pitt on tine mar-
ket. That was the man the Government
wvere dealing with,. But thle 'nan whom
Itheyv had hadl recommended to them was
a member of the firm in England-thc
samle marl in another company. They
were two different companies entirely.
Even the Crown Solicitor admitted that
in Iris evidence. Now, the very first time
that Nevanas was discussed by a man of
any financial repute-this is in the cvi-
oence-Nevanias was turned down. it
"-ill be found in Air. flunkerley's evi-
dence that Mir. Nevanas wanted him to
find thle money for the purchase of the
material. Mfr. flunkerley was inclined to
dto that, bilt before doing it lhe consulted

his banker who turned the proposition
down. His htanker did not think sufli-
cient of N evmnas to allow his client to
accept ainy' of the finatrciaI obligations,.
']hait is a remnarkable thing, even iii Mel-
borrre, where Nevanas & Co. were oper-

tir.and whlere Mir. Nevanas was supl-
posed! to havge been recognised as a clever
manager. No one, hiowever, could ques-
tion 'Mr. IDrnkerley's integrity and his
abtil ity in connect ion wvith [lite erection
and( umanagement of freezing wvorks. he-
eairse inl M elbouriie lie owns arid controls
such estabhIishuments, the actual value or'
which is £4f10,000. Mr. 1)unkcrley must.
therefore be a marl of some standing, and
his hank manager advised him riot lo
become financial sponsor for ir. Ne-
Vanas.

_Mr. George : A-r. flunkerley p' vys
£C4,400 a year rental for one of Iris
places.

Air. Heitmmrnn: Why did not Mir. Dirr-
kerley supply' the cash?

Mr. TAYLOR: -Mr. flunkerley said
that hie came here to draw the lplans. H-e
thought Mr. Nevans was go0ing to inn-
dertake the works for his London coin-
Jiany and lie asked Mr. Dunkerley to put
in tilie plans at the lowvest possible figure.
Mr. Nevanais said it was a good propo-
sition, but lie did not wvant the price Ion
high,. ft was only late in April that 'Mr.
TDunkerle v discovered that it was a Cox-
erment contract, so that Nevanas nol
only hypnotised tire Govcrnment of West-
ern Australia, but hie also hypnotised lfr.
Dunkeiley. Tfhe more one goes into this
matter, the more one sees that Mir. Ne-
xanas was indeed wh~at is generally known
as a very shrewd business man. Bill it
lie helongee to another class of people
hie would have been in Fremantle before
this. Sharp business practices are not
recogznised in other walks of life; they
are merely' recognised in (lie commercial
world. I have never seen 31r. Nevana,
to my knowledge, and I am sorry that
the committee did not have the opportu-
nity of examining him. He may have
hypnotised me, but I think he would]
have hadl his work cut out to hypnotise
the Chairman of the select committee and
thle leader of the Country party. The
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niore one looks at this matter the more
vividly it comes before one that there has
been bad management. There is no slage
in connection with this question that on e
can say that business acumen has been
displayed on the part of those who
pleaded with Nevatias. There is another
stage at which 11r. Nevanas is allegeti to
have written two leltrs to the Minister
for Lands, The Minister for Lands
denies having received them. One was
wvritten on the 26th MAarch and time other
onl the 27th March. The first letter
thaiked the(. Minister for accepting the
tenlder, and the next one went on to
state that lie was sorry sonic hitch had
occurred and that on account of tial the
ender could not he completed until the

Premlier's return to the State. Mr. Nich-
olson, who was Mr. Nevanas's solicitor,
pointed out in evidhene t hat lie saw both
thiose letters, amid hie well remembered
the lett er of the 2Nth because lie said Ne-
vatnas, took it to him. I asked Mr. Nich-
olson a question to the effect that knowv-
ing 'Mr. Novanas as lie did, dlid lie think
that Mr. Ncvanas would have any object
in writing those letters except to deliver
them.i Mr. Nichotson spoke in most
zlowing terms of Mr. Nevanas and said
lie felt convinced that the letters wvere
delivered. I have never heard a lawyer
r.unning down his client, at any rate not
while he is defending hinm. Whatever
his pivate opinion might be. his training
etnalbles him to see his client in time best
light. Mr. Nicholson was perfectly sat-
isfied that Mk~r. Nevanas either posted or
delivered those letters. lie wired to Mr.
Nevanas, who was in 'New Zealand, and
received a reply to the effect tha it
he handed both those letters to
A-r. Johnson,. time M1inister for fhands.
That is in evidence. hut Mr. Johnson has
denied ever having- received thie letters.
It is a strange thing that the copies of
those letters reached the file in July when
the then -Minister for Works, Air, Ang-
wvia, disputed certain matters. with -Mr.
Nevanas. To substantiate his position
Mr. Nevamias saidl that lie had his letters
to Mr. Johnson. lie was asked where
they were and hie was told they were not
on the file. Mr. Nevanas replied that

they sllouIld have been onl the file because
hie had delivered themn to Mr. JohnUIZnL.
Then lie gave Mr, Angwin, the 2liiiister
for Works, copies of those two letters.
Mr. Angwin eased to lie so obstinate in
dealinig with Ii Mr. Nevanas, and hie mist
have recognised by those letters that Mr.
Nevanas tad some claim. Then 'Mr.
Angwin started to t reat with M,%r.
Nevtuias and the mattei "as handed over
to the officers of thie dci artment. Time
Minister for Works staled to the comal-
niitee that if tile Chief Architfet had
turned the proposition down, lie would
not have touched it. Time officers recoli-
mended that a saving of between £12,000
and 03&000 would lie effected by' relieYi- '

iiug Mr. Nevanas of thme material as
against going on the miarket to purchase.
Mr, Angwin acetced the otficers' advice
and] perehased time material. As a set-off
against that, if the tender had not been
accepted thie Government would have been
onl the market in February or 'March.
If the need for this structaro was s~o
urgent. the Government should have beep
on the mar10ket purch~iasing ia February or
March. Tlhcy mighlt not have been able*
to buy' as cheaply as Mr. Nevanas, hense
I Suppose in (lie Works Department we
have not specpial buyers withI time ability
of a g~entlemian like MTr. Dunkerley in the
waly of making puirchases. There is no
doubt in my mind that if the Oloverni nent;
had gone on the market to purchase
£080.(00 worth of material, mostly iron,
which had then gonle lip considerably inl
price, there would have been a differencee
bE about £C12,000.

Mr. George: And Vf5,O00 worth of cork.

Mr. TAYTLOR: That will never materi-
alise hecause of thie recent conflagration
inl Melbourne. If we had had the oppor-
tunity of examining MAr. Nevanas his
evidence might have completely changed
the whole affair. Unfortunately we could
not get him, and thle opinion was herd by
sonic membeis of the committee that a
Royal Commissioner should bare been
appointed to proceed to tlie Eastern
Slates to examine 31r. Nevanas. I am
not too sure even at this stage. for the
honour of Ministers, that lie shonld not
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have been put on oath somewhere and

questioned in regard to his transactions
with the Government, because a geat
deal has been taken for granted. There
is a hiatus between minutes and con-
versations. We find also that there were
a lot of telephonic messages from the
under secretary to the Minister and from
the Minister to the mnanager and Ihat
when the witnesses were questioned in
regard to these conversations nothing
satisfactory could he gathered. It is to
be regretted that men will not stand
even to telephonic conversations. I have
no desire to detain thie House mnuch
longer. I amu not surprised that my
friend, the member for Will iams-.Narro-
gin (Mr. Johnston) referred to (he fact
that some of t-he leader writers in the
newspapers on the goldfields hmad associ-
ated him with the member for Oleraldton
mid myself as being likely to record a
vote which would remove the Govern-
ment from office, and drawing attention
to certain obligations which we owed to
the party and the platform which we
had signed. Apart from any platform
and apart from any Labour mov0%ement
or association, the attitude that I have
taken up in this House in connection
with secret contracts% is that I felt so
incensed that I had to give notice of
motion as far back as three months ag o,
and any newspaper and any citizen would
have been justified in coming to thle con-
elusion that after I had given notice of
such a motion I would vote for a similar

one which would have the effect of con-
donning that class of negotiation. The
motion before the House expresses the
opinion that the Government no longer
retains the confidence of the House on
accouint of this secret contract, but this
secret contract is nothing in com-
parison to others which thie House
knows about and which the country
knows about, but this one on top of
the rest bhrings about the climax.
And it is proof positive to me that hon.
members opposite, who brought forward
this motion, were not honest in their
avowed intention of ousting the Govern-
menit, else they would have embraced the

whole of their admninistration. They
would have embraced other contracts, so
(hut hon. memibers could have dealt with
thiem separately. But, unfortunately, we
are confined to this one, which, as I have
said, reached thle climax that this side
would stand. Hon. members opposite
know that they condoned the offences of
thme G-overnmnent untdl they were taken upl
by, this side.

Hon. Frank Wilson: We did not,
Mr. TAYLOR: Why did not the

leader of the Opposition move last ses-
sion in respect to secret contracts? There
was ample time when this session first
opened to move a no-confidence motion.
The hon, muembher could have moved art
amendment to the Address-in-reply.

Hon. Frank W1ilson: Would you -have
supported it?

Mr. TAYLOR: It is not for the Op-
position to neglect moving a motion
against the Government who they think
are not doing right, because they fear
they will not be able to carry it. If the
Opposition think they are only justified
in moving a no-conifidence motion when
they are sure they can carry it, I am
sorr for them. The function of an Op-
position is to move a no-confidence mo-
tion against the Government every
Miondany morning, if they think it neces-

sary, if they think the Government are
to blame for maladministration, or on a
matter of policy. They are justified in
moving a no-confidence motion as often
as they can, because it is only by no-
confidence motions that they can concen-
trate the attention of the people on time
administration of the Government. This
very motion is proof of that. Since
three o'clock yesterday afternoon until
to-night the galleries have been packed
with people anxious to see and hear and
know what defence the Government are
going to put ill).

Hon. Frank Wilson: And what are
.you going to do about it'

Mr. Hard wick: This is the particular
item fou singled out.

Mr. TAYLOR:- The bon. member
ought to put his spectacles on. My mao-
lion read to this effect, "That the system
lately adopted by thme Government of let-
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tig a contract, or contracts"; this in
order to give hall.- members ample scope,
whereas wider tile motion before the
House they are restricted to one particu-
lar contract.

Air. Thomson: Wh * did you wvith-
draw only when *the Nevanas contract
"as laid on the Table9

Air. TAYLOR: Because it was imlpos-
sible for me to go through the file in the
time at my disposal. I put in about two
hours on it the day may mnotion caine upt
for discussion, and I found I had three
or four other files to go through.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: You snid there
were other contracts as well.

Air. TAYLOR: But I wanted to reach
this one.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The acid was
puat Onl you.

Mr. TAYLOR: No. There have been
limes, I admit, since I have been in Par-
lianient, when, to use the languIage of
the leader of the Opposition, the acid hais
been put on me. I suppose there is no
member of any party, in any English
speaking country, who has not had thc
samte experience. But on this occasion
the whip has not been cracked, so far as
I am concerned. I have used my own
judgment, and I believe some of
my party were of the opinion, an-
tit recently, that I felt so strongly
on this that I would support the
motion. And, candidly, had the motion
been put to the House in ii s original
form as moved by the member for Mur-
ray-Wellington, 1 dto not think 1 could
have brought myself to vote ag-ainst
it. But the amendment is sufficient con-
demination of the Government for my
purpose, without my supporting a no-
confidence motion. The amendment will
prevent this Government, and I think
any other Government in Western Aus-
tralia for some years to come, from let-
ling contracts secretly; and if circum-
stances should demand that the Govern-
ment let a contract without due pub-
licity, I am sure that at the first oppor-
tunity tlley will make it known to Par-
liament or, if Parliament be not sitting,
they will allow it to filter through the

Press to the people of the State. Most
certainly it wvill not be hidden for weeks
and months, or, as some of them have
been, for even years. The amendment, I
am sure, will have the desired effect. I
venture to submit that no Government,
Liberal or Labour-

Mr. Robinson: Could stand such an
amendment land Yernain in office.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is what the honl.
member thinks.

'Mr. Robinson: 1t is what the country
(]hinks.

Mr. TAYLOR: If I were in Opposi-
tion T might say the same. If I were over
here and anxious to grace the Treasury

benches, I might think that the Govern-
nient ought to be thin-skinned and get
out onl the slightest provocation, and so
let me in. I dto not think the Govern-
ment have any desire to regard the
amendment as a no-confidence motion. I
desire to tell the leader of the Opposi-
tion that onl this occasion at least he need
not twit me with having had the whip
cracked over me. There is no member in
the House who feels more strongly on
this point than do I, and I venture to
say thast there are other members, many
more than those mentioned in the Press,
who are against this principle of secret
contracts; bitt wvhilst they are against
[lint, and whilst the Government have
been guilty of letting secret contracts,
those members are not going to wreck
the Government who have been strug-
gling for years to secure power in this
State. The crime, perhaps, is great, bit
it does not merit punishment so severe.
I think tile amendment will do all that is
necessary. It will give the Government
to know that in Western Australia at
least secret contracts will no longer be
tolerated. I will support the amendment.

Mr. ALLEN (West Perth) (10* 8]: I
wish to congratulate the Government
on having within their ranks two of the
most skilful acrobats, not only of Western
Australia, but of Australasia. I think
if I belonged to that party and formulated
so strong an indictment against it ais
have the two members to whom I refer,
I would consider it high time to leave that
party -and get away. The Premier, in
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his opening remarks, said hie thought
the' motion had been debated fromn all
possible aspects, and that therefore he
did not intend to go over the ground
traversed by previous speakers. I pro-
pose to adopt a similar attitude, but
I would like to go back a little way and
refer -to the position taken up by this
party at the outbreaik of the war. It
was agreed, and a compact was entered
into, that we should do all we could to
assist the Government in a very trying
position, that what had been termned
I I carping oritieisam" would be dropped,

*and that we would do our best to assist
themo. But at the same time an under-
taking was given that controversial
legislation would not be introduced. In
view of the Compact we entered into
we had a right to expect that the 0 o"-
erment should take the House into their
confidence. But what have we seen ?
Prior to the outbreak of war the attitude
adopted by the Governm-ent had been
one of secrecy. The House had been
treated over and over again with scant
courtesy. We had known little or
nothing of what the Government were
doing. Time after time surprises had
been sprung upon us, but when the
compact was entered into we hoped
that we should, at least for the termi
of the war, be taken into the con-
fidence of the Government. However,
we have been disappointed, and on
top of that we are told to-day that we
have not kept our compact. On that
p6int I shall have a little to say later
on. The Premier, last night, as usual
when he finds himsell in a tight place,
abused all and sundry. He accused
the leader of the Country party of
having taken directions from the ex-
ecutive of the Farmers and Settlers'
Association. The Premier should be
the last to twit any memnber on carrying
out the instructions of the executive
of the party with which he is asso ciated.
People who live in glass houses should
not throw stones. The Premier also
referred to the notion of the previous
Administration, declaring that they had
carried out secret contracts. That is
no argument at all, although it always
has been the favourite excuse of the

Governmnent. They have trotted it out
repeatedly:; " Your Administration were
guilty of exactly the saine thing, there-
fore we are justified in doing it." When
the Labour Government Caine into
pow'er we were going to have everything
purified. There was to be none of these
secret contracts, evtirything .was to be
straightforward and above board. As a
matter of fact there never has been
a party in power guilty of these things
to such a degree as are the present
occupants of the Treasury benches.
I wish briefly to refer to the finding of
the present Minister for Lands w~hen
he made that famous trip to the North-
West and reported on the proposed
establishment of freezing works at Wynd.
ham. We well remember how he con-
demnned the scheme. I venture to say
that had he supported the .policy of the
Liberal Government, these freezing works
would have been established long
ago and to-day we would be reaping
the benefit. If ever there was a work
of a national character, it is the erection
of freezers at WVyndham. The Premier
last night, in defending his position, ad-
mitting the mistakes which had been
made and taking the whole of the
responsibility on his own shoulders,
gave as his reason for this extraordinary
piece of business that he was prompted
by a patriotic motive, by a sense of
duty to the Mother land to comiply with
the request to supply the troops with
frozen meat. Let mec tell the Premier
that every hon. member is actuated by
the same patriotic motive ;at all
events I can assure hinm that such i- the
position of all hon. mnembers on this
side. That being so, the request fromi
the Homne Goverrnent to supply frozen
meat to the troops surely became an
Imperial matter, and if this Compact
which we entered into for the period of
the war was worth anything at
all, it called for a clear and frank state-
ment from the Government. What was
to prevent the Premier from laying
his cards on the table and announcing
his position? He would then have
robbed this side of all opportunity of
criticising the actions of the Governmnent.
But the whole thing was conceived,

2382



(11 NOVEMBER, 1915]3t

carried on, contracts entered into, con-
tracts cancelled, all in the usual way
in which the Government had been
carrying on ever since in office, the way
of profound secrecy. Even the members
of their own party, we are told, did
not know what was going on. If ever
there was an opportunity for the Premier
to have shown his hand to the two
leadens opposing him, it was then. Had
he taken it he would not have been
in. the position in which he is to-night.
Had members on this side of the House
not raised their voices in protest what
would our position have been ? Silence
gives consent, and we should have been
accusted of acquiescing. in this action
of the Government. We are entitled to
tale, this opportunity to protest against
this mnost extraordinary piece of business.
If we had not done so, how could we have
faced our electors and disclaimed any
part in it ? We should have heen con-
sidered equally guilty with the Govern.
ment. One remnark by the Honorary
Minister was extraordinary but he is noted
f or making extraordinary statements.
He said we would never get to the bottom
of this matter, and that appears to be
the truth. The report of the committee
has .thrown considerable light on the
matter, and I feel that, the mnotion is
well-timed, opportune and proper. If
we had done otherwise we should have
stultified ourselves and should have
deserved all we would have got. I
am perfectly satisfed that if every
muembher of this House was free to
exercise his vote conscientiously, he
would vote for the motion as moved
by the member for 'Murray-Wellington.
Othierwise what would his position be 7
3My mrind takes me back to the remarks
of the member for M1t. Mfargaret on
the Address- in-reply, when he referred
to this question, and asked if a no-
confidence motion were tabled what
would their position be. He said either
they would have to vote for it, or would
have to vote against the very principles
they were sent into this 'House to miain-
tain-day labour versus contract. Yet,
he stood up to-night and made a plausible
exeuse that in this particular instance

it does not apply. Had we brought
in a differently worded motion emi-
bracing the whole of the actions of the
Government, I suppose he would have
considered his position. When asked
by interjection what 'he would have
done, he did not say he would have
supported such a motion. I think I
have said sufficient to justify myself
in voting for this mnotion- The amend-
mient moved by the memiber for Menzies
("Mr. Mullany) is simply a little bit
of side-tracking. It is a way of escape
for a mian wanting to get out of a burning
building-it is an escape down a back
way. The lion. member stultifies him-
self. The members for Willianms-Narro-
gin and 7M. Margaret have nothing
to be proud of inL thc position they occupy.
and if 1 were in suich a position I should
feel inclined to go outside and do a
Judas did-hang myself.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.)

Mr. HEITMANN (Geraldton) [10-.18]:
It is remarkable the satisfaction with
which the preceding speaker mentioned
that hie had said enough to justify his
vote. It is also remarkable that he is
not prepared to allow other members
of this Chamber the same satisfaction
that he has secured for himself. While
hie says hie has justified his vote in a
particular direction, there are members
on the other side who are justifying
their votes, and yet, we are told they arc
criminals.

Mr. Allen : I did not say they were
criminals-

Mr. 'HEITMNAN: Was there any
greater criminal than the man who hanged
himself ? Had niot it been for the
fact that possibly it was my criticism of
the Government that first brought the
subject into prominence-I strongly con-
demned the whole contract from first
to last as wiell as the Ministers responsible
for letting the contract-I, like many
other members of the House, would
have been prepared to allow the motion
to go to the vote, as I believe it -has
been, discussed at sufficient length. The
longer it is discussed, the worse it
appears, and the harder it is for Ministers
to explain their actions ih-regard'to- the
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INevanas contract. Looking through the
evidence--by the way, it is remarkable
that all the evidence in regard to this
contract had to be drawn from the
witnesses ; no cards were placed on the
table to show what had been don-it,
becomnes more difficult to believe that
Ministers in their senses with a desire to
preserve the interests of the State and
of its people, could have acted in the
way they did in regard to the Wyndham
contract. There have been complaints
by speakers, including the Premier and
Minister for Works, regarding the rumours
circulating through the State and the
suspicion in the minds of some people
and of some members of this House.
If these rumours are afloat the Ministers
themselves are responsible for them.
If there is any right to complain, it is
not on the part of Ministers who were
responsible for this secret contract, not
the Ministers who have acted in such
a way that the clear light of day has
not been thrown on their actions, but
with the members of the party who
elected them. It is disagreeable to
members inside this House and to
members of the Labour party through-
out the length and breadth of the
country who have fought for years for
the principles upon which the Labour
movement has been built, who have
made many sacrifice, and who have
always held that, underlying the move-
ment of the labour party, there is that
which proclaims our desire for the
greatest purity possible in our political
life. Is it possible that such purity shall
always exist when we have matters
dealt with by our own Ministers in such
a manner that it is impossible to do
other than suspect motive underlying
their actions ? I have supported the
Labour party and helped to place
these gentlemen in their present high
and honourable positions at the top of
the tree. I have placed them on a
pedestal and drawn the attention of the
public to the fact that they are our
leaders, the leaders of this great and
fine reform movement, Labour. Yet
I am forced to admit that, viewing the
evidence from first to last, these leaders
of mine, in whom I have placed every

trust, possess feet of clay. It is no
pleasure to have to make these remarks,
far from it. I have helped to place
thesc men in their positions ; they
have been close personal friends. I
trust I am wrong when I say their
actions during the past few months
have been such that I cannot believe
they had the true interests of the country
at heart when dealing with this individual
known as Nevanas. I do not intend
to closely follow the evidence tendered
to the select committee, because it has
been much discussed by many speakers,
hut it is interesting to note the entrance
of this gentleman, Mr. Nevanas. He
came here a clever man knowing that
the policy of the Government was
against the big combine, playing the
card to suit that policy, leading lvlinisters
to believe that almost his chief object
in life was to oppose and prevent the
entrance of the American beef trust
into Australia. Just imagine a man
of the calibre of Nevanas-even in the
best company of which he is ashareholder,
the capital I believe, is about £30,000
-and how he showed his character when
after receiving a very fine fee of £1,000
from the Government, he declined to pay
a paltry £45 for his boat fares. Just
imagine this man coming to Western
Australia and telling us he was going
to fight the beef trust of America.

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Did he say
that ?

Mr. HEITMANN That was put
forward as one of the qualifications of
this individual. Last night the Minister
for Works stated that Nevanas, being
in the beef trade in England, had to
find other avenues in order to compete
with the beef trust which had entered into
operations at Smithfield. According to
the files, we find this individual first
of all anxious to erect freezing works
himself. He put up the proposition
that he could float a company with a
nominal capital of something between
£150,000 and £200,000, and what I
cannot understand and cannot find
reason for is the alteration in the relation
of Nevanas to the Government. There
is no correspondence on the files to
explain how X&evinas dropped the suig.
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gestion to construct the works himself
and put forward the suggestion
that the Government should do the
work, and that he should supply
the information necessary to enable the
works to be built. Nevanas carne here
as an expert ; he was alleged to have
behind him a strong financial institution.
Why is it that we find now that the Gov-
ermnent, without any apparent reason, at
all events, are ready to relieve 'Nevanes
of the necessity of floating a company,
probably like the company lie floated
ini Melbourne, the bomb proof company,
and that they were themselvres prepared
to put up the money to build these
works, and to follow the advice of
LNevanas, this great expert, in doing so?
It has been said that had this contract
been allowed to conitinue and had
Nevanas been allowed to complete the
work a saving to this Sate of something
like £50,000 would have been made.
The Premier last night said that a saving
would have been effected of between
£50,000 and £100,000. I said by inter-
jection that it was a bogey which had
been put up quite a qumber of times.
I repeat that here, because there was
no possible opportunity for the Govern-
ment to gauge whether they were getting
this work done cheaply or expensively.
As a matter of fact, Mr. Nevanns himself,
this honourable man, this man of in-
tegrity, as pointed out by the leader of
the Opposition lest night, when acting
as agent for the Government or to
advise to the Government, actually
had a tender in his pocket for something
like £14,000 less than the tender he
himself had put in.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Eighteen thous-
and pounds less.

'Mr. HEITMANN: The only thing
that we had as to the value of the
tender of Nevanas was Dunkerley's
tender against Nevanas's, and the only
test we have had proved that Nevanas's
tender w-as not reliable. It is said
that we are going to lose a vast sumn of
money by the non-completion of the
contract. I am not going into the
reason for the non-completion of the
contract. I ami going to congratulate
this country en getting rid of -Nevanas

at any price. I amn of opinion that
this has not increased the cost of this
proposed work by one shilling. YWho,
to-day, could place ally reliance on this
person, 'Nevanas, after the experience this
State and the Government ]iave had
in their operations with him7

Mr. George: Dunkerley, I think,
would have done the work.

Hon. Frank Wilson: We paid himi
9,000. That is an increased cost.

Mr. HE1TMAN: I. am quite satisfied
that if Novanas was clever enough to
conc into this country without, I
believe, his board money in his piocket
and leave with £9,000 or £10,000; then
lie was not the individual to lose on
the contract, no mnatter how hie might
appear to have been tied up- Ho was
too clever for that. If Nevanas had
completed the wvork within the sumi of
£156,000 I am quite satisfied that either
the value of the work would not have
been there, or our officers were being
misled by Nevanas as to the quality of
the work hie was going to put in. I
have gone pretty closely into the question
of departmental construction versus con-
tract. It is known to the Min~ister for
Works and the Ministry that, iii regard
to large works, such as the construction
of railways-I believe it is recognised.
even by the one-time Minister for Works,
the present leader of the Opposition-
that our officers can compete successfully
with outside contractors.

ML~r. George : If you get away from the
red tape.

M1r. HELTMANN: It has been done
more than once. I could cite quite a6
nwinber of cases in which the leader
of the Opposition, when 'Minister for
Works, gave his own officers work in
preference to giving it to contractors,
simply because they showed that they
could do the work and cut out the
profit of the contractors. I believe-
and I speak from a knowledge I have
gained from the acquaintance of a
number of the officer-that we have
engineers in the Public Works9 Depart-
ment who are equal to any engineers that
-Nevanas could procure in any part of
Australia. As a matter of fact it has not
been a rare occasion for Teesdale Smith
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and other contractors in Australia to
offer positions to our engineers at a
far greater salary than they received
in the Public Works Department. This
proves that if these men can do work
for Teesdale Smith and other con-
tractors they could, if they had control
of this particular work, make a success
of it. I am loath to believe that either
the Minister for Works or the Premier
is sincere in sayinig that there is a loss
to the State of between £E50,000 and
H100,000 lby virtue of the fact that this
trickster, Nevanas, has departed from
these shores.

Mr. E. B-. Johnston: Conjuror.

Mr. HEITMANN: Hypnotist, some-
one has called him. As I say, the
only test we had, and the only chance
we had of testing Nevanas's contract
was by Dunkerley's tender, who, small
though the tender appeared to be
to the Minister, could quote some
£V8,000 under it. What is to prevent
mc or any member of this Chamber or
any contractor outside putting up against
the statement of the Ministry the state-
ment that we could do the work at a
considerably lower cost than "Nevanam
could do it 7 We would be qnite as
much justified in making that state-
ment as the Ministry are in making
the statement that they are saving so
much by Nevanas faking the work.
There is another phase of the matter
that must be touched upon, although
briefly. It has been contended,. and I
entirely agree with the contention, that
Nevanas has been a, favoured individual-
It has been shown that hie had the
run of the departments. He also had
the run of some of the Ministers. He
could have them dancing after him,
and could have anything that he wanted.
A motor car was at his disposal to
take him here and there, and he simply
had to ring up for it. He had every-
thing placed in his way. Why? I
have heard of no reason yet, or any
explanation for this extraordinary len-
iency and special treatment which was
meted out to this individual who came
here a total stranger and unknown,
except for the letters, which I suppose

anyone could gather if he was globe
trotting in the way that this individual
was. His tender was accepted, the
tender of this man who was supposed
to have a strong financial institution
behind him and who floated a bomb
proof company in Melbourne. It has
not been stated yet that the Minister
who had charge of this affair, or the
Ministers as a whole, were not aware
that lie had floated this omb proof
company. This gentleman started out
immediately. He did not wait until he
had completed his contract, but wanted
to make money by the way. He was
determined, it appeared, not to put up
one shilling if he could possibly avoid
doing so. If he had to order goods, he
sent the docket along to the Government.
If he could not send the docket along,
he wrote asking for an advance. Take
the one item of cement. That is an
extraordinary piece of business. We are
told that Mr. Nevanas had not a eon-
tract. At the same time we are told-
and it is in evidence-that he ordered
thousands of pounds' worth of cement.
We are told, again, that this cement
was for the Government. Then we
are told by Mr. _Nevanas, through his
letters, that the cement had nothing
to do with the Government- When
the Government through the Public
Works Department proposed to send up to
Wyndham material for the construction
of a shed to keep the cement from the
weather, Mr. Nevanas. said, " Keep
your hands off my property; this
is my cement ; I ordered it, and it is
mnine-" Is it not an extraordinary
method of doing business ? This man,
who we are told had not a contract,
could go to a big Perth firm and order
thousands of pounds' worth of material,
have it looked after by the Governmeont
officers for some considerable time, have
it stored in certain premises to preserve
it, and then have it sent to where it
was required. Is it not remarkable that
this is allo *wed to take place ? What
explanation is there of it ? Certainly. I
have heard no satisfactory explanation
as regards the orderi ng of the cement.
Again, there - is the ca-se of the pipes.
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I do not want to labour this business,
which has been laboured already ; but,
again, it does appear to me extraordinary
that this specially favoured individual
could go to the manager of the State
Implement Works and make an ex-
ceptionally good bargain for the manu-
facture of pipes before he even knew
that lie had the contract for the erection
of the Wyndham Freezing Works.
Again, in order that his path might be
smoothed, -we decided to obtain the
interned German ship " Prinz Sigis.
round " and give her to this friend of the
Government, this friend of Western
Ausgtralia, for the purpose of conveying
his material direct from the Eastern
States to WVyndham. To me it does not
appear that there was any necessity for
this.- In spite of the bad times, in
spite of the 'var, 'Mr. Nevanas could have
secured a boat to carry his stuff to
the North, according to the Minister for
XWorks. Had Mr. 'Nevanas been allowed
to complete the transport of his material
with the " Prinz Sigismund," it would
have been interesting to see whether he
iwas prepared to spend money on the
ship. I am inclined to think that in
this ease, as in all the other cases,
Mr. Nevanas would have allowed the
Government to pay the piper. TFake,
again, the financing of Nevanas, or
rather the attemp1 ted financing of No-
vanes, by the Premier when in the
Eastern States. From all I can learn
and gather from the filies and from the
evidence, Mr. Nevanas, having secured
a good deal of material in the Eastern
States, had arrived at a position where
the firmis supplying the maiterial desired
either to have security or else to see the
colour of his money. In short, Mr.
Nevanas had got tied up. What do we
firid then ? That this contractor was
so much in the good graces of the Govern-
ment, or at all events the good graces
of the Premier, that that hon. gentleman
wired over, quite in a matter of fact
way, suggesting that the Under Treasurer
should make available a sum of, I believe,
£1 0,000 or £12,000 in order that -Nevanas,
that financial and commiercial genius,
might be able to get his material away
from the Adelaide jetty. Last night

the Minister for Works asked how it
was that Nevanas wvas able to purchase
£60,000 worth of material in the Elastern
States if he had not any financial stand.
ing. In my opinion, Mr. Nevanas
managed to purchase the material by
signing his name as agent for the Western
Australian Government, or by giving
the firmns concerned to understand that
he was the agent of the Western Aus-
tialian Government. He signed one or
two of his letters as " under instructions
from the Western Australian Govern.
ment."

Mr. George: "Under arrangement
with the W'estern Australian Govern-
ment."

Mr. nEUTMANN : Again, we find
this individual, who played such aut
important part in State affairs here for
some considerable time, wiring over to
a Government servant in this State to
the effect that he, TNevanas, had con-
suited with the Premier in regard to
steamers required by the Western Aus-
tralian Government; and Nevanas asked
that dimensions and particulars of the
vessels required should be telegraphed
to him. Strange to say, that was done.
If a public servant was to negotiate for
the purchase of a steamner, it should
have been Mlr. Stevens ;and yet that
gentleman immediately telegraphed to
IMr. Nevanas, at great length I believe,
dimensions and particulars of the boat
required to replace the " Western Aus-
tralia." Why did this man exorcise
so much powver ? Why was he of such
importance to this community ? Why
was he able to consult with the Premier
as to the requirements of our Govern-
ment in the way of ships ? Was hie
going to make a commission ? Nat-
urally one would not expect a man of
Mr. Nevanas's type to be doing the
work in an honorary capacity. It must
be recognised that what 21r. Nevanas
could do in regard to the purchase of a
ateamner, or even in regard to locating
one, could be done by the Govermenrt's
own advisers-flistly. by 31r. Stevens;
secondly, through the London office;
thirdly, through the shipping adviser
whomn I understand the Government
retain. It can be said with complete
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truth that Mr. Nevanas was a very
highly privileged person indeed here.

31r. E. B. Johnston : 1 think lie
selected thle "Kangaroo."

Mr. HEITM~ANN: I amn not going to
assert that. Certainly, it appears mlost
extraordinary that Mr. Nevanas should
endeavour to enter into a contract for
thle supply of 2 0,000 tons of oil, extending
over a certain period, to the Western
Australian Government. WI-hat earthly
right had this individual to negotiate
for the purchase of oil on behialf of our
Government ? It has been said that the
Government found it necessary to call
in outside advisers to assist in the general
lay-out of the freezing works. I can
understand that perfectly. I can under-
stand that there are not in our depart-
ments experts in freezing works, al-
though one would expect that Mr.
Cairns would have at all events some
knowledge of thle business, he having
been in charge of work of that nature
in the Agricultural department. If -Mr.
Cairns had no knowledge of freezing
Works before lie camne here, surely to
goodness he must have got imlself
up in it since, if he was an officer worth
keeping.

Mr. George: Mr. Cairns gave evidence
that he had experience of this very work
before he came here.

Mr. HELTMKANN: I do not know the
individual, nor do I know that 1 wish
to know him. It appeared to mne that the
Government did not call in outside advice
to consult with their officers. They
called in a mian from outside and handed
him over the whole work, lock, stock and
barrel, and occasionally lie called on the
public officers of the State to consult
them. It was not a case of calling in
outside advice, it was a case of Mr.
Nevanas calling on the Works Depart-
mnent officers to assist him. It would
be interesting, if the Minister for Works,
who appears to have played such an
important lpart in the businesis, Would le~t
members and thle country know exactly
why he cancelled the contract. I have
listened to the hon. memnber tirmes out of
number, or perhaps I should say on
,several occasions at very great length,
and I have read his evidence before tie

select committee, and I must confess
that his explanation is lacking in
something. It is imnpossible to define
exactly why this contract was can-
celled. WVe are told at one time that
hie had not the money with which to
carry out the contract. We were told
at another time hie could not fulfil tie
the obligations contained in the interim
agreement and that he could not put up
the bond, and we were told yet another
time that his articles of association would
not allow him to take a contract. Later
still we were told he could not carry
out the work because of the breaking
of the contract in regard to the " N2"
by thle Government. But never yet
have I heard the Minister say definitely
and deliberately why the Government
broke off this contract, which according
to the Minister and to the Premier,
mneans; a loss to this State of from £E50,000
to £100,000. 1 condemin she whole
business as I did when I previously
spoke. I am opposed to it and I amn
opposed to all1 similar contracts. I
think that, although an executive of
the country is entitled to have a good
deal of latitude, and is called upon
very often to perform work quickly,
not having tim-e to consult Parliament,
I do think that in breaking away from
an old established custom, that of
calling for public tenders when a con-
tract is to be let, the Ministry should at
least have made the matter public or
at all events should have consulted this
House as the first opportunity. I amn
opposed to such mnethods and I believe
themn to be against the beat interests
of the State. I believe, if we are to
follow the lines laid down by the Govern.
ment When they dealt with Nevanas,
eve~rything under the sun is open' to
M1iniisters if they desire to take advantage
of it. I am not saying that they will
do so, but the actions of Ministers,
and thme actions of members of Par-
liament should always be clean and
above board. Not a breath of sns-
piecion shotild be allowed to creep in,
and as I said previously, if there is any
suspicion, if there are remarks floating
about the country, we ourselves are
responsible for them, and we can only
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blame ourselves. I have heard accu-
sations; made against two members of
this Chamber to-night, because, like
myself, they have criticised the Govern-
ment. I have heard it said that they
are not true to themselves, that they
are not true to the Governument and that
they are not true to the country, be-
cause they are not prepared to follow
their political enemnies?

Mr. E. B3. Johnston Who said
that?

Afr. EJfEITNIAN: In dealing with
questions of this kind one has not to
consider his oenies, lie has not even
to consider his own party entirely,
he has to consider himself and satisfy
himself as to the track hoe is going to
follow, and onl this question I am going
to follow a certain track. W\hile I
admit that the actions of those who
are responsible for the Nevanas contract
are strange, I would be untrue to myself
if I were to accep)t the opinion of my
oenm and turn inniocent men out of
office. I have been surprised on more
than one occasion to read of men placing
the whole of the blame, if there is any
blame in regard to this contract, onl the
present MAinister for Lands. I was
sorry to hear the Premier last evening
lend colour to the statements often
appearing in the Press that the present
Minister for Lands is entirely respon-
sible for what has been done.

The Mlinister for Lands : He did not
say anything of the sort.

Mr. HEITMAN I said hie lent
colour to it.

Thle M1inister for Lands :He did not.
Mr. HEITMAXN : W~ell, that is the

wvay I read it. It did appear to me
that the Premier lent colour to the
rumiour that the Minister for Lands was
responsible for the whole of this work.
I want to say that the Mlinister for
Lands has been a tool in the hands of
other people. I believe the Mfinister
has not been responsible for the initiation
of this very bad piece of business, and
if the opportunity comes, or if it were
with me now, that I could place the
blame on the right individuals, I would
have no hesitation in plunging into
oblivion two members of the present
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Government. I am not justified in
condemning all becnase I believe two
'Ministers acted contrary to the interests
of the party. I am not justified in
bringing about the defeat of the party
on that account. Moreover, I am not
justified in looking at the matter from
the standpoint of those who gave me
political life. I have been sent here
as a Labourite and when the time comes
for me to condemn the Government
hemus bolus for something which I
believe they are not responsible for,
then the only courise for me to follow
will be to resign. With regard to the
amendmlent which has been moved, I
had no knowledge of it until just before
it was moved. Would I be justified.
would I be in my right senses, were I to
vote out of power a Goverrnent whose
action on one occasion I disagreed with
strongly and vote into power a party
with which I disagree almost entirely ?
That is the position in which I find my-
self. As a matter of fact one could go
considerably further than that, and ask
would a man be justified in voting
for a party who secretly purchased an
estate from one of their own colleagues
of the value of £60,000. Would I be
justified in voting for a party which
brought in that infamous Redistribution
of Seats Bill 'IOne could count up,
almost without number, transactions
to which exception couild be taken,
just as strongly as I take exception to
the Xevanas contract. And in voting
for the Government, and the party,
-for I am not considering the Govern-
ment excluively-I have thought the
matter out very closely indeed, and I
believe that in voting to keep the Labour
Governmlent in powver I1 am observing
loyalty to the party and to mnyself.

[The Deputy Speak~er (M1r. ill Dowall)
took the Chair.]

'The 2IIINLSTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
11'. U. Johnson-Ouildford ) [11.3]: It is
somewhat difficult to attempt to follow
the various arguments that have been ad-
clu-eul why the Oovernment should be
condemned in regard to the letting of
this contract. In tile first place, the
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speeches are largely contradictory of one
another. If one wvas to attempt to reply
to the various speeches, lie would have
to reply to a given statement, and then
immediately proceed to repiy to another,
entirely contradictory of the first. For
instance, we have hon. members condemn-
ing the Government in no unmeasured
terms for having given special consid-
eration to Nsevanas, and then immediately
afterwvards we have other members declar-
iaug that we treated Nevanas unfairly, and
prevented him from carrying out his con-
tract. Where we have so mucht contra-
diction from both sides, it is utterly inu-
p)ossible to reply to the whole of thne
statements. Therefore, I propose to take
the speech of the member for I-unray-

- Wellington as my fext and as the indict-
meat against the Government and myself.
The lion, member's speech wvas largely
a repetition of his previous utterances
before the appointment of the select com-
mittee. But there was a differece to
the extent that when the hon. member
made his previous speech lie centred his
attention on trying to condemn my atti-
tude, particularly in regard to the letting
of the contract; I was pointed to as the
culprit, while my colleague, the Minister
for Works, wns held tip as one who had
done something- to prevent the State from
being financially fleeced by Nevanas. In
his later effort the lion, member coin-
pletely chang~ed his tactics. He smid little
or nothing in regard to the letting of the
contract, but devoted all his attention to
the cancellation of the contract and the
purchase of material. Apart from the
personal attack-and the attack was
largely personal--

Mr. George: By me'?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes,
by the lion. member and others a reflec-
tion was cast upon my veracity and utpon
my honour. 'No doubt the hon. member
adopted this attitude to justify his pre-
vinuis insinuations in regard to Myself.
In his first speech he made insinuations;
but he found that the result of his in-
vestigations as chairman of the select
committee did not justify that attitude,
and so he laid himself out to maintain

it by drawing unfounded conclusions from
thne evidence. Now, if we take from his
speech the question of the payment for
the plans, the purchase of the other
material, and the alleged managemen 't
agreement, all of which have been ably
replied to by the Minister for Works,
wye come to what, in my opinion, is the
crux of the question, namely, the can-
cellation of the contract, and its associa-
tion with tine cancellation of the agree-
ment by which Nevanas wvas to have had
the use of the "Prinz Sigismund." And
then of course we have left the p~ersonal
reflections upon myself. I do not pro-
pose0 to cover the wrhole ground, as the
lion. member did in his speech, because
in fol lowing his twvo utterances, we find
a large degree of repetition. When the
papers were first called for, in reply to
the lion, member I made an hozest and
straighi rorward utterance in regard to the
whole of the transaction. Although r
had not then lime to get the papers and
go into them, as .[ had been closely asso-
ciated with the letting of the contract I
spoke largely from memory. Hon. main-
bets have tried to cast a reflection on
my veracity and honour, but it stands
to my credit that although speaking front
memory in only one regard did I make
a mis-sitenient, while in one other regard
my utterances have been, misrepresented.
In other words, there are but two definite
points on which the lion. menmber has
been able to find fault with my speech.
I admit I made a mis-statement in say-
ing that the officers of the State steam-
ship service, in rep~ly to a qluestion, had]
stated in Cabinet that the cancellation of
the arrangetuent with 'Nevanas for the
use of fhle "Prinz. Siimu might incur
a penalty of anything from £3,000 to
£C5,000. The mnistake I made was in sav'-
ing that it wvas Mr. Stevents who made
the statement when, as a matter of fact.
it was Mr. Sayer. After all, it is not a
very gr-ave charge to bring against one.
I was merely quoting- Mr. Sayer and
attributing it to Mr. Stevens.

Mr. George: How could we tell that9l

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
bon. member never attempted to toll that.
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The bon. member could have made no
investigation other than to inquire from
Mr. Stevens. If he was desirous of get-
ting the truth and the whole truth, when
I stated the utterance was made in Cab-
inet, why did not he ask other members
of Cabinet when they appeared befoge
the committee? Why did not hie ask the
Premier and the Minister for Works
whether the statement was made? Had
hie adopted the fair course, an unbiassed
course, he would have inquired from
them, and they would have put him
right by saying I made a mistake; it was
an error.

Mr. George: You yourself told the
committee you could not refer to any-
thing- which happened in Cabinet.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
lion, member did not hesitate to inquire
from Mr. Stevens or from Mr. Saycr
what happened in Cabinet. When a
Minister appears hefore a. committee of
this kind, it is left to his discretion
whether he divulges such matters. If
the hon. member was desirous of seeing
a fair thing done to a man whose char-
eater lie was trying to take away-

Mr. George: Those gentlemen were
not members of Cabinet; and you know
it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Thle
lion, member knows those men were in
Cabinet at the time, giving the Govern-
ment advice. If he was anxious to get
the whole truth, he could have got it
from the Premier and the Minister for
Works.

Mr. George: I had quite enough snub-
bing from you without risking any miore.

The 3UNISTER FOR LANDS: The
lion, member has had no snubs whatever
from me. I went before the committee
and answered every question put to me.
I never in any way resented any ques-
tion. My one desire, as when I made
my utterance in this Chamber, was to
give an honest and straightforward
statement covering the whole of the
grounds. When I appeared before the
select committee, I never hesitated to
give the fullest information in my pow-
er to the questions submitted to me by

the hon. member. If he had wanted any
more information, I was there to give it.
I never, in any shape or form, resented
.any of his questions.

Mr. George: I say yoa did.
The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: Then

the hion. member can showv where in any
wvay I resented any of his questions.
Thle member for Mt. Margaret (Mr.
Taylor) wvas present through my exam-
ination. He has eulogised the chairman
for his attitude, and I ask him to say
wvhether I in any way resented any ques-
tion submitted by the committeel

Mr. Taylor: Not to my knowledge.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The

lion. member was present at tile time.
Hon. Frank Wilson: The member for

Mt. ilargaret says the Minister's evidence
was denied.

iMy. Taylor: That is not resenting
questions.

The MINISTER FOR LAN9DS: The
next question onl which my statements
are doubted or misrepresented is in re-
gard to strength of materials. I stated,
when speaking, that the questions on
which the officers of the Works Depart-
ment were in doubt were in regard to
the reinforced concrete work. The hon.
member has gone to some pains to try
to discredit me in connection with this
matter.

Mr. George: You said reinforced con-
crete.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
evidence will show the position. The
lion. member knows full wvell that the
floors of these buildings are to be of
reinforced concrete, and the question on
which Mr. Beasley had doubt was the
strength of the materials for the floors.
When he spoke to me about this, I na-
turally assumed that he was question-
ing the strength of the reinforced con-
crete work. He put up his data, which
I did not read, and I sent it dirc to

the -Minister for Works in order that he
might obtain expert advice which was
agreed upon. When I sent it to the
Minister for Works, it was found that
the inquiries were with regard to the
rolled steel joists of the floor. How
could any man dissociate the rolled steel
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joists from tile reinforced concrete 9 Yet
the hon. member endeavours to discredit
me because I was tinder the impression
that the Chief Architect had doubt re-
garding the reinfor~ed concrete wvork,
whereals, as a matter of fact, it was in
regard (o the rolled steel joists.

Mr. George: Yont made out thaqt our*
officers did not understand reinforced
concrete.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I told
the committee, and I repeat the state-
ment, that in relation to reinforced con-
crete work the officers of the Works ])e-
partment are not up to dlate. They have
admitted that specially trained men are
required for this wvork. It is a new
form of wvork which has made great pro-
gress during the last fewv years, and it
has been admitted on numerous occa-
sions that, so far as this form of con-
struction is concerned, our officers are
not tip to date. It has been said that
by making a statement of this descri .p-
tion, I am casting a reflection oil the
capacity of our officers. I am doing
nothing of the sort. No one has a
higher regard for the engineering staff
and the architectural division of the
Public Works Department than I, but I
recognise that our officers have not
had an opportunity to study this form
O~f Construction, and I was anxious to get
the very best advice so that we might
knowv we were not using too mitch ma-
terial in the construction of these build-
ings. Therefore, we have the two state-
ments, the one wvhere I quoted Mr.
Stevens instead of Mr. Sayer, and the
other where I spoke of the reinforced
concrete floor instead of the steel
joists.

Mr. George: You gave an instance of
the extra thickness of reinforced concrete
at Wooroloo, and hung your text on that.

The MgINISTER FOR LANDS: I gave
that illustration to justify my assertion
that the officers of the Works Department
wvere not experienced, and were not ex-
perts in the matter of reinforced concrete
work. I repeat that the work at Woor-
oloo was not scientifically constructed, that
too much material was ptut into it and

hlat too mouch material was wasted be-
cause of the inexperience of the officers
of the department. The wvork at Woor-
oloo was quoted as an illustration to jus-

tif myopiionof our officers in respect

% I. George: You Pat your opinion
against your. officers' exp~erience.

The M[N[STER FOR LANDS: I did
riot. I formed my opinion after visiting
Wooroloo and hearing the comments of
in capable of making comments. Even
then I did not place my opinion before
the officers of the department. What I
said was that I would go to the best ex-
perts in Atistralia so that they might
decide (lie point whether the Works Dii-
partnient officials wvere not asking for an
undue quantity of very costly material t0
be placed in these buildings, which quani-
tity might ultimately be found to be un-
necessary. The Minister for Works was
in 'Melbourne and the matter was sub-
mfittedl to him to consult the best expert
advice, and the effect of that advice was
that the strengIh of the materials, as in-
cluded in the plans, was sufficient for the
requirements of the buildings.

Mr. George: You know the reasons ivhv
yoor officers wanted it stronger.

Tihe MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not.

Mr. George: You ought to know.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I

know there was a difference of opinion
arid it was submitted to experts who
stated that the plans were all right.

.Mr. George: For hanging the stuff, not
putting it on the floor.

The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS; No
one has disputed that the matter of (he
contract was rushed throug-h. The Pro-
inier has admitted and I admitted pre-
viousl 'y that the contract was rushed
through. We stated definitely why this
was done. It was done because the Gov-
ernment had received a call from the
Mother Land and we were anxious to
supply the meat requirements of the Em-
pire for the armay. We found that, iii
oilier parts of Australia, they were capa-
ble of supplying some of the requirements
while we in Western Australia, although
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we had the stock, were unable to re-
spondl to the call of the Empire.
Consequently, we decided to endea-
vour to do something to supply that
which the Empire needed. We did rush
the matter to the estent that it went along
faster than the average contract would
go, hut ii caninol be said that we did not
exercise duie caution, although the matter
wvas rushed beyond the average of (lepiart-
mental work. We cannot be said to have
been careless because, at the very outst,
Ave called in to our aid im investigation
board to check the wvhole matter and see
that tine interests of the State were ade-
quately protected. It cannot be said that
we failed to get the vecry best men, Of
course the member for Murray-Welling-
ton endeavouredi to make out that the
Engineer-in-Chief should have been called[
in and should have been consulted. As
a matter of fact the Engineer-in-Chief
has nothing to do with works of this des-
crip~tion. They have alway s; beeni carried
out and supervised by the p~rincipal archi-
tect.

Mr. George: Has hie not got it now9
The 'MINISTER FOR LANDS: Tine

Chief Architect is doing it. I did not go
to flit Engineer-in-Chief because it was
outside his province. I wvent to the Chic?
Architect, and called in also the best
advice I could possibly get fromt the Pub-
lic Works department and other depart-
mieats. Havinig got the board, -and I re-
peat again one cannot cast any reflection
up~on an 'y member of the board as being
a man who was not justified in beig
singled out as having special knowledge,
Thle wvhole question was submitted to
them, and I defy contradiction when I
say, that all the points raised by that
board were carefully considered by mem-
bers of the Cabinet.

Mfr. George: Did you not rush them?
The 'MINISTER FOB LANDS: I

have already stated that I rushed them
beyond what is the usual pace of depart-
mental officrs. We know that if we
.allow der-artmental officers to go on with
their work and simply attend to a ques-
tion of this description when it suits them
to do so and when they can fit it in with

their other arrangements, it takes them
some months to get it through. We a~ere
anxious to get it through, and we re-
lieved them of their otlher duties and
a-kc4l them to pay special attention to
tli in order to get an early
reort from them. Having ap-
pointed the board and having got
the tendler we submitted it to the board.
I want to give a flat contradiction to the
statement wade by the niember for Alt.
,1argaret (Mr. Taylor) when lie stated
that tlie board dlid not recommend the
acceptance of the contract. The board
distinctly' and definitely recommended the
aceeptance of the contract. I cannot im-
agine where the meniber for Aft. Mar-
garet got the information that would
justify him in making that statement
which he did a few moments ago.

M r. George: He referred to the first
statement which was wade.

The MIISTERI FOR LANDS: It has
been stated that it was against the princi-
ples of the Labour party to do this work
by contract. I suppose I have been as
touch as anyone else in this Chamber, if
not more so, an advocate of the claims of
putting into active operation the depart-
mental construction of public works. I
have slated over and over again that I
have never made a fetish of this. I
also stated that there were works which
should bea done by contract and other
works which should be done department-
ally. It is the responsiblity of -Ministers
to decide the point as to which course is
the better to pursue in order to get the
best results for the State. When it came
to the question of the erection of works at
W 'uvdham I had noa hesitation in saying
that these were essentially works which
should be carried out by contract, because
they are situated in one of the most re-
miote parts of the State away from Min-
isterial inspection and any possibility ;f
M iniqterial inspection. Consequently,
wlien we have work of that description
we cannot give them that supervision
which is absolutely essential from the
principal officers of the Works depart-
ment, and the Minister for Works in
order to get the best results. Where we
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have a dilficult proposition of that
,sort, isolated fromt the rest of the
community, we havec to leave it to a conl-
tractor and arrange to have that contract
supervised by expert officers. I do not
offer any apology for having advocated
the claims of contract versus depart-
mental labour in connection with this
particular work. If the work bad been
in Perth or anywhiere wiihin A reasonable
distance of our railway system I would
have undoubtedly favoured its being done
departmentally. In that remote part of
the State, however, I would never have
considered the proposition at alt. In
regard to the contract, a lot has been
said as to the tender of Nevanas being
large!y in excess of that which was sub-
mitted by Dunkerley. I want to say that
Dunkerley never did in any shape or
form tender for this work to the Govern-
ment. It is true that since this select
committee started investigating Bunker-
ley, in giving evidence , said that he had
offered to sub-contract the work from Ne-
vanats at a. given price.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: We never heard of
it until Nevanas left the State.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
never heard of it until it came aoit in evi-
dence hefore tie select committee. To my
knowledge I have never seen Dunkerley,
I (10 not know the man at all. On one
occasion, whilst I was going away from
the post offie by motor, my colleague.
the M1-inister for Works, pointed out of
the car anid said "That is Dunkerley."
rrhe man's back was turned towards me
and I could not state which man the hon.
member was referring to. It is the only
time to my knowledge that I have ever
seen him. I have never seen his face. I
never knew he was associntcd in any way
with the contract beyond the fact that
hie was assisting- in the preparation of
plans. While members talk glibly about
Dunkerley putting in a lower tender, I
would remind them that the tender was
never submit ted to tbe Government and
that the Government had no knowledge
of it. If the tender of Nevanas bad been
Huh, of counse we might have considered
Ps to whether we could not get some other

tender or do the work departmentally,
but the tender of Nevanas being some
£50,000 below the departmental estimate
we adopted it. The tender, as the board
pointed out, was a very low one indeed
and the rime for carrying out the con-
tract was speedy and the board thought
we should not go further in investigating
the matter. I am of opinion that if the
committee had probed the matter and
inquired from Dunkerley a little further
they would have seen that the tender was
not so low after all, because there were
special conditions surirounding it which
made it just as costly a tender as that
submitted by Nevanas.

Air. George: No, it, was not. ilave you
seen that tender?

The MiINISTER FOR LANDS: In re-
gard to the acceptance of the contract,
I would say that when we accepted the
contract we accepted it with certain con-
dit ions. I do not want to go into the de-
tails because I have already dealt with
themn fully. One condition was that we
were to pay at the rate of 85 per cent. on
material landed at Wyndham. There has
been some comment previously in regard
to that high percentage of payment. I
have stated before, and I -want to repeat
it, that the difficiilties in regard to work
at Wyndham are decidedly different to
work in any other part of the State. If
the Government have work at Wyndham
they have to take a big amount of mater-
ial up there in order to keep the work
going at a certain rate. But the average
contractor, who works within a reason-
able (distance of a railway line, does not
keep a large stock of muaterial but buys
what hie wants, and because of his proxi-
mity to the markets lie is in a position to
get it as required and keep his works
going. At Wyndham, however, the case
is different. We have to take a huge
amount of material tip there in order to
carry the work on at a regular pace and
pushi it ahead. It was essential thant the
material shouold go to Wyadham in large
quantities for it could not he obtained
locally for work of this description, and
we were justified in advancing that
amount. I mentioned the 85 per cent.
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because in my opinion it has a direct
bearing on the cancellation of the con-.
tract, and has a direct connection with
the failure of Nevanas to carry out
the contract, because the "Prittz Sigis-
rnund" w'as taken away from him.
But I want to say that the granting of
the 'Trinz Sigismund" to Mr. Nevanas
had no connection whatever with thle
origfinal contract. By the original con-
tract we were under no obligation what-
ever to furnish shipping facilities or to
assist in any way in the conveyance of
(lhe material to Wyndham. Mr. Nevanas
endeavoured to get us to agree that "'e
would attend to the carriag-e of material
through thie State Steamship Service at
a given rate of freight, hut we refused
to agree and said we would accept no
responsibility in that respect. Hilt later
on-I do not want to go into the particu-
lars again-when we found that we had
the "Prinz Sigismund" on hand and
would not need her for some time, then.
quite apart from thle contract, we offered
thle ship to Mr. Nevanas, knowing that
be wanted a steamer. He accepted her,
and, as the Crown Solicitor hasg said, the
arrangement was in the form of a con-
Iract. that we would supply and Mr.
Nevanais would accept.

Mr. George: That was a contract, then.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
make this point, that there is no connec-
tion between the "Prinz Sigisniund" con-
tract or agreement and tile contract for
the erection of the buildings at Wynd-
hiam, because the member fur Canning
(Mr. Robinson) connected the two mat-
ters and then set out to make a case
against the Government on that score.
If one starts opening all these matters.
it is easy to misrepresent and distort and
so make a ease. But if one deals with the
subject fairly' and squarely, keeping all
things separate and distinct as they
should be kept, then no case can be made.
Consequently I say that the indictment
of the Government by thle member for
Canning was based on wrong data and
absolutely falls to the ground. That
hon. member sought to connect the
"Prinz Sigismund" contract with the

building contract, and rested his case on
that assumption, whereas., there was, in
point of fact, absolutely no connection
between the two contracts.

Mr. George: Did not Nevanas make
the same claim?

The MiNISTER FOR LANDS :Mr.
Nevanas made no such claim. He never
eon tended that there was any a:ssociation
between the two matters.

Mir. George: You are mistaken.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS : Let

me proceed in regard to the "Prinz
Sigismund" matter. Mr. Nevanas, hay-
ig secured the steamer, immediately pro-

ceeded to purchase his material. I think
it was the member for West Perth (Mr.
Allen), or possibly the member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson), who dwelt
at some lenth on the large quantity of
material bought hy Mr. 'Nevanas, assert-
ing that Mr. Nevanas would never have
committed himself to the purchases un-
less hie had obtained some authority, or
some right, from the Government to make
them. As a matter of fact, hie had every
ight to buy the material, because hie
boug-ht the great bulk of it after the
contract had been let to him, on the 9th
of April. All the material which came
over in thie "Prinz Sigismund" bad not
been bought before the letting of thie
contract, but bought after. Having pur
chasqed his material , and having secured
a steamer to carry it tn WYndbarin, Mr.
Nevanas made all his contracts on thle
basis or on thie assumption that lie would
draw 85 per ceat. of tile cost of the
material as and when landed at Wynrl-
ham. He calculated how long the tran;;t
of tile material fromi the Eastern States
to W ,yldhiarn would take, aind hie arranized
to pay his suppliers accordingly. But,
unfortnately for Mr. Nevanas. before he
could get his material to Wyndham the
Government hlad withdrawn the "Prinz
Si~ismund" from him.

Mr. Oeor~ze: Had you any right to do
that?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS : I
wish tn state that I agree with the view
expressed by some bon. members that if
the steamer had not been withdrawn
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from Mr. Nevanas the Wyndham Frees-
big. Works contract would be going on
to-day.% I know there is difference of
opinion on the point, but that is my
opinion, and I think the member for
MNurraY-Wellington also takes that view.

Mr. George: That is it.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I be-
lieve thant had the "Prinz Sigismund"
arrangemilent not been cancelled, lMr.
Nevanas wvould have got his material to
Wyndhaiu and would have drawvn his 85
per cent. and would have completed the
contract .

Mr, George: He could have financed it
then.

The MIITRFOR LANDS: The
member for Murray-Wellington says that
the Government had no right to take the
steamer away from 11r. Wevanas. He
mnakes that statemecnt lbeeause hie is wvise
after the event. There can hie no question
that it we had been in possession of the
information now in the possession of the
hon. member before we dealt with the
matter we would have dealt with it in
another way, That is absolutely beyond
gtiestion. But we were not then aware
that 31r% !Nevanas had liought such a
large quantity of material. Nor wvere wve
aware that Mr. Nevanas had boughit on
elicit termus that lie would have to land
the manterial at IN'v ndham before lie
conld pay for it. W~e were not then
aware (hl he WOUld Eave any difficulty in
arranging for another boat to take his
mnaterial to Wyndham.

Mr. George: Butt ho wired over to that
effact.

TPhe 2 IINTSTER FOR LANDS: He
dlid 110 such thing. He wired over pro-
testing, of course; because, if he had
not pirotestedi, hie would have had no
claim against the Gjovernment iii regard
to the matter. He recognised that lie
had a claim, and, no doubt in order to
maintain his claim, he telegr-aphed pro-
testing' against our action. But hie did
not give us an intimation that if we per-
sisted in taking the "Prinz Sigismund"
from him he would be unable to carry
out h~a contract for the buildings. lHe
never conveyed that to us in any shape or

form. We naturally recognised that we
Should have to pay him sonic comipensa-
tion for taking the boat fronm himt, hut
we never recognised that our action
would] have suchi a disastrous effect on
the comipletion of his contract.. 1 wish
to SaY hiere that if at that 'time I had had
the infrnialion which the member for
2N urraiy-W ciingtfon has now, I would
have been 31151 as Xwi~e at that time as
(lie hion. member is to-night. So far as
I ant concerned, I would not have gone
I he length of taking the boat from Ne-
vanas without first mnaking other ship-
ping arrangemecnts for his material. Bit
at the time there were two propositions
to hie considered, and Cabinet considered
both of them-f very carefully.' One pro-
position wvas whet her we would mics aL
p-ossible sale of the "Western Australia,"
and the other wtas whether we would in
anydegree whatever delay the comple-
tion of (lie Wyndhani0 works. We never
aulicipated any diffieulty in regard to the
Wyndbamn contract, and we recognised
tlmt unless we withdrew the "Prinz Sigis-
mund" froni Mr. Nevanas we would miss
the possible sale of the "Western Austra-
lia." We adopted thle course we thought
he4i in, the interests of the State. As
t hnz have turned out, howevri, I ttiii
we miinhit have considered the question a
little furthier, especially had wve been in
lcession of the information which the
mrem her for Mniir'av-Weltiglon has now
secured.

Yr. Gergc: It wvas there, righit enough,
for you.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
was not there. It is there nowv, after the
investig-ation; but at that time the Olov-
emnent had no means of obtaining the
informnation the lion. nietuher has now
secured. As a matter of fact. a large
niroportion of the information now in the
lion, member's possession was secured by
the (Threruiment after they' had cancelled
the contraft or, prevented Mkr Nevanar
from i-ocoo'li-i, with it We obtained
a good deal of information, but the in-
formation came too late. and conse-
quently we were unable to take advantaue
of it, although we are condemned to-night
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because we did not lake advanta-,e of it.
We did not have it when we were dleal-
ing w itti the. quhestionl or the "Prini. Sigi',-
muutt c.'

1r. George: Do not you think youl
should have madie i nquiries be fore throw-
ing a 'nan onl his beam ends?

The .MINIS'lER FOR ILAND)S: We
never antici patedc tha: that wvould be t ae
result of our action, and surety it ight11
have been expected that "Ir. Nevanas
would have mnade reptresen Iat ions to t he
Govern went. Having ox pics-e1  (hbat
vliew in regardl to Ilhe withdrawal of I ho
'"Prinz Sigisrnuncd' tnd having admittedl
so far as I am personally concerned that
the withdrawal had a iost disastrous
effect onl the carrying out of the con'-
trac-

Hon. R?. I1. Underwrio (H~onorary
Mlinister) Nevanas never could have ear-
nied out the contract, anyhow.

The MKINISTER FOR LANDS: Thier
are differences of opinion on flint point,
but, in my opinion, lie could have seci
the contract Ihrolmli.

Hon. R. H. tUnderwood (Honorary
NI'dInister) : No: never.

The IImSTER FOR LANDS: I wisli
no"' to deal wvith the personal reflect ons
which have been east upon mn'yself, and
espec ally tile vecry gv.i vs charge !lill,
been brought against nme-it is the one
I feel most-that I have acted deceit-
full.% and disloyally towards my coileagucs
in regard to this matter. I wisli I say
that mn*y conscience is absolutely clear- i:
that. regard.

Mr. Carpenter: V1,la macde that charge?7
The -MINISTER FOR -LANDS.: That

has been insinuated, and the muember for
Maurrav -Wellington ceriainly male thc
charve as far as hie corld in his spleeh.
T will dleal fully with that thing dIirectly.,

Mr. George: Thank vost.
The AlTNISTER FOR LANDS: I

repeat, my conscience is absolatelv clear
in that regard. All the terms of the
contract, all my dealii;gs withi the mattcr.
were with the full knowledge of Cabi-
pet: and all I did was done on behalf of
Cabinet. I do rnot know 'f any qeision
which received fuller consideration from

Cabinet than did tbs question of tlie
Wyndbam freezing works. We knowv

thoroughly wvell that 'we were noshing
ahead a big work, an,' one which wanted
careful handling. I was particular to see
that Cabinet had full knowledg-e of at,
that wvas going on, and there wvas no de-
ceit in regard to the matter; neither was
there disloyalty to any of my colleagumes
in any of my actions. Ta point of fact,
no wvordl of coimplai't Ihas been utitered
by any eolagmi of mine as to my3 hav-
ing dlone anyth!,g of whbich lie (lid not
have full knowledge; nor has any col-
league of mine made anyv coinpla nt of
ny kind oin the score of any (if my

ac-osregardin! 'the eontract. ThLe
evidence on which the member for
M uria -Wellington has based the elilge
of disloyalty and deeit Oil ,hliV
pa1rt consists of Iwo letters dat ci
the 26th and 27th March, wthi ch
NMr. 'Nevanas alleges hie l:,nded to itie.
'To show that the lion, mealier was de-
lermined to drive right home Ibhis asjper-
sion against my character, he says that
Mr. Ntvnas's statement has to he taken
azajast mine, because [ lie circumstantial
evidence is in favour of Mr. Nevanas.
But when we look for it in the evidence
given to the committee, and when we take
til speeches of' hon,. members, we find
( hat I le onlys circiumstantial evidence in
regard to Alir. Nevanas's statement is the
evidence given by Mr. Nicholson, wvlo
was legal adviser to the firm of Nevanas
& Co. The member for Murray-Welling-
ton clenrls showed how biassed lie wvas
when hie desired to cast a reflection upon
my' character. because he took only a cer-
tinn portion of the evidence of Mr. Nich-
olson. Mr. Nicholson made a definite
statement that there was no management
agrreement in regard to these works, but
the hion. member disregarded that alto-
,othier. The lion. member brushed aside
altogether the ev-idence g ive,, by Mr.
Nicholgon which dlid not suit him, but
when lie came across that portion of the
evidence in which he saw a chance of
reflecting against my honesty, lie took it
in itto and proceeded straightaway to (
cast a reflection upon my honour.
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Air. George: Yon arc wrong altogether,
.and vou know it.

The 1,1INiSTER FOR LANDS: Let
us investigate the position. Let us take
the evidence of Mr. Nicholson in regard
to the management agreement. MrI.
Nicholson said there was never aiiy com-
pletion of it in any way.

M3r. George: I say the same.
The MtINIST ER FOR LAN1q)S: The

lhon. memiber agrees wvith that, and yet lie
moves a motion condemning the Govern-
tinent for havinga entered into a manage-
mentagemi.

Mr. George: You are too cunning, and
you know exactly where it runs to.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS:- I
want the hon. member to explain. I am
not cunning; I am just stating what arc
Facts. Mr. Nicholson said that the man-
agemient agreement wvas allowed to die,
as it were, a natural denith. It was never
finally settled. Yet thie motion as sub-
iited to this House coiidenins the Coy-

emninent for doingy that which Mr. Nichol-
Eon says was never completed.

Hon. N. H. 'Underwood (Honorary.
Minister) : The motion is a lie.

Mr. George: The Honorary Minister
has on more than one occasion this even-
ing used the word "lie." He is using it
olfensively, and I call upon you, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, to ask him to withdraw
it.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The tion,
nmembler used the word "lie" in reference
to the motion.

Mr. George: Well, if you really think
that. T bowv to your decision.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What
was Mr. Nicholson's evidence on which
MIr. Nevanas is given the benefit of
thie doubt, and on which my word
is condemned? Mr. Nicholson stated
that hie was not sure that lie saw
both letters, lint that he was confi-
dent be saw the letter of the 27th
March. 1 acept Mr. Nicholsoin's word
ahsolutely in regrardl to the letter of the
27th March. 1 believe that Air. Nichol-
son did see that letter, and I am con-
vinced that the letter was written. But
if wre look at the whole of the evidence
we will find that it all goes to prove that

the Iecier was never handed to me, and
that )Mr. Nevanas hind reasons for not
handing it to mie. The circumstantial
ci idence is therefore in my favour, end
the membher for Al urray-Weltington en-
cleavonred to the utmnost of his ability to
try to damin me in the e 'yes of the State
on the question of these letters. Air.
Ncvaaias was emphatic in stating that hie
hande-1 me t hose letters, but I ami equally
emphatic in stating that I never received
them. If thre letters were written, they
were obvio-isly written on thit strength of
the investigation board's report in favour
of the acceptance of thev contract. Mr.
Nevanns, whev. lie submitted his tender,
was t old that the matter would go to the
investigation board, the board 61 expcrts,
and that the Government would be
guided absolutel;- by the report of those
experts. On thre 26th Mardi the tender
having been submnittcd to the board for
a relport, they reported on the same day
in favour of its acceptance. Mr. Nevarias
evidently got a knowledge of the favour-
able character of the report, and on the
very day that the board presented that
report, lie alleges hie wrote the letter
thanking me in connection with the ac-
ceptatice of the contract. As a matter of
fact hie, on that date, nio doubt heard of
the rep-ort of the board, and] assumed as
a matter of course that Cabinet wonld
mneet on that day, the 26th March, which
was a Friday, and that the recomnienda-
tion of the board would lie endorsed, anid
tihiat lie would secure the conhi act and
get away to Melbourne as lie desired to
do Onl the following day. Air. Nevans
found, however, that Cabinect ;vas not
niectingr on the Friday. Cabinet met next
day and refused a o accept the tender, OT

to consider tire rustier until the return of
he Preniier from the Eastern States.

On the 27th Mfdrdu Cabinet held a meet-
ing, and, as I have slated, refused to ac-
cept the tenider. Mr. Nevanas had booked
his passage, to Melbourne by the steamer
sailing at noon on that *iay. Between
11 and 11.30 on that minwaing Cabbiet
concluded its consideration of the inciteur,
and I was appointed to tell Mr. Nci ias
the result. -Mr. Nevanks was waiting- in
an adjoining room for the decision of
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Cabinet, and I gave it to him. I told ihe
select committee, that when I went out to
give this information to Mr. Nevanas,
there was a gentleman named Cox wvait-
ing with him. Mr. Cox was goig& t o
travel on the same steamer as Mr. NRev-
anas, and I informed the select comilite
that if I got the letter from Mr. Nevanas
I must have got it when I met him theit,
because immediately after I notified him
I iproeeed to my home a' Guildford.
Mr, Cox was present all the time, and if
the committee had any desire to clear -ny
chiaracter, they might have endeavoured.
to find Mr. Cox and ask him whether any
letter was delivered to me during that
conversation with Mr. Nevanas.

Mr. George: Who is Co;. and how were
we to Wind him?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: 1 told
the honi. member in my evidence that Cox
was present and hat they could find him
if they desired.

Mr. George: Howq
Thle MINISTER FOR LANDS: The

lioni. member could go to the hotel and
finid Dunkerley, but he would not go to
the trouble of iniquiring as to whether lie
enild find Cox. When he could get
evi-lence to condeninc e ivent round~
hoiols to find it, but when lie could get
evidencc to clear my character he failed
to even try to secure it.

1Mr. George: It is not a fact.
The IISTFER FOR LAN1)S: It is

a fact. You wvent to the hotel to see
lDnnkerley.

Mr. George: With the full knowledge
of thie committee.

flon. R, H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) ; You got Dunkerley up here
in I he c.orridors and lsuiped him.

The 'MINISTER FOR'LAN'DS: The-.e
is no doubt that Nevanas, having- foundl
that Cabinet did not meet on the Friday,
aind having- had his letter ready to handl
in anticipat ion of the acceptance of the
contract, did not use the letter on the
Friday. Then, on the Saturday, know-
ing that bie was leav-ing immediately for
Melbourne, hie prepared his letter, antici-
pating approval and intending to hand
his letter to me, thanking me for it. But

he was told that the contract was not.
accelpted, and being thoroughly disap-
pointed over the matter lie turned round
to Cox and told him lie could not go now
after all, that lie would have to cancel
his berth and remain in Western Atis-
tralia. Consequently, lie did not deliver
the letter at all.

Mri. Taylor: That was on 1hle 27th
Marc h?-

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Yes.
Mr.% Taylor: What about the 26th?
The MINISTER FOR LANDS4j I

have told the bon. member about the
26th, and I am not going to repeat. In
regard to the matter again, if we inves-
tigate. it more closely -we will find that
the letter is contradictory in itself. In
the first iplace, Mr. Nicholson said he saw
Ihe letter; but he was aever asked
whether the letter was handwritten or
typewritten. If it was a typewritten let-
ter there must be sonic copy of it. As
a matler of fact, the letter handed to my
colleaguie, the Minister for Works, is not
a copy of a letter at alt; it is an original,
clearly demonstrating that they did not
have a copyi of that letter. If it wvas
written by hand, where would they have
a copyr of it.? Consequently, the evidence
goes to show that Nevanas put in the
orig inal which hie had intended to hand
to me, and all lie didl was to write across
it "copy.' It was not a copy) at all.

Mr, George: I wishi we had N~evaa-;
here to clear it up.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Look
at this letter of the 27th. lie states,
"Acting on your ac-cept~ance I ordered 20
miles of cast-iron pipes." Yet we find,
and the member for -Murray-Wellington
has referred Wo the roint over and over
again, that the contract for pipes was
made on the 20th MNarch, seven days be-
fore this letter. All the circumstantial
evidence is ag-ainst nie; but not one refer-
ence is made in this report to that abso-
luite mistake in the letter. Nevanas said
hie ordered the material on my acceptance
of the tender of the 27th; yet Nevanas
shows that the contract for pipes was
made on the 20th March.
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Mr. Taylor: On your telephonic con-
versation.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: No.
I do not exp~ect aliy fairer treatment from
the member for Monnt M~argaret than
from the member for Murray-Wellington.
As a miatter of fact, if .1 had to trust
my character to either I would be in
favour of leaving it with the member for
Mluray-Wcllington. I am going to deal
with the pipe contract just as I was deal-
ing wvith (lie letters.

Mr. George: 1 hope I never have any
more dealings with you in my life.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: And
I reciprocate. I k~now (lie hon. gentlenian
full well. I know, bow lie wvent out of
p~olitics before. There is nothing aginst
my character. In 15 years of public life
I have never had anything reflected upon
me to the extent the lion, member has. .
have a clear conscience right through
my political career, and I will leave it to
the lion, member to say whether hie can
claim the same. In order again to show
that lie was determined to blacken my
character, the lion. member goes on to
say that not only did Nevanas's, state-
ment differ from mine, but that I dif-
fered from Mir. Sayer and Mir. Beasley,'
and Mr. Davies and Air. Stevens. It is
true there was a difference of opinion in
regard to Stevens. In regard to Davies.
I. will deal with that later on. But I
want the lion. member, when lie replies,
to show [nc any difference of statement
between Mr. Beasley and myself or Mr.
Sayer and myself. In an endeavour to
blacken my character, lie makes the geni-
eral statement that I differed from Mr.
Sayer and from Mir. Beasley in essential
facts. Let the lion, member give the de-
jails to justify that reflection on me.

Mr. George : Did you not say that
Beasley had misled you?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Noth-
ing- of the sort.

Mir. George: It is in your evidence.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Well.

let the lion. member point to it. I said
nothing of the sort, If I said Mr. Hens-
hey had misled me, it was a misunder-
staniding between Mr. Bensley and myself,

but to say that we differed in regard to
essenitial facts is absolutely incorrect.

Air. Taylor: Do you deny Mir. Beasle' s
statenment thint you never raised any oh-
jeclion to Nevanas getting the board's
opinions?

The MINISTER, FOR LANDS: No;
I raised] no objection to Nevanas getting
the opinion of the investigation board in
regard to his contract. I have never
denied ii. Again, in regard to those let-
ters, when the contract wvas being signed
on the 9th April, in the presence of Mr.
Sayer and Mr. Beasley, Nevanats made
no mention of a previous acceptance of
the contract. He signed the contract as
being accepted on the 9th April. What
sort of a man is lie to come along and
sign a contract and date it 9th April, and
af!terwvards pitt in a letter stating that it
was accepted on the 27th March? But,
stronger than this on the 26th June,
sonic time after the contract was can-
celled, after lie had got into his difficul-
ties, be wrote to the Minister for Works
referring to the acceptance by the Minis-
ter for Lands and Agriculture of the con-
tract of 9th April. On the 26th June
hie states definitely that I accepted the
eont ract on the 9th April; and] then in
July lie puts in this letter that the men,-
bet for Mutrray-Wellington states was
handed to mc, but which all tlhe evidence
shows was never submitted to inc.

Mr, George: Nevanas and Nicholson
say that.

The M\I[NISTER. FOR LANDS: That
i, he ci rennistan mal evidence on which lie

gives Nevanas the benefit of the doubt.
Mr. Viullati..: Nicholson never said the

letter was handed to the Minister for
Lands. iHe said lie sawv the letter, that
wais all.

The MtTMTSTFJB FOR LANDS: We
can leave it at that. The member for
Murrav-Wellington would say anything.
I want to repeat that the letters wvere
never handed to me , thiat I niever saw,
them, and lind no knowledge of them
until (lhe Minister for Works showed
them to me after lie receivedi them in July.
Now possibly the most painful speech
we have listened to was that of the leader
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of the Country party. He repeated what
had been stated by the member for Muar-
ray-Wellington. I did not take any
notice of the speech by the member for
Murray-Wellington, because I know from
past experience that the lion., gentleman
will seize anl occasion of this sort to get
some profit to himself. He did it success-
fully onl a previous occasion, and no doubf
lie wvill do it again. His past connection
withi politics is wvell know i in this State.
I can let it pass and leave it to the publ-
lic to judge whet her his word in this re-
gard is worth much.

Mr. George: I think I am entitled,
Mr. Deputy Speaker, to ask the Minister
to say what he means by "profit to him-
self"q

Honl. RI. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : When you talked yourself
into the coinmissionership of railways.

Tito MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
have made my statement and do not pro-
pose to go further.

AMr. George: Coward!

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
lion. member can put the cap on if it fits
him. The leader of the Country party,
referring to the pipe contract, stated that
the evidence of Mr. Davies wvas straight-
forward and, when questioned by me as;
to my evidence, hie said I could not re-
member or something to that effect. I
lhave been brought to book by Ihe mem-
ber for Menzies (11r. Mullany) who said
I gave a flat denial; yet the leader of
the Coulitry part -y Jprefers to take the
word of Mr. Davies as against my word.
I fel that very keenly. I have had about

15 ear ofpubic ife in this State mid,
in comparison, 3Jr. Ddvies has been here
onl ,y a few days. He went before a Royal
Commission recently and anyone who
has read the evidence must have found
that the man's word was totally unre-
liable aid, generally speaking, lie bad
nisaled the Government on various occa-
sions. Yet we find the leader of a new
party in polities taking the word of Mr.
Davies as against myself who has been a
Minister for some years; and in public
life for so long. I feel it keenly and it
will be a long 'time before I forget those

remarks of thle leader of the Country
party.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Mkinister) : He is a squib.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Let
us now look into this pipe contract. It,
the first place Mr. Davies stated that I
forced men upon him. To justify the
taking of the contract from Nevanas, hie
pleaded that it was necessary in order
to keep) the men going because they hadl
been forced! on him by myself. I have
stated before that this is absolutely unl-
lI re. The member for Subiaco (11r. B.
J. Sttubbs) can prove conclusively that
nothing of the sort occurred. Rather the
facts are all thle otlier way,, that Mr.
Davies dlid all lie possibly could to get
these men from Mlonteath Bros. to work
at the implement works. When I was
MNinister for Water Supply, Mr. Davies
wrote to his Minister, Mr. Bath, com-
plaining that I as Minister for Water
Supply was letting contracts to Mtonteath
Bros. and Hoskins & Co. for pipes which
lie was capable of manufacturing at the
implement works at Rocky Bay. Mir.
Bathl made representations to me and I
said I was not anxious to give work to
Mfonteath Bros. provided 'Mr. Davies
could do the work aniid absorb the mel
employed in ofther such works. That is
exaetly what happened. Mr. Davies
agreed to take them over and hie took
over the work originally given to Mlon-
tenth Bros, In that regard hie made an
absolute misstatement, and the slightest
investigation will prove this to be so. The
first intimation I received that there was
anl'ything in the way of the manufactur-
ing of pipes going on fur the Wyndham
freezing works was when Mr. Mfunt rang
me while I was acting Minister for Works
and infornmed me t hat Mfr. Davies had.
without authority, ordered 1,000 tons of
pig iron, and asked me what be should
do. I was astonished that anything of
thie kind should have been done, and I
told Mr. Munt over the telephone to in-
struct 'Mr. Davies to come up and see me.
When lie came to my office on the 22nd
March. I inquired from him as to why
lie bad taken it upon himself to order
this large consignment of pig iron. He
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made otue reference to the fact that he
had got a cheap freight from the State
Steamship Service and he wanted the
pig iron in order to be able to proceed
with file making of pipes for the Wyad-
ham freezing works. I asked him what
authority lie had to go on making theb.
lpipes, and he said hie expected that pipes
would be required and be wvanted to keep
the men going. I told him hie could do
nothing of the sort. On the 22nd March
nothing bad been decided as to the size
of pipes which were to be used. There
was a difference of opinion wvhether they
should be 5in. or 6in, pipes. How could
I as Minister therefore, agree to the
manufactur e of pipes when no one knew
what size would be required?

Mr. George: That is very funny.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: It
might be funny to the hion. member.
The lion, member has conveniently for-
gotten that this was given in evidence.
He takes Mir. Davies's evidence but for-
gets to take my own, so that he might
bring in a biassed report. When Mr.
Davies came into my office on that day,
lie did not state directly or indirectly or
inform me in any way that hie had en-
tered into a contract with Nevanas. To
prove this is correct, Aitr. Davies has
never yet submitted the contract to tile
Works department. He never told me
or the Under Secretary for Works or
Mr. Angwvin on his return that lie had
entered into this contract. It was Nev-
anna who told Mr. Angwin that the con-
tract was in existence. Until Nevanas
told the Minister for Works this, no one
had any idea whatsoever of it. When
Mr. Angwia found that a contract wvas
in existence, he tried to locate it in the
Works department and at the implement
works, but it could not bie found a 11( at
last he had to obtain a copy of it from
Air. Nevanas himself.

Mlr, George: Did not you know the
pipes were being made?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I
have already told the House that Mr.
Davies informed me lie was making the
pipes and that I stopped him. I knew
he wvas making the pipes, and I told him

definitely to stop because no one knew
what size of pipes5 was wanted.

Mir. George: Did not you tell him on
the 12th April to go on? There is your
memo, on the tile.

The MIhNJSTER FOR LANDS: Ex-
actly, I am coming to that. I stopped
Mir. Davies on the 22nd March from
making the pipes; yet the boii, member
accuses me of having agreed to them
heing made., i~e reverses my evidence;
yet the file of the Works department
whlich was before the select committee
clearly shlows Mir. Davies was told dis-
tinctly not to go onl with thle manufac-
ture of the pipes. Three days after the
contract was signed on the 9th April, I
wrote a minute instructing him to go on
with thle manufacture of the pipes.

Mr. George: Exactly.
The MIINISTER FOR LANDS: If

that is so, why was not the hion. mems-
ber fair and honest enough to put it in
his report? Why did lie put in all that
Mr. Davies stated and fail to put in the
actlual facts disclosed by the departmental
files? The lion. member said he wanted
to he fair-. The member for Mount Mar-
aret (Mir. Taylor) wranted to be un-

biassed. Why did they leave out of the
report essential facts like those which
clearly Prove my statements to be cor-
rect and those of Mr. Davies to be un-
founded and untrue?

Mir Taylor: I said you stopped the
making- of pipes on the size.

The ?.IINISTFJR FOR LANDS: I
stopped it because no one knew what
size of Pipes was wanted.

Mr. Taylor: Yes, on the size.
The MINISTER FOR LANDS: What

is thle use of quibbling on a point like
that. The manufacture of the pipes was
stopped and why did not the lion mem-
her sayv so?

Mir. Ta *ylor: Stopped for that reason
and( that alone.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: On
the 8th I was supposed to have agreed
to the pipes being made. Mr. Munt
wrote to me and asked if I considered
that Mr. Davies would now be justified
in proceeding with the manufacture of
the pipes which might be required for
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thle Wyndham freezing works. Mr.
Davies then was toldt in roneild with
hem. The position was not as the

bon. member has said it was in his re-
port.

Mr. George: There is a difference of
opinion.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: The
lion, member says there is a difference
of opinion there. I will leave it to the
House. What chance has a man's chat--
acter got against this lion. member?
There is the departmental file, my own
minute on it, and Mr. Msunt 's minute.
My own minute had been written long
before the select committee met and yet
the hion, member says there is room for
a difference of opinion. I say one's char-
acter is not safe in the hands of an lion.
member of that description. The next
point on which again the lion. member
endeavours to cast reflections upon me is
in regard to the pnrchase of 1,500 casks
of cement. The hon. member states dis-
tinetly and definitely in his speech, if
he does not in his report, that thle 1,500
casks of cement were purchased for the
buildings in regard to the Wyndhamn
works. As a matter of fact the 1,6500
casks of cement were not bought for
anything of the sort. I told the coli-
mittee in my evidence all the facts and
the departmental files prove them. The
cement was purchased by Nevanas for
thle purpose of the jetty, and no other
purpose at all.

Member: He had nothing to do with
the jetty; he had not a contract.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: Ile
had an agreement to go on with the work
of the jetty by a given time, and when
the complete plan and specifications had
been submitted. The member for Mur-
ray-Wellintrton, in order to prove to his
satisfaction that my word is wrong
again, and that the cement was not re-
quired for the jetty, goes on to say that
in a letter giving Nevanas the right to
go on with the jetty, there was no such
arrangement at all. But hie quoted the
letter by which Nevanas was given the
right to go on with the jetty contract.
Hie quoted the very letter. Now he says
it does not exist. He says, to prove that

no cement was required at Wyndham in
regzArd to the jetty, that what I said in
the letter to Nevanas had no connection
with tie actual construction of the jetty.
Hle goes on to ask, if there was no work
in regard to the actual construction,
why the cement was wanted? Thie bion.
member knows, and if lie wanted to be
fair, he had my evidence to prove it, that
the arrangements were that Nevanas
could go on with the preparation of the
piles so that the piles should be drying
-they% were of reinforced concrete-and
so that the jetty could be constructed,
because it wvas considered to be one of
the first things required.

Mr. George: Where was he to get the
water fromi?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: If tile
lion. member had been anxious to get
information on that point lie would have
inquired from the departmental officers.
Nevanas told the departmental officers
and me that when he was in Wyndhan
lie discovered that there was ample fresh
water derived from a spring in Wynd-
ham that would enable bin, to make
piles so that they would be drying and
could be driven within a month or two
of manufacture. In order that he might
go on with the piles lie bought cement
and got material with which to rein-
force these piles. The hon. member now
says that there was no water available.
In order that there might be no doubt
on the point we deliberately put in the
letter which the hon. member quoted,
knowing- that fresh water had to be
used in connection with the manufacture
of these piles. Nevanas agreed to this
because lie said there was ample fresh
water in WVyndham for manufacturing
thenm. How on earth can one manufac-
ture piles without cement and without
reinforcements? To prove-if the lion.
member wants to get evidence-that
something had been done in regard to
it, I will tell him that there was a stone
crusher sent tip to crush the stone.
There were also sent up other imple-
ments in order that they might be used
in connection with the manufacture of
the piles which would then be gone on
with. For these piles those 1,500 casks
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of cement were puirchased, as well as
the necessary reinforcements.

Mr. George: It is a funny thing to
send uip 1,500 casks of cement when
there is no contract.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: That
is the class of man to whom my char-
acter has to be left. Hle says there was
no contract. As ai matter of fact the
lion. niember has quoted the letter by
which Nevaiias was authorised to pro-
ceed.

Mr. George: There was no contract.
The MINISTER ,FOR LANDS: I am

prepared to admoit that there was no
contract, in the sense that there was no
contract for the wvorks at all. The
buildings were gone on with on a letter
similar to the one in regard to the jetty.
If there was nothing in regard to the
jetty there was nothing in regard to the
buildings. If there was something in
regard to the buildings there was some-
thing in regard to the jetty, because
they were almost identical. Both were
done by letter and the lion. member has
quoted the letter t o prove that it was
not tile calse, and it wvas arranged by
that letter as to how the manufacture
of piles for the jetty was to proceed. We
safeguarded the State by providing that
the piles could not be driven, that is in
the actual construction of I he jetty,
until full] plans and specifications [lad
been sulbmit ted.

Mr. George: He wvould not have
ordered the cement. Why did hie order
it? You cannot prove that.

Thne MINISTER FOR LANDS: How
tori one mnake reinforced concrete piles
without cement? It goes to showv that
Ilie bon~. member wlvl not he fain iii re-
gardi Io the matter.

Hon. . f. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : The member for Murray' -Wel-
lington could make these things wvithout
cement.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: I do
not propose to weary (lie House any fur-
tiher. T have dealt with all the points on
which lie ban. member has endeavoured
to the ulmost of his ability to east re-
flections upon my character. I have

dealt with (lie whole of them arid I will
ask the House to read my evidence and
to read the other evidence, and to-go
into the files, and I feel sure that mem-
bers can come to no other conclusion
than thmat I hc st atemnentIs I made in my
original qpeecl) a re absol iiiely borne out
by thie evidence and by the departmental
fliles, and that it is only by straining,
and taking up a onc-sided attitude, that
tie hon. member has been able to sub-
stantiate the chmarge made against me that
there was something wrong in regard to
the Wyndham freezing works contract.
The lion, member though there was some-
thing wrong, something corrupt, and dis-
honest, in regard to it. Whien lie dis-
covered that lie could not find this state
of affairs thle lion, member said, '"We
must do something to justify this attack
uphon Johnson,'' and this is thie sort of
one-sided evidence lie submits to the
House, in order to tn- and blacken niy
character. I just want to say that if I
had had the evidence before me at the
outset that I have before me to-night,
undoiubtedly I would not have done all
Inat T did do. We can all be wise after

the event. The hon. member is wise now
because hie hais got all the evidence we
have been able to give him. Hei has been
wvise because Dunkerley and others have
spoken in regard Io the matter. Having,
been posted wvithi all (lie inforniation, lie
sayvs we made a mistake and flint we
might have done otherwise. Of course
we would have done otherwise if we had
heen as wise as the lion, member no%4
is; if we had hand the information we
would have done otherwvise. With the
information we hind, arid after submnit-
t ing the mnatter to thle board, we did the
best thing we could in the interests of
the country. We tried to rush tie works
so that we might develop (lie Kinmberley
area% and assist the Empire, and we tried
to get on with the work at a price which
was P59001)f lower than thne departmental
officers' estimate. Tnistcad of being con-
demuned by members opposile we ouzlht
to be applauded for our desire to do
.something for the Enipire. nod because
kre did make an honest attempt, and we
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are preparedl to admit one or two mis-
takes, these mistakes do not justify this
attempt to blacken my character and
condemn this Government and put them
out of office. The matter is distinctly
unfair. I regret it sincerely, and as far
as I am concerned I am finished with thie
bon. member. I regret lie should go out
of his way to do me an injury when I
have never done any injury to him.

Mr. GEORGE (Aturray-Wellington-
in reply) 112.20]: 1 hope it may be
granted to me to make what remarks I
have to offer by way of reply without
becoming as hysterical ats the last speaker.
I shall deal with the hion. gentleman's
speech after I have finished with those
that were made before his. Last night
we were told by one of the speakers on
the Government side of thie House that
the attack was purely personal upon one
of his colleagues, and that it wvas the
result of enmity directed against that
colleague. 'When I interjected an inquiry
to whom the reference was made-I think
it was the Premier who was speaking at
the time-I was told that the reference
was to the Press and not to the members
of the select committee. My colleagues
on the committee wvill be able to say-in
fact. theyv have said so, and the member
for Mfelzies (Mr. Mfulluny) has borne
testimony to il-that so far as the work
of the committee was concerned, time was
given to it and care was given to it.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Mtinister) : And prejudice was given to
it.

Mr. GEORGE: Both the member for
Mt. Atarigaret (Mr. Taylor) and the mem,-
her for Nelson (Itr. Wrillmott) stated
that my conduct was impartial, and I
believe it wvns.

Mr. Taylor: You did good work on
that committee.

Mr. GEORGE: I think I dlid, and T
believe my colleagues on that rotumittee
did work for the State without ravmnent
and s-ave unstinted time-work that is
valuable to the State, and also valuable
to Ministers if they continue in office.

Mr. Tayvlor: And information was diffi-
cult to get.

Mr. GEORGE: Yes. We had to fight
against all manner of difficulties. I say
tunhesitatinglIy-and this will be con-
firned by mly colleagues- that the filies
die select committee obtained had to be
dragged out by the teeth, so to speak.

Mr. Taylor: Some of them were not
obtained until the last moment.

Mr. GEORGE: As regards the man-
agement agreement, I ap~plied for it by
per~sonal letter to every Minister, and
could obtain no information.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
AMinister) :There is no management
agreement.

Mr. GEORGE: Will the Honorary
Minister either keep out of the House or
.shut uip?

lion. RI. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : Shut up yourself.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. GEORGE: I afl here to speak on

this matter, and to give the House an
account of my stewardship. I am not
here to listen to a hoodlum who should
never have been in this House, and whose
proper place is somewhere else; and the
hon,. gent lenian knows it.

'rhe DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will ask
thie hon. member not to reflect personally.

11'r. GEORGE: T am not reflecting per-
sozially, lbut I know where the hon. gen-
tleman should be, and I knowv where hoe
would be if T could put him there. How-
ever, the lion. gentleman is not going to
put me off my track. As chairman of
the select committee. I applied by per-
sonal letter to every Minister with regard
to the management arrangement, and in
order to obtain personal papers.

Hion. R. H. Underwood C(Honorary'
Minister : There is no management
agreement.

11.r. GEORGE: The fact remains that
(lie report of the select committee wvas
drawn up on a Thursdny, and that it
included] a drastic paragraph, which was
agreed to by all the members of the select
committee, on the subject of the manage-
ment agreement. The members of the
eo,%mittee left town on the Thursday and
retuned for a meeting on the following
Tuesday, when a clean copy of the report
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was to be submitted for final agreement
and for signature. At that meeting
we found a letter from the Secretary to
the Premier stating that while the Pre-
mier and himself were in Vitoi they
had received from the Acting Premier a
telegrami referring to thle" management
agreement. The letter wvent on to state
that the Premier and his secretary
thought the agreement had been put be-
fore uts in the files we had. However, we
had no file containing that agreement.
'What we received with Mr. Shapcott's.
letter was tine draft agreement which
31r. Sayer had tld us existed, and a
typed copy of which 31r. Shapcott in-
formed us had been furnished to every
Minister of thle Crown for consideration..
And yet wvhen we applied to the various
Ministers, as the evidence wvill show, we
received no information of any value.
I say, therefore, that the committee were
deliberately obstructed in their labours,
and that it was only withl the greatest
difliculty that we obtained the 54 files we
did have. I am satisfied that there are
other papers pertinent to this matter
,which we have been unable to obtain, I
am satisfied that if this House in its wis-
dom. saw fit to carry a motion for the ap-
pointment of a Royal Commission to in-
quire into the subject, the commisision
would obtain information far and away
in, excess of what has been disclosed to
us up to the present time.

The Minister fur Lands: That is
worthy of you.

Mr, GEORGE: For hon. members, and
especially for a Minister, to try to con-
vince the House that we have had all the
information bearing on the subject is, to
my mind, something that can hardly be
stood, in view of the facts I have stated.

lon. R, H. Undenvood (Honorary
Minister) ; Your motion contains a lie.

Mr. dEORGmE: When, as a committee,
we went to the Public Works Depart-
ment to see the plans, and were shown
those large plans of the buildings, we
were not Shown the water snpply 'plans,
Speaking at a committee meeting through
the telephone to Mr. Beasley, I drew his
attention to the fact that we had not seen

the water supply Plans, and Mr. Beasley
told me that we could see them at any
time. Thereupon I went to the Public
Works Department and spoke with M-r.
Tindale and another officer, but was not
able to get the water supply plans. Then
I interviewed Mr. Munt, and told him
that unless those plans were submitted to
thie select committee that morning I
should report at the meeting of the
House that afternoon that the efforts of
the select committee were being frustra-
ted by the Public Works Department. We
got the Plans then. The House can judge
what they are. The State got £1,500
worth of stuff in those plants, nd the
brown paper, I am told, was provided
by the Public Works Department. The
Premier yesterda~y nmndc references to
11r. Courthope. The Premier might, int
fairness, have directed the attention of
the House to the remarks I. wade to himi
when he came before the select committee
for the second tinie. Let me tell bou.
mcmbers that I personally did not desire
to recall the Premier. The hon. gentle-
man was recalled onl the request of Mr.
Mullany and Mr. Mlunsie. I had told
those two lion, members-and I say the
same hiere now-that we should insert
in our report a paragraph, stating that we
were quite satisfied as regards the mat-
ters brought forward by Mr. Courthope.
I said that in my opinion such a course
woul1d be more satisfactory and more
valuable than to recall the Premier. The
conctusion of my question No. 2501, 'ad-
dressed to the Premier, reads as fol-
lows;

Mr, Mullifany thought it was only
right that, as some aspersion might be
cast on you, you should have an oppor-
tunity to know of these things, and I
think I am speaking for the whole of
the members of the committee when I
say we are perfectly satisfied, and if
you do not wish to say anything we do
not wish to hear anything.

I ask any hon. member whether that was
not dealing fairly with the Premier.

The Premier: I did not say anything
to the contrary.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]
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'Mr. GEORGE: No. I know that. I
wish to add that there was no member of
the committee more pleased th1ai my-self
when the matter of the pianola was abso-
lutely and finally cleared uip. I had no-
thing whatever to do with bringing, that
matter before the committee.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Mlinister) : Tripe! You did.

Mr. GEORGE: I had nothing whatever
to do with it.

I-on. ft. H. Underwood (Honorary
Alini,,ter) : Yes, you did.

Mr. Willmott: I brought the mnatter
before the committee.

Mr. GEORGE: What am I to dio with
the hon. gentleman intejecting?

Mr. SPEARER: Order! The member
for Murray-Wellington intimates that lie
cannot speak when subjected to interjec-
tions. There mjust be no interjections
except such as are relevant and withiin
reason.

Mr. GEORGE: The matter waq
brought tinder my notice by the leader of
the Country party, who knows that wh'en
I saw Mir. Courthope in his company I
stated to Mr. Courthope that ). would
not hear anything- from him unless hoe
himself could vouch for it, as the com-
mittee were not appointed to take hie.r.
say evidence. The members of the com-
mittee can further bear out my state-
ment that when Mr. Courthope first ea'nu
before the committee I refused to allow
himt to say anything. Indeed, T woutld
not have allowed him to say anything- at
all but for the fact that during a little
altercation between Mr. Mullany and il.
self Mr. Courthope managed to slip in a
few words, and 'then the fat was in the
fire and we bad to hear him.

Mr. Willmott: That is so.
"Mr, GEORGE: The leader of the

Country party corroborates me on thisi
point. I have always held it is the proud
boast of the members of the Wester.n
Australian legislature that that lesisin-
ture has been free from corruptiuon. If
we, as a select committee, had auny idea
that corruption,. bribery, or wrong-doing
was going on, would we not have failed
in our duty if we had not probed the
matter to the bottomi And then to be

held as, as I have been held up, as if I
had been trying, for party motives to
destroy the character of the 'Minister
for Lands and the Premier! There
.are no words in which I can ds) eribe
such a charge against me. It is belovw
contemplt. The honour of the Western
Australian Parliament is as dear to the
other members of the select committee
and to myself as it is to any other lion.
member. Why, therefore, should we be
accused of all these things when we
merely made an effort to proble to tie
bottom what had been told to uts?

Mr. E. 13. Johnston: You did a pub)-
lie duty and you dlid it well.

Mr. GEORGE: I appreciate that. re-
mark from the hon. member becauwe lie
is opposed to me in ])olitics. All
I can say is that we tried to do our duty
well and we endeavoured to do it lion-
estly and without bias. If we did iiot
suceceed I do not think there is one otf ti

colleagues who will want to put the blama
on my shoulders. The member for Men.
zies (Mr. 'Mullany) stated that he woulH
have liked me to say in my reply that I
was satisfied there was no corruption. I
do not believe for a mnoment that there
w;as any' corruption. I have no know-
ledge whatever of any, and I am satisfied
about the pianola incident. I thoug-ht it
was an indiscreet act on the part of the
Premier to have dealings with a mnan who
was entering into a Contract with the
State.

The Premier: That was six months bt,-
fore.

Mir. GEORGE: But it never entered
my mind that the Premier, in his :anxiety
to secure the pianola on that particuhir
Saturday, 'as doing anything more than
might have been expected from an anxi-
ons boy who was getting po0SSeSSion Of
a new toy.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honoraryv
Minister) . Why did you have a clint
with Courthope in the corridor?

Mr. GEORGE: I did not.
lion. R. H. Underwood (Honorary

Minister) : You did.
Mr. GEORGE: M.%r. Speaker, what

can I do with the hon. member when he
makes statements which are not correct?
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He has no reason whatever for saving
that.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Put him out.
Mr. GEORGE: If I may say so, al-

though I get pretty warm towards the lion.
member at times, I have a sneaking liking
for him under certain circumnstances, and
if lie were doing a perish I would frater-
nise with him to the extent of handing
him my water-bag, but in polities-well,
it does not matter. The Minister for
'Works yesterday referred to the Liberals
and the secret contract with regard to the
Williami-street -bridge. It may be news
to the Minister for Works and to a nutm-
ber of members in this House to know
that there is not a single member of the
Liberal party in Parliament to-day who
had to deal with that bridge. The emil I
one here who had anything to do with it
was myself, and( I was then Comniis-
sioner of Railways . and the Minister for
Works knows what my attitude was. fThe
only member sitting on this side of thle
House who was in P arliament at Uhat
time was the member for Irwin (Mr.
James Gardiner).

Thle Minister for Works: I was show-
ing by comparison that Mr. Beasley was
justified in the action he took.

Mr. GEOR1GE; My friend, the loader
of thle Opposition, was out of polities at
that time. The present member for
Nortli (Hon. J1. Mitelhell) had not en-
lured polities, and the memiber for Perth
(lion. J. 1) Connolly) was then in thie
Upper House.

The Minister for Works: What hap-
ipened to the bridge does not makle the
present position any different.

Mr, GEORGE,: My opinions iii regard
lo that bridge arc contained in the tile in
cunner-tion wvith it. But there is a wide
differenc between the Willia ru-street
bridge and] this contract of Ntvanas's.
Mr. Howard wals an officer in the Works
Department. He mnanaged in some way
to, get the idea which was already in ex-
istence in the Works and Railways De-
partinents of thle Horseshoe bridge, and
ie left the department after having pro-
vided sketch plans, to elaborate his plans
for the bridge. That is an entirely dif-
ferent matter fromn calling in a gentle-

nian like Ml~r. Nevanas to advise thie Gov-
ernment as to whaL might be done at,
Wy)ndham. It might be right to produce
plans. and specifications and obtain ten-
ders, but it could never he argued to be
the correct thing that when a man is act-
ing as an agent, and is supposed to be
looking after our interests, that hie should
hie turned into a contractor. After all
that has been said and done by thle Mlin-
istAer for Lands and the Minister for
Works we can not get away from the fact
that Mr. Nevanas was employed to pre-
pare plans. and specifications and obtain
tenders, end when hie gave his estimate
of £180,000 for the buidings, the jetty
and the water Supply, it was tip to the
Mlinister who was dealing with the mat-
ter 10 make him produce the tender upon
which lie based those figures. The Mini-
ster for Works when replying to nine yes-
terday, referred to various things dealing
with that, and said that I had spoken
about hurry-scurry. On page 66 of the
file I think we can find sufficient evidence
of hurry-scurry in this matter. Thle file
discloses that the date of the submission
of tile matter to the board was the. 17th
March. The board reported onl die I8thi
Marchi and the report was handed. to the
Minister. Then the matter was submitted
for the boart~s second report onl the
25th M2Narch at 4.30 p.m. The public
offices as a rule close about 4 o'clock.
The board gave their report on the fol-
lowing m-orning, It is true they were not
told they must hurry up, in those words,
but they were directed in the minutes
which aceomplanied the documents that it
wais desirable they should get at t1w mat-
ter as quickly as possible. The urgency
of it wta; placed before themt and as Mr.
B~easley told us urgency was in the air.
Anyone who takes up that file and per-
uses the documents must be struck by thl
wonderful activity that the different peo-
ple in the different departments showed.
Mr, Beasley, in his letter to the commit-
tee, stated that lie was hurried, that they
had very little time: and in regard to the
cancellation he stated that if he had pro-
tierly gone into the question of tile value
or Nevanas's documents it would have
taken him three or four months.
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The Minister for Works: He should
have takent that time.

M1r, GEORGE: The M1inister for
Works said that the departmental officers
sMime time previously to March had been
dliscussing Ilhe report and estimate of Xe-
vanmas i n regard to the water supl)Py and
jetty. There was; a report front Nevaunts
in October. 1914. bitt the only estimate of
tile eost of the 'jetty which I have been
alpde to find is dated 17th M\arch, and is
on this fie.

Thie Alinister for Works: You will find
on the files an estimate by Mr. Tindale
dupied 0th February.

'Mr. GEORGE: Yes, but not by Ne-
vana1s. Tindale's, estimate was on depart-
mcenttil plans. Nevanais's price was on
Nevanas's plans, which we have never
sce].

The Minister for Works: There was
£1 0,000 difference.

M1r: GEORGE: It does not matter.
.Nr. Tindale's estimate is £43,000 and hie
refers to an estimate of £35,000 whichi
hie had made 12 months before. Butt the
(idheeis were called upon01 to consider, not
Tindale's estimate, but Nevanas's esti-
mate.

The Mfinister for Works: And they had
other information!

Mr. GEORGE: Yes, about their own
ilans. but none about Nevanas's, so that
argment falls to the ground. The MI~in-
ister .91,o said there was with 11s a good
deal of knowledge in regard to plans and
specifications before this board was aske'd
to report. Yet both the Premier and
the .1inister for Lqnds denied that there
Was in the department data of which Ne-
vatns had the benefit. Either one thing-
is incorrect or the other is.

The Minister for Works: Yon have ad-
ittiied that the data was there,

Mr. GEORGE: Wilt not the 'Minister
for Works have regard to the distinction
between asking the hoard to consider
their own estimate and to consider that
of Nevanas's? There is a considerable
difference. The inquiries made by the
Government of Sir Newton Moore and
of the banks as to Nevanas's standing
were all in reference to Nevanias in Lon-
don. But here we have Nevanas in Mel-

boutrne, with a nominal capital of 30,.000
shares at fl, the subscription of which
was never satisfactorily disclosed. When
we asked Mr. Sayer, he distinctly told us
that, the contract having been made with
Nevanas of 'Melbourne, Nevanas of Lon-
don has no responsibility in regard to it.
11r, -Nicholson told us practically the

samne thing, but led as to believe that hie
knew6 Nevanas to lie a straightforward
honest man, and that the company at
Home, lie t hought, would stand to tihe
M1elbourne comptlany. I do not think
there is. any doubt that Nevanas's know-
ledge of ihe mneat trade was good, or tht
Nevanas could certainly advise the Gov-
erninent in regard to the disposal of
frozen meat; but the evidence shows that
there was nothing- whatever to warrant
the Government believing that Nevanlas
was capable of doing anything except
employing people to make plans. He
employed 'Mr. Dunkerley, lie took M1r.
Dunkerlev with him on his first trip and

gtMr. Dunkericy to make him plaits
and wnake him estimiates; and lie certainly
reapled his reward. But; whereas tlie Gov-
ernnient might have been justified inl
making him their agent to obtain plans
and specifications and teniders, there
WaIS iio justification for turning him front
agent into principal. He could only be
onje of the two. If lie was ageiit lie was
entitled to commuission; if hie chose
to become a contractor hie was then en-
titiel to only his contract. As he had
assumed the position of contractor when
lie made his report to the Government
the Government had no right to treat him
differently from what they would have
treated any other defaulting contractor.
I am not goin~g'to deny the certain ability
of Nevanas. If the Government had em-
plov' ed him simply as adviser I do not
know that I coudf have complained; but
I do complain because I consider priv-ate
arrangements have been made with
'Nevanas which were of doubtful benefit
to the State at the time they were made
and have since been proved to he of very
doubtful value. Something has been said
of the proposed arrangement by which,
in the event of the freight exceeding
£7,000, compensation was to he paid.
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That was put forward, I think, to show
that Nevanias could not make much out
of his figulres. But the contract miade
withi Nevanas provided that any rise in
freight or material was to be paid by
tile Governmcnl. That is the position,
so what did it matter to Nevanas if lie
could get his freighti

The Minister for Works: He wvouldl
nut get it.

Mr. GEORGE: This is jprovided.
The M1inister for Works: No, it is not.
Mr. GEORGE: If the lion. member

will look at page OS of tlie file lie wvill
find a letter to Nevanas from the Mim-
ister for Lands dated 91h April, inforu-
ing 'Nevanas that his tender for the erec-
tion of the bunildings and instalment of'
miachinery lied been accepted. Paragraph
.3 of the ltter rcads as follows.-

,I time cost of material or freight
.hall rise or fall during the period for
the performanice of the contract the
contract price may' be increased or re-
dulcedl as thle case may be at the in-
stance of the contractor or the Mlinister
in accordaiice therewvit h; provided that
such increase or reduction in cost is
forthwith notified in writing by the
contractor to the Minister or by the
1linister to contractor as the ease
may be.

Nevanats, when lie put the proposition
before the Government, desired that the
Government should provide freight at
30s. a tonl, which the Government de-
clined to do. But in the acceptance of
thle contract by the Minister for Lands,'
it is stated distinctly that if the cost of
matterial or freight should rise or fall,
there should be a corresppuding increase
or reduction in the price.

The Minister for Works: The freight
tlien was over 50s.

Mir. GEORGE: But there is provision
to deal with that matter. The Minister
for Lands, who dealt with this tender on
behalf of the Government, knew that
Nevanias had obtained a tender for this
work from someone else, le knew that
Nevanas would not be carrYing out time
work himself. He had employed Nevanas
as agent and was to pay him commission

for tile plans. Therefore lie had a right
10 (Icmcand tile tendler from Nevanas and
Nm-anuas should have produced it. More
than that, Mr. Beasley in reporting to
thle Minister for Lands on this tender
oil the 25th Mlarch said-

Thle tender is from his contractors
and does not cover profit. Rise and
rail must lie agreed; percentage re-
tained must lie met by an increase
in tender. If thle Government do not
tinance ( here must lie an increase for
banking charges. Penalties nominal or
there will lie an increase.

'fThnt refe,-red to the estimate given by
Nevanas, which was considered and
turned down by the board on the 18th
March. Nevanas had been sent by the
Minister for Lands to see Air. Beasley,
and discuss this tender with him, and
,%ir. Belisley, reporled accordingly. Then
what hlappenied? Later on that day-
Nevanas saw tlie Minister for Lands and
then produced his tender for £155,150. 1
do not suppose and do not insinuate that
the Minister for Lands knew of these
fig-ures. But let me ask the House to
consider for a moment how the £155,150
was made up. iIr. Dunkerley's tender
to Nevanas was £:137,000. That wve know.
Nevanas had stated that he would have
to make commission and hie made it 5 per
cent., equal to £E6,850. He claimed for
his 3 per cent, on plans £4,800. He hod
thle bonus for Mr. Dunkerley, £7,000, and
here we have the exact sumn of £165,150.

1 say, fearless of contradiction, that had
Nevanas carried otit his contract, his
charge for plans-and this is shown by
thle evidence of 'Mr. Munt-was included
in tile contract.

The Minister -for Works: You say that
is shown by -.Nu- Mardis evidence?

Mr. GEORGE: Mr. Munt's evidence
shows that he thought thle price of plans
"-as included in the tender. These are
my figures to shlow bow the amount was
made uip. Nevanas on the 16th April,
sent in a claim for .1 per cent, for the
pilans, £3,180. and he nearly got paid it.

The Minister for Works: Then how
could it be included in his contract price?
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Mir. GEORGE: it was shown that the
intention of 'Nevanas "'as to get every
cent, he could but, fortunately, he did
'lot get. this money.

The Minister for Works: That shows
hie (lid not include in his tender the
money for the plans.

Mr. GEORGE: When I was speaking,
I was twitted by the Minister for Lands
about the suggestion that Nevanas would
supervise his own works. The telegram
I pointed out in file 245 contains a dis-
tinct understanding and agreement that,
after the works were erected, Nev'anas
w'as to supervise them.

The Mlinister for Works: Did not I he
contract. say subject to the conditions
being agreed to?

Mt. GEORGE: I asked a question about
this anid the answer was [here was no wvord
about supervision. Yet the telegraphed
agreement provides for the supervision
of the works. If hon. members refer to
folio 54 of the file they will find that
Nevanas states "subject to our being ap-
lpointed to superintend tile construction
of the proposed works." At Ihis time, as
agents, they could have superiatended the
works and no doubt that was under the
purview of the Minister, but when they
did not produce to their principals the
tender for which they were to be paid,
they ceased to be agents and became
contractors, and then it would have been
strictly improper for them to have under-
taken tile supervision of the works.

The Mfinister for Works: Which they
would not have done.

Mr. GEORGE: Regarding the plans,
thie Minister for Works, with some the-
atrical display, produced a large bun-
dle of plans. I bave never denied that
we had certain plans butl what I did say
and I repeat it here, is that Nevanas hiad
no right to be paid for the plans for the
water supply, an(1 if he had to be paid
for them no one in his right senses would
say that £1,500 was a fair thing to pa 'y
for that portion of the affair put through
byv tile Minister for Works.

The Minister for Works: You cannot
divide the plans in one job.

Mr. GEORGE: Nevanas was engaged
to produce the plans of the buildings
and not the plans for the water supply.
He was paid for the plans of the build-
ings but he had no right to be paid for
the plans for the water supply. The
Mlinister said the plans were complete,
but hie has only to turn to the evidence
to find it distinctly stated that they wxe
not complete. I asked Mr. Beasley, as-
suming that he wanted plans and specifi-
cations for buildings of this description
and bad to go to an engineer or architect
for them, wvere the plans he had received
such as hie would accept under the Insti-
tute of Architects rules and pay three per
cent. for, and his reply was 'No."1 Again
the question was put and he replied "De-
cidedly nat."1 The plans have never'been
complete. The only thing that has been
complete is the payment to Nevanas.

The Miaister for Works: Did not Mir.
Beasley say that they were up to the
standard supplied by architects? I

Mr. Wlillmott: The architects do not
seem to be very pleased with that state-
ment.

The Minister for Works: You worried
the man's life out and lie is now ill.

Mr. GEORGE: The Minister, in the
attempt to bolster up his case, quoted the
new general post office and said the con-
tract had been let for two years, and even
now they were filling in the details of the
plans. The bon. member does not ap-
preciate the difference. If the contractor
for the post office, who has put in a ten-
der to complete that work, is content to
have the plans coming in in dribbles, he
has only himself to please. This is an
entirely different matter. The Govern-
menit employed a man to produce the
plans and the plans are not complete but
the Government have paid him for them.
They had no right to pay for them until
thle complete plans were made.

The Minister for Works: They are
complete to the satisfaction of the archi-
tect.

Air. GEORGE: 'No, and no amount of
assertion will get away from the fact.
Mr. Beasley says they are not complete,
and the architects say they are not.
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The Minister for Works: lie says they
were complete.

Mr. GEORGE: An attempt was made
to justify the payment of 3 per cent.
There can be no justification for it. 'Mr.
Nevanas was employed-if he was to be
paid for themn-under certain conditions,
and the works did not come in so far
as lie was concerned. Therefore, lie was
only entitled to the 2 per cent.

The Minister for Works: Rubbish.
You asked Mr. Runt a question about
that, which you denied.

Mr. GEORGE: I do not suppose I
would be able to convince the Minister.
I have to reply to him, however. The
hon. member said that the ship was not
in tile possession of Mr. Nevahons. The
M'inister cannot be aware of what took
place. The ship was in the possession of
Nevanas for a solid four weeks. It was
banded over to him by telegram and con-
firmed by letter. He appointed his own
men, and made his own arrangements
with the State steamship service in re-
gard to crew and -officers, and with the
State Steamship Go. to mnonage for him
on the coast, and with Elder, Smith, &
Co. to manage for him over the other
part of the journey. He had the ship
for four weeks. At the time the Gov-
ernment took this ship away from him,
lie had some hundreds of tons of material
ready to go into the vessel. That is
proved by the fact that a great quantity
of it came over here and was dumriped
down at Fremantle. What is the use
of saying that he had not the ship? Mr.
Nevanas undertook to pay'for the dock-
ing, which was to cost £,4,000, and the
Government recognised that to this ex-
tent, that they said in their letters that
when he had done with the ship for his
Wyndham contract, and if they took it
over again., they would pay pro rata on
the amount of this £4.000. What is the
use of trying to argue that lie never had
the ship?

The Minister for Works: Did he pay
for it?

Mr. GEORGE: Of course hie did not
pay for it because the Government took

thle ship from him. 'ihe0 Minister knows
hlat. What is the uise of quibbling?

The Minister for Works: You said he
had it for four weeks,

Mr. GEORGE: lie had the ship at
his disposal for four weeks. It was his
boat for that period. The hon. member
referred to the "Allinga," and goes to
(ie extent of saying that Nevanas could
have taken thle "Allinga" and could have
carried on his job. If we turn to tile
letter of the 24th June, sent to him by
Mr. Nevanas, we shall see tile follow-
ing-

As we informed you yesterday, Un-
Less wve know by this afternoon defi-
nitely your intentions in regard to the
contract, we will not be able to secure
the vessel.

They did not get the Government's
answer on that day, and theyv lest the
vessel.

The Minister for Works: He did get

Mrn GE ORGer: le dlid not, or else the
files lie. The letter of the Government
was dated on the following day.

The Minister for Workis: He got it
before the letter was written.

Mr-. GEORGE: No, or if he did the
filies lie.

The Minister for Works: I told him
we would not pay.

Mr. GEORGE: I made a statement in
regard to the mioney paid by Mr. Ne-
vanas. The hon. gentleman told me that
they had provided a couple of thousand
poniids. Let the hon, member listen to
this. There was a sum, of £4,200 paid in
regard to material for the job; £1,500
was paid to Moore & Co. for galvanised
ironi £1,250 was paid to Campbell & 0o.
on the 18th June, and £1,500 was paid
to Wills & Co. for cemrent.

The Minister for Works: I was ref er-
ring to the goods we took over, not to
thle jetty at all.

Mr. GEORGE: And there was a suim
of £580 for tools, etcetera, paid in Apri.
The memorandum with regard to that can
he found on page 193 of the file,. and
it is signed and confirmed "J. Scaddan."
We were told by the Minister for Works,
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the Minister for Lands, and the Premier
that there %a a Clear Saming of £50,000
on the departmental estimates. I believe
that this is their idea, but it is ]]ot cor-
rect. Why-? In the figures which were
given by the 'Minister for Lands hie put
down thle machinery as accounting for
£615,600. If we take that £65,500 from
the £200,000, it leaves £140,000. The
machinery outlined by Mr. Dunkerley
came to a little over £25,000, I think,
making a total of £163,000. It is true
that Air. Cairns said that the machinery
might cost £60,000. lie also said that
this wVas a matter upon which engineers
differed, but he thought that in the ab-
sence of full specifications, it would be
difficult to get the proper estimate. Mr.
Dunkerley's estimate for the machinery
was in the neighbourhood of £20,000.
There was no £50,000, and it was a mis-

.take altogether.

The Mlinister for Works: It was going
to cost £90,000.

M%r. GEORGE: The machinery!
The Mlinister for Works: No, the whole

thing-.

Mr. GEORGE: Do not let uts confuse
the issues. I could tell the Minister why
it is to cost £80,000. If the Government
were satisfied that they were going to
save £0000, why did they not finance
Mr. Nevanas? The 'y had to pay him as
soon as the stuiff arrived at Wyndham,
on thle undlerstanding that he got a boat
from Fremantle, and had to pay him 85
per cent, on the value of the material.
The sixty-three thousand pounds worth
of material they had down here, plus
£6,000 for freight, would make a total
of £6,.000. Of that, when the stuff
reached Wvndhamn. the Government
would have to pay £ 58.000. floes the
Minister mean to tell me that it would
not have paid the Government to have
financed Mr. Nevanas for the extra
910.000? No. rime was the essence of
the contracet with regard to this business.
The spirit which was animating the Gov-
enmuent was prompted by their sense of
Imperial duty, and the necessity for sup-
plying meat to the Empire. If it bad
cost £100,000 to finance Nevanas & Co.,

and they could have shown this Chambe.
that by doing so they had produced meat
for the Imperial army, is there a man in
this Chamber "'ho would have said na#
to them? We might have eriticizsed them,
but we would not have attempted tdO
condemn them.

The Minister for Works: You woul d
have condemned us for anything.

Mr. GEORGE: In regard to the can!
cellation, the hon. gentleman and other~
Alinisteis plume themselves on the faelt
that they have made £12,000 or £13,000'
on the deal.

The linister for Works: No, I did not!
Mir. GEORGE: Thea I will put i4

another way. Let us say that the differ-
ene,* between what they would have had
to pay if they hadl bought the materia,
when Nevanas turned it over, andi what
they did pay was between £12,000 and
£13,000.

The Minister for Works: I did not say.
that.

Mir. GEORGE: That is what has been
said.I

The Minister for Works: JI said wd
got for £3,194 what our officers said was
worth £13,000.

Mr. GEORGE: We will say that thefr
officers said that the material was wort~
£13,000. In that is contained an itemI
cork.

The Minister for Works: It would
have been sutpplied but for the fire.

.Mr. GEORGE: Assuming that the cork
was supplied, there would have been ak
difference of £5,000 onl the profit there.
But the documents that came before the,
.select commuittee show that the peopip
who were to suppl -y tile cork, and whq
since have had the misfortune to have
their buildings burnt down, did not.
acknowvledge that they had the contract
with Nevanas at that price. To show,
what a foolish thing was done I must
point' out-in this I am going to blame
the officer, and] not the Mlinister-that the
cointract, if it was a contract, was sub-,
jeet to a sample of 5 cwt. being approvel
of. Now, cork has gone tip by leaps and
bounds. The sanme cork could not be
purchased to-day for even double th6
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price. Here is the p)osition: if our
people merely reject the sample, away
goes the contract. I will be backed lip

by any business man in this House or
onside it in my contention that before
Nevanas was paid his commission in
respect of these affairs the responsible
officers of the Government should have
satisfied themselves that the documents
were bonia fide and were in order. That
wats not done.
I The Minister for Works: The cork is

~te.only instance you can bring.
- Mr. GEORGE: Here is E5,000 of the
profit gone. If the Government buy the
cork now, they will have to pay an addi-
tional £5,000. That reduces the profit
from £12,000 to £7,000. The Government
have paid Nevanas £C7,894 for comilssion
on materials and percentage on plans,
and yet Ministers claim they have made
a profit.

.The Mlinister for Works: You are
wrong.

Mr. GEORGE : fThe Minister for
Lands has made some reference to the
disputed letters. He is entitled to ex-
press his views, and the select committee
are entitled to express theirs, and they
have done so. The committee are of
opinion that those letters were written by
Nevanas, andi the committee have been
told that the letters were delivered by
Nevnnns. lit is for the House to judge
further; not for the committee. Refer-
enceei have been made to the management
agreement. There have been denials that
there was such an agreement. All I can
say is that there are two telegrams in
that connection on the file, and that if
Fir. Sayer knows anything about law,
if his opinion on the two telegrams
contained in the Stolzcnbcrg file, which
opinion is stated in his evidence, is to
be accepted, if the opinions of Mr. Rob-
inson and other legal gentlemen are to be
accepted, a management agreement exists.

The Mfinisler for Works: With a]ll due
resjpect to Mfr. Robinson, I would] not
like to have an agreement drawn up in
that way.

Mr. GEORGE: The bon. gentleman
would do very well if hie had Air. Robin-

son's advice. I am relying on the legal
interpretation furnished to me by pro-
fessional men who have to get their
living, and do get their living, by the
practice of law.

Air. Fole 'y: Air. Robinson did not get
on too well in Melbourne.

AMr. GEO1RGE: Whether lie did or dlid
Riot does not affect the question now be-
fore the House. Let the Government put
up the Attorney* General, and let him
give us the law on this. When speaking
last week .I particularly spoke at the
Attorney General regardiiig this point.
I said that I was not a lawyer but that
I was going on legal opinions given to
mc. I take it that if the Attorney Gen-
eral had any doubt whatever as to the
correctness of the opinion I qu' oted on
this particular point, that doubt would
have been voiced either by the hon.
gentleman himself or by one of the
speakers on the Government side. I
think I am justified in saying that the
Attorney General agrees with his pro-
fessional confreres.

The Minister for Works: The Attorney
General is satisfied that no management
.agreement exists.

Mr. GEORGE: He has not said so.
The Minister for Works: He has bad

no opportunity to speak. He has been
ill.

Mr. GEORGE: If there is an agree-
ment as I am advised, then I make bold
to say that as soon as the works are
completed Nevanas will raise the same
contention. The indenture of release does
not refer to the management agreement
at all. It onl y releases and discharges
the Government "from and against all
claims and demands arising tinder or in
any way directly or indirectly relating to
or in connection with the said contract
or intended contract." It says not a
single wvord about the management agree-
ment, and that agreement stands to-day.

Mr. Foley: When was that agreement
signed?

Mfr. GEORGE: What is the use of
talking to the hon. member? He appar-
ently does not understand.
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Mr. Foley: You cannot tell me when
the agreement was signed.

Mr. GEORGE: I have given the facts.
There are two telegrams on the file which
are sufficient to constitute an agreement.

Mr. Foley: Can you get an agreement
made by telegram anywhere?

Mr. GEORGE: The Premier last night
made much talk about this being a time
to forget party lines. Certainy that was
the distinct understanding when the pre-
sent session opened. But such an under-
standing, does not imply that if the Gov-
ernment are guilty of mal-adininistration
-or, to avoid a word which may convey
an offensive meaning, I will say wrong
administration-we are to sit down uinder
it quietly. We are here to do our duty
by the country, whether there is war or
whether there is not war. If we find, as
we have found in the course of the select
committee's inquiry, a necessity for
greater care in connection with the busi-
ness transactions of this State, we have
a right to raise the question. Accordingly
we have raised the question, and it is idle
and silly-I cart find no other words to
express it-for the Premier to endeavour
to shield himself by uttering the gag
about the abandonment of party lines.
If we were endeavouring to do ankythiing
but what has sprung out of the natural
course of the inquiry, 1 would agree with
the Premier's contention;- but, in the cir-
cumstances, it is silly and unworthy
of the Premier to pot forward such an
argument. The Premier referred to a
State Of suspicion-lie said there was sus-
picion in the air. He told us last night
that statements had been made that Min-
isters were making thousands and thou-
sands of poun~ds nut nf the State. I do
not know how such rumours arise. and I
have nothing to do with them.

Mr. Foley: What about your statement
that you did not know what the Govern-
ment did with all their money?

Mr. GEORGE: I turned the reference
up last night. The matter referred to by
the Premier is to be found on pages 77
and 133 of Hanmard for 1913. M1r. Mfit-
chiell was speaking. and made the state-
ment that a largee payment had been

made which should not have heen made.
I interjected, "I would like to know what
they have done with all the money." The
Premier, speaking a couple of days after-
wards, placed a totally wrong construc-
tion on that -remark, in which there was
no harm. Many things much worse have
been said here. If a man's conscience is
bad, let him take such remarks to him-
self.

Mr. Foley: You have not yet said what
you meant by the remark.

Mr. GEORGE: I am not called on to
explain that to the hon. member. So far
as the cancellation of the contract was
concerned, we have it that the cancella-
tion was effected on the advice of the de-
partmental officers and on the advice of
the Crown Solicitor. The purpose of the
cancellation was to get the Government
out of aL difficult position. For my part,
I congratulate the Government on having
got out -of their difficulty as well as they
did.

Hon. Frank Wilson: They are not out
of it yet.

Mr. GEORGE:- They are not out of it
as regards the management agreement,
but as regards the construction of the
buildings they are out of it, and I ac-
cord ingly offer them mby congratulations.
I am unable to congratulate them on
having got themselves into such a hole,
but when they did get out of it they got
out better than many leopje might have
done. Had I been in Nevan as's place,
I would certainly have made the Govern-
ment pay heavily for taking away that
ship. Whatever irregularity there may
appear to he in connection with the set-
tlement effected with -Nevanas, the
thought at the hack of everybody's mind
evidently was, "Let us get rid of this
nighitmare of the claim with regard to
the 'N2."' ]Had the Government said
frankly to the House, "We may have
madie mistakes in our settlement with NL-e-
van185 we may have put it the wrong
way; hut we consider we did the best that
was to be done, and got out at fair ad-
ran tage, although we put the matter un-
der different headinars," an altogether dif-
ferent view would hare been taken of the
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settlement, and there would have been
connected with it nothing that could pos-
sibly give rise to the suspicions the Pre-
mier has mentioned. The Minister for
Lands has chosen to make a personal at-
tack on me. I was not aware that I had
made an attack on him. Wh'lat I stated in
the report and in this House was that we
had evidence' which "'as conflicting, and
it was left to the committee to form their
own opiaions. It is stated in the report,
and the evidence does not belie it, that
certan letters were said to have been de-
livered to the Minister for Lands; in fact,
Air. Nevanas went go far as to state in
his second telegram what occurred. The
first telegram from Nevanas rend-

Both Jetters delivered by me per-
sonally to Johnson.

Mr. Johnson states that that was not so.
Then Mr. Nevanas telegrTaphed again as
follows.

Minister communicated with Mfana-
ger Implement Works on receipt first
letter instructing them delay nianu-
faetnre.

That cannot be correct according to the
Ministcr for Lands, but it is a coin ci-
deuce. The telegram goes on-

After reading- second Minister in-
formied me have tclegraphed Premier
return.

Mr. Nicholson said thie same thing. We
cannot tell what is in Ministers' minds.
If Ministers are not careful in their
transactions suspicion must arise. If
Ministers hurry their officers by letter
and by telephone how can they grumble
if misunderstandings occur?9 The Atin-
ister for Lands stated in evidence what
he understood fromn Mr. Beasleyv. He
said . "I did nut say Mr. Beasley wilfully
or intentionally misled me,"

The Minister for Lands: Quote what
I said.

Mr. GEORGE: If the House likes to
wait I will find it. Here are thle ques-
tions and answers-

Where did you get the reinforced
concrete from?-It is a reinforced con-
crete job; the floors are of reinforced
concrete. It was the carrying capa-
city of the floors that was in dispute.

Are you aware that the question of
reinforced concrete was not specially
placed before the officers on the other
side?-Mr. Beasley told me that be
had some doubt as to the weighit and
strength of the material. What hie con-
veyed to me was his fears as to the
carrying capacity of the floors, and I
took it that it was the reinforced
material in the floors. I had asked Mr.
Bensley to put down what he wanted
investigated, and I sent it to Mr. Ang-
win, and I told Mr. Angwin not to
take too much notice of the officers,
but to submit it to them as if it were
a first opinion, and I will tell you the
reason why. Suppose you get an offi-
cer of the Commonwealth or Victoria
to report on a matter, there is that
feeling of loyalty between officers that
one will aot turn the other down. I
wanted Mr. Angwin to get a clear run.
I was influenced by what I saw at
Woorolco; it was a scandalous waste
there and I did not want it repeated.

Have you seen Colonel Owen's re-
ports f-No.

If [ inform you that there is not a
word about, reinforced concrete in
them you will accept that statement?
-Yes. 'Was not I he weight or the
strength mentioned?

The stanchiions ?-'What has hap-
pened is this, evidently. Mr. Beasley

.mist have sulhrnitlcd to the East a dif-
ferent matter from that he conveyed
Ino me. 1 do not say lie wilf ully misled me.
The Minister for Lands: What is there

in that?
Mir. GEORGE: The 'Minister differed

from MAr. Bensley.
The Mtinister for Lands: I did not.
Air. GEORGE: I say the Minister did.

The hion. gentleman stated, with his usual
glibnesA oC tongue, that they were taking
off the '9N2" and that the manager of the
State Steamship Co. advised him that if
he did so damages running into thousands
of pounds would be claimed. Since then
the hon. gentleman has stated that it was
Mr. Say, er who gave him thatadie
flow was the committee to know it was
Mr. Sayer? 'What had Air. Sayer to do
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wvith it? There was nothing- to show thle
committee that the Minister "-as making
a mistake in saying that it was the State
Steamship Coy. when lie meant 'Mr.
Sayer. How could Mr. Sayer, the Soli-
citor General, assets the damages with re-
gard to the steamer? It is absolute non-
sense to suppose hie could do so.

The Minister for Works: Where would
you have gone for legal advice?

Mr. GEORGE: This was a question of
damages. Thle Minister and his colleagues
must have known they were leaning on a
broken reed when they were asking Mr.
Sayer, thle Solicitor General, to tell thema
wvhat damages they would have to pay in
reg-ard to thle steamship. Then wye have
Ilo ask tile hlt., gentleman why he dlid
not assist Mr. Nevanas to carry the mat-
ter through, why he blocked tile transac-
tion, and when lie blocked it lie must have
known that thie ta king of thle "N2" was
going to throwv it out of his power to
anhswer a call of patriotism for 12 months
or two years. He says it is against the
principles of the labour party to enter
into these contracts. I w'ill leave the la-
hour party to deal with that, but I agree
with him to this extent: that lie points
out that Wyndham is in the "Never
never,"~ bitt at any rate it is in a position
where, even if one were pledged to the
principal against the eadling of tenders,
it would be a wise and prudent thing to
let a contract provided there was proper
sup~ervision. The Minister referred to
the difference betwveen Nevanas's and
Dunkerley's prices. I have shown how
Mr. Nevanas made up his price.

The M.Ninister for Works: In your
opinion.

Mr. GEORGE: It is a most peculiar
thing that the figures should agree almost
to within a few pounds. Anyway, they
had a right to insist upon getting the
tender which Nevanas had.

The Minister for Works: I did not
know he had one.

Mr. GEORGE: But the Minister for
Lands did.

The Minister for Lands: I did not.
'Mr. GEORGE: The Minister for

Works was in the East at the time, but
the Mlinister for Lands was here, and

Mr. Beasley, in reporting on the 25th
Mlarch-Lbefore the tender was ia-on an
interview which Nevanas had with him in
connection with the estimate of the 17th
March, pointed out that Nevanas had
given cetain reasons why that price
would havAe to be increased. Therefore,
the Minister knew tnat Nevanas had a
tender from someone. The hon. member
talks about personal reflections, and be-
ing dleceitfu~l to his colleagues; we will
take that for wvhat it is worth. If any
member aj pointed to a select committee
is to give his time anti labour and thought
to (lhe wyork, simply to be reviled on the
Poor of the House as unworthy of
credence and void of honour, be-
cause lie has staled that the evidence
given before the committee is con-
flictin-iF there is any conflict in the
evidence it is not the fault of the commit-
tee-I ask who is going to sit on a comn-
ititee? Are we to be bullied, hooted,

shouted at, reviled, because we have dlone
.our duty? It does not suit thle Minister
for Lands. He does not represent all
Western Australia; he represents only
a small portion thereof, just as 1 do. I
have my right here as a member to make
[fy remarks, just as he has, but I did
not start out by holding him up as a man
of dishonour. I stated that the evidence
was in conflict as between the 'Minister
for Lands and Nevanas. Mr. Nevanas
has been spoken of as an honourable man.
If he was not what right had the Gov-
ernment to have anything lo do withi
him? Hle has been spoken of as a strong
man financially. If he was not what right
had the Giovernment to have any relations
with him? Nevanas has made statements
which if the 'Minister sits under them,
will ruin him; and the hon. member, in-
stead of recognising the fact that there
is his word and the other word, and that
it is for members to judge, attempts to
divert the attention of bon. members
away from that aspect by pouring the
vials of his wrath upon me. The only
thing I and the members of the committee
have done has been wvhat we considered
our duty to the country. So let the hon.
gentleman hold his peace. He may make
what rainting talk hie likes, what asser-
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tions lie likes, but he is not going to bully
the members of the committee or myself
into silence on the matter.

The Minister for Lands: You tell the
whole truth, not half the truth. Be a

Air. GEORGE: I forgot more about
manhood before the hon. member wvas
born than hie has ever known or ever wvill
knowv about it.

AMr. Bolton: You have forgotten it all
your life.

Air. GEORGE: Then the bon. member
comdes to the question of pipes, and tries
to sling off at Mr. Davies. Why, he tried
to ruin Davies with the Royal Commis-
sion 1They called upon their judge to
curse him but, as in scripture, instead of
cursing him hie remained to bless.

The %linister for Works: ft was you
who called for the Royal Commission.

Mr. GEORGE: The judge practically
cleared Davies from the assertions made
against him.

The Alinister for Works: Nothing of
the kind.

-Alr. GEORGE: He declared from the
judiciul bench that many of the state-
ments made by Davies were true, and the
Minister who has been bullyragging me
throughout the night-what does he say
about the pipesl He admits he saw
Davies on the 22nd Mlarch and he asks
the House and tlie people to believe that
Davies carne on the scne on M1onday for
the purchase of 1,000 tons of pig iron
wtithi which to make the lpipes for the
Wyndhiam contract, and never said a
word about pipes at all. We are not
children. We are men who know how
many hetins make five, just as well as
does the ?.linister, and he has to bring
something mnore than, that before hie can
upset the committee's conclusion that
there is a conflict of evidence betwveen the
Minister and others. I have no more to
say. I am sorry it has been necessary
to speak at this length; but this matter
has been a big labour to the members of
the committee, and it is an ill-reward that
they should be met with contumely and
abuse because one gentleman's actions
probably have been hasty and do not

coincide with the opinions of other peo-
ple.

Question (that the words proposed to
be struck out stand part of the question)
)ut, and a division taken with the fol-

lowing result:-

Ayes
Noes

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
AiMr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Mir.
Mr.

Mr.
Sir.
Mr.
Mtr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Atr.
Atr.
Mr
Sir.
Mr.

22

Majority against I

A lien
Connioll
Cunningham
Jas. Gardiner
George
Griffithis
Hiardwiekt
H- lckmott
Lt~trny
Malec
Mitchell

Aogwin
Carpenter
Ohesson
Conter
Foley
Green
HI-jltnia nn
liolmean
Iludson
John.son
Johnston
McDowell

For.
Mr. Harrieo.
Mr. Wisdom

Question thus
struck out.

Ayes.
MIr.
Mr.
.Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Note.

Nir.
At r.

Mr.
Mur.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
Sir.
11r.
At r.

Nai rn
pies..
Util....
Smith
Thomson
Veryard
WVansb rough
Xillmnott
F. Wit...
Gilchirist

(Teller)

Monay
o Loghl cc
Seaddan,
B. J. Stubbs,
Taylor
Thomas
Underwood
Walker-
A. A. Wlson
nolitono

(Teller).

P'ic..
Againset.

Mr. Mun..ie
Mr. Prices

negatived; the words

Hon,. FRANK WILSON (Sussex)
[1.42 am.] : I move-

That the amendment be amended by
striking out "on general principles dis-
approves of the" and that the words
"'disapproves of the action of the Gov,-
erment in the" be inserted in lieu.

The amendment wvill tllen read-"That
this House disapproves of the action of
the Government in the letting of con-
tracts without calling for public tenders."
I do this in order that there shall be no
mistake with regard to the amendment
which has been moved, and which I bold
is equally a condemnation of the Govern-
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went as the motion which was tabled by
the member for Murray-Welington..

Mr. O'Loghlen: Why did you divide on
it?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Because I
preferred the hon. member's motion to
the amendment. We have bad a painful
spectacle to-night of hon. members on the
Government side of the House getting uip
one after another and in no ineasuretl
terms, condemning the Government fromn
first to last with regard to their tran-
sactions in connection with the Nevanas
contract, and then calmly telling the
Rouse that, because they belong to a
party, they are going to vote to keep
the Government in power. We have the
member for Mt. Margaret (Mr. Taylor).
who has been perhaps louder than most
members in his condemnation, times out
of number protesting against the letting
of secret contracts on the part of tile
Government whom he supports; yet whe-i
the acid was dropped on the hon. gentle-
man, and it is not the first time the acid
has been applied to him, he comes to heel.
He is just as tame as a pet lamb.

Mr. Taylor: You are quite wrong.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: And he will

allow his principles to go to the four
winds of heaven -before hie wit] see the
Government he supports go out of power.

Mr. Taylor: Be fair.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: We have the

member for Williams-Narrogin (Mr. F.
B. Johnston) who has been so virtuous
in his righteous indignation at the acts
of Ministers of the present Government
that he was almost prepared to sacrifice
them, but he also allows his principtes to
go in order that he might keep the Gov-
ernment in power.

Mr. Green: No, in order that he might
keep you out.

Hon. FR.ANK WILSON: Then we
have the valiant member for Geraldton
(Mr. Heitmana) who has defied caucus,
.who resigned his Whip-ship because hie
disapproved of the actions of the Gov-
ernment, and in a lengthy speech, front
begianning to end occupying about an
hour, he condemned and smote the Gov-
ernment hip and thigh. There was nath-

ing they had done which was right, and
he wound up in the calmest and mildest
manner possible by saying that, though
the climax had been reached and the Gov-
ernment had unmistakably done wrong,
he was going to suJport chew. If ever
there was a travesty upon Parliamen-
tary procedure and the political demecan-
our of members, we have had it exhibited
in this Chamber to-nighit. Members know
fulil well that this has been a fixed princi-
ple of the Government. This is not merely
the climax. Perhaps I ought -to say it is9
the climax, but it is not the only act of
the sort that has been per petrated by the
Government. One would imagine the
Government had niever indulged in acts of
this sort before, that they" had not been in
the habit of making these secret Contracts
to which members have taken such ex-
ception, but had always called for public
tenders. One would imagine the attention
of the House and of the people of the
country had never before been called to
this offence which to-n ighit has been
pinned on to the Government by their
own supporters. But let me call atten-
tion to the fact that there Fhare been nurn-
crous occasions when similar conduct has
been indulged in by members of the pres-
ent Government, and on numerous occa-
sions the attention of members Fins been
drawn to the fact/'and although protest-
ing on more than one occasion in a mild
sort of way, they have always comne to
heel at the crack of the party whip, And
supported the Government's nefarious
practices. Let us go back to four years
ago. What was the purchase of the first
four State steamners but a secret agree-
inent, carried out Withiout the sanction of
Parliament and without the Sanction of
members, negotiated for while the House
was sitting and completed after Parlia-
ment had gone into recess? The "~West-
ern Australia," which has caused Minks-
tens so mutlh concern of late, the decrepit
ship which has been such a hideous night-
mare and which has lost its full value, if
not more-this and other steamers were
purchased secretly. The arrangement waq
aseeret arrangement, and it was condoned
by hon. members although they
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did mildly protest against it. Who
could forget the powellising agree-
mnent -and the contract for the million
powellised jarrali sleepers in connection
with thie agreement which was held i' I
secrecy for over 12 months, and subse-
quently cncelled and in regard to which
to this day 110 explanation has been given
b) temister for Lands, who was then

M1inister for Works, and in connection
with the action of the Government in
cancelling that contract, although they
-were in (lire stress to kcep faith with the
Federal Government in the matter of the
delivery of the sleepers? Who could for-
get thle contract, the secret arrangement
for tile carriage of sleepers to Port
Augusta, which cost the countfy some
£6,000 or £:7,000 when it was cancelled?
What are we to think of this method of
making contracts, cancelling them and
then paying compensation? If hon. mem-
bers had to deal with their own private
business in the same way they advised
for the last four years dealing with the
busin ess of the country, they would all
lie in tine bankruptcy court. The Premier
has taken exception to the remarks made
on thle contract,, and the remarks which
have been made in connection with the
letting of the same, for the electric power
station. 'We know full well that the or-
dinary course was departed from, and
that public tenders wvero not called in
Australia, and only sub-public tenders,
if I may use the term, were called for
that plant, in London.

Tine Premier: That is absolutely in-
correct.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: To comne
down to the Monteath pipe contract, will
anyone deny that this was a secret con-
tract wrongfully entered into, privately
entered into with one firm in this State
without justification, and when other
firms were wiling to tender for the pipes
and when these pipes could have been
purchased for many thousands of pounds
less than the Government actually paid
for (tem?

Mtn B. J1. Stubbs; That Is all hum-
hug and absolutely incorrect.

Ron. FRANK WILSON: Is it AUl
humbug, when Monteath Bros, were

seeking for a purchaser for their works
and .when thle whole of the plain could
have been purchased for a few thousand
pounds and very much less than the ex-
tra price which the Government paid?
At any rate, it was one of the secret con-
tracts that hon. members opposite will
get up and condemn in their righteous
indignation, and yet will eondone im-
niediately 'afterwards. The arrangement
with the two flour millers was another
contract entered into privately by the
Go~vernmeut, and we have yet to learn
the nett result of the loss to the State
over the arrangement, The Nevanas con-
tract has been thrashed out ad nauseam
during the last two days. There is no one
but must come to the conclusion that this
was a disgraceful episode in the admin-
istration of the Government. And last-
not the last, perhaps, because there arc
inany others-and certainly not the least,
wve have the latest secret contract in the
piurchase of a steamer. Warned as they
have been on many occasions' in regard
to their contracts in the purchasing of
steamers, we yet have this Government
with all the brazen effrontery in the
world, and all the audacity of menr, prob-
ably indifferent to what the result of
their actions will be, purchasing this
steamer, the "'Kangaroo," whilst this
flouse is in session, flouting the House,
ille~gally pu 11rchasing that steamer, and
illegally issuing bonds for the payment
thecreof. There are also many other
agreements which one mighit mention, in
passing, in connection with the whole of
our State enterprises, every one of
which was started illegally, and every
one of which was started s&retly.
I say, MVr. Speaker, whilst I do
not wvant to beat the air or to
labour the question, or detain the
House to-night for any lengthy consid-
eralion of it, that there is a chapter
of misdeeds which fully warrants this
amendment being pinned to the actions
of this Government, who are the only
guilty parties in connection with having
abused the principle, which members op-
posite are so fond of maintaining. The
amendment proposes that the House on
general principles disapproves of the let-
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tiug of contracts without first calling for
public tenders. That in itself condemns
ttie Government.

Mr. Thomson: Absolutely.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: But in

order that there may be no mistake and
that hon. members who have so readily
voiced their condemnation of the Govern-
ment to-night shall have an opportunity
of putting their sentiments into practice,
I propose the amendment .whieh I have
just read out-

That this House disapproves of the
action of the Government in letting
contracts without calling for public
tenders.

Hon. IL. B. LEFROY (Moore) [1.56
a.m.] : I second the amendment.

M~r. SPEAKER: I want hon. mem-
bers to understand the question. The
amendment which will now be voted on
is the amendment moved by the member
for Menzies (Mr. MHUllanly), to which an
amendment has been moved by the leader
of the Opposition that certain words be
struck out, namely, "on general prin-
ciples disapproves of the." The ques-
tion before the House, therefore, is that
the words proposed to be struck out stand
part of the amendment.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Scaddan-
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe-on amendment)
[1.58 a.m.]-. Just briefly may I say
that I take it that it is unneces-
sary for me to inform the House
that I am not prepared to accept the
amendment. I think, perhaps, the leader
of the Opposition may be somewhat con-
cerned as to how I shall accept the
amendment which he has proposed and
which is now before the House.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Do you propose
to take it as a no-confidence motion?

.The PREMIER: I am not asked to
consider at this stage whether I shall do
so or not. f am rather interested, how-
ever. in finding the hon. member intro-
ducing so much venom into his remarks
at this hour of the morning -when he dis-
covered that the hopes he built uip some
few days ago were suddenly dashed to
the wround. He had looked with longing

[85]

eyes and with some hope on the possi-
bilitv of one or two of those, who had
not been returned to support the policy
which he enunciated at the last general
elections, taking such action as would
cast this party oat in order to permit him
and those who sit with him to again oc-
cupy the Treasury benches. I know the
hon. gentleman had hopes that this would
occur, and of course he is this morning
bitterly disappointed. He has my sym-
pathy, but at the same time, I cannot
help him out of his difficulty. The ques-
tion as to the difference of opinion which
might exist amongst members of this
party, even on the question of the gd-
ministration of Ministers sitting on the
Treasury benches, is one that we can
settle ourselves, and we are not likely to
call in the hon. gentleman as arbitrator
on inatters of this kind. If these members
desire to take any course to bring 'Min-
isters to book they arc entitled to do so
in their own way, and must take the risk
at the same time of not merely injuring
their own Ministers, but of doing injury
to those who have been responsible for

their advent into politics and for the ad-
vent of the Government they arc to-day
supporting. I know the hon. gentleman
has taken the opportunity of drawing
attention to what he considers i-s the
shocking, attitude of those hon. members
sitting on this side of the House who
have taken exception to the action of the
Government in this particular, but who I
suppose have nrot forgotten that it
is not so very long since we had
a similar spectacle in this House.
I refer to the occasion when the
present leader of the Opposition in-
troduced a regulation affecting the
payment of fees in our primary schools,
to which regulation strong exception was
taken by a number of members sitting
behind his Government. Those members,
however, were not placed in the same
position as certain members supporting
the present Government who have sp~oken
during this dehate. On the occasion I
refer to, no mention was made that
the motion submitted by the then leader
of the Opposition to disallow that regola-

242t



2422 [ASSEMBLY.]

Lion in accordance with the Interpreta-
tion Act would be accepted by the Gov-
ernment as a no-confidence motion. it
was only after the debate on that motion
had proceeded for some time, and after
members supporting the then Govern-
ment had committed themselves in sup-
port of the motion, that an intimation
was made, for the purpose of bringing
members to heel, that the motion would
be regarded as one of no-confidence. The
House wvill recognise that immediately
the present motion was submitted, I in-
timated that I would accept it is one of
no-confidence.

Mr. Bolton: The same thing applied
to the motion regarding the electric light
installation at Claremont.

The PREMIER: Yes, the same thirng
applied there. After all, the leader of
the Opposition cannot complain if the
present Government follow an example
set by himself. The honmenihber will surely
appreciate that members sitting behind
the Government would, if they acted as
he desires and turned the Government
out, be throwing over not only the Gov-
ernment for this lpaxticular motion but
also their own prinioples in connection
with other matters likely to arise in the
near future.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Such a course
would be political suicide.

The PREMIER: As regards the clues-
tion raised by the leader of the Opposi-
tion about secret contracts, I think !I
have heard something about being care-
ful not to throw stones if one lives in a
glass house. From the indignation ex-
pressed by the leader of the Opposition,
one would imagine that he and his party
had never dreamt of any such thing as
entering into private contracts or private
agreements, that such a suggestion would
be absolutely baseless and absurd. Let
me say right here that whatever may
have been the agreements we have en-
tered into, they were absolutely, apart
from politics. We bad no knowledge of
the political beliefs of the people with
whom we made the agreements, and in
making them we had no desire to do any-
thing to help ourselves politically. Fur-
ther, there are no family relationships in

these agreements. In view of these cir-
cumstances, our secret agreements or
secret contracts will perhaps compare
more than favourably with those made
by our friends opposite.

Hon. Frank Wilson: There never has
been a family arrangement in my case.

The PREMIER: I will mention two
instances of secret agreements or con-
tracts made by the previous Goverament.
In the first place, a Government of which
the present leader of the Opposition was
a member purchased the Crawley estate.
They purchased that estate secretly, and
let me add that the Minister who was
charged with the responsibility of deal-
ing with all matters affecting resump-
tions-and that was the then Mlinister
for Works. MEr. Daglish-haa the pur-
chase submitted to him for consideration.
He wvent along to Cabinet and reported
against the resumption or the purchase
of the Crawley estate, and Cabinet turned
the proposal down. But when somebody
else came along, namely the Hon. Charles
Sommers-

Mr. Bolton: With a commission.

The PREMIER: When the Hon.
Charles Sommers came along from St.
George's-terrace, and offered the Gov-
ernment the Crawley estate-

Mr. Bolton: It was the Dalkeith es-
tate.

The PREMIER: Yes, the Dalkeith
estate.

Ron. Frank Wilson: Abi, now!
The PREIER: When the Hon.

Charles Sommers, who by the way is a
political supporter of our friends op-
posite, came along with a similar pro-
position some months afterwards, a pro-
position at the same figure, it was not
submitted to the Minister charged with
the responsibility of reviewing all such
matters. The matter wvas not submitted
to the Works Department again, for the
purpose of reconsideration. The pro-
posal went direct into Cabinet, and the
purchase was completed.

Air. Allen: What did Mr. Sommers
get out of it, when it is all boiled down?

The PREMIER: I am not worrying
about that at all.
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Mr. Milen: A paltry commission, too
paltry to make words about.

The PREMIER: This is all paltry.
Again, is it not a fact that other pur-
chases were made by the previous Gov-
ernment secretly? Is it not a fact that
even Sir John Forrest himself privately
or secretly purchased the Great Southern
Railway? And that was one of the beat
deals ever made. Sir John Forrest made
that purchase without any Parliament-
ary authority of any description.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It was all sub-
ject to Parliamentary sanction.

*The PREM,%IER: Sir John Forrest was
applauded for having made that pur-
chase because it happened to turn out
successful. Had he failed eventually to
obtain Parliamentary consent-

Hon. Frank Wilson: The matter would
have fallen through.

The PREMIER: It would not have
fallen through, because the purchase was
an executive act, and Sir John Forrest
took full authority for it.

Mr. Allen: Two -wrongs do not make
a right.

The PREMIER: Of course, two
wrongs do not make a right. Is it not
a fact that the James Government pur-
chased lands at Fremantle secretly?

Mr. James Gardiner: No. It was the
Leake Government.

The PREMIER: Were the Leake
Government ever blamed for having
done that?

The Minister for Works: The land
purchased is very handy to-day.

The PREMIER: The Leake Govern-
ment were not blamed, because they
acted in the best interests of the State,
and because to have acted otherwise
than they did would have meant thous-
ands of pounds extra cost to the State.
They were not condemned because they
took action which was essential for con-
serving the best interests of the State.
The Avondale estate, again, was pur-
chased secretly; and from whom was it
purchased? Fifty-five thousand pounds
was paid for it, and where is the man
to-day who will maintain that the price
paid was a fair one, judging from con-
ditions obtaining at this moment?

11r, Allen: Do you disapprove of such
a thing?

The PREMIER: I am not saying
that we do not disapprove of it.

Mr. Alien: Do you always disapprove
of such things?

The PREMIER: I am now dealing
with the leader of the Opposition, who
would lead the House to believe, and
new members in particular to believe,
and also the public to believe, that the
only Government who ever did such a
thing as enter into a contract without
calling for public tenders are the pre-
sent Government.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Yes, you are the
only Government.

The PREMIER: We are the only
Government who ever did that?

Mr. George: Yes, and you made a
botch of it, too.

The PREMIER: I am stating the ab-
solute facts, practically without any
comment at all, and merely for the pir-
pose of showing that those people who
are so apt to throw stones live in glass
houses too. The Claremont electric
lighting contract everybody knows all
about. Members supporting the then
Government are aware that no tenders
were called, and that the work was let
privately to a member of the family.
Exception was taken to it. Howeverdid
the present leader of the Opposition
when the question of payment of fees in
our primary schools was under discus-
sion get up and say to his supporters,
"If you support the motion and let the
other side get in, your whole policy as
a party goes by the board; that -will be
the result if you vote against the Gov-
ernment because you do not agree with
us as regards this particular motion?"
Did the present leader of the Opposition
take that course then? No. It was an
entirely different proposition. For 24
hours the hon. gentleman has seen
glimmering before him the prospect of
again occupying the Treasury Bench, of
again holding power in this State. He
was not anxious to come over here for
the purpose of carrying the State
through difficult times; but be is anx-
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ious to come over here now, and I will
tell the House why. His desire is to get
an opportunity of passing a Redistribu-
tion of Seats Bill, and that means again
bludgeoning the country into support-
ing a policy which the majority of the
people of this State would not accept if
they were given a fair opportunity of
expressing an opinion on it. That is the
secret of this whole business. Any mem-
ber sitting on this side of the House,
whatever his quarrel might be with any
Minister, would be a traitor to those who
sent him here, and a traitor to himself if
lie allowed such a consideration to weigh
with him when giving his vote. The
desire of members opposite is to come
over here for the purpose of doing what
every other Liberal Government in Aus-
tralia have done when they found that
numbers were against them, and that is
to bring about a redistribution of seats,
so as to save their faces, and to remain
in office. I do not want to pursue this
matter further than to say that our
friends opposite need not appearto be o
indignant at the possibility of a member
on this side of the House disagreeing
with his Ministers and at the same time
not voting them out of office for the
purpose of putting in the leader of the
Opposition. Members of the party on
this side of the House have the power
to turn us out if they like. The Labour
Government are elected by the members
of the party and we can be pat out by
the members of the party. We are situ-
ated differently from our friends oppo-
site, who have to go to the farmers of
St. George's terrace to obtain directions
as to how they shall vote. The leader
of the Opposition, with his catchy
amendment, hoped at the last moment
to be able to leg-rope one or two Labour
members, but the amendment is not
likely to have the effect he desires. When
the time arrives that a member on this
side of the House is no longer going to
adhere to the principles he believes to he
right, we need not worry ourselves about
the attitude of the member. The amend-
ment is not likely to cause any member
on this side to take the action the leader
of the Opposition desires.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. 'Margaret) (2.14
a.uj: The leader of the Opposition in
moving the amendment must have real-
ised that his political ingenuity would
not capture for him one or two votes.
The bon. member specially mentioned my
name. He said T spoke in most denun-
ciatory terms of (he Government, hut
that by some means I was brought to
heel. I think it was an unfair statement
to make, because I clearly explained to
the House in my remarks before the vote
was taken that on this occasion I was a
free agent. I emphasised that. I emphia-
sised also that there were times in this
House when I was brought to heel, but
that on this occasion I voted on my own
initiative, and the leader of the Opposi-
tion, having known me for so long, should
have accepted that statement. On this
occasion I was not whipped, and I do
not think the amendment of the leader
of the Opposition will whip me either.
With the subtlety that he is capable of,
the leader of the Oppos4iou tried to put
a brand on my unsophisticated colleague,
the member for Wilhiarns-Narrogin (Mr.
E. B. Johnston). Then he transferred
his affections to the member for Gerald-
ton (Mr. Heitmant) and met with a
similar fate. Then he said to himself.
"I will pin my faith on the member for
Mt. Mlargaret." He said that to himself
with bland simplicity, but the stern
features of the member for Pingelly (Mr.
Hickmott) declared "He is too old a bird
to be caught with chaff." I want to tell
the leader of the Opposition that his
inference from my remarks in regard
to the purchase of the steamships is not
correct. I opposed the Government on
the question because they acted uncon-
stitutionally. I opposed them single
handed on this side of the House when
the numbers were 36 to 14. 1 said they
had acted unconstitutionally; I said it
then and I say it now. The leader of
the Opposition dragged that in to sup-
port the flimsy arguments he used in
favour of the amendment. It is not my
desire to support his amendment. I have
decided to support the amendment moved
by the member for Menzies. If the leader
of the Opposition seriously wishes to
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xalovk an amendmwent he should devise one
which will appeal to the reason of hon.
members. The amendment is too flimsy.
There are times when party polities
strain a mans principles. The strain on
thle present occaswn has been unusually
severe in my case.

.Mi. Allen: Read your speech of the
10th Auigust.

\Iv. TAYLOR: That was the day of
in'v motion. I did not speak at all. I
(10 not think ihe amendment has any
(ehantce of success. Indeed, I believe the
mover of it must realise ihat himself.
it svems to tue the leader of the 0 ppo-
salion has moved this merely as a subter-
fture to provide opportunity for drag-
ging in references for which the original
motion did niot afford scope.

Air. GEORGE (M1urray-Wellinglon)
[ 2.25 a.J.): I have been much amused
by the remarks of the hon. member.

Mr. O'Loghlen: Not half as mutch as
we ate by you. You are an amusing cuss.

Mr. GEORGE: Then at least I am of
some uise. It was amusing to hear the
member for ltt. 'Margaret, especially in
view of that speech referred to by the
membler for 'West Perth (Air. Allen), in
which the member for Mt. Alargaret de-
clared that the Government were practic-
ally placing their party in the position
of having to vote against their prnciples
on the question of secret contracts.

Mr, Taylor: T. admit that.
Mr. GEORGE: He objected to it very

strongly.
Mr. Taylor: So T do to-night. It will

never happen again.
-Mr. GEORGE: The Premier referred

to the purchase of the Great Southern
railway. That was not bought as a secret
contract; it was cried from the house
tops. It was brought properly before
Parliament and confirmed by Parliament.
When was the question of the Wyndham
freezing works brought before PArlia-
Pinent?

The Minister for Works : Are you
going to start that all over again?

M,%r. GEORGE: If the Premier wishes
to talk about secret contracts, he can
have more of it.

.Ir. Hudlson : Was your appointment
as Commisqsioner of Railways a secret
contract?

.- GEORGE: 'No. Does the hon. mem-
ber dare lo say I did not give value to
tile Slate for what I received?

Mir. Hudson: It is doubtful.
JMr. Heitiaunn: I do nupt think you

did,
Mr. Tay' lor: You made a good job of

it, old Chap.
A]r. l-eittnnnn: To thle best of his

ability, v which is very poor.
Mr. GEORGE:- The hon. member

knows nothing- about my ability. He only
knows that hie could not obtain employ-
ment under nc ait six bob a dlay.

Mr. Heilman: I would not talk my-
self into a job, as you did.

Mr. GEORGE: There are some things
Iley ond the ability even of the hon, mem-
ber. He has to-nighit talked himself into
the piosition of assailing his Government
on high principles, and he has sold his
conscience for the protection of party.
In regard to the Dalkeith property, I
only know that is was recommended by
Mr. Daglish and purchased wider the
Public Works Act for the purposes of
public utility, for £11,500. It does not
matter whether Mr. Sommers got a corn-
mission for selling it. The question is
whether it was a secret contract, and the
answer is that it was not.

Mir. Bolton: Who gives the answer!
Mfr. GEORGE: I have it from the

leader of the Opposition.
'.%r. Bolton: Why, he made the pur-

chase!
Mr. GEORGE: Under the Public

Works Act, which he was entitled to do.
The Premier: Hfe was not.
'Mr, FOLjEY (Leonora) [2.31 am]:

T oppose the amendment moved by the
lender of the Opposition. There are
members who, when they rise to speak,
look as serious, as fair, and as virtuous
as is possible, and when they reach the
end of their remarks they introduce party
matters. 71he remarks of the leader of
the Opposition for a yen, long time past
prove conclusively that party motives have
dominated his opinion, his vote, and his
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speeches in this House. To take a vote
on his amendment would be quite unfair
to members of the Country party. It is
unfair to ask them to express an opinion
on any question in this House until they
have consulted their joss in St. George's-
terrace. On this question, they have not
been instructed how to vote, and it is un-
fair of the leader of the Opposition to
place them in such a position. Reference
has been made to members being brought
to heel. Even' member on the Govern-
ment side was as free to vote on this par-
ticular qbnestion as on any other question.

Mr. Alleii: How long have you been
free?

Llr. FOLEY: If members consult the
constitution of the Labour party, they
will find that members are free to vote
as they like, even when -the fate of the
Government is at stake.

Mr. Allen: For how long9

Mr. FOLEY: For years. We are more
free to vote than our opponents sitting
in the alleged Liberal corner of the
Chamber, or our friends who are dictated
to by certain people altogether outside of
politics, dominated by a consideration
for only the farming interests as they
affect the middle-man of this State. Then
they talk about freedom of action and
wax wrath because members on the Gov-
ernment side exercise freedom of action.
It is a travestyv on freedom for the Coun-
try party to claim that the Labour party
are forced to rote in any way other than
as conscience dictates. There have been
instances in this Chamber where the leader
of the Opposition-not the Liberal Gov-
ernment-has insisted on questions being
decided on party line;, and there are
members at present in this Chamber who
were brought to heel by that hon. gentle-
man. There was an instance of this on
the education question.

MAr. Allen: How long& ago?

Mir, FOLEY: Long enough to prove a
lack of sincerity on that side of the
House. Mr. Veryard, then member for
Balkatta, stated-

I regret lpersonally the attitude taken
up by the Government in reference to

this question. I had intended to sup-

port -the motion before the House, be-
cause my sympathies are in that direc-
tion. I think that it is a very import-
ant matter, and that the results are
very important; but I do not think it
is of sufficient importance for me to
vote against the Government. I do not
think the amount of saving to be rea-
lised, as suggested by the Minister, is
sufficient to put the poor parents in the
position they will he placed in in re-
gard to the education of their children,
and I do not think that sufficient has
been put before us as to why the free
education system should be departed
from. But the cquestion is placed be-
fore ns, "Are we to support the Gov-
ernnment or Opposition?7" I have been
elected to support the Government. I
am prepared to take the responsibility
uder the circumstances of supporting
the Govern ment. Being elected to this
House to support the Government . I
intend to oppose the motion with a
view to supporting the Government.

Turning to the division on that occasion,
we find that Mr. Veryard came to heel,
and that Mr. Ewing. then member for
Collie, did the same, and a member now
in Ainother place, Mr. Carson, did like-
wise ojj a principle that any Australian
politician should hold dear, namely, free
education. Yet members of the Opposi-
tion talk about us coming to heel. From
the party standpoint, the members I have
mentioned did what was absolutely
Wrong, and they' did it at the -dictation
and behest of one man, the present leader
of the Opposition. Notwithstanding the
crocodile tears occasionally shed by the
member for Murray-Wellington, members
on that side of the House persist in
putting party before everything. On one
occasion, a motion was tabled in this
Rouse in connection with a ease in which
a bad business deal was proved. I refer
to the Berteaux ease at flavyhurst, when
the present Minister for Mines brouLght
evidence to prove that this man did nol
do the work he was paid to do. The
member for MNunay-Wellington at that
time stated-

2426



[11 NOVEMBER, 1915.] 22

I have not had an opportunity of
perusing the whole of tbe pape-rs. 1
have heard what members have said,
and I have no reason to doubt that the
matters they have stated as facts from
the files are -facts, hut I should have
been better pleased bad I been able to
master the whole of the papers before
us. .. I belong to what may be called
the extremists. I do not know any
middle course when there is a straight
one before me.. . A man is not worth
sticking to if he does not stick to his
mate ini adversity as well as in pros-
perity. I have bad 30 years in Aus-
tralia. and one thing that has pleased
me more here than anything else is
that, when a man has a mate, he sticks
to him, and I have found very few
men who have ever "turned dog" on
their mates, and I hope to God I shall
never meet any more. .. I am not pre-
pared to vote for this motion when its
result will be to put out tfie Govern-
inent which T am sent here to support.

Leaving party out altogether, and com-
ing down to the private member, we had
in this ease a man who, when something
was absolutely proved to he shady, if not
worse, sacrificed his principles and every-
thing else for the sake of keeping his
party in power. I am not altogether in
favour of the contract let for the Wynd-
ham freezing works, but-

Mr, Allen: You are going to do like-
wise.

Mr. FOLEY: I have listened to most
of the di'seussion, and have read the files
to a great extent. I think now, even if
I am on my own in this Chamber, that
so far as these men are concerned I am
going to keep them out of office. I
still want further evidence and further
proof that there was anything other
than good administration in this direc-
tion. We may not he at one as to the
methods that were employed, but I be-
lieve these men were imbued with the
best of ideal;, and that they used the
best means in their power in the carry-
ing out of their work. If the House is
not with them we cannot help it. No
one on this side of the House has ever

been forced to vote in any particular
direction. When there has been any
momentous question before them mem-
bers of the alleged Liberal party have
been brought to heel, and we have the
spectacle to-night for the first time of this
infant party, the Country paty', being
brought unfairly to heel to condemn the
Government before they have even heard
the reasons as to why the Government
took the action which they did,

Mr. Griffiths: Rot 1
Mr. FOLEY : Nothing else but rot

could emanate from the hon. member.
Re wants powellising. I wish to enter
my protest against the amendment of the
leader of the Opposition, believing as I
do that the amendment moved by the
member for M~enzies (Mr. _Mullany)
covers all the ground, and I only wish to
say that when members talk about others
being brought to heel we want something
more tangible than they have given us to
date to prove that we on this side of the
Rouse are able to he brought to heel, and
they will have to tell me a great deal
more to convince me that they on their
part were not brought to heel on every
occasion.

Mr. GRIFFITHS (York) [2.43 a.m.]:
lIt has been interesting to see the marked
difference between the spirit of members
on the Government side of the House to-
night as compared with the spirit which
prevailed amongst them yesterday.

Mr. Green: What about the contrast
on the side of the Opposition?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: That does not con-
cern me at the present time. That differ-
ence was very marked when I came into
the Rouse to-day. It was interesting- to
note the general good spirits which lpre-
vailed and the hilarity which was evident
in members of the other side of the
Rouse, and one wondered what had hap-
pened. I must congratulate the Govern-
ment upon the recovery of their spirits,
and upon the adroitness of the hon.
member who framed the motion which
caused the three gentlemen of his party
to be brought to book. I also congratu-
late the member for Williams-Narrogin
(Mr. E. B. Johnston) upon the acobatic
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display which he has given to us this
evening. I think we might well advertise
that these three hon. members are fit to
take an engagement in the nearest circus
and to pose as champions in their own
particula~r line. The versatility of the
member for Williams-Narrcgin would
certainly serve as a good examlple.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: You were expect-
lug to become Minister for Education.

The Premier: You overlooked the fact
that if you became Minister for Educa-
tion Hlamittil could not 'write your
sp)eeches.

Mr. GRIFFITHS Hammill had
nothing to do with niy speeches.

The Premier: Or else you had to do
with his articles.

Mr. GRIFF~ITHS: Never mind about
that. That is apart from the question.
It is very nice indeed to hear the fine
patriotic spirit enunciated by the mem-
ber for Williamis-Narrogin. He is all
on the patriot side and has veered com-
pletely round. His was a very fine
gymnastic speech. It is patriotism, of
course. 'When we go into the matter
carefully and listen to all that has been
said we find that there is a terrible lot
of flag waving in regard to that bon.
member's constituency. I once heard the
member for Bunbury (Mr. Thomas) say
of that hon. member that he would vote
for any railway even if it went through
the Sahara desert so long as it finished
up in the Williams-Narrogin eleet6rate.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Quite right.
Mr. GRIFFITHS: A great deal has

been done on the same parochial lines.
The subject matter of the debate has
been well thrashed out. We have had
pretty well every point put before us
and innumerable facts and figures. I
thought, however, that I would like to
congratulate those three hon. members,
upon which so much attention has been
centred, upon their acrobatic feat.

Mr. THOMAS (Bunhury' ) (2.47 anm.]
I have listened attentively this evening
to the unsavoury squabble which has
taken place in this Chamber. I do not
think that in the 'course of my five years
political life I have witnessed anything

so undignified as that which has been
presented to this Chamber during the
last two days. We have the spectacle of
tlhe leader of the Opposition supporting
the member for Nfurray-Wellington (Mr.
George) in his attempt to framne a mo-
ion which would have the effect of oust-

ing the Labour party from office, and
incidentally serve to p~lace those gentle-
men in the seats which Ministers now
occupy. That the motion was prompted
by any consideration for the good gov-
ernment of Western Australia or of the
people within our borders I do not be-
lieve.

Mr. Thomson: Be fair.
Mr. THOMAS: I have tried to he

fair. So far as my personal action is
concerned it does not matter to me which
party occupies the Treasury benches. If
there is anything that I have to say
against the Government I will always
say it as fairly as I can possibly do. I
ani not seeking to place a halo around
my head like some bon. members, par-
ticularly like the member for Murray-
Wellington. It would be saddening, if
it was not degrading to the public life
of this State, to see men grow so hungry
for office that they are prepared to stoop
to -any subterfuge, no matter how mean
and paltry it may be, if they can dis-
place one band of men from office with
the object of taking the badge of office
unto themselves.

Mr. Gilchrist: Do not you think it is
degrading to impute such motives?

Mr. THOMAS: I never think it de-
grading to speak the truth. "I am in the
place where I am demanded of conscience
to speak truth, and therefore the truth
I speak, impugn it whoso list." If I
live in politics to be as old as Methuselah
I hope I may never reach the Treasury
bench by such means. I can see the sad-
dened, pained, disappointed gloom gath-
ering around the features of the member
for Canning (Mr. Robinson).

Mr. Robinson: Do not talk nonsense
at 3 in the morning.

Mr. THOMAS: Before the division
I could see the longing, hoping look, the
look of absolute 'yearning which the mem-
ber for Canning cast towards the seat
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of the Attorney General. The bon. mem-
ber appeared to be saying to himself,
"At last it is almost within my grasp."'
But when the disappointment comes
there is weelping and wailing and gnash-
ing- of teeth. Disappointment is written
upon the bon. member's featuares. After
all, when the motion which had some
claim to be considered a fair fighting
move, some shadowy' claim of that nature,
was defeated, where was the sportsman-
like spirit of the Opposition? Even after
their hope was shattered, one more effort
was made by a subterfuge, by some
roundabout method, to secure a straggler
from the Government side, who might be
lured by the bait to come over.

Mr. Thomson: This is quite pathetic.
Mfr. THOMAS: It is the moat path-

etic scene I have witnessed in my five
years of Parliamentary life. I hope I
shall never witness such a scene again.
After the long, weary speech delivered
by my boa, friend-

Air. Bolton: It was pointless to the
v-erge of distraction.

Mr. THOMAS: It seems to me that
a very strange departure has occurred in
the political life of Western Australia.
We have witnessed that departure here
to-nighit. and it is a departure from the
honest representation of the people in
this Parliament, 1 am of the opinion
that an attempt is being made by a body
outside this Parliament, by indirect
means to deprive the people of their just
and rightful representation in this House.

Mr. Male: Has the Trades Hall been
at it again?1

Mr. THOMNAS: We have the -pitiful
spectacle of a party being called away
from this Chamber to meet elsewhere for
the purpose of receiving the dictates of
a body outside Parliament--dictates. in-
structing the members of that paty how
they shall vote upon a motion that has
never been discussed in the House. We
have the sad spectacle of a body' of
members elected in good faith to this
House, controlled by another body who
are in no sense representative of the
people. 'Those hon. members must vote
on this occasion in the way theft irre-
sponsible masters direct them to vote.

Mr. Gilchrist : Do not your Labour
conferences dictate to you how you shall
vote ?

M1r. THOMAS: No,
The Premier: We go to our constitu-

enuts for our policy.
Mfr. Male -: You are brought to heel

every time.
MFr. Gilchrist : 'What about the refer-

enduim question? Have you not been dic-
tated to by the Labour conference?

Mr. THOMAS : I have never been dic-
tated to by any body outside Parliament.
Ever;'N Labour man who enters Parliament
d-oes it by accepting certain principles.
If lie believes in those principles, lie
pledges 'him self to. maintain them. if
lie does not believe in them, be does not
enter Parliament as a Lahour mnember.
Now I wvant to ask this question in all
seriousness : Whlat would be the pmosition
of Parliament if each party in this
Chamber could be directed how to cast
their votes b 'y a body outside, if every
party could be directed beforehand how
to vote on a matter which has never been
discussed in Parliament!

Mr. MKale: You ought to know most
about that.

Mr. THOMAS: No matter what argui-
nients might be adduced, no matter how
unjust, unfair, or untruthful might he
the assertions made, no matter what eln-
quence or proof or justification might be
advanced, no matter how convincingly a
ease might be argued, all this would not
alter by one iota the instruct ions hon.
members have received from outside.
What a pitiful spectacle! To what a
position is Parliament coming in Western
Australia, when people in St. George's-
terrace can dictate, uinder conceivable
circumstances, the life or death of a Gov-
ernnment. Where is argument. where i.9
reason, where is the benefit of our hein t.
elected by the people, if a certain pro-
portion of members can be so hound and
shackLled that they have no will or direc-
tion of their own but must obey the in-
structions of people outside thlis House
to overthrow or support Government as
die case mayv be? Supposing our friends
had been fortunate enough for them-
selves to win their way to the Treasuiry
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bench-which would have been to the mis-
fortune of this country-how do they
know that they might not be a week in
power before instructions ease from St.
George's-terrace to the members of the
Country party to vote against the new
Government? The members of that party
make no complaint. They do not even
express their opinions here. So far as I
am aware, only one member of that party
has spoken in this debate, and he said
very little. The Country party are pre-
pared to march into this Chamber and
cast their vote as directed from outside.
Whlere is responsible Government, where
is the representation of the people, when
menl who have never been elected to this
Chamber, who should iave no voice here,
and who . uinder ordinary circumstances,
could never get here,' have the right to
tell those who are elected by misguided
people, "Go and obey our commands;
von have no voice; we do not want your
opinions; we cannot trust Your judg-
ment as to whether you shall1 support this
motion in the House or not:. gio, like
dumb driven cattle, and do what we tell
you,, ?

Mr. SPEAKER: The lion, member
should not make a speech of this char-
acter. I do not think it will help us
through. I think we had better get back
to the motion.

Mr. TH OMAS: I will obey your
wishes, ?vlr. Speaker. I felt strongly on
this matter, and I thank you for having
allowed mae the opportunity of exPres-
sing my views. On the general discus-
sion I should like to say that, in common
with many others, 1 amn not altogether
pleased with the result of the Nevanas
contract; hut I am satisfied that the Gov-
erunment in taking the course they' (iid,
were actuated by thie best motives so far
as Western Australia is concerned. I am
not one of those who are going to try
and be wise after the event;- nor shall I
say what T could have done, after I know
all the facts. The most astute member
of this House, the most astute business,
man in the State, might have made the
same mistakes. While I may disagree
with some one action of the Government,
I still recognise their honesly of Iun'-

pose, and I1 will personally never dream
of voting them out of office to put int
office a body of people in whom I have
no. conifidence whatever and with whom I
disagree on a hundred and one different
points. For that reason, so far as I am
concerned, my vote will be cast for the
Government on this occasion and onl
future occasions, while I consider the
Labour policy as a wvhole worthy of sup-
port and while I consider the Labour
Ministry are doing their duty by Western
Australia.

Amendment (Hon. Frank Wilson's)
put and a division taken with the follow-
in,- result:-

Ayes
Noes 21

Majority against

Ayss.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr,
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr'
Mr.
Mr.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
M r.
MIr.
M~r.

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.

Allen
Connolly
Cunningham
STat Gardiner
George
Gilchrlat
Griffiths
Hardwick
Hickniott
Letroy

Angwln
Carpeter
Chesson
Collier
Foley
Green
Hellmann
Holman
Hudson
Johnson
Johnston

2

WIr, Mitchell
M r. Please
Mr. Robinson

IMr. Smith
Mr. Thomnson
Mr. Veryard
Mr. Wanebrough
Mr. F. Wilson

Mr. Male
(Teller.)

Noss.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
MIIr.

Mcnowll
Mullany
O'Loghl11eo .
Scaddan
B. J. Stubbs
Thomas
Underwood
Walker
A- A. Wilson
Doiton

, Teller) -

PI LK.
For &gaiuzt

Mr. Harrison M r. Munsie
Mr. WIadoA]Mr. Price

Amendmentl thus negatived.
Question (Mr. Mtullany's amendment)

put and p)assed.

House adjourned at 3.5 a.mn. (Friday).
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