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And it goez on to say that whoever makes
a bet shall be liable to penalty of not more
than £104. It seems to me that the intro-
duetion ol the word *bookmaker” weakens
the whole clause because it is shown in the
definition that bookmaker may be a persen
who anly partly gains his lvelihood by mak-
ing beis, However, if the Government are
satisfied that it covers the whole position I
shall not complain; but I would like io see
the clauses gambler-proof, lo quote an ex-
pression used by Mr. Cullen, because we
have some very clever gentlemen to contend
wilh in conneclion with the gambling evil.
I bave read the different clauses of the Bill
and they are certamnly very drastie, bat in
my opinion they reyuire to be drastic in
order fo meet the situation. T think the
House shonld consider carefully every clause,
give close atlention to them, and see that
every provision is made in the direction of
preventing any loophole being availed of
for the purpose of evading the law. I have
much pleasure in supporting  the second
reading of the Bill.

On mation by Hon. W. Kingsmill, debate
arljourned.

BILLS (3)—FIRST READING.
1. Special Lease {Stirling Estate).
2. Treasury Bills Act Amendment.
3. Kingia Grass Tree Concession.
Received from the Legislative Assembly.

BH.IS (2)—RETURNED FROM LEGIS-
LATIVE ASSEMBLY.

1. Zoological Gardens Acet Amendment.
2, Execution of Instruments.
Without amendment,

House adjourned at 6.18 p.m.

23]

Tegislative Hssembly,
Wednesriny, &l Nucember, 1916.
Page
Paper prescented . 731
Questions : Resldent Magistmte w }nd.hnm .. 731
Finnnces, Advisory Committee's Report. .. L
Educatlon Departiment Ofices .. . .. 732
Poison Lands, Repricing .. P
Agricultural Produce, Marketing Facilities .. 732
Railway Fares and l-relghts. Goods (,lasslﬂcation,
Inereases in Inres . . 732
Geological Survey anch parlk.ulars .. .. 733
Billa: Specla) Lease (Stirling Lstate), 3R, .. .. 133
Treasury Billa Act Amendment, 3R. .. .. 733
Kingin Grmss Tree Concesslon, . .- .. 133
Execution of Instruments, 3r. .. . 733
Zoologica! Gardens Act Amendmem. 3R. .. 733
Pennaocnt Heserve (No. 1), returned | oo 4l
Metlons: Blis Involving Exienditure 733
Rallway Irregularitiésa, ease of Hugh Mchod.
to Inqulre . 743
Notional Cxbinet during ‘War Time .. . 751
Freezing Works, Wynttham, Nevanasg' Contract 7561
Papers : Rem.issmnj of Secantence, Case oi Marlp
Guidottl . M1
The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30
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PAPER PRESENTED.
By the I'remier: Commissioner of Taxa-
tion, report for year ended 30th June, 1916.

QUESTION—RESIDENT MAGISTRATE,
WYNDHAM.

Me. W, D, JOHNSON {without notice)
asked the 'remter: As telegrams are being
received, from public meetings at Wyndham,
serionsly reflecting on the integrity and gen-
eral administration of the loeal Resident
Magistrale, will the Premier take an early
opportunity to explain to the Legislative As-
sembly what action the Government contem-
plate taking to protect public rights and
liherties?

The PREMIER replied: This is a matter
under the control of the Attorney General.
T will confer with my colleague, and fake an
apportunity of making a statement to the
House.

QUESTION—FINANCES, ADVISORY
COMMITTEE'S REPORT.

Mr. SCADDAN asked the Treasurer:
Will he make available the report of the
advisory committee, consisting of the Audi-
tor General, the Under Treasarer, and the
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Commissioner of Taxation, referred to by
bim as having reported on the financial posi-
tion as at 30th June last? -

The TREASURER replied: Yes. The re-
port will be made available.

QUESTION—EDUCATION DEPART-
MENT OFFICES.

Mr. MUNSIE asked the Premier: 1 When
were the buildings now occupied by the Edo-
eation Department acquired? Are they being
leased, and, if so, what rent is being paid?
2, If ihe Government have obtained the free-
hold, from whom was the purchase made,
and what was the cost to the State? 3, What
use, if any, do the Government intend to
make of the buildings vacalted by the Educa-
tion Department at the corner of Hay and
George-streets?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Lease com-
menced on 21st Qectober, 1916, The premises
are being leased for a term of three years.
The rent is £550 per annum, the landlord
paying rates and taxes, except excess water.
2, The Government have not obtained the
freehold, nor is this under contemplation. 3,
Alternative proposals are under considera-
tion.

QUESTION—POISON LANDS, RE-
PRICING.

Mr, GRIFFITHS asked the Mipister for
Lands: 1, Is he aware that applieations for
repricing of poison lands, as formulated in
the Repricing Bill, are heing refused on ac-
count of non-payment of back rents? 2,
Why are not these rents heing paid by the
Indnstries Assistance Board, as was intended
when the Bill was passed? 3, Will he see
that where applieation is made settlers are
assisted in thiz direction?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS replied:
1, Applieations for reduction of price are
not being refused. but the reduetions eannot
be carried into effect until rents are paid at
the original rate fo 31st Decemher, 1915, as
provided in the Land Act Amendment Act,
1915. 2, Rents are being paid by 1be Indus-
tries Assistance Board in the case of selee-
tors who have had advances under Clauses
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{a) and (b) of Section 9 of the Industries
Assistanee Act. 3, Every assistance is given
to setilers applving for reduction of prices
of poison lands.

QUESTION — AGRICULTURAL PRO-
DUCE, MARKETING FACILITIES.
Mr. GRIFFITHS asked the Minister for

Agrienlture: If the Government cannot pro-
vide better marketing accommébdation for
produce, or, as an alfernative temporary
proposal, will they run in temporary sidings
to the Roe-street and Marquis-street mar-
kets?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: It is not eonsidered advisable at the
present time to pul in temporary sidings at
the Roe-street and Marnuis-street markets.

QUESTIONS (3)—RAILWAY FARES
AND- FREIGHTS.

Goods Classification,

Mr. SCADDAN asked the Honorary Min-
ister: What goods are classed in the Rail-
way Rate Book under Classes 1, 2, and 3%

The HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
J. D. Connolly) replied: Reference to the
classificalion rates for merchandise and live-
stock will afford the hon. gentleman the
fullest information at a glance.

Inereases i Fares.,

Mr. CARPENTER asked the Honorary
Minister: 1, What is the total sum, approxi-
mately. which the Government expect to re-
ceive from the recently inereased railway
fares? 2, Ts he correctly reported by the
TFest Australian in saying that this new im-
post is not for taxation purposes? 3, Will
railway pnssengers receive any additional or
extra services in return for the increased pay-
ments demanded of them? 4, If the increased
levy upon the travelling public is made wilh-
out giving extra services of equal value, on
what grounds does he contend that the in-
creased revenue so obtained is not taxation?

The HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
J. D. Connolly) replied: 1, For the financial
year, £30,000, 2, Yes. 3, No. 4, Betause
this is an increased charge for services ren-
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dered, and not taxation in the usual accept-
ance of the term.

My, MALE, for Mr. Veryard, asked the
Honorary Minister: 1, As the passenger
fares have been inereased on the railways
within the coastal areas, ig it the intention
of the Government te increase the railway
fares thronghout the railway system of the
State? 2, If not, why dre the electors of the
coastal areas selected for further charges?

The HONORARY MINISTER (Hon.
J. D. Connolly} replied: 1, No, not beyond
the increase on through fares, which natur-
ally follows from the increase on suburban
fares. 2, The electors of the coastal areas
are not selected for further charges as all
country people travelling through the sub-
urban area pay the same inerease. In any
case the suburban fares are on a much
cheaper basis than country fares.

QUESTION — GEOLOGICAL SURVEY
BRANCH, PARTICULARS.

Mr, ALLEN, for Mr. Smith, asked the
Minister for Mines: 1, What is the amount
expended annually in the npkeep of the
Geological Survey branch? 2, How much
has this branch eost the Siate during the
past 10 years? 3, How many officials are
at present employed in the Mines Depart-
fenl, Terth, and what is the aggregate sum
paid them in the form of salary per annum?
4, What practical advantage has the mining
industry derived from the reports and re-
gearches of geologists?

The PREMIER, for the Minister for
Mines, replied: 1, The average annual ex-
pemdliture for the past 10 years has been
£838+. 2, £83,847. 3, Eleven officers are
constantly employed, whote salaries total
£2,582 per annum, and two are partially em-
ployed, whose salaries total £1,356. 4, It is
impossible to pnt a money value on scientifie
researcl. though it is usvally admitted by all
civilised nations that sueh is essential for the
advancement of national industries.

BILLR (5)—THIRD READIXNG.
1, Special Lease (Stirling Estate).
2, Treasury Bills Act Amendment.
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3. Kingia Grass Trea Coneession,
Transmitted to the Couneil.

4, Execution of Instruments.

3, Zoological Gardens Aci Amendment.
Passed.

MQTION—BILLS INVOLVING EXPEN-
DITTRE.
Proposed Negw Standing Order.

Mr. CARPENTER (¥remantle) [4.48):
I move—

1, That in the opinion of this House no
Bill should be inlroduced or considered if
it containg any provision which is an
evasion of Slanding Order No. 387. ;2,
Thal the Standing Orders Committee be re-
guested to prepare a new Standing Order
in ncecordance with the foregaing resolu-
tion.

I have submitted this motion on aceount of
what occarred in connectiva with a certain
measure discussed hy the House last week.
Most hon. members are familiar with the
Standing Order, which reads as follows:—
It shall not be competent for a private
member to move the House inte a Com-
mittee of Supply or of Ways and Means,
nor into a Committee of the whole House
for imposing any tax, indent, or impost,
not shall it be competent Ffor a private
member in any such Commitfee to pro-
pose incresses on the amounts proposed
therein,
That Standing Order lays down a principle
which has been thoroughly established, not
only in this Parliament but in all British
Parliaments. 1t has been the practice of the
mother of Parliamenls for many vears past.
It has come into being on account of the
necessity which was found to exist in the
House of Commons for making the Govern-
ment of the day solely responsible for the
expenditure of public money. The prin-
ciple is =0 viial that one searcely needs to
spend time in arguing for it or stressing its
importance. It has remained for the Gov-
ernment of this Siate to do violence to that
established prineiple, and in so doing to lay
or.en themselves and succeeding Govern-
menis fo very grave difficulties and dangers
unless something be done to prevent a repe-
tition of what took place herc recently. The
Bill 10 whicl T refer was introduced by the
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member for Natanning (Mr. Thomson). The
invariable custom has been that when a pri-
vate imember introduced a Bill which created
a new impost or made a charge upon the
people, no consideration was given to the
measure unless the Government signified to
ihe House thal they would make themselves
responsible for the expendiiure which
the Bill involved. In this case, however, in-
stead of doing what has always been done
bitherto, the Government put ioto that Bill
a new proviso, which stated that the Bill
should operate ouly if provision were made
in the Estimates at some subsequent time for
the expenditure invelved, You, Sir, were
eulled npon to rule whelher or not the Bill
was in order, and you informed the House
that while you recognised that the proviso
to whieh I have referred was a subtle evasion
of Standing Owder 337, yon could not see
your way elear lo rule thai the Bill was out
of order on that aecount. Your remarks,
Sir, should have served to emphasise to mem-
bers just what a plaring departure that pro-
viso was from the ordinary and accepted
practice, not only of this House but of every
other British Parliament. As bearing upon
the subject, and as seeking to emphasise the
importance of what you recognised, I would
like to quote a few words from the eleventh
edition of May, page 598, as follows—
The Comtnons have faithfully main-
tained the duty and responsibility of the
Soveretgn and their own regarding the
custody of publie moungy and the imposi-
tion of charges upon the people by Stand-
ing Orders framed specially for that pur-
pose.
Tt was in accordance with that praetice of
the Tlouse of Commons that we framed simi-
lar Standing Orders to give ourselves and
the people, and the Government also, the
same protection, and one cannot help won-
dering what eould have led the Government
of the day to depart from an established
conslitutional practice and introduce into a
Bill 2 proviso which did violence to a prin-
ciple which bad bheen laid down by so emi-
neni an autkority, and which, so far as I
can cather, has never been attacked in this
way hefore. May then proceeds—
TUnder ihe practice thus established every
motion which in any way creates a charge
upon the public revenue or upon the rev-
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enues of India, must receive the recom-

mendation of the Crown before it can be

entertained by the House.
Proceeding, in the next paragraph, May
says—

Unless the recommendation of the Sov-

ereign enjoined by the Standing Orders he

signified in the manner mentioned in the

nexi paragraph, the Speaker cannot put

the question on a motion which comes

within the secope of the Standing Order.
[ am not going to say anything against your
raling, Sir, but I would like to point out
that so high an authority as May has laid it
down definiiely that the Speaker would have
been cuite within his rights in refusing to
allow that Bill to be introduced or eonsidered
at all.  Oune further short quotation from
May. This is in support of my own conten-
tion when sjeaking on the second reading of
that Bill, namely, that had the Government
st any time during the sceond reading sig-
nified their intemtion of bringing down the
necessary Message frum the Governor sane-
tioming that expendifure it would have been
all that was necessary. This is May's siate-
ment—

Tf satisfied that the motion wil receive
the Royal recommendaiion ithe Speaker
proyoses the motion as a question from (he
Chair, and therenpon a AMinister of the
Crown or a Privy Councillor signilies to
the Speaker of the ITouse that the motion
i* recommended by the Crown.

But instead of doing this, as should have
been done, ilie Government of the day not
only put in a proviso to evade the Sianding
Orders conlrary to all previous praclice, but
mdividual ipisters aclually beasied of
their cleverness in so doing.

The Premier: No.

The Minister for Works: There was no
boast. -

Mr. CARPENTER: T ask the Minister to
look up Hanserd of last weck. YWhen I
asked who was responsible for putting (hat
in he said—"Pretty clever is it not?”

The Minister for Works: That was only
EAreasm.

My, CARPENTER: The Minisler inter-
jected seriously in a hoastful spirit about
how clever he and his colleagites had been
to pnt in this evasive proviso. The words
are there in black and white. On a pre-
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vious occasion the Attorney General himself,
when I asked who was responsible for the
framing of this provision said—“I saw it
was all right.” We have, therefore, a con-
fession on the part of two of the Ministers
at least.

The Manister for Works: Who said that?

Mr. CARPENTER : We have a confession
that they were in full aceord with this
evasive proviso, and the Atforney General
hoasted that be had a hand in it, saying that
it was all right.

The Minister for Works: What an im-
agination you have,

Mr. Hudson: That is an absolute faet;
the Attorney General did say so.

Mr. Thomson: Not in the way you say
Le adid.

Mr. CARPENTER: Then, the Attorney
General having made that admission, tried
to do what the Minister for Works is deing
now, to disavow his own words not know-
ing that they were down against him in
black and white.

The Minister for Works: You read things
into it which are not there.

Mr. CARPENTER: I can read the hon.
member pretty clearly. The Government
of the day having been responsible for this,
are doing something which will merely re-
act upon their own heads. It is surely up
to the Government, no matter to which
party they may belong, to preserve intact
all the righis and privileges of this House.
It is due to the House that the Government
of the day should hold themselves respon-
sible, and continue to hold such responsi-
hility, for the expenditure of public moneys.
If that Bill had passed which contained
this dangerous innovation it would have
created a precedent which might have re-
acted upon the head of the Government.
If one private member, because he happens
to be on the side of the Government, and
can receive the connivance of the Govern-
ment in what he is doing, can bring in a
Bill with this dangerous proviso in it, then
it mayv happen that some other member who
is not on the Government side of the House,
hut who is an opponent of the Government,
may bring in a similar Bill.

Mr, Thomson: So he should.

735

Mr. CARPENTER: And if he ean get
a majority of the House to pass that Bill
against the Government

The Minister for Works:
ment would resign, of course.

Mr. CARPENTER: Then, of course, the
Government would be in an awkward posi-
tion. Although this question is of great
importance from the public point of view,
the Government have allowed themselves
to be misled into an action of this sort,
and now we have it from the Minister him-
self, who recognises that if someone on this
side of the House had done it, it might
have become a matter of life and death fo
the Government. That ought to convince
the Minister, if not the whole of the Gov-
ernment, of the extreme danger of what
they have been trving to do. I want to
put it beyond the power of any Govern-
ment to make a repetition of this danger-
ous practice. [ believe that DMinisters
themselves, if they wonld disregard this
matter altogether fom the point of view of
how it affects the Bill which we had before
us last week and consider it purely as a con-
stitutional matter, must agree with me that
it ought not to be within the power of any
Government to contravene the Standing
Orders and to break away from the estab-
lished prineiple and practice, which have
been observed almost for all time for the
preservation not omly of the people’s
rights, but the rights of this House and the
rights of the Government. I am, therefore,
asking the Honse to express an opinion on
the question, not as to how it affected that
Bill, which was introdueed by the member
for Kataoning (Mr. Thomson), hut purely
as a matter for the protection of the House
and to prevent a repetition of what has
taken place upon any other future Biil
that may be brought down. T take it that
an expression by the Honse upon this ques-
tion would be an imstruetion to the Stand-
ing Orders Committee to frame anew Stand-
ing Order, laying it down that if any Bill
introduced by any member in future eon-
tained a proviso of this sort, Mr. Speaker
should have no doubt whatever in ruling
that the Bill was a contravention of the
Standing Orders, and therefore rule it oat
of order. For this purpose I have much

The Govern-
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pleasure in moving the mofion standing 1u
my name,

Mr. THOMSON (Katanning) [5.7): As
the one who is partly responsible for this
allewed evasion of the Standing Orders,
concerning which the member for Fre-
mantle (Mr. Carpenter) protfesses to be so
anxious, I think that so far as our geueral
Standing Orders are concerned, the mem-
bers themselves are particularly anxious re-
varding them only when it suits (hem to be
0.

Mr. Taylor:
take up.

My, THOMSON: That is possibly the
pusition 1 would take up. 1f members will
turn {o No. 148 of the Rulezs of Debate,
they will find that no noise or interjection
is allowed during a debate.

Mr, Taylor: Why do you not stick to
the Standing Orders?

Mr, THOMSON: Whilst the established
prineiples of the House may have been
very good, I wonder if the hon. member is
prepared to go back to the olden days when
the doctors, if anyone had anything the
matter with bhim, used to bleed him.

Mr. Taylor:

That is the position you

That must bhave been In

your mind when you tried to fleece the
Treasury with your Bill.
Mr. THOMSON: Is the hon. member

prepared to stand by that prineiple, that
we should have no alteration lecause of
somie cusfom laid down awax in the hoary
past?

Mr. Carpenter: What you refer to was
not an established practice.

Mr. THOMSON: It was an established
custom and just as foolish as the stand
adopted by the honorary member. He
slates that he is anxious to preserve the
rights of the people. I maintain that the
righis of lhe people should be preserved.
If the hon. member has his wish carried
ouf, there is absolutely no need to
have a House of Parliament at all. Let six
Ministers be appointed and let them do just
as lhey like. If any private member of
thiis House is desirous of bringing a motion
before the House for its consideration, even
though if does involve expenditure, I think
this Iouse should have an opportunity of
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voicing its opinion and that the responsibil-
Uy should then rest upon the Governmenl of
saving whether they will carry out the wish
of ihe House. We claim that the majority
should rule, and I maintain that if a major-
ity of the House is desirous of having any
motion brought before it and the majority
passes any motion, & private member has
just as mueh right to have his motion earried
info effeet as a notion which is brought down
hy the Government.

Mr, Carpenter: We arve not dealing with
ile motion.

Mr, THOMSON: 1 consider that we are
sent by the peonle here to deliberate upon
imatters which affect the welfare of the coun-
try. 1 mainlain it is time we shouvld alter
some of lhe old established principles and
get down to a Jittle hit of ecommonsense.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is not

justified in saying that what has taken place
is nol commousense.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—

Sussex) [5.13]: Looking wupon (his
as an abstract molion, that in the
opinion  of this Honse there should
be mno evasion of our Slanding Orders
or the Consfitution Act, of course I

conld lake no exeeplion to the motion whieh
has been proposed by the member for Fre-
manlle {Mr. Carpenter). T do, however,
{ake strong exception to the manner in which
he proposed his motion, and the evident
blame which he aitaches Lo the present Gov-
eranment on aceount of a Bill whieh was in-
trodueed by the member for Katanning (M,
Thomson) last week. 1 wish to point out
that if the hon. member has any quarrel at
all it is not with the Government upon
whieh he wishes to saddle that responsibility,
but wilh the member for Katanning who m-
(roduced the Bill. He goes further, how-
cver, in his utterances ihis aflernoon and
impiies that his complaint is against Mr.
Speaker himself for having permifted the
Bill to be discussed.

Ar. Tayler: Do not start off on a side
irack.

Mr, Carpenter: T complained against the
Government.

The PREMIER: I am just showing how
foolish {he hon. member is, His quarrel is
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with the member for Katanning-for intro-
ducing the Bill, and subsequently his com-
plaint was against Mr. Speaker for having
permitted the Bill to be disenssed.

Mr. Carpenter: T made no charge against
Mr. Speaker.

The PREMIER : Of course the hon. mem-
ber said he would not dispute any rule given
by Mr. Speaker, but nevertheless the grava-
men of his charce was against the wmanner
of the introduetion of the Bill, and Mr.
Speaker for having permitted it to be dis-
cussed. As head of the Government we had
no concern in this measure at all, yet it has
raised the ire of the hon. member. T never
had the slightest concern about it.

Mz, Heitmann: You invited a private
member to move it.

The PREMIER: T declined to be con-
nected with the Bill in any shape or form.

Mr. Carpenter; The Aftorney General
had a hand in it.

The PREMIER: Never mind what an in-
dividual mewmber of the Government had to
do with it; I declined to have any associa-
tion with it.

Mr, Taxlor: You are responsible for what
a Minister does. Your reply to the deputa-
tion holds you responsible for (he Bill com-
ing down. You promised that a private
member should have all facilities.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! That is not the
question hefore the House.

The PREMIER: I only desire to make
my posilion clear. The member for Fre-
mantle (Mr, Carpenter) wants to saddle the
responsibility on the Government.

Mr. Taylor: You are girthed up as tightly
as possible and ready for the track.

The PREMTER:. The memher for Fre-
mantle bas inferred and the member for Alt.
Margaret has also inferred that the Govern-
ment were responsible in regard to what
took place in connection with the measure.
The Government are accused of having
evaded the Standing Orders. T think I
have proved suecessfully that if there was
an evasion the Government had nothing to
do with it,

Mr. Scaddan: The Attorney General had:
he said so.

The PREMIER: The Attorney General
gave facilities for the drafting of the Bill.

My, Seaddan: No, no.

37

The PREMIER: The Attorney General
would give facilities to any hon. member
who wished o introduce a Bill to this House.

Mr. Scaddan: But he said he drafted
that clause.

The PREMIER: Qur Stapding Orders
are very clear, No. 357 reads—

1t shall not be competent for a Private
Member to move the House into a Com-
mittee of Supply, or of Ways and Means,
notr inle a ('ommittee of the whole House,
for imposing any tax, indent, or uinpost,
nor shall it be competent for a private
Member in any such Committee to propose
increases on the amounts proposed there-
in.

I do not see that there has heen any evasion
of that Standiog Order at all. TIe ibis T
am supported strongly by the fact that the
Bill was permitted to go on the Notice
Paper and to be moved and it was dealt
with by Lhe House as the wisdom of mem-
bers thought fit and proper. The argument
has been adduced hy the member for Fre-
mantle that sueh a thing would not oceur in
the British Flouse¢ of Commons; that there
they are jealous of the right of the Crown
to protect the revenue of the State. T am’
equally jealous as the hon. member can
posibly be that we should proteet the re-
venue of the State, and that the finances
should be absolufely confrolled by Iarlia-
ment. The hon. member T think ought to
give me credit for the expression of opinion
I have just given voice to, and also admit
that I have always backed it up by aciions
during my long Parliamentary eareer. The
hon. member 15 misleading the House in
regard to the House of Commons in that
procedure, for they have mue¢h more sirin-
gent Standing Orders {han we have, and this
will easily be realised when T read a couple
of them with regard to public money. No.
66 reads—

This House will receive no petition for
any sam relating to publie serviee, or pro-
ceed upon any motion for a grant or
charge npon the public revenue, whether
payable out of the Consolidaied Fund or
out of money to be provided by Parlia-
ment unless recommended from the
Crown.

That is very explicit.
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This House will not proceed with any

petition, motion, or bill for granting any

money or for releasing or compounding

any sum of money owing to the Crown,

but in a Committee of the whole House.
There we have the Standing Orders which
one would think could not possibly he got
over in any ecircumstances and one would
think from the hon., member’s attitude, from
his accusation against the present Govern-
ment, which I am sorry to think is somewbhat
biassed, that the immaculate Mother of Par-
liaments had never been encroached upon in
the direction he insinuates the member for
Katanning (Mr. Thomson) encroached upon
the privileges of this House.

Mr. Scaddan: 1t was the Attorney Gen-
eral.

The PREMIER: The leader of the Op-
position knows lie is saying something which
is absolutely incorrect.

Mr. Scaddan: Hansard shows otherwise.
We have the Attorney General’s own words.

The PREMIER: The hon. member can
have all those words and the construction be
ean put upon them.

Mr. Seaddan: He said he instrocted the
Parliamentary draftsman to put those words

in.

The PREMIER: In the plainest English,
to prevent it hecoming a Money Bill.

The Minister for Works: What i1s wrong
with it%

Mr. Scaddan: That shows that he did it.

The PREMIER: The Attorney General
protected the privileges of this House.

Mr. Taylor: He evaded the privileges of
this House and he was suceessful in his eva-
sion. The Speaker pointed that out.

The PREMIER: The Speaker ruled that
the Bill was absolutely in order. The hon.
member for Fremantle said that no such
thing counld possibly happen in the House of
Commons. 1 have their Standing Orders
and I find that after many pages which deal
with money Bills and the expenditure of
money, T'odd says—

Whatever may be the precise objeet of
these bills inasmuch as they establish
grounds of expense they are an evasion
of the constitulional rule which forbids the
grant of money by Parliament except on
the application of the Crown. In order
to admit of the proposed grant withont
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a direct violation of constitutional prac-
tice, bills of this description invariably
contain a clause to the effect that the nee-
esssary expenses to be incurred thereby
should be “defrayed out of moneys lLerve-
after voted by Parliament.” The facilities
attending the introduction of such Dills
has freguently induced ministers them-
selves to take advaniage of this mode of
obtaining the sanction of Parliament to
their legislalive measures. Moreover in
certain circumstances, and with a view to
facilitate the progress of public bLusiness,
Bills of this class have even Dbeen per-
mitted to originate in the House of Lords.
That is a complete answer to the hon. mem-
ber's charges.

My, Taylor: Which volume are you guot-
g from?

The PREMIER: Volume 2.
had any time to read this up.
been put into my hands,

Mr. Taylor: What pages are you quoting
from?

The PREMIER: Pages 186 to 189. I
have quoted an extract from page 189 which,
T submit, takes the wind out of the sails of
the member for Fremantle and takes all the
bitterness ont of the extravagant charge
that the Government is responsible to-day
for an evasion of our Standing Orders.
There has been no evasion. I agree with the
Speaker’s ruling, that the Bill was in order
and even though the member for Katanning
asked the advice of the Crown Law authori-
ties in conmeclion with it, it was following
out the established practice as laid down hy
Todd which takes place in the House of
Commons where measures which may pos-
sibly result in the expenditure of public
money are introdueed with the proviso that
Parliament must eventually vote the money
that may be necessary. I do nof think there
is any need for us to labour the question at
all. T agree that we may make our Stand-
ing Orders more stringent, and if the hon.
member for Fremanile will amend his mo-
tion in that direction I will not have tho
slightest objeetion to it, but I do not pro-
pose to aceept his charge that this Govern-
ment are to blame. I am jusi as anxious ag
the hon. member to conserve the rights of
Parliament. I hope it will never be laid
at my door that I encouraged anything that

I have not
It has just
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would endanger ihe finauces of the State
through a private member having the right
to come here and plunge the country info an
expenditure without following the proper
constitutional eourse.

Mr. Carpenter: Your action would have
made it possible.

The PREMIER : Not at all. The Govern-
ment of the day ought of necessity to con-
trol the expenditure as directed by Parlia-
ment and, therefore, so far as the principle
of the thing is concerned, T am certainly in
favour of it, but so far as the charge of the
hon. member is made in respect of his mo-
tion, I am opposed to it, and I hope that
after consideration he will withdraw it. I
wonld not mind, however, taking a hand in
the framing of a motiion to bring about an
amendment of the Standing Orders because,
as head of the Government, I reecognise the
necessity for preserving the power of the
Government over the finances.

Mr. Seaddan: You should not allow voor
Atlorney General to run amuck.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [5.28]: T
have listened with greal aitention tuv the
Premier in bis reply to the remarks of the
member for Fremantle (Mr. Carpenter). I
realise that those remarks were prompted by
the aftitude the hon, member took in (iis
Chamber quite recently. T do not desire to
discuss that because it is past. The Premier
knows as well as T do, and T have been in
thi- House for 16 vears, thar never before
has a private member of this House seen the
necessity for a motion of (his character,
in order to protect the privileges of the
House. Will the Premier deny that? And
the necessity is only with us fo-day owing
to tie subtlety of the present Attorney Gen-
eral in evading the Standing Orders.

The Premier: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. TAYLOR: Standing Order 387 does
not provide suflicient safegnard and the Al-
toiney General, with his legal knowledge.
recognised that. He iold this House that he
himself had instructed the Parliamentary
draftsman to put a clause in the Bill by
whiclt it was naot a money Bill. Standing
Order 387 tells us that any monev B3ill may
come down only under certain conditions.
We have never dealt with a Bill under that
Standing Order which has practically be-
come a dead letter as it is never carried out.
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The practice always is that when the Minis-
ter brings down a money Bill it is always
accompanied by a Message from His Excel-
lency the Governor and on that we proceed
to deal with the Bill. There is in the Stand-
ing Orders of the British House of Commons
one which, if it were embodjed in our Stand-
ing Ovders, would absolutely prohibit any
privale member for doing what it was de-
sired should be done the other day. The
Premier has read from the Jfanual of Pro-
cedure of Public Business, page 275, Stand-
ing Order XNo. 66, as follows—

This Iouse will receive no petition for
any sum relating to public serviee, or pro-
ceed upon any motion for a grant or
charge upon the public revenue, whether
payable out of the consolidated fund or
out of money to he provided by Parlia-
ment, unless recommended from the
Crown.

“Provided by Parliament.” The hon. mem-
ber’s difficulty the other day arose because
tbat Bill did provide for expenditure;
that was the trouble. WWere this Standing
Order adopted by us it would absolutely
prohibit such a matter being discessed in this
House on the introduction of a private mem-
ber. The responsibility then would be on the
(Government. So far hack as over a eenbury
ago this practice was so common in the
House of Commons ihat a private member
moved on one oceasion, when it was known
there was money in the Treasury, that cer-
tain money should be expended. I wish to
place this on record as a justification for the
carrying of this motion. This House should
be safegnarded and the method should not be
used of permitting private members {o bring
down Bills ineurring expenditure of publia
funds. No private member of the House of
Commons would have introduced a Bill on
all fours with that dealt with by this House
last week. What happened as the result of
this motion T have referred io in the House
of Commons so long ago? We find the fol-
lowing quotation in Tedd, vol. 2, page 187—

The Premier: Read page 189.

Mr. TAYLOR: No: 1 will read page 187.
We have already heard read the other. The
quotation from Tedd is as follows:—

According Lo ancient econstitutional doe-
trine and praetice, no moneys ean be voted
by Parliament for any purpose whatso-
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ever, except at the demand and upon the
vesponsibility of Ministers of the Crown.
In former times, when any aids and sup-
plies were reguired for the public service
the Crown made known its wants to the
House of Commong by Message; this Mes-
sage was tnken into consideration by the
Commons, and the necessary supplies were
voted hy (hat House, according to its dis-
cretion. This mode of procedure in ob-
taining grants of money adinitted of no
exception. It therefore lefl no oppor-
(unity to any private member to introduce
any scheme of lis own whereby any
charges would be made upon the people.
But in the beginning of the last century
a specious evasion of this constilutional
rule erept in.

And it has erept in here, 100 years laier.
The wholesome system of exchequer con-
trol in the enstody of puablic moneys—
wlhich afford proteetion alike to the
Crown and lo Parliament against illegal
appropriations—was made the occasion of

" attempls to induce the Crown, by the ex-
creise of Pavliamentary influence, to sane-
tion expenditures that were exlvavagant
and unjustifiable. Finding that there was
generally o balance of public money re-
waining in the exchequer, as yet unappro-
priated to any specific serviee, there was a
growing disposition on the part of private
inemhers (o regard this money as avail-
able for any purpose they might be dis-
prosed to favour, Pefitions were presented
to the Housc from various persons claim-
ing pecuniary assistance or relief; which
heing often promoled by members who
were friends to the parties, and carrying
with {hem ihe appearance of justice or of
charity, induced the House to approve, or
at utmost fo be indifferent to, their sue-
cess. By this means large sums were
eranted (o private persons improvidently
and sometimes upon insafficient grounds.
In the year 1705 this abuse became so
notorious that, early in the next session.
on December 11, 1706, hefore any peti-
tions of this sort conld he again offered,
the House resolved, “That they would re-
ceive no petifion for any sum of money
relating te public serviee, but what is re-
commended from the Crown.” This reso-
lution was made a Standing Order on
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June 11, 1714, and amended June 25th,

1852, to bring it into contormity with ex-

isting practice, by ihe substitution of a

new order to declare, “That this House

will receive ne pelilion for any sum of
woney relating to public service. or pro-
ceed upon any motion for granting any
money, bui what is recoinmended from
the Crowu. The uniform practice of the

House has construed this rule to extend

to any mofion whieh involves the expen-

diture of public money, evea though it
may not directly propose a grant.

Member: Where is the point?

AMr. TAYLOR: The point is this: we
know that this practice had erept in to such
a notorious degree in the House of Commons
that il became necessary to make stringent
Standing Orders to prevent it. That was
done many years ago.

My. Heitmann: That cannot be done here
without Parliament passing it.

Mr. TAYLOR: Members in Parliament
may he expected to do their duty and to
zafeguard the publie funds. That is the only
justification for the existence of this House,
and that is why Parliament bas lieen placed
ahove all other authority. Parliament should
safeguard its privileges. ‘This abuse crept
in vears ago in England but it has been
stopped there. We thought in the early
davs of Responsible (Government, when we
framed our Standing Orders, that Standing
Ovder 387 would have safeguarded the po-
sition, and we continued to think the in-
teresis of Parliament were safeguarded wn-
til last week. Last week, for the first time,
under the present Grovernment. was evasion
sanctioned, That brought the matter prom-
inently before Pariiament and the people of
the country. The Premier may say that he
declines to aceept any responsibility and
may aceuse the member for Fremantle of
making reflections upon hin. Tn doing se
he has merely tried to draw a red herring
across the track. During my 16 vears ex-
perience in this House T have never hefore
seen neeessity for amending that Standing
Order or making it more rizid. But when
the present Government came into office,
aided by the subtlety of the Attorney
(ieneral, an attempt is made to cvade the
Standing Order. The motion is not a chal-
lenge to the Government. The member for
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Fremanile {Mr, Carpenter} in his remarks
may have acensed the Government of allow-
ing certain members to bring forward a
Bill involving expenditure. But that does
not alter the fact that we must have a
Standing Order which will prevent it being
done in the future. We have at last dis-
covered that there are people who will oc-
cupy the Treasury benches and whe, if 1
may say so, are unserupulous so far as Par-
liamentary praciice is coneerned. They
will de anything to save themselves. 1 have
sat under all the Premiers of this State
with the single exception of Sir John For-
rest, and never before has any Glovernment
allowed a private member to hring down a
Bill of that charaeter, and say, ‘‘If this
Bill passes we will bring down an appro-
priation.”  That measure was of the elass
in respeet of which (he House of Com-
mons passed o Standing Order to clinch and
prevent it eropping up. 1f the Premier will
accept the resolution and it is carried,
it will be instructiion to the Standing Orders
Committee to insert a Standing Order
gimilar to No. G6 which I have nquoted,
and then it will be beyond the power of the
Speaker, or anyhody else, to permit the
bringing down of a Bill similar to the ot
reterred to. The hon. member for Kalan-
ning (Mr. Thomson} put forward the argn-
ment in support of his Bill that we shenld
not carry out  ancient customs. and  ha
quoted in support medical and surgieal
operations by way of bleeding. He did this,
I suppose, because he realised that his Bill
was a bleeding of the Government inas-
much as it involved the expenditure of
money to earry ot the proposed veferer-
dum. This practice is not an ancient eus-
tom. It was tried years agp and had to be
stopped, and to-day an attempt iz heing
made to introduee it into a Parlizwent
where it never was introduced bofore, Tt
is. therefore, our duty o prevent thar prac-
tice being adopted again in this Hounse.

On motion by Mr, E. B. Johnston debate
adjourned.

BILIL—PERMANEXNT RESERVE (No. 1)
Returned from the Council without

amendment.

i

PAPERS—REMISSION OF SENTENCE,

CASE OF MARTE GUINOTTL
Mr. GRIFFITHS (York) [347): 1

Ny €=—

That all papers in connection with the
case of Marie Guidotti be laid upon the
Table of the House.

The readiest means of justifyving my elain
for the production of these papers iz iv
rend some correspondence with the Uader
Secretary for Law. On the 8th Auenst
last a letter was addressed to the Under
Seeretary in the following terms:

1 am instructed by iy commiilee to

draw your attention to a paragraph in the
_Sunday Times of 23rd July, respect-
ing the release  from prison of Marie
(iuidotti, who was undergoing a sentence
of ibree months, and T am to ask you
o kindly inform us why the prisoner was
relensed before the expiration of her sen-
tence. Would it be permissible for a
inember of this committee to have aceess
to the record of the proceedings. which
are stated to have been heard in camera.
The reply from the Under Secratary for
Law reads as follows:—

I have the honour to acknowledge the
receipt of vour letter of the 11th inst.
forwarding cutting from the Sunday
Times of 23rd July dealing with the
case of one Marie Guidotti. In reply L
heg to inform you fthat the Sunday
Times was wrongly informed. Prisoner

Guidotti was not, as stated therein,
hrought before Mr., Davies, the Police

Magistrate, a second time, nor was the
sentence imposed revoksd by the Police
Magistrate, nor did the prisoner {(Fuid-
otti appear before him in camera. A
petition that a fine be snbstituted in place
of imprisonment was duly received, and
it was ascertained that in a number of
similar cases defendants had been fined:
and, moreover, the Health Department
had expressed nu desire that this prisoner
should be dealt with in o different man-
ner to other defendants in similar ac-
tions. Action in accordanee with these
views was consequently taken upon the
advice of the Hon. T, Watker, then At-
torney General. and the sentence was re-
mitted upon certain conditions and un-
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dertakings, which I may say are being

duly eomplied with.

On the 9th September the following com-
munication was sent to the Under Secre-
tary for Law:—

I beg to acknowledge your letter of the
1Sth ult., which was placed before my
committee, and I am instrueted to ask you
to kindly grant information on the fol-
lowing points:—l, Who presented the
petition referred to in your letter? 2,
How many signatures thereon? 3, What
are the conditions and undertakings re-
ferved to in your letter? 4, Have the
fines in the previous convictions been
paid? In consideralion of the faect that
the woman Marie Guidotti was again
brought before the court on the 29th ulf.
on a similar charge, my commitfee are of
the opinion that the maiter is unsalisfac-
tory and not in accord with the pablie
welfare,

Mr. Collier: Who wrote that?

Mr. Scaddan: What comumittee is that you
refer (0? You must know the author of the
letter.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The Under Secretary
for Law on the 21st September replied as
follows:—

I regret that, owing to the absence of
the file dealing with Marie Guidotti, an
acknowledgmenl of your communiecation
of the 9l inst. has been somewhat de-
layed. With reference to the specific
questions asked in your letter, you will, 1
am sure, realise that, action having been
taken by the Governor in Council, 1 am
not as a State civil servanl in a position
to comment thereon or supply faets to
enahle your comumittee to erificise action
taken in the exercise of the prerogative of
the Crown. In vour previons lefler some
misunderstanding was apparent as to the
nature of the action taken, and an im-
pression appeared to have been created
that such action had heen taken by the
Police Magistrate, and {herefore it was
sought to remove same. This was, how-
ever, a very different matter to the sup-
plying of information to any public hody
or semi-public body with regard to the
action of the Governor in Council.
Opposition Members: YWho wrote those

letters to the Under Secretary for Law?

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The Seeretary of tic
Citizens' Vigilance Committee,

Opposition Members: Who are they?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The Cilizens' Vigil-
ance Committee consider that in the past
there has been too much remilting of sen-
tences, greatly to the alarm of many per-
SOnS,

Mr. Walker: There is no remission of zen-
tence in this case.

Mr. GRIFFITHS: The facts are that
part of the sentence was served, and the
woman again brought np for sentence a few
days later, when, instead of the proper
punishment being inflicted, a fine was im-
posed. We want to know, who were the
people that presented the petition

Mr. Collier: May [ ask, Mr. Speaker,
whether the member for York (Mr. Grif-
fiths) will put in the documents which be
has read, whether he will lay them on the
Table? 1 understand that is in aceordance
with the Standing Orders.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member shoul.|
put in the doeuments which he has rend. 1t
they are private leiters he will not be re-
quired {o put them in, but if they are publie
property he must put them in. {Documents
submitted to Mr. Speaker.} Some of these
letters are unsigned, and, that being so, I do
not think they should have been read to the
House at atl. What purports to be a public
doeument, having been quoted from, should
be laid on the Table of the House. Papers
which are not signed are not public doeu-
ments. I ask the member for York not 1o
adopt this practice for the future. Ts there
any seconder to the motion?

Mr. GRIFFITHS: T have not yet finished
my temarks. T have been asked what the
charge against the woman was. 1 thought
the Honse was well informed on the point.
The charge was that of keeping a brothel.
The repeated flouting of the law has brought
about this demand for inquiry, and lhas
caused this movement (o obtain information
as to whether or not the law is being carried
out.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is there any seconder to
the motion?

Mr. WILLMOTT (Nelson) [5.59]: T have
pleasure in seconding the motion. T am nnt
personally acquainted with the facts of the
ease, nor with the person whose name ap-
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pears in the motion; but I have such eonfi-
dence in the member for York, and so thor-
oughly believe that he would not bring be-
fore the House anything of a trivial nature,
as lo be prepared to second the motion. 1
trust the House will treat the matter seri-
ously. and give i{ the consideration which 1
feel sure is its due.

The PREMIER (Hon. Frank Wilson—
Sussex) [6.0]: I bave nol had much time to
inguire ino the ease. It is 2 matter for the
Attorney Genernl. Unfortunately, he is ah-
sent fromn his place this afternoon, and the
papers have been sent on {o me. 1 have
glaneel through them. and I musi confess as
a general principle it would be unwise to
make publiec rarers of this deseriplion. Tn
such cases it would be very mueh better if
hon. members would eall at the office tn
reruse the papers them<elves. The Govern-
ment will give every facility for sueh peru-
sal. In this case I have the file here and the
hon. member. can see it at onece.

Mr. Grifiiths: That is all I want.

The PREMIER: The matter ecame vp dur-
ing the regime of the ex-Atforney General,
and, as far as I can see from the file, that
genlleman acted in perfeet good faith in
deciding that this woman should be ireated
in the same manner as other women guilty
of similar offences. The hon. member can
see lhe whole of the papers but I think it
undesirable to jlace them on the Table,

Mr. Griffiths: In view of the Premier’s
sialement, 1 ask leave lo withdraw the mo-
tion.

Motion by leave withdrawn.

MOTTON — RATLWAY IRREGULARI-
TIES, CASE OF HUGH McLEOD,
TO INQUIRE.

Dehate resumed from the 4th October on
the following motion by Mr. Munsie (Han-
nans) :—“That a select commitiee be an-
pointed to ingrire into (a) the circumstances
leading up fo the snsrension and subsequent
dismiscal of Huch MecLeod. station-maoster at
Torbay Junetion. ard (b) his subsequent
treatment hy the Railwav Depariment.”

Hon. J. D. CONNOTLY (Honorary Min-
ister—Perth) [63]: This question is some-
what familiar to the House inasmuch as the
papers were laid on the Table two vears ago
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on a motion by the member for Albany (Mr
Price). I do not pretend to have a grasp o
the subject, because hitherte 1 have not given
it any very elose attention. Even now I am
simply dealing with it on bebalf of my col-
league, the Minister for Railways, for whom
1 am acting. Briefy the case is this: Oa
the 14th Xarch, 1914, two men were dis-
covered travelling on the Great Southern
Railway on the returned pertions of second
cluss tickets, Ncs., 394 and 399, which had
been altered afier issue. No. 394, originally
issued for a jourmey between Albany and
Young’s Siding, was dated 6th February,
1914, The fare was 3s. 2d. 1t was altered
to read ~‘Cottesloe to Albany”; the date was
altered io the 7ik February, and the fare
to £2 3s. 11a. Tieket No. 399 was issued
for a journey between Albany and Torbay
Junetion. It was daied 21st February, and
the fare was 1s. 4d. It had been altered to
read “Fremantle to Albany,” the date
altered to the 7th and ihe fare to £2 4s. 3d.
The men were prosecuted on two charges,
first of alte'ing tickets and secondly of
using altered tickets. The first charge was
not proved, but on the sccond a eonviclion
was obtained. In following up the case—
and this is the whole point in respect to
Me¢Leod—further irrezularities were dis-
covered in connection with the return por-
tion of licket No. 467, originally issued as
between Torbay Junction and Cranbrook
and dated 26th January, 1914, with a fare
of 18s. 11d. This was aliered to Torbay
Junction-West Leederville, and the fare
altered {o £2 2s. 10d. Oun this being dis-
covered suspicion poinled to MeLeod, who
was then station-master at Torbay Junction.
The matter was placed in the hands of the
Criminal Investization Department, and the
forged tickets were submilted to & hand-
writing expert who declared that the allera-
tions on the {ickets had been doue by one
and the same rerson. MeLeod was charged
and found guiltv.  Later on he appealed
against that decision. At this appeal he was
foand not guilty, or, rather, as the ehairman
afterwards remarked, the verdiet should
have been “not proven,” and the grievance
he now has is on the question of costs, the
Arpeal Board having refused to allow his
costs.
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" Mr. Scaddan: That is not his grievance.
He insists on some inquiry in order to re-
establish his character.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (Honorary Min-
ister): Two previous Ministers have dealt
with this matter and refused to interfere
with the finding of the board, as is shown
by their minntes on the fles. Mr. Collier
has dealt with it, both as Minister for Rail-
ways and, Jater, as Acting Premier. Mr,
Scaddan, as Minister for Railways, also went
thoroughly into the question.

Mr. Secaddan: I made him a very fair
offer.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY {Honorary Min-
ister) : Yes, the hon. member told McLeod
that he could submit any further evidence
of fact which he might have to the Appeal
Board under a new chairman, but Meleod
did not see fit to accept this essentizlly fair
offer. The then Premier further undertook
to pay the reasonable eost of sueh hearing
if the Appeal Board decided to that effect.
However, Mel.eod did not agree to this.
MeLeod, in his defence, acecused another
officer at Denmark of having forged the
tickets, but he did not sueceed in proving
anything at all against that officer. As I
have said, MeLeod appealed against his dis-
missal and the appeal was allowed. It was
ruled that he should receive his salary from
the date of his suspension, but no order was
made in respect of costs, and that is the
whole of the trouble. The hoard was asked
by MecLeod to grant costs against the de-
partment, but the board refused to make
any order.

Sitiing suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. J. D, CONNOLLY (Honorary
Minister) [7.30]: I stated before tea that
after McLeod had been dismissed he
availed himself of the privilege of appealing
and the Appesl Board allowed his appeal
but did not allow costs. They allowed him
salary for the time he was under suspension.
The Secretary of the Association subse-
quently saw the Deputy Commissioner in re-
gard to this case and the Deputy Com-
missioner pointed out that while he had no
ohjection to MeLeod going back, expenses
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were not allowed by the Appeal Board. An
account made up to £95 2s. 7d. appears on
this file. This account was placed before
the Deputy Commissioner and he unhesitat-
ingly refused to consider the item for Sun-
day time. That is, Mel.eod was paid for all
week days but he wanted also te be paid for
Sundays. The total of the expenses referred
to amount to £17 15s. He was allowed
certain witnesses’ expenses, and the railway
officials were paid for their time. Mr. Roe
saw the Secretary of the Association and
told him that had he been in Scotland the
verdict wonld have heen not proveu, not not
guilty. T want members to appreciate that
point. The verdiet of the Appeal Board
was not guilty, but the Deputy Commissjoner
thought there must be something wrong
since the Appeal Board would not allow
expenses; and subsequenily the Chairman,
Mr. Roe, said that if he had been in Scotland
he would have given a verdict of not proven.
The next item appearing on the file is the
reporl. of a ¢onference held on the 17th July,
1914, hetween the Deputy Commissioner and
Mr. Bryan, Secretary of the Railway Offi-
cers’ Association, in regard to the payment
of exyenses. The report of the conference
is as follows:—

As diveeted T saw Mr. Roe wilh AMr.
Bryan and submilted the attached letter
and account to him, inlimating thal the
Deputy Commissioner wounld he glad if
he would go through the itens and ad-
vise whether any of them might be
claimed against the Department. This
he did, and heard Mr. Bryan in support of
the claim. Mr. Roe unhesitalingty re-
fused to consider the items for Sunday
{ime, inquiry agent, legal expenses and
Casey, and refused to consider expenses
for MeLeod; but he thinks that all raitway
employees called as witnesses should be
paid for their loss of time with the

usual railway departmental travelling
allowances, according to scale, and
the copyist, £2 25, and no other ex-
renses. I told him the item for
fares wounld be refunded. Mr. Roe
told Mr. Bryan he had been very

mueh exercised over this case and had
he been sitting in Scotland, the verdict he
would have given would have been “not
proven,” instead of ‘not guilty”; and
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when we were leaving he made a remark

io Mr. Bryan to ihe effect that it would

be better if Mr. McLeod did not pose as

1 martyr.

That is the case so far as it appears from
the japers. MeLeod was  charged  with
forging and uttering certain departmental
papers; he was dismissed and availed him-
of the right of all railway officers to appeal
tuv the hoard composed of a represen-
tative of ithe (‘ommissioner and an emplovee
of the service. Thal board found that the
rase was not proven, or that he was not
enilly; but wounld not allow expenses. Al
the mnstance of the late Mimster for Rail-
wayvs, Mr. Scaddan, McLeod was allowed to
go with the secrefary of the Association to
. Roe, ihe Chairman, lo discuss the gues-
{ien of expenses. I have already poinled out
the atlitude taken by Mr. Collier who had
no reason to he prejudiced. Later on, ahont
the beginning of 1915, when Mr. Seaddan
took over the porifolic of Railways, while
he refused to go into his predecessor’s find-
ings, he snggested to MeLeod that he submit
any further evidence or facts he might have.
These would be laid again before the Appeal
Board, the Clairman of whieh hadain the
meantime been changed. The board wenld
therefore he entirely unprejudiced, and the
maifer econld be reheard. Meleod did not
agree fo this. T submit that after he has
had the benefit of all the machinery in the
Railway Derartmeni and Mr, Seaddan hav-
ingy given him an opportunity of a sceond
appeal which he refused, a committee of this
Houze conld not find out mueh more on this
question than has already been ascertained.
What purpose could such a committee serve?

Mr. Muonsie: |t
eharacter.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (Honorary Mii-
ister) : e hadl an opportunity of cleariug
his character when the offer of a second ap-
peal was given to him which he refused.
I understand MelLeod has anolher grievance,
that he is a marked person in the Railway
Dejpartment. Sueh is not the ease at all
He was originally at Torbay Junetion and
it was proposed that he should be transferred
to Mount Morgans. He demurred, and he
was not sent there. The Commissioner’s
statement on this aspect is that McLeod has
not heen in any way singled out for differen-

would elear the man’:
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tial treatment from any other officer. It was
proposed that he shanld he transferred to
Mount Morgans, but this was not earried
oul, and he remained at Torbay Junction.
He wuas subseruently sent to Dumblevung
and it was the intention of the departent
to inerease his salary from £160 per annum
plus £26 allowance to £170 plus £20 if be
acvepted; but he declined.

Mr. Munsie: The Commissioner contra-
dicted that on anolher cecasion. He said the
man must give safisfaction before he could
el a rise.

Hon. J. . CONNOLLY (Honorary Min-
ister): Tt is only rcasonable that the man
should prove salisfactory: any man would
have to do that, He had the option of the
pusilion. T must say in justiee to MeLeod,
however, that he was not informed at the
time that his transfer to Dumbleyung would
carry with it an increase of salary from £160
to £170.

Mr. Munsie: Tt was stated he was nol to
get the £170 unless he gave satisfaction.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (Honorary Min-
isler): Bul it was the intention of the de-
partment to inerease his previons salary to
£170. Meleod has sinee been shifted io
Doodlukine where the salzry is fhe same as
at Torbay Junction, That goes to show that
he bas not heen penalised in any way. 1t
was from purely departmental reasons that
he was transferred and not at all with a view
to penalising him.  The point ratsed by the
member for Hannans (Mr. Munsie) does not
toneh on 1he case at all. 1 regrel to sav
that he has cast slurs on some officer—I do
not know whom he intended—which T do
not think were altogether right or just.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: It was a most un-
warranied reflection.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY: (Honorary
Minister): T quite =agree with (hat.
There is no oflicer so far as these
files show—T am perfectly unbiassed in

the matter for this did not bappen in our
time, but in the {ime of a former Govern-
menl—who was prejudiced against 1his man.
He got the fullest consideration from both
the Ministers and his superior officers. The
only way that he seems to have tried to de-
fend himself was by casling slurs on other
people. for insiance against the sehool
teacher at Denmark and lus superior offi-
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cers in the railway.
that the Appeal Board did not give MecLeod
justice because the witness he desired re-
fused to give evidence.

Mr. Munsie: That was a fact, too.

Hon, J. D. CONNOLLY (Honcrary
Minister) : No one knows what his evi-
dence would have heen. Doc. Board-
man was the only person of whom this
could have been said, but T do not think he
earries very mueh weight in any part of the
case.

Mr. Munsie: Boardman never refused fto
give evidence and was never called for either
side.

Hon. J. D. CONNOLLY (Honorary
Minister}; The lon. member stated
that there was a suspicion that Me-

Leod’s superior officer was in some way
implieated in the forgery. This, no doubt,
was a rcference to the distriet superinten-
dent, and was wholly unwarranted. M.
Davis, the officer in question, did nothing but
his duty in calling attention to the forgery of
these tickets. They were very sevious for-
geries. The hon. members says, in respeet
to ticket No. 467, which was the very ticket
in respeet to whieh Mc¢Leod was on his trial,
that the late Minister for Railways (3.
Collier) made an indirect stalement in writ-
ing to MeLeod that the ticket was not used
in evidence against him, that ticket No. 467
was handed in by a person who was pro-
mised that his name should not be divnlged
in order to draw the department’s aitention
to the illegal trafficking in tickets, that this
person knew nothing of MeLeod that he did
not put in the ticket as evidenmce againsl
MeLeod. but that subsequent investigation
tions of the department econnected Me-
Leod with it. This man put in the
ticket long hefore Mel.eod was- sus-
pected. The statement vegarding the late
Minister for Railways (3. Callier) saying
that the ticket was not put in in evidence
against him was incorrect. That hon. gen-
fleman’s letter written ai Lhe time shows
that he had inquired into the malter on
more than one oceasion and that he could
not entertain further correspondence. The
lion. member, however, states that it has been
Tarther said that JcLeod was not tried.

This statement is absolulely unfair. The
verdiect of the Appeal Board was “Not

The hon. member says .
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guilty,” Dbut subsequenlly Mr. Roe stated
definitely that he would have given a ver-
dict of “not proven” That is exactly
what togk place The hon. member
says that McLeod is jabsolutely innocent
and wants satisfaction. What he wants to
find out is who handed in ticket 467 to the
department, I think that is what bhe wants
more than anything else, because he fancies
that My, Davis

Mr. Munsie: I did not fancy anything of
the kind and did not say so.

Hon. J, D. CONNOLLY (Honorary
Minister): I say that Meleod evi-
dently wants to find out who gave

the information about this partieular lieket,
because hLe seems to faney that My, Davis
conspired with this person and he wants to
get even with him. He wants to get his ex-
penses. That has already been fully dealt
with. He has had an offer of submitting to
a new board the question of expenses, but
he refused to aceept this offer. I do not
think it will be at all a wise thing to give
this officer any further select committee to
ingquire into his case. It would establish a
very dangerous, costly, and improper prece-
dent sliogether. The officer has had justice
from everyone as far as the files show, and
no one seems to have heen prejudiced against
him at all. e got full justice from the
Minister and his superior officers, and was
offered more than the ordinary officer gets,
because he was offered a second inguiry by
the late Minisier for Railways (Mr. Sead-
dan), but refused to aceept it. I therefore
aslk the House not to pass this motion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
W. J. George—Murray-Wellington) [7.52]:
[ hope the tHouse will not pass this motion.
I express that hope in fairness to all per-
sons connected with the railway service,
from ihe Conunissioner downwards. The
management and working of the railways
is by Statute placed in the bhands of
the Commissioner of Railways; and in
order that the men may have a fair
deal and a fair chaoee of complaining
if they think they are not heing fairly
dealt with, an appeal court was constituted,
1 think, in the year 1903. The then Pre-
mier (Sir Walter James)-—I was Uommis-
sioner of Railways at the time—asked me
to aet as a court of appeal at the start, and




ihis 1 did. I found that when the cases
which came before me went in favour of the
men, the eourt of appeal was perfecliy satis-
tactory, but that when [ had to give the
cases against the men they were nof sabis-
fied with the court of appeal. It was then
decided that there should be a court of ap-
peal, which should be constituted as it is to-
day. There was to be a resident magistrate
fo act as arbitrator, a representative of the
ieen and a representative of the ollicers, and
their action and their inguiries were to
be entirely final. One would think that this
was as far as it was necessary to go. T
know that there were scores of occasions
when attempts were made by ithe men, who
were dissatisfied by the appeal board, to get
lae to re-try lheir eases, My answer was
the answer whieh I think would be given
to-day, namely, “If you have an appeal
hoard thai should be the end of ihe matter.
You have a representative there, and there
is u representafive of the Comwmissioner, and
also a man, who has no interest whatever, to
act a3 umpire, What more do you want?”
It seems to me that this motion—T am not
woing to express an opinion on the case—is
intended to override the Railway Act, to over-
ride the powers that this Aet confers upon the
Commissioner of Railways, namely, the man-
agement of the railways, and to override the
appeal board, which was asked for by the
men, which was econstituted in the way I
have shown, and to absolutely avoid having
finality in any shape or form. From the
statements which have been made here theve
can be no douht that ¢ven if we had a select
commiitee to inquire into the matter, and il
«id not give MeLeod what he wanted, there
would still be the question of the bona fides
or fairness of the business. 1 want hon.
members to consider, if we are goiug to ad-
mil, when we have an appeal hoard, that
the verdict is not lo be final, that it must go
from Minisier to Minister and then to the
Premier, and finally o this House of Assen-
blxy. what we are geing to drift inte. We
are soing to drift into a siate of chaos so
far as the manngement of any of our works
is concerned, which will ahsolutely defeat
the objecis for which the works were estab-
lished. There is no man who would fight
more than I would for fair play for the offi-
cers and men of the railways or any other
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part of the Ciovernment departments, hut
there must be some stage at which finality
can be reached, and if the verdict of a court
of appeal such as I have indicated is not to
be {aken, we are simply drifting into a lack
of finality. Of what use would the court of
appeal therefore he? 1 have heard hon.
members vutside their places in this House
say in conneciton with Government enter-
prises that there is not going to be thor-
oughly good work done in the Government
service until the power of the sack is re-
established. I believe in direet action every
time.

Mp. Heitmann: What about dircet action
towards the head?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I1lere
i5 & huge concern, the railways, employing
some 7,000 men, or doing so not very long
ago, and unless hon. members have had any-
thing to do wilh managing a body of men
such as this, how on earth can the work of
that great department be carried on if ils
authority is to be restricted by a sevies of
clernal appeals to this Chamber? [t is also
easy enough to pul forward fietitious eases,
[ remember the case of a locomolive driver
on the Great Southern railway, whom [ bhad
to sack and refused to put back. Ilis ease
was strongly fought. He made several afi-
davits and other people did likewize. He
had ouly robbed the Irain, and when bhe
thougit he was being found out he took the
stuff and burat it in his Arebox, and 1 saeked
him. Some years aflerwards, when I was in
Ceyxlon, a train came running ionto the place
and a man came towards me from the en-
gine wiping his hunds and asking me to
shake hands with him, I did not know him,
but he told me that he was the same engine-
driver whom T had sacked. T said, “You
ave the man that T put off for burning the
stuff in your firebox. Did vou do it?” He
admitted having done so snd T said to him,
“You lied to me.” Te replied, “A man must
do that if he is goingz for his billet.”

Mr. Munsie: What has that to do wilh the
“TeLeod case?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T will
tell the hon. member. Men, if they are try-
ing for their billets, without, perhaps, abso-
lutely lyving every time, will try to put for-
ward what they think is the best evidence
for the information of the judges who are
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hearing the case to infiuence them in favour
of the applicant. 1f we once admit that we
will go past the appeal board established
for the protection of the men, and which
does protect them and the department as
well, we will get no finalily whatever. The
House should npever attempt to deal with
cases of this sort. The House is not the
proper tribunal for sach cases. 1 ask hon.
mewmbers to view the motion from the stand-
point of general utility, and not allow them-
selves to be blinded by specious arguments
fut forward, on ex parte statements, to
boost up a case which has been already tried
amtl in whielr a decision has been given.

Me. Thomas: Do not you think the evi-
dence secms to indicate the possibility of
a grave injustice having heen done?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
not zoing on the evidence, because I do not
think (e House has a night o deal with o
matier of this sort at all. If the appesl
board is not properly constituted, then let
us endeavour to have it re-constituted, until
we have something that we feel will do just-
ice. The appeal hoard has heen established,
and has stood the test of 2 number of years.
1 helieve the hoard was necessary. 1 believe
it has done a greal amount of good. Bul
whatever good it may have done 15 going to
be severely discounted unless that board is
allowed to remain a final court of appeal.

Mr, Thomas: But do not litigants some-
times appeal from one eourt of appeal to a
higher eourt of appeal and obtain a different
verdict?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Mr. Thomas: And could not that happen
in this case?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No. It
appeal upon appeal is to he allowed, the
expert officers, whose services are required
for the ecarrying on of the ratlway system,
will he constantly taken away from their
dufies in order to defend such cases as ihis.
At times, possibly, a man may not get a full
measure of justice.

Mr. Carpenter: That is the whole cace
here.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But
we musi take things as we find thern. We
cannut earry on the business of the railways
if aulhority is to be undermined right from
the very jump. When there exisls an ap-
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peal hoard established with the co-operalion
of the men, what more is wanted? To my
mind, it wonld be ridieculous to appoint a
selecl commiltee whieh would ecall witnesses
and disorganise the railway service. By
doing so the House would be striking a
heavier blow against the interests of the men
themselves than ilon. members think. I am
speaking, not as a politician, but as a man-
ager of men; and I have a vight to treat the
subjeet on those lines.

Ar. MUNSLIE  (Hannans—in reply)
[8.4]: I wish to answer certain statements
wlich have been made in the course of the
debate. At the outset, a point which the
Tlonorary Minister (Hon. J, D. Connolly}
endeavoured to make related to the offer
by the late Premier and Minister for Rail-
ways {(Mr. Scaddan) to Mre. MeLeod of the
chance of going again hefore the Appeal
Board. After heaving the whole of Mr.
MeLeod’s statement, after sesing the file,
after diseussing with the late Premier the
advisability of Mr. Meleod’s again  ap-
proeacing the appeal board, I formed the
apinion, which 1 expressed to the late Pre-
mier, that T personally, in My, MeFeod’s
place, would not be prepared to go before
that body again under those conditions.
That attitude, in my opinion, is only a
reasonable one for Mr. Mel.eod to adopt.
The posilion, as I said in moving the mo-
tion, was that Mr. Meleod had praetically
beer branded as a robber, a thief, and a
liar; and that he hiad also been pnt ont of
pocket to the extent of £60 ov £70. The
late Premier’s offer was that Mr. MeLeod
should again appear before the appeal
board, when, if the hoard decided in his
favonr, they were to grant him what they
might eonsider reasonable out of pocket ex-
penses. That represented a lot of satisfae-
tion to a man who kad heeu treated thus.
Had [ known Mr. McLeod earlier, or been
in lus confldence earlier, 1 would have ad-
vised him, knowing what 1 did. nol te ap-
proach the appeal hoard again under sush
conditions. The next point T wish to make
relates Lo a remark of the Honorary Minister
regarding the chairman of the appeal board.
The Honorary Minister quoted from the
file that the chairman bhad stated that. had
he been in Scotland and trying the case ‘on
his vwn, the verdiet would have heen what
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is known as the Secottish verdict of ‘‘not
proven.’’”  The Honorary Minister pro-
ceeded to point wvul that this statement
had been brought under the notice of the
Commissioner of Railways, who naturally
believed that the chairman of the appeal
hoard coald not have been too sympathelie
or too favourable to Mebeod. However, in
moving the motion I quoted a letter written
by Mr. Roe himself, and signed by Mr,
Roe, distinetly stating that he did wnot,
when hearing the appeal, think Mr. McLeod
a guilty man. I do not know why Mr. Hoe
should make the two statements, but lhe
certainly has informed Mr. MeLeod in black
and white that he thought him an innocent
wan. However, I do not see that this has
any bearing whatever on the question. As
regards the offer to Mr, Mcleod of a trans-
fer frem Torbay Junction to Duinbleyung,
the Honorary Minister said that MeLeod
wag offered Dumbleyung at a salary of £170
per annum, representing an increase of £10
on his salary at Torbay Junection. I dis-
pute thal statement. I say McLeod was
offered nothing of the kind. T have read the
telegram sent fo him in this eouneelion,
and also the letter confirming il.
them bhefore moving my motion. He was
offered a iransfer from Torbay Junetion to
Dumbleyung, it is true: but the Commis-
sioner of Railways. in a minute to the late
Minister for Railways, admitled that Ae-
Leod was going to he paid only £160 per
annum wntil he had proved himself salis-
factory,

Hon, 1. 10 Connolly {Honovary Minis-
fer}: There is nothine unreasonatble about
that,

Mr. MUNSIE: | wish to point out thal
Meleod had never asked for a transfer.
Newotiations were tn progress to alford Me-
Leud an opportunity of meeting the liabili-
ties whieh he had incurred, and somebody
sugzgested to tie then Minister for Rail-
ways thal if Fe eould induce the Commis-
sioner—assiming the Commissioner had
nothine against Meleod—to give him some
promotion in the serviee which wonld af-
ford him a chanee of paying off his liabili-
ties, it would probahlv close the affair. To
that end. the Commissioner offered MeLeod
Pumbleyung, which, as 1 stated in my

I read ~
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vpening remarks, represented a reduction
of 4s. per week, At Torbay Juaction Me-
Leod was reeeiving £160, plus house allow-
ance, and 4s. per week for working two
Sunday trains. At Dumbleyung he would
receive the same house allowance, and £160
without the ds. per week for Sunday work.
Thus tlie transfer wonld represent a great
help towards meeting his Habilities. I
wish also t{o refer to the sluy which T am
ulleged to have cast on seme of Mr, Me-
Leod’s saperior officers. [ contend right
here that if there was any slur cast by
ire. it was practically drawn from me by
the Minister for Works. I am not going
to admit thal L cast a slur on anyvbody, but
J say now that, when the Minister for
Works drew from tme a certain remark to
which the member for Williams-Narrogin
(Mr. [ T5. Johnston) took exeeption, T re-
frained from stating the strongest of my
reasons for contending that Lhis inquiry
should be Leld in the inlerest of Mr, Davies.
} intend to wive that strongest one of my
IeaSons now.

Mr. E. B. Johnston:
plied to now.

M. MUNSIE: Hon, members should not
louk for these things, 1 want this inquiry
for the puipusc of clearing the character
of Mr. Davies. [ do not know My, Davies
evenr by sight. Bul 1 will say that cne need
only go down the ireat Seuthern railway
lo find dozens of officers of the Railway
Department who held a certain suspicion
and talle it over amongst themselves. T
have not menlioned this matter previously,
but T will mention it now. At the hearing
belfore the appeal board Mr. Davies, when
viving evidence, was asked this question—

Tt is common rumour in Albany that
you have made a common practice of giv-
ing exhibitions of how easy it is to forge
these railway tickets?

Mr. Thavies contradicted the stalement, and
sabid it wos antrae. Then he was asked this
point blank question—

Will vou swear that you have never
wiven an exhibition of how easv it was?

Aoad Me. Davies yeplied—

No: T will not,

That is a pretty serious statement; and that
statemeni has gone out in the evidence puh-

You cannot bere-
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lished by the Railway Officers’ Association
Guide, whieh is distributed to railway officers
thronghout the State. Probably all of them
have read that statement; and I say that it
Mr. Davies is absolutely free from blame—I
do not know whether he is or not—the com-
mittee should be appointed to afford him an
opportunity of clearing his character from
tbat aspersion. 1 say that that aspersion has
been printed in black and white. Whether
it s true or not, I am not prepared to say;
but it has gone out in the Guide to all mem-
bers of the Raillway Officers’ Association.

The Minister for Works: Where, and
under what circumstances, did Mr. Davies
make the statement?

Mr. MUNSIE: In the course of the in-
quiry as to the question of reinstating Mr.
MecLeod or otherwise. On that oceasion Mr.
Davies denied that he had made a practice
of demonstrating how casy it was to forge
railway tickets, but he would not deny that
he had ever given an exiibition of how easy
it was.

Mr. 8. Stubbs:
that?

Mr. MUNSIE: 1 want ihe select com-
mittee appointed so that they can inquire
into the matter. One of my chief reasons
for desiring the appointment is founded on
the evidence relating to the ticket which
brought about Mr. McLeod’s dismissal. That
ticket was numbered 467. The statement has
repeatedly been made that that ficket was
handed in to Mr. Neil Donglas, the late Chief
Traflic Manager, subjeet to a distinet pro-
mise¢ from him that the name of the person
who handed the ticket in would not be
divulged. Mr. O’Connor, who was secretary
to the late Chief Treftic Manager, in giving
evidence before the appeal board distinetly
stated that the ticket was handed in to him.
When asked to divulge the name of the per-
soz who handed it in, Mr. O’Connor point
blank refused to do so. I ask, is that a fair
thing? This is, practiecally, the sole con-
sideration which has eaused Mr. Meleod to
ineur such an expense. The man is accused
of forging a ticket, and then the anthorilies
refuse fo let him know who handed the
ticket in.

Hon. J. D. Connolly (Honorary Minis-
ter): But that ticket was handed in long
hefore MeLeod was suspected.

What harm is (here in
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Mr. MUNSIE: Let me say that the evi-
dence before the appeal board does not bear
out that statement. Mr. Davies himself,
when before the Appeal Board, pointed ount
that he had drawn ihe aitention of the con-
ductor on the train to the two men who were
travelling on tickets the genuineness of
which he suspeeted. Those two imen were
tried and fined £10 each. And Mr. Davies, in
the course of a written reply to Mr. McLeod,
said he had not suspected Mr. McLeod
until he got hold of ticket No. 467, which, of
eourse, was after the two men had been fined
and Mr. MeLeod accused of forging the
tickets. It will be seen therefore that it could
not bave been very long before. In any case
I maintain that the aceused has a perfect
right to know who put that ticket in. If we
could get hold of that man we would prob-
ably get from him some information as to
where he got it from, and so we might dis-
cover the gnilty man. However there is nof
much hope of this until we secure from the
department the information they refused to
give the Appeal Board. Irrespective of how
the board is constituted, it should have the
right to insist upon answers to questions

-asked, and not be bamboozled as it was by

officers of the department when the inquiry
was held.

The Minister for Works: That is a ques-
lion for the association.

Mr, MUNSIE: The association has en-
deavoured to put it right, but has failed. In
justice to Mr. McLeod the select committee
ghould be appointed; also in justice to other
officers on whom suspicion falls and in the
interests of the working of the railways, 1
appeal to hon. members to grant this com-
mittee so that we may see if we cannot gel
justice for Mr. Mcleod and, for that matter,
justice also for the person who forged that
ticket. Tt has been suggested by several that
in the interests of Mr. McLeod it is to be
hoped this committee will not he appointed,
that it will be a bad job for Mr. MeLeod if
it is appointed. The inference is that the
commifttee will probably sheet home the
charge to Mr. McLeod. Although I am mov-
ing for the committee on hehalf of Mr. Me-
Leod, I agree that if the suspicion which has
fallen upon him is justified, he should not he
in the railway service to-day. On the other
hand, if he is not guilly, he certainly de-
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serves some compensation for the injustice
done him, I trust the House will grani the
seleet committee.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Avyes . . 14
Noes .- .. .. .. 15
Majority against |
ATYESB,
Mr, ADgwin 1 Mr. O'Loghlen
Mr. Carpenter My, Thomas
Mr. Chesson | Mr. Waltker
Mr. Green | Mr. Wansbrough
Mr. Harrison Mr. A, A, Wilson
Mr. Heltmann Mr. Bolton
Mr. E. B. Johnston {Telletr.)
Mr. Munsie
NoEs.

Mr. Allen Mr. Nalrn
Mr. Butcher Mt Piesse
Mr. Connelly Mr. 8. Stubbs
Mr. Cunningham Mr. Vervard
M¢r. Qardiver Mr. Wilimott
Mr. George Mr. F. Wilson
Mr. Hickmott Mr. Male
Mr. Lefroy (Telier.)

Question thus negatived.

Question of Pairs,

Mr. Munsie: I should like to expliain that,
Just before I rose to reply, the member for
Pilbara (Mr. Underwood) informed me that
he bad paired on this question with the mem-
her for Kimberley (Mr. Male).

Mr. Bolton: May I explain that the mem-
ber for Pilbara asked me to arrange a pair
for him, and T told him to see the member for
Kimberley. He replied that the member for
Kimberley had said that if there was no-
body else to pair with him he (the member
for Kimberlev) wonld do so. In comsulta-
tion with me a little time afterwards the
member for Kimberley asked whom I had to
pair with the Attorney General, and I said,
*Pat down the member for Pilbara.” That
was the arrangement made.

AMOTION—NATIONAL CABINET DUR-
ING WAR TIME.

Order of the Day read for resumption
from 4ih October of the adjourned debate
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on the following motion by Mr. Harrison:—
“That in the opinion of this House the time
is now opportune for the formation of a
National Cabinet to earry on the business
of the State during the period of the War
and six months afterwards.”

Question put and negalived,

MOTION—FREEZING WORKS WYXD-
HAM.

Nevanay Conlract, to inquire by Royal
Commission.

Dehate resnmed from 4th October upon
motion by Mr. E. B. Johnston for the ap-
pointment of a Royal Commission to in-
quire into the whole of the iransactions
hetween the Government of Western Aus-
tralia and Mr. S. V. Nevanas and the com-
panies with which he was associated.

Mr. ANGWIN (North-East Fremantle)
[S.28]: In moving his motion the hon. mem-
ber did not bring forward anything new to
the House, but contented himself with a
repetition of statements previously made.
In the first place e declared rhat Nevanas
seeured secretly & contract of the value of
£155,150. The hon. member is aware that
that is not correct. He knows that the eon-
tract was let by the advice of the officers of
varions departments concerned with works
of the class, officers who sat as a commitlee
and strongly recommended the Government
to let this contract to Nevanas.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: They were bustled
a good deal and sworn to secrecy.

Mr. ANGWIN: There was no secreey at
all. They were of opinion that it was vir-
tually impossible to earry out the contract
for anything near the amount for whieh
Nevanas offered to do it, and they thought
it would be heneficial to the State if Nevanas
were given an opportunity of carrving out
the contraet at the pricee They recom-
mended accordingly. Then the hon. mem-
ber went on to say that at the very time
Nevanas submilted his price that gentleman
had a tender from Dunkerley to carry out
the contract for £137,000. The evidence
given before the seleet committee proved
conclusively that that was not a definitely
fized price.
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Mr. E. B. Jobnston: There was a honus
of £7,000.

Mr., ANGWIN; The £7,000 was for the
work if completed in a cerfain time. Mr.
Dunkerley also said that he was not aware
the work was to be carried out under Gov-
ernment supervision. Mr. Dunkerley him-
self submitted a price afterwards which in-
creased the amount considerahly.

My, E. B. Johnston: Why was oot Dun-
kerley given the contract direct?

Mr. ANGWIN: T do not know, and I do
not think anyune else conneeled with the
Government departments knew bul that Mr.
Punkerley was an engineer for Mr. Nevanas.
Wihen Mr. Dunkerley came here he was in-
trodueed to me by Mr, Nevanas as his en-
gineer and no one heard of any other ar-
rangement until the contract was cancelled.
The member for Willilam-Narrogin (Mr.
E. B. Johnston) was very anxions to know
whether there wag an agreement in existence
in regard to the management of the works,
and he declared that it was necessary to find
out. 1 stated definitely before the select
corsmittee (hat no agreement was entered
into,

Mr. E. B. Johnston: I say it was entered
into, and 1 will prove it.

Mr. Seaddan: What will you do if yon
cannot prove it?

Mr, 15. B. Johnston: Never you mind.

Mr. ANGWIN: I repeat there was no
agreement entered inio at all,

Mr. Green: T ihink the whole thing is
about threadbare,

Mr. ANGWIN: The evidence I gave be-
fore the secleet eommittee is quite true.
answered freely and without reserve every
quesiion that was pnf to me.

Mr. F. B. Johnston: You were in the Kast
when the main trouble was on.

Mr, ANGWIN: The position is that there
was a draft agreement under consideration,
and that was borne out by Mr. Nevanas’
sohcitor when giving evidence. That is a
common prastice.  No finality, however, was
arrived at in regard to the manacement.

Mr. E. R. .Johnston: Yes there was, ab-
solutely.

My, ANGWIN: The hon. memher secms
to know more than ¥ do.

Mr. F. B. Juhnston: You were in the Fnst
when xour colleagues lurned it down.

[ASSEMBLY.)

My. ANGWIN: I say definitely (here was
no agreement entered into.

The Premier: What about the letter?

Mr. ANGWIN: T have never seen any
letter.

Mr. Scaddan: The Premier said he had
that letter.

The Premier: I never said anything of the
kind.

My, Bolton: Yeu said at Busselton that
vou had it in your pockef.

Mr. ANGWIN: Although it is not cus-
tomary to reveal what takes place in Cab-
inet, T desire to say that 1 was present at the
Cabinet meeling when the draft agreement
was discussed. The agreement was taken
away by Mr. Sayer with a view to embody-
ing in it eertain conditions. Tt was deeided
that nothing definite should be fixed up ia
regard o it until the Premier returned from
Melbourne.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Were you at the
Cabinet meating when the arrangement with
Nevanas was repudiated ¢

The Premier: Were not wires sent over
hy the Premier?

Mr. ANGWIN: T never saw them.

The Premier: Do you maintain there is

no letter? .
Mr. ANGWIX: There 1s no letter that [
know of.

The Premier: Yon =aid there was no letter
at all.

Mr. ANGWIX: T said there was no agruee-
ment fixed up: there was no leiter fixing
up an agreement for the management of the
works,

Mr. T B, Johnston: Where were you at
the end of April?

Mr. ANGWIN:
East on the 25th April.
the 29¢th March.

The Premier: Your memory is plaving
vou false.

Mr. ANGWIN: What T am saying, T he-
lieve to be true. I am not in the habit of
telling falsehoods.

The Premier: T did not say anything about
a falsehood.

Mr. ANGWIN: T thought the Premier did.
When I returned to the State Mr. Seaddan
who was then Premier was on his way to
the East.

T eame hack from the
I left Perih on
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Mr. Taylor: There was a terrible lot of
Jaunting geing on at that time,

Mr. ANGWIN: I went over for a holiday
but did not gei it. With regard to the sup-
posed azreement. the evidence of Mr, Ne-
vanas's solicitnr was conclusive, The only
evidenre the member tor Williams-Narrogin
has with rezard o the agreement is some-
thing which Mr. Nevanas's secretary is sup-
posed to have told Mr. Dunkerley and which
AMr. Duskertev repeated to the enmmittee. 1
am as confident as 1 am standing here ihat
there was no agreemenl entered into.

The Premier: Where is the letter?

Mr. Seaddan: You have that; you said
$0.

The Premier: | did not say so.

Mr. ANGWIN: T did not see any letter.

The Premier: Why did vou withdraw it
from the file?

Ihe Minister for Works: You were in Vie-
toria on the 10th April and would not have
seen 1it.

Mr. ANGWIN: I never saw it, but T am
certain that no agreement was ever entered
into, nor was anvthing done which could
have led Mr, Nevanas io believe that the
draft agreement would he signed after it
had been discussed 1n Cabinet.

Me. E. B. Jolmsion: He held the letter,
and you knew all abont it,

Mr. Seaddan: What letter did he hold;
was it an agreement?

Mr. ANGWIN: The whole thing shows
that there was neo such arreement in exisi-
ence. [ do nol mind what inquiry is held.
So far as 1 am concerned there is nothing
thal need nof see the light of day. A good
eal has heen said about the eancellation of
the coniract, but we know now that the pur-
chase of material at that fime proved to be
of zreat advantage fo the State. Hon. mem-
bers know that we saved about £13,000 by
purchasing through Nevanas & Co ai the
fime. Since Lhen saving in the price of
waterial has heen doubled and in some cases
trebled.

The Minister for Works: T eannof con-
firm that.

Mr. ANGWIN: The Minister need only
ask his officers with regard to steel. There
was a little diffievlty experienced in dealing
with the cork merchants and in that diree-
tion we had to pav more. but there also the
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cork we secured was beneficial to the State.
1 do not intend to-night to go into the ques-
tion, becanse I bave already dealt with it
very ftully in this Chamber. I also gave
evidence at great lengih betore the seleet
cominirtee, who examined all the witnesses
tiley thonght necessary.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: They did not get
Nevanas and they did not get all the papers.

Mr. ANGWIN: T cannot help their not
having got Nevanas, Every wilness who was
here was called and the inguiry was exhaus-
tive.  The result was that the commitice
eould not find anything wrong so far as
Ministers were eoncerned. The idea is that
there is something underlying this guestion
and the svggestion is ihat it is from a pecu-
niary point of view. I know thai not a Min-
ister conitected with the then Cabinet ever
benefited to the extent of one farthing. Their
one aim was to carry out the work as cheaply
as possible and to the best advantage and to
get it brought into existence as early as
possible. T am prepared, and am quite wil-
ling to vote for the appuintment of a Rowal
Commnisgion. and T am prepared to face any
inquiry which may take place, because T am
satisfied that nothing whatever can be said
againsi the then Government except that it
was their desire to carry out only what was
in the best interest of the Siate.

Mr. SCADDAN  (Brownhill - Ivanhoe)
[S43]: Permit me first to say that T con-
gratulate the member for Williams-Narrogin
on the courageous attitude he has adopted
in this matter.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: T am sorry I cannot
Teciprocate.

Mr. SCADDAN: T do not desire it from
such as the hon. member. He first came here
with a cavefully worded resolution. contain-
g a statement which is quite incorreet, but
framed, of course, in a way which would suit
his  purpose of advertising, by innuendo,
somelhing which he was not game to say de-
tinitely and publiely on the platform, so that
the matter might be cleared up in a proper
way. T chalienge the hon. member to go out-
side the House and say what he has been cir-
culating by innuendo, and nol to take advan-
tage of the privilege which he has as a mem-
ber of thi= Chamber, a privilege which he haz
also availed himself of under the Defence
Act—TI believe he is a single man and not
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registered. 1 ask him net to take advantage
of that privilege to reflect on my personal
character, but to ge outside and say what
te has to say.

Mr. E. B. Johnston : I made all those state-
ments before and you were frighiened to
answer them. Why did you not come down
to Williams-Narrogin?

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member talks
about my going fo Williams-Narrogin to
face him on a matter of this kind. What
had I to face there?—something in eonnee-
{ion with the select committee’s report, whieh
he used for the purpose of endeavouring to
get me to go to Williams-Narrogin and con-
test the election against him. I might ask
why he did not eome to Brown Hill and op-
pose me. ke made the statement that he
wonld put me out of publie life it he eould.
Instead of doing that, he comes to this
House and subnits a motion of this char-
acter—

For a commiltee to inguire into the
special arrangements entered inlo  with
Nevanas to take control of the Wyndham
Freezing Works.
That is an absolute untraih; there was no
arrangement whereby My, Nevanas was to
lake charge of the works—

My, 15, B. Johnston: There was.

Mr. SCADDAX: I say it is untrue; no
stich arraugement was ever made-—

when completed at a generous salary.

AMr. E. B. Johnston: That is absolutely
true.

Mr. SCADDAN: I sav it is absolutely
untrue. The hon. member came along to
this Housze during my absence

Mr. E. B. Jolnston: That was not my
fault.

Mr. SCADDAN: I know it was not the
hon. member’s fault; but when the motion
was called on he might have taken ihe manly
and courageous attitude of asking that it be
postponed until T was present and had an
opportunity of hearing what he had to say,
and giving my reply first-hand.  He not
only took the attilude of submitting the mo-
tion in my absence. but actually of voting
to compel the debate to proceed during my
absence.
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Mr. E, B. Johnston: I did not think you
would ever get back.

Mr. SCADDAXN: The wish was father to
the thought. That is what you hoped for.
J find his name in the division list on the
question of the adjournment on this debate
in, which he submitted what he calls a serious
charge against me. He wanted to insist
that the debate proceed.

Mr. BE. B, Johnston interjected.

Mr. SCADDAN: I welcome this Royal
Commission. The only frouble is that it
does not go far enough. 'The member for
Williams-Narrogin has for months past been
reflecting on my personal character in a
certain eluh whieh the hon. member fre-
qents in St. Geovrge’s lerrace. Aliegations
have heen made of ““pal grease’ in eon-
nection with the purehase vl the tramways,
and about the coniract for the erection of
the power house. Those allegations are de-
liberate and wilful faisehoods; and theve
is no man plucky enough to take the respon-
sibility of saying these things publiely.
They are cirenluted by innuendv, and ex-
actly 1he same remark applies to this mat-
ter of the Nevanas contraet. There have
heen altempts made during the last few
months to make the people of this State
believe I had something to gain by Nevanas
getting this conlract. 1 say that is abso-
lutely false. I had nothing to gain except
what I should as a citizen of the community
by having {hese works erected in the interests
of the Empire. My only desire was to see
the early eonstruction of the works. There
are cablegrams on the file from the [mperial
(iovernment to the BSiate Government
through the Governor General, urging us to
make provision for the feeding of troops.
Any man who would not take the oppor-
tunity of doing something to that cud, in
the face of 1hose cablegramnz, would he no
man and no Britisher, I care not what his
aceusations are but I ask that the hon. mem-
ber ghall he fair and sav what he really
means. 1 want the House and the country
to know that the member for Williams-Nar-
rogin is the last man in the House who
shonld cast reflections on a man’s personal
charaeter. He was drummed out of the
public service himself.
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Mr. E. B. Johnston: DJMr. Speaker, 1
must ask for the withdrawal of that; it is
an absolute lie.

Mr. SPEAKER: 'The leader of the Op-
position has made the statement that the
member for Williams-Narrogin was drum-
wmed out of the service. The hon. member
takes exception to that and I must ask that
it be withdrawn.

Mr. SCADDAN: I will withdvaw.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member for
Williams-Narrogin must now withdraw bis
remarlk,

Mr. E. B. Johnston: I withdraw.

Mr. SCADDAN: Let me deal with the
hon. member.

Mr, E. B. Johnston: You are frightened
to deal with the motion,

Mr. SCADDAN: Might [ ask that the
hon. member shall not interject. I did not
interject when he was moving his motion,
and 1T would like him to have an oppor-
tunity of hearing what I have to say. The
hon. member has asked for a Royal Com-
mission. I am nof objecting to that, and
I will vote for the motion.

Mr, E. B, Jchnston: You are annoyed
at the motion.

Mr. SCADDAN: T am not annoyed at
the proposal for a Royal Commission, bul
I am annoyed at the attiiude adopted by
the hon. member in taking this means of
attacking me personally, in order to cover
up his tracks. He is not game to say what
he has said on a public platform. Let me
relate to the House an incident which oe-
cnrred in the corridor. The member for
Kalgoorlie was here at the time and lhe can
hbear me out. When the late Postmaster
(teneral, Mr, Fraser, died, a selection ballot
hecame necessary for the Kalgoorlie seat in
the Federal House. The present member
for Kalgoorlie, as every one knows, re-
signed his seat in this House in order to
contest that ballot. By way of a joke the
member for Menzies rang me up in my
vffice and told me a rumour had been cir-
culated that I intended contesting the selee-
tion ballot, and asking me when 1 eame up
to the House, if T were asked the question,
to say that the rumour was correct. The
member for Williams-Narrogin came to me
and asked me whether there was any truth
in the statement that T proposed contesting
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the selection ballot, and I replied that I was
thinking of it but had not definitely made
up my mind. He then said, ‘‘If you are, I
shall bring the question up at the party
meeting, because if you are leaving the
party I am leaving it, too, as I would not
follow any other leader.”

Mr, E. B. Johnston: Af that time I did
not want you to go.

Mr, SCADDAN: The hon. memher does
not deny the statement, and I accept his
explanation.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: 1 had confidence in
you at that time which I afterwards lost.

Mr, SCADDAN: The hon. member has
heen anything in polities from & party
point of view that suited his hook. He
was the strongest opponent Sir Newton
Moove had when Premier and Minister for
Lands. He was just as strong an opponent
of the present Minister for Indnstries (Hon.
J. Mitchell} when he was formerly Minister
for Lands. It is signifiecant that it was due
to the action of those Ministers that the
hon. member was dismissed the serviee and
joined the Labour party. That is the man
who now tries, by an attack on my personal
character, to cover up his tracks As I have
said, he was dismissed from the service.

Mzr. E. B. Johnson: That is not correct.

Mr. BCADDAN: And he is now asking
for a Royal Commission for the purpoze of
endeavouring to damn my personal charae-
ter.

Mr. E. B, Johnston interjected.

Mr. SCADDAN: Whe is making (his
speech

Mr. E. B. Johnston: I am.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber is not making this speech; the leader of
the Opposition is addressing the Chair, and
the hon. member will have the right of reply
as mover of the motion.

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member takes
objection to what he ferms is a personal at-
tack by me on him. Surely when he atlacks
me personally-

Mr. E. B. Johnston: I did not; I attacked
your public action.

Mr. SCADDAN: According to the bon.
member the Royal Commission is asked for
for the purpose of inguiring into my publie
aetion. I want to know whether his actions
as a public servant were not ajso publie ac-
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tions, and as such open to daylight as he
proposes now that mine should be.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The motion does
not deal with the hon. members actions. It
is for the purpose of appointing a Royal
Commission lo inguire into the agreement
alleged to have been made with Mr. Nev-
anas,

Mr. SCADDAN: If I am nof to have an
opportunity of saying what 1 wish on this
veeasion, I shall probably move later on for
the appointment of a Loyal Commission to
inqmire into quite a number of the actions of
the bon. member. I am surely entitled, in
view of the manner in which the hou. mem-
ber has accused me, of drawing attenlion to
the reason which actuated him in the atti-
tude he has taken. 1t will be remembered
that the member for Guildford (Mr. W. D.
Johuson) drew atteniion in this Fonse be-
fore the hon. member hecame the member for
Williams-Narrogin, of cerlain land traas-
actions in the Williams-Narrogin distriet,
where be was then the Government land
agent. That was followed up by a mution
by myself, without knowing anything at all
about the man, for the appointment of a
seleet commiliee.  There was absolutely no
{eeling at all in the matter. But it is signi-
ficant that the member for Guidford and
myself are the only two ex-Ministers who
have any rvesponsibility in this Nevanas mat-
ter. The member for Guildford drew atfen-
tion to certain scandals in  the Williams-
Narrogin distriet, and it was I who moved
tor the select committee. That motion was
withdrawn on an undertaking given by the
then Premier, Sir Newton Moore, who, after-
wards found the hon, member just as violent
an opponent as I now find bhim to be. The
motion was wilhidrawn on the undertaking
of Sir Newton Moore that the matter would
he made the subject of a departmenfal in-
guiry. This led to the hon. mewber being
called upon to resign. That brings me fo
the point that in dealing with the matter at
IIis Majesty’s Theatre 1 did inadvertently
SAy--e—-

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Try and be a man.

Mr. SCADDAN: That the hon. member
had been sacked as a consequence from the
public service, and I was approached by
the present Attorney General (Hon. R. T.
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Robinson) acling as counsel for the bon.
member, with a little note to this effect—
Unless you sign a letler to this effeet
and  relurn it to me te-morrow [ am
authorised by Mr. E. B. Johnston to issue

a writ against you for having asserted

that he was dismissed from the service.
L did not sign it.

Mr. B0 B Johnsten: You promised to do
=4, bul broke your word, )

Mr. SCADDAXN: That is a deliberately
incorrect statement. 1 did not promise any-
thing of the kind. 1 told the Altorney Gen-
eral, in his capacily as legal adviser to the
on, member, that he could see the file and
that if Mr, Johnston had not been dismissed
I would make a publie retraction. Ile was
perhaps not directly dismissed, but an in-
quiry was held and he was called upon to
resign.

Alr. E. B. Johnston: [ was never called
upon to resigm.

Mr. SPEAKER: I cannot allow this dis-
cuizsion any further.

Mr. SCADDAN: I have read Hansard,
awd if L <lid not get “bark from the tombd”’
fromn the hon. member, I do not know what
1 did get.

Mr. 1 B, Johnston:
answer it either,

My, SPEAKER: The remarks of the hon.
member for Williams-Narrogin  were dis-
finetly relevant to the motion, but thore of
the leader of the leader of the Opposition
are not.

Mr. BCADDAN: T will get an oppor-
tunity, and if 1 do not I will make ii on a
direct motion. I mmn not going to permit
ilie hon. member to adopt this attitude wiih-
out the right of retalialing. I am not built
that way.

Mr., SPEAKER: The bon. memher will
have full scope.

Mr. SCADDAN: And I will take it, too.
I still assert, as I have done all along the
line, that so Ffar as the transaciicns were
coneerned that were carried out by Cabivet,
tiley were earried out with one objeet only,
that of advancing (he best intorests of the
North-West and of the State as a whole,
and, 7ater alin, the best interests of the Bm-
wire in the erisis through wiich it was pas-
sing. Whether we acted, as viewed from to-
day, in the wisest possible direction has to

And  you eanvot
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be decided by everyone on Lhe evidence of
the scleet commitiee. 1 am aot liere to say
that cvery step whieh was taken by the
Uovernment was always the wisest step, as
viewed from the standpoini of fulure re-
sults.  Mosi of us try to live to the best
advantage and Lo get Lhe best out of life.
Is there one who could not look back and
sav that there was a certain aetion which,
if Lie evuld have foreseen ihe result of it, he
would not gerhaps have acled diferently!?
There i= not arx hon. member here who could
say that. Nn Government ever existed wilh-
oai aving had an exucily siratlar experi-
vizce.  1F one could have foreseen that My
Nevanas ¢ould not proceed with the work,
and that things would have taken the tura
wiieli thex did, one would never have gone
so Tar. We consulted with Mr. Nevanas with
1wo ohjeets in view., The first was thar he
shonld advise us—and he bad been recom-
mended with good eredentials-—on the ques-
fion ol the establishment of freezing works
at Wynrdham and as to the type of freczer to
he erveted. He was recommended as an expert
on frozen meat and had just come from Lon-
don. To view of the report of the then Min-
ister fur Works who had proeeeded to Wynd-
liam, that the great problem in connection
wilh ihe establishment of the works there
wounld lie in the direetion of the disposal of
the surplus produet which eannot be con-
trolled from Perth, and that it would have
to be econtrolled by soime management in
London where 1he produet is disposed of, our
second ohject was to gel advice from Mr.
Nevanas on this point. Mr. Nevanas was
estahlished in London. We made confidential
infuiries in regard to his financial standing
as a purvevor of meat in London and in dif-
erent parts of Great Britain and the answers
received were ratisfactory. The then Minis-
ter for Lands proceeded to consult with Mr.
Nevanas on the question of disposing of the
surplus products. We fonnd that these
works could not be profitably managed from
Perth and the sarplus product disposed of
under the same management. Eventually,
when the works are completed, the present
Government will have to find ways and means
of managing the works apart from the Agri-
culiural Department iu Pertb. For the pur-
pose of arramging with Mr. Nevanas to
manage the works, we drafted an agreement
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on a basis wiiel I still believe would have
been satisfactory lo the State had we been
able to proceed with it, particularly in view
of the now estimated cost of the eonstruction
of the works. This, tozether with ihe speedy
erection of the works and their earlter opera-
tion, and the help whicll we eould have given
to the limpire as requested, the agreement
would have been to the best advantage of the
State. We stopped, however, when we had
the draft agreement before Cabinet, which
the committee say, and which as a matter of
fact the hon. member for Williams-Nar-
rogin and other hon. members as well have
heen making the public believe, was an
agreement that we made, but which we did
not make.

Mr. E. B.
letter?

Mre. 8CADDANX: T will make ont my case
in my ewn way. I know what the hon.
member is desirous of doving., At that stage
we knocked off negotiations on the question
of the agreement for ihe management of the
works, in order to expedite the completion
of the contract for the erection of the works
so as to enable Mr. Nevanas to catch the
season at Wyndham, as well as to enable him
to ret the works open within the time speci-
fied. Whether we acted wisely or not is al-
togelher apurt from the present issue. .\s
tr the breaking oft of the negotiations in
(‘abinet, T am not here—nor could any
Roval Commission eall upon me to do so—
to divulge what transpired in Cabinet. Mat-
ters which transpire between Minister and
Minister in Cabinet are held by the British
Constitation to be sacred, and no one has
any right, even if a Minister disapproves of
what is arrived at and leaves Cabinet, to dis-
close what took place there. Ministers meet
on three or four days a week and discuss mat-
ters of public inlerest. No minutes are kept
in Cabinet of the discussions which take
place. Frequently a deeision arrived at is
placed on the file concerned, and frequently
tow. that is not done, the department merely
taking the desired action. A Cabinei de-
cision is founded on the basis of the Crown
calling to its aid ecertain individuals who
have 1he conflidence of the majority of the
peuple’s House, which reposes in those Min-
isters sufficient confidence to allow them to
conduct their business in secret. Each agrees

Johnston: What abount the
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with the decision finally arrived at by Cab-
inet as a whole.

Mr. Gardiner:
in Cabinet?

Mr. SCADDAN: That is so. That condi-
tion of affairs must exist. At the time [ am
speaking of we had the agreement before
Cabinet. Tliere was a difference of opinivn
in regard fo the contents of that agreement.
It was drawn up by Mr. Nevanas's solicifor
in conjunction with the Crown Law officials
without any imstructions from us as to its
hasis. We considered the draft in Cabinet
and marked in peneil; some of us, our opin-
ions as to the different clanses, and proceded
to discuss them. Eventnally we decided
owing to some of the clanses nof being in
accordance with the wish of Cabinet, that we
were not prepared to discuss it any further
and thus delay the other contract which had
then suddenly loomed up. There was no in-
tention of discussing with Mr. Nevanas the
question of erecting the works. It was only
when the offer came along and was sub-
mitted to the board, which stated that we
should not hesitate to accept it because we
could not do the work at the price or pet it
done within the time—and these are purely
good enough reasons considering the condi-
tions then prevailing—that in aceordance
with the deeision arrived at in Cabinet to
drop that agreement the agreement was
dropped and the question was taken into eon-
sideration of making a suitable arrangement
with Mr, Nevanas in connection with the
management of the works. 1 am telling the
House the God's truth. All that T told Mr.
Nevanas in that leiter which was withdrawn
afterwards was that subjeet to certain things
in ihe agreement being satisfactorv in vital
points and not olherwise, we were pre-
pared to make an agreement with him
as to the management., I proceeded
to Melbourne and was suddenly taken
ill there wiih pneumonia. I spent three
weeks in the hospital. For the purpose of
not permitting my wife to know that I had
contracted pneumonia I instructed my sec-
retary to telegraph that I was laid up with
influenza. My colleagues only imagined that
I had an attack of influenza, and wired day
after day for certain things to be attended to
in Melbourne, but my secretary took no ae-
lion in regard to them. T think it was on the

Although he may disagree
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Thursday that I was able to attend to busi-
ness, and I had placed before me a big bun-
dle of correspondence and telegrams.
Amongst these was a request from Cabinet
that after further consideration it was
deemed desirable to withdraw the letter
which I had given to Mr. Nevanas while in
Perth. I did not hesitate, and immediately
withdrew the letter, and there was an end to
the matter. In spite of what has heen said to
the contrary, there is not a line in existence
which wounld give Nevanas the right to a
pennyworth in connection with the Wynd-
ham freezing works, either now or in the
future. And yet the member for Williams-
Narrogin asks for a Royal Commission to
ingoire info something of that nature. Was
it an awful thing to do to comply with the
request of my colleagues.

Mr, E. B. Johnston: Why did the letter
and the telegram disappear from the file?

Mr. SCADDAN: The Premier says he
kept a copy of it

Mr. Taylor: No, he denies that.

Mr. SCADDAN: I have his statement
bhere. I do not care what he denies. In
his poliey speech delivered at Bnsselton
on Wednesday, 9th August last, the Premier
said—

He had with him a letter from the ex-
Premier, the copy of which, however, had
disappeared from the files and could not
be found, giving him the management of
the works on these generous terms.
The Minister for Works: He

Nevanas there.

Mr. SCADDAN:
absolutely incorreet.
letter with him.

The Minister for Works: The Premier
has not had that letter or even a copy of it.

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member for
Williams-Narrogin had a copy of it.

"Mr. E. B. Johnston: T did not.

Mir. SCADDAN: The hon. member may-
have dozens of copies if be reqnires them.
All that this letter did was to comply with
what I believed to be—and what my Minis-
ters were salisfied with when T came hack
from Melbourne—the correct decision ar-
rived at in Cabinet that we would drop the
question of the agreement until after
Nevanas had erected the works, and would
undertake to do so subject to the eonditions

meant

1 say thdf statement is
Nevanas has no such
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being suitable to us and not otherwise, and
that on those grounds we would make an
agreement for the management of the works.
What is all the trouble about? What does
the hon. member imagine? He, of course,
has never held Cabinet rank, and has never
carried respensibility, and does nof know.
But, I ask, has one of hose telegrams ever
transpired which passed between Dr. Hicks
and Mr. Keenan and Mr. Gregory when the
little game was going on 8s te who should
sncceed Mr. Newton Moore as Premier?
The member for Mt. Margaret will recollect.

Mr. Taylor: Yes; the “hurricane lamp”
affair.

Mr. SCADDAN: That is it. A maiter
affecting agreement amongst Ministers is
not a public matter, but a matter to be
settled amongst themselves. I freely admit,
and T have previously admitted, that there
was a difference of opinion on this point
between my colleagues and myself.  That
difference of opinion was settled. In Cab-
inet I sank my opinion, as every Minister
has occasionally to do for the purpose of
preserving agreement amongst Ministers,
And it is on that ground I am accused of
doing something dishonest. Things done in
Cabinet are not to be blazoned abroad, as
the member for Williams-Narrogin may
know some day if he ever gets Cabinet rank.
Then the hon. member wants a Royal Com-
mission, Well, he may have it. [f the hon.
member desires to thrash things out tho-
roughly, let him endavour {0 make the seope
of the commission all-embracing, so as to
afford me an opportunity of refuting cer-
tain innnendoes which have been cast on me.
Hardly a week passes but I get an anony-
mous letter calling me all the blackguards
and skunks under the sun—

The Minister for Works: We all do.

Mr, SCADDAN: And asking what did I
get out of the Nevanas deal, or out of the
tramway deal, or out of the ferries deal, or
out of the power-house coniract. The mem-
ber for Irwin (Mr. Gardiner) knows the
sort of aspersion that is cast around every
time the Government iake on a big deal.
But, because such eharges are hurled about
for party purposes, are Governments not to
transaet public business? Are we to tell the
Ministers now on the Treasury bench that
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they are not to earry on the affairs of the
State because such accusations may be
hurled at them? As soon as the brickworks
have been disposed of the question will be
asked on the Terraee, what did the Minister
for Works get out of it?

The Minister for Works: That is so.

Mr. SCADDAN: And that kind of thing
is being encouraged, year in vear out, for
party purposes. Liberal Ministers are now
in possession of the affairs of the State. If
there is any agreement of the nature as-
serted, if there is still something that is
going to cost the country more in connection
with this business, let Ministers say so. They
will have knowledge of it.

Mr. Taylor: What ean the Royal Commis-
sion do more than the select committee did9

Mr. SCADDAN: Nothing.

Member: Where is Nevanas?

Mr. Heitmann: Probably he has enlisted.

Mr., SCADDAN: T have no objection to
the appointment of a Royal Commission, but
I do object to the appointment being de-
manded for party purposes and on personal
grounds.

Mr. E. B. Johnston:
unfair.

Mr. SCADDAN: Tt is not unfair. I could
allude to transactions which took place in
the Government departments when the La-
bour party were not in office, which in this
House have practically been deseribed as
jobs, and now we are asked for a Royal
Commission to inquire into a letter which
caused a disagreement among Ministers.
Was T in the position of Premier for the
purpose of evading respoosihility, for the
purpose of leaving my colleagues to get the
blows? I was there to carry my responsi-
bility, and I did carry it. The present Min-
ister for Works knows that certain thines
which I have been acecused of doing off mv
own bat T never ¢id off my own bat anyv
more than I have attempted to build a fAyire
machine. The radiogram sent to Nevanas
when he was on thé steamer was sent in mv
name, over my signature; buot I had no more
to do with it than had any other Minister.
In point of faet, that message was drafio |
by the present manager of the State Stean-
ship Service, Mr. Stevens; and it was
brought inte Cabinet, and approved. It had

You know that is
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to lLe signed by someone, and it was signed
by me on behalf of Cabinet. And yet, for
having sent that wireless message on the in-
struction of Cabinet, on the advice and re-
commendation of the manager of the State
Steamship Service, I amn aceused of having
done something dishonourable and dishonest.

The Minister for Works: That message
was the one offering him the “Prinz Sigis-
mund” subject to her being econtrolled by
the State Steamship Service?

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes. We had an object
there. We were trying to sell the “Western
Australia®  We could not got rid of ler
until we had another boat {o take up the
mail contract we had with the Postmasier
General. Having an opportunity of seeur-
ing this interned steamer, we sent two officers
of the State Steamship Serviee to examine
the boat and repori whether she wounld
answer our requirements, One officer re-
ported yes, and the other reported no. The
manager of the State Steamship Service said,
“The officers are not satisfled now that the
bhoat will prove satisfactory on this coast.”
Those officers had had experience of the
“Western Australia,” and they were not
ready to say that the “Prinz Sigismund”
was suitable. Now, here was Nevanas look-
mg for a boat to ecarry his meterial to
Wyndham. The manager of the Siate
Steamship Serviee said, “Jf we can get
Nevanas to accept a boat for the purpose of
carrying his material to Wyndham, we ean
then at his cost ascertain whether the boat
is snitable” Tf that was not good business,
what is good business? However, because
we did it by wireless the member for
Williams-Narrogin assumes that there was
something dishonourable about it. and I am
supposed to have done something which
refleets on my personal character. I
have nothing whatever to hide in con-
nection with the Wyndham transaction
or in connection with any other transaction.
In order to remove what seems to be a
glimmer of something in the minds of cer-
fain honourable members, let me say that I
have never been able to put into my banking
account a threepenny bit, nor have I ever
received a single article worth threepence,
for anything I did in my Ministerial capa-
city. From & Ministerial point of view I
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have never considered friends or foes, but
only the hest interests of the State. Then,
to suggest, as the member for Wilhams-
Narrogin does, that some action of mine was
of a nature that did not reflect credit on
myself or the State——

Mr, E. B. Johnston : But publie documents
disappeared.

Mr. SCADDAN: They are not public
documents.  the hon. member does not ap-
preciate the position as regards quesiions be-
tween Ministers, Those telegrams are not
rublie properiy. Suppose a Minister tells
his I'remier that be is dissatisfied, and states
the grounds of his dissatisfaction in wrii-
ing, is that doeument a public docu-
meut to be tabled in the House, there-
by diselosing  diseord in  the Cabinet?

Mr. E. B. Johuslon: Those documenis
were all on the files.

Mr. SCADDAN: No. [ say that not a
single doeument has been removed from the
public files, Certain telegrams were sent o
me by my colleagues, and T have them still.
The return telegrams I sent to Ministers they
probally have; and they are entitled to have
them. The Minister for Works will know,
it he does mot know yet, that at times a
Minister may wire or write to his Premier
referring to the aelion of some other Min-
ister. At present it may be a happy family
on the Treasury beneh: hut it may not he
g0 always, and the Minister for Works may
feel that he requires Lo express a confidential
opinion to his Premier. Is it to be asserted
that the Premier should lay that document
on the Table of the House?

The Minister for Works: But a business
doeument should not disappear.

Mr, SCADDAN : I have already said that
the letter which I gave Mr. Nevanas I with-
drew hecause its contents were disapproved
of by my ecolleagues,

The Minister for Works: Bat should it nol
be on ihe file?

Myr. SCADDAN: No.

The Minister for Works: Why not ?

Mr. SCADDAN: Because we decided that
we would not go mfe the management gues-
tion until Wevanas had constructed the
works., I could have gone to any one and
said, “Subject to a satisfactory agreement
being made. T will let you manage the
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works.”  That would not be a contract.
There was no contract.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: Yes, there was a con-
fract.

Mr. SCADDAXN: I tell the hon. member
what was stated on behalf of Nevanas--
that there was never a contract, but merely a
letier.

Ar. Angwin: That was stated before ihe
select committee.

Mr. Taylor: There was a tentlative agree-
ment, which was never approved of.
Mr. SCADDAN: Not even that.

a letter stating:

Mr. Willmott: Nevanas’s solicitor pro-
duced to the sclect committee something
whieh he would not let us read, which was
in the nature of an agreement.

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes. If that agreement
had been signed

Mr. Taylor: The agreement was never
aceepled by both parties.

AMr. Gardiner: If an agreement is not
signed hy both parties, how can it be an
agreemcnt?

Mr. SCADDAN: I am endeavourine to
explain that the letter was merely a drafl,
drawn by the Crown Solicitor and by My,
Nevanas's solicitor, for Ministers to read.
Ministers read the draft, and then deeided
to drop the question of management until
the works had been crected, when, if we
couldl make an agreement satisfactory to
us—-—

The Minisier for Works: You gave Ne-
vanas a lelter to that effect?

Mr. SCADDAN: Yes.

The Minister for Works: Should not that
leiter he on the file?

Mr, SCADDAN: No; not any more than
if I had merely told Nevanas so privatelv.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: He was with you on
that day?

Mr, SCADDAN: On what day?

Mr. E. B. Johaston: The 10th April.

Mr. SCATDAN: No. The hon. membher
has stafed that Nevanas was a frequeant
visitor to my house. During the whole time
Nevanas was in Perth he was in my house
once.

The Minister for Works: No harm if he
was.

Mr. SCADDAN: No. But what I am
concerned abont is, not my legal posilion,

Merely
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hut nty private positien. The innuendo that
Nevanas was a frequent visitor to my house,
was a close friend of mine, was made for a
certain  jurpuose. The hon. member who
made it oughl to be manly enongh to admit
now that he made it for the purpose of im-
pugning my inlegrity.

Mr. E. B. Johnston:
incorreet.

Mr. SCADDAN: It is eorrect. The hon.
member ‘even in this House once interjected
to me, “What about the pianola Nevanas
cave you?¥’

Mr, E. B. Johnston: 1 do not think I said
that at all.

Mr. SCADDAX : Of course the hon. mem-
ber does not think he said so. But he said
it distinetly.

Mr. E. B. Johnston:
ported ?

Mr. SCADDAX: The hon. member will
find in Hansard, “Mr. E. B. Johnston inler-
jeeted.” If the hon. member had said it out-
side [ would have pulled his nose. He
does nol say that kind of thing oulside.
He skulks outside. In this Chamber, of
course, we have to deal with members in a
respectful way.

Mr. ¥, B, Johnston: I say you are wrong.

Mr. SCADDAN: And I say I am not
wrong, The hon. member has been indulg-
ing in thig kind of innuendo for months past.
I have heard ahout Sirelitz giving me a
motor ear,

Mr. E. B. Jolinston: That is news to me.

Mr. SCADDAN: I do not know so much
about that. Evervthing 1 have in the world,
it wonld seem, has heen given to me by some-
hody. T am lucky indeed to have that sort
of attraction. But the worst of it is thal so
many of the public believe these statements.
On the advice of my friends I kept my wife
aoing about the Canning distriet during the
election campaign to deny statements of this
nature—slatements that T had got a nice eut
out of the tramwav deal, that Strelitz had
given me something handsome for getiing
lim out of trouble. I sent my wife to deny
those statemenis and to show that she was
not German. 1 protest against members,
who are supposed to represent public
opinion, encouraging this sort of thing, be-
cause, as I have previously said, mud cannot
be thrown continually without some of it

That is absolutely

Where is it re-
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sticking. I1f merely because I happened to
be the head of the Government when these
transactions were carried out—the tram-
ways purchase, over £400,000, was a pretty
big thing—I am to be accused of
having my palm greased, I too will ask
questions of others carrying on big transac-
tions; and where is it all going to land
politics in this State? If anybody can
show where, by any of my public actions, 1
inereased by private banking account then
undoubtedly I ought to be dealt with under
the {(Secret Commissions Aect and landed
in Fremantle gaol. I ask hon. memi.ers
to be fair emough, if not kind enough, to
have this matter cleaned up once and for
all. Tf we are to have a commission, let it
not be circumseribed. Let us comprise with-
in its scope all these other guestions, as
for instance the Strelitz ease, in which the
Premier had not the courage to take up the
attitude he ought have adopted when I was
being aitacked in the public Press on that
question,

The Premier: 'What attitude ought I
to have adopted? What has this to do
with the question? This is another dirty
inginuation. What do you accuse me of
now? What have I had to do with Strel-
itz?

Mr. SPEAKER: The Premier must with-
draw the words “dirtyinsinnation.”

Mr. SCADDAN: T did not say that you
had anything to do with Strelitz.

The Premier: You mentioned his name.
It was a cowardly thing to say.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Premier must with-
draw.

Mr. SCADDAN:
withdraw,

Mr. SPEAKER: I do. It is only cour-
tesy to the House that he should.

The Premier: I ask that the leader of
the Opposition withdraw his remarks.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the leader of the
Opposilion said anything offensive, he will
he asked to withdraw.

The Premier: He aspersed my repulalion.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Premier will with-
draw, and then I will ask the leader of the
QOpposition to withdraw any remark which
the Premier takes exception to.

1 do not want him to

[ASSEMBLY.]

The Premier: Very well, I will with-
draw,
Mr. SPEAKER: Now what did the

leader of the Opposition say to which the
hor. member takes exception?

The Premier: I take exception to his re-
marks in reference to myself and my as-
sociation with Mr, Strelitz.

Mr. SCADDAN: I withdraw,

Mr, SPEAKER: I hope there will be no
further reference to anything outside the
motion.

Mr. SCADDAN: I bad no intention of
making any personal reflection. I merely
said that several other questions might be
handed to the commission to be cleared up,
remarking that the Premier might have had
the courage to help me and explain the
position in regard to Mr. Strelitz when I
was being attacked in the publie Press. 1
merely wanted it known that the Premier
himself brought Mr. Strelitz along to my
office.

The Premier: To ask you to listen to what
he had to say.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 think it is undesirable
to disenss that question. The bon. member
will digeuss the motion.

Mr. SCADDAN: T want the Premier to
withdraw his statement that I was acting
the part of a ecoward. It seems to me that
the Premier refuses to withdraw the state-
ment to which I take cxception, notwith-
standing whiech I am asked to proeceed.

The Premier: 1 did not say the hon.
member was acting Lhe part of a eoward;
I merely said it was a cowardly thing for
him to sayv.

Mr, SPEAKER: If the Premier said the
leader of the Opposition acted the part of
a coward, he must withdraw it; bat the
Premier denies that., Does the leader of
the Opposition desire that I should ask for
proof of ii¥

Mr. SCADDAN: No, I aceept his ex-
planation. Getting back to the motion, I
sincerely hope this matter will be finalised.
T will gladly help in clearing up the gues-
tion, hecause it will be of advantage to me.
I have been sitting down under this for so
long that I am about tired of it. Ap-
parently, no direet statements have been
made. At all evenis, I have tried to get
statements, but all that I could gel was
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innuendo. Innuendo has run all through
the statements made by the member for
Williams-Narrogin  (Mr. E. B. Johnston).
We have been told that there was an agree-
ment. The Premier must know whether the
Crown Law officers have been approached
with a demand for the agreement.

The Premier: No one has approached
me. .

Mr. SCADDAN: If the hon. member had
heen approached, he could fairly ask that
we have an inquiry for the purpose of
knowing whether there was an agreement.

The Premier: There evidently was some-
ihing in the nature of an agreemeni.

Myr. SCADDAN: The position is that
there seemed to be something in this that
wight suit their political party.

The Premier: Why do not you produce
the leiter you wrote to Nevanac?

Mr. SCADDAXN: 1 have told the House
what happened in respect to that letier. [
am not objecting fo the motion,

The Premier: Well, let it be carried.

Mr. SCADDAX : The Premier, as adviser
to His Majesty, could have recommended
the appomiment of a ecommission the day he
took office, without bhringing the guestion
into the House at all. Bnt he did not do
that. He has allowed this thing to go on.
knowing thal the longer it goes, the more it
will reflect on me personally. That is the
attitude adopted by the Government, and T
say it is absolutely unfair. T have nothing
to hide in the matter. Every transastion I
made as Premier is open fo a royal eom-
mission or any other commission, but T still
say that questions arising between Ministers
are pot for public discussion. What I ob-
jest to is a eirewnseribed commission to in-
onire info merely two or three questions to
suit the memher for Williams-Narrogin.
Before the commission is appointed I sug-
vest to the hon. member that he give an un-
dertaking to resign if the commission does
not find that the alleexd agreement existed.
He is asking the country to go to the expense
of a royal commission, and T ask him will he
ke prepared to resign if the commission find
that no agreement existed eoncerning the
management of the freezing works? Will the
lion. member give that underiaking?

The Premier: Why should ket He re-
siyed once before, you know.

9]
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Mr. E. B. Jolnston: Do you object to the
production of those telegrams?

Mr. SCANDDAN: TYes, I object to the
production of any ecorrespondence which
toneerns Ministers alone. It is only becaunse
the hon. member is a tyro in polities that he
bas the audacity to make such a request.
What would be thought if I asked for the
production of the correspondence between
Ministers when Sir Hector Rason resigned?

The Premier: There was no correspond-
ence.

Mr. SCADDAN : Of course not. It is only
when it suits the purposes of a member that
correspondence is wanted. It is astounding
that members who know nothing whatever
about Cabinet procedure should suggest that
a difference of opinion among Ministers
cught 10 be published hroadeast. It is ab-
surd. Public questions may be open to pub-
lic diseussion, but questions as between Min-
isters alone are entirely different. I repeat
that there never was an agreement with
Nevanas for the management of the freezing
works.

Alr. E. B. Jobnston: There was.

Mr. SBCADDAN: Of course, if we had a
dozen commissions and they all reported in
the negative, the hon. member would stil]
liold to his belief. The enly thing that keeps
him politically alive is this Nevanas ecase.
When it is done with, the hon. member also
will be done with, and so of eourse he is not
likely to do anylhing that will finish it up.
I again declare that there never was an
agreement with Nevanas for the manage-
ment of those works for any period or at
any eommission whatever. There was given
{v Nevupas an undertaking that when the
works were eompleted we would be prepared
fo enler info an agreement with him for
their management, subject to that agreement
being satisfactory 1o us. That of course
was no agreement at all. and there was no
other form of agrecment.

The Premier: It was jolly near to it

Mr. SCADDAXN: Nothing of the kind. 1
sayv there was no agreement.

The Premier: A distinclion
difference.

Mr. SCADDAN: Of eourse the Premier
would he right, even if everybody else were
wrong. It is all right for party purposes,
and yet all the protection I can obiain in

without a
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my personal capaeity is this foul circulagion
of the inference that I took some part in
signing letters and telegrams on my own re-
sponsibility, and thus did something dis-
honourable.

My, 8. Stubbs: A Royal Commission will
clean all that ap.

Mr. SCADDAN: They might. A com-
mission c¢an gel all the evidence there is; it
can even bring Nevanas back from where
he is.

The Premier: The papers say he hag gone
to Japan,

Mr. SCADDAN: But he may be baek by
new. At any rate the Premier can get into
toueh wilh his attorney and ask him whetber
there is any agreement entitling him fo any
¢laim on the Government and if he says yes,
I will resign my public position as a mem-
ber of Parliament and remain out of public
life if the member for Williams-Narrogin
will do likewise, if the Royal Commission
proves that there was no agreement.

Mr. E. B. Johnston: T
chanee.

Mr. SCADDAN: The hon. member gave
the chanee as soon as all the workers who
were engaged in the construction of railways
had left his distriet.

Mr. K. B. Jolmston: They were there and
thev were beilind nie.

My, SCADDAN: The hon., member has
nof even now decided on the politieal colonr
of his district. 1 am asking the hon. member
to lake up the proper aititude. Will he
resign if the commission finds that there was
no agrecment?

Mr. E. B. Jobnston: Are yon prepared to
let those telegrams be produced ?

Mr. SCADDAXN: Al T am asking the
hon. member to do is that he will undertake
to restgn if it is found that there is no agree-
ment. T am prepared to give a similar under-
taking in the event of the agreement heing
nroved to exigst. T have no objection to the
commission.  If the Government desire to
appoint it {they can do so whether I objeet
or agree. I have nothing to hide and 1 have
nothing to be ashamed of. T have prohably
made mistakes and probably hlundered, but
other Ministers who have been in office for
five years have done likewise. Anyone who
claims to have been in office for five vears

gave you one
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without having made a mistake will claim
something that will not be believed.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: (Hon
W. J. George—Murray-Wellington) [9.50]:
The motion asks that an inguiry shall be
held into {(a) (he published agreemeni under
which Mir. Nevanas was to take control of
the Wyndbam Freeding Works when com-
pleted fur a lengthy period at a generous
rate of commission, and (b) the withholding
of the letter alleged to have been given hy
the Premier to Mr, Nevanas respecting this
arrangement  from  the select commitiee
which investigated the Nevanas contract. I
do not propose to say much in regard Lo
that, bul during the speech of the leader of
the Opposition I made an interjection to
which e replied, and the hon. member de-
fended what appears to have been the prac-
tice of withholding a letter whiech he ac-
knowledges was sent to Mr. Nevanas and
was withdrawn owing to the hon. mem-
ber’s colleagues differing from him upon
the right to send that letter to Mr. Nevanas.
Whatever may he the course adopted in
regard fu communications hetween Alinisters
in ('abinet, I do not {hink that communica-
tions Letween a member of the Government
and a member of the public who has a con-
fract or who is atiempiing to get a eon-
iraet from the- publie, should be withheld.
Admitfing, as ihe leader of the Opposition
does, thai a letter did pass from him to Mr.
Nevanas stating that the Government were
rrepared. subyjeet to coundilions, to make an
agreement with him for the management of
the works when the works were completed.
that letter being withdrawn should stijl re-
main amongst the departmental papers. 1t
cannet he maintained thai it is right for
Ministers tg withdraw from files papers re-
lating to transactions whieh have faken
lace between themselves and fhe publie. [
o not think anyone could defend that for a
moment. The seleel commiitee iook evid-
ence from AMr, Punkerley, who stated that
Mr, Nevanus’ secretary mentioned that the
thing they were after was the management

agrcement and which they had gol. Then
Mr, Nicholsou came before (he com-
mittce as the solicitor for Mr. Ne-
vanas. and he produced what was the
draft of an agreement which had bheen

proposed between the Government and Mz,
Nevanas, and which was not eompleted. 1
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desire!]l 1o see thai but he refused to show
it. We then said to ourselves, as a com-
wmiftee. 1hat i’ Mr. Nicholson had a copy of
the proposed agiecwent (here should also
be a copv of il amunust the pajers which
the committee was entitled to have. We
were told thete was notling of the sort,

Mr. Angwin: I told you there was a
draft copy in the olfice.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
speaking about the tiine before the hon.
member was examined. As chairman, 1
stated the veasons of ihe commitlee for be-
lieving that all the papers liad not been
placed before the members of the commit-
tee, and we received varviens replies. But
when the leader of the Opposition, with his
seeretary, Mr. Shapeott, returned from ihe
Ilasiern Statex, we received a memorandum
1o the effect that while in the East the Pre-
mier had received telegrams from the other
Ministers asking about the draft agreement.
Mr. Shapeott stated that the Premier and
himself had been under the impres:ion that
we llad those papers. When they relurned, a
copy of the draft which had been considered
by Cabinet was sent to us and on il theve
were the alterations whieh had heen made
by the Crown Solicitor.

AMr. Seaddan: A copy of that should
have been on the Crown Law file.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
Crown Law file has been lost and has not
bheen found to this date, Tt was minuted
from the record room of the Crown Law
Deporiment to the Premier’s oftice and fram
that date all trace of it has been lost. I
am not making any insinuations but T am
trying to put the case before members with-
out bias.

Mr. Seaddan: You eould not do so.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: At aay
rate T am endeavouring to do so. 'The
leader of the Opposition admitted havinz
given a letter to Mr. Nevanas which was
subsequently withdrawn because his «ol-
leagnes objeeted to it, but he has no justi-
fieation for saving that sueh a letler, which
was between himself and a membher of the
public. should not have heen disclosed.
That letter shounld have heen on the file
and it ought to have bheen available fer the
committee. What passes between o Min-
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ister of the Crown and a member of the
puhlic should be preserved becznse it be-
longs to the State.

Mr. Scaddan: That has not heen fol-
lowed even by vour own Governmenl; you
tave never been able to discover the eable-
grams which were sent to London in con-
nection with the Bullfineh booin.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T had
nothing 1o do with the Bulltineh boom. [
repeat that no Minister of the Crown hag
the right to withdraw trom a file aay paper
which has passed hetween him and a men-
ber of the publie on publie business.

Mr. Seaddan: It was pot done. sither.

T'he MINISTER FOR WORKS: The third
paragraph ol the motion asks for an in-
quiry into the aceuracy or otherwise of the
evidenee given to Lhe select commitlies an
this peint, Hon, members ean Eorm their
own judgment, but the Ihing which causes
me some anxiety, and which ecausel the
members of the committee sume anviety,
was whether such an arrangement was ler-
minated or not. I told the House distinetly
that 1 would be a happier man if T were
satistied that there was no arrangemeni
belween M. Nevanas and the Governnient.

Mr. Seaddan: I am ielling yon now
there was nol.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS. 1
not safisfied by any means.

Mr. Seaddun:  So long as this is suitable
for party purposes yon will not be satisfied.
You cannot make a policy speecl withunt
refercing to this hasiness.

The MIVISTER FOR WORKS: ! am
not satisfied that whatever the arrancement
between Mr. Nevanas and the Government
of Western Australia may have been, it is
annulled and may not yet be brought for-
ward by that astute gentleman.

Mr. Seaddan: Has he made any claim?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
should be betier satisfied if he had made a
elaim, heeause then we should have something
to zo upon and know the grounds on which
we stand. So far as the Government is con-
verned, T have the authority of the Premier
for saying that we do not propase placing
any ohstacles in the way of this inquiry.
So far as members on this side of the
Honse are concerned, we wiil be pleased
indeed if the inquiry discloses that there has

am
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been a misunderstanding on this question.
I can assure the House that there is noth-
ing behind the wmotien in any shape or
form so far as we are concerned.

Mr. Scaddan: Rubbish!

The MINISTER FQOR WORKS: We do
not believe all those statements which
bave been referred to about backsheesh.

Mr. Scaddan: You sat behind the Pre-
mier when he made statements of the kind.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The hon.
member had an opportunity of dissenting
at the time. 'With reference to the speech
made by the late Minister for Works, Mr.
Angwin, he could only speak of what he
knew., He was not in the State at the
time the letter is alleged to have heen given
to Mr. Nevanas, thercfore he could not
speak upon it, and any argunment he has
bronght forward eannot eount. I have no
more to say except thal the Govermment will
not put any obstacles in the way of the
proposed inguiry by the Royal Commission.

Mr. Seaddan: Why did you not take your
proper responsibility and appointment the
commission right ont?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1 donoi
think the {fovernment has ever shown that
it is afraid to aceept its responsibilities.

Mr. Seaddan: You should have ap-
poinfed a commission straight out.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If the
hon. member had never gone into the
Wryndham business he would have saved
half a million of money for the State.

Mr. TAYLOR (Mt. Margaret) [10.2]: I
have ouly a few remarks to offer on this
quesfion. As a member of the select com-
mitfee. T may say that we inquired closely
into the matter and endeavoured to get all
the available evidence in respect to this eon-
tract. We were told by the department and
by Ministers that we had all the available
evidence. The only further evidence which
might have been of value to us was that of
Mr. Nevanas himself, but he was in New
Zealand and we had not the power to com-
pel his attendanee. TUnless the Royal Com-
mission, or the mover of the motion, or the
Premier. as he promised during the election
at Busselton, can give some assurance that
there is a reasonable prospeet of Mr, Nev-
anas being questioned by the Royal Com-
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mission, 1 do not see how we are likely to
get very far forward. I have bad some in-
formation to-night frorm the leader of the
Opposition in regard to the letter given to
Mr. Nevanas in conneclion with the man-
agement of the works. I do not want the
issnes to be confused. Listening to the de-
bate to-night, there is a possibility that mem-
hers may be confused. There is, first, the
supposed agreement fo which the attorney
for Nevanas referred when giving evidence
hefore the committee. He said, holding up
a paper, “This is the agreement.” The com-
mittee expressed a wish to see it, but Mr.
Nicholson said he could not permit it to be-
seen without the permission of his elient. 1
asked whether it was completed, and he re-
plied that it was npof sigmed. We then
probed further in the Crown Law Depart-
ment and at almost the eleventh hour we
were given a copy of an agreement which
was supposed to have heen submitted by
Nevanas to the Government.

Mr. Willmott : That was denied before the
committee,

Mr. TAYLOR: On this typed agreement,
drafted by the attorney for Nevanas, was
writtan in red ink what the Crown Solieitor
thought to be necessary in order to make
the agreeinent more favourable to the Gov-
ernment.

Mr. Walker: Inserting terms.

Mr. TAYLOR: Yes; inserting terms
which he thought would make the agreement
better for the Government. We asked the
Crown Solicitor what happened. to that
agreement, and he replied that he submitted
it to the Govermmen! and so far as he was
concerned he was finished with it, that if it
were regarded as a zood agreement for the
Covernment he would be called upon to re-
view it, but he knew that it was all right
and that the Government would not need
hig advice further on if.

Mr. Willmott: Although it was put up in
form ready for the signatures of both
parties.

Mr. Seaddan: All draft agreements are
put up in that way.

Mr., TAYLOR: With reference to the
letter alleged to have been given by the Pre-
mier to Nevanas giving him the management,
at the time the committee was discussing this
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agieement we knew nolbing of ihat leiter.
I do not think any member of the committee
knew anything of it until after we had made
our report. The question was fhen asked
“Where is the letter from the Premier to
Nevapas giving him the management?’ Mr,
Dunkerley said that Nevanas's secretary had
told him tbey had got what they really
wanfed, namely, the management. I then
Leard that there was a letter given by the
Premier to Nevanas, at all evenis that was
the first time T heard of the letter. I heard
also that the acting Premier telegraphed to
the Premier in Victoria telling him to with-
draw that letter or Ministers would resign,
or something to that effect. We find from
the statement of the leader of the Opposition
to-night that he did withdraw that letter on
receipt of the telegram from the Acting
Premier. By no streteh of the imagination
can the leader of the Opposition describe
that as a private docoment between two
Ministers. The committee never saw that
letter, and even now we do not know where
it 1. We do know that there oceurs a hiatus
on the file of four or five pages, but we do
not know what was removed from there, we
do not even know whether anything was re-
moved.

Mr. Scaddan: I guarantee you cannot
produce ten files from any department with-
out a number of corrections on them.

Mr. TAYLOR: We had 54 files before ns
on the committee, and most of them con-
tained recent and up-to-date communications
with Nevanas having reference to the con-
tract. If they were stacked on top of each
other T believe they would reach to six feet
bigh: but on not one of those files was there

disclosed any letter {rom the Premier to.

Nevanas, or any telezram to the leader of
the Opposition from the then Acting Pre-
mier. asking him to withdraw the letter. Tt
seems, however, that somehody outside knew
of the existence of the lelter, but the eom-
mittee only eame to know of it after the re-
port had been issned. Those who kanew of
its existence missed any reference to it from
the report.

Mr. Scaddan: Do you hold that a telegram
to me from my colleague is public property?
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Mr. TAYLOR: The felegram was from
the Aecting Premier and dealt with a public
matter.

Mr. Scaddan: Suppose he told me in Cab-
inet to withdraw the letter?

3r. TAYLOR: That would be another
thing. He would then be acting in concert
with you, devising ways and means for
earrying on the affairs of the country. In
this instance he knew that you had given
over a certain letter undertaking certain
obligalions on behalf of the State.

Mr, Seaddan: No obligations were under-
taken.

Mr. TAYLOR: It was enfering into a con-
tract on behalf of this State, hetween you as
Premier and the man to whom it was ad-
dressed; and the man whom wvou left here
to act for you thought that coutract was not
a good thing for the State and wired you
that it must be withdrawn. Doubiless he
gave some reason. I think that is a public
document.

The Minister for Works: Do vou not eon-
sider the letter from Nevanas a publie docn-
ment?

Mr. TAYLOR: Certainly. The leader of
the Opposition will admit that he left an-
other Minister here to aci for him in the
transaction of the business of the State. Tt
was part of the business of that Minister to-
see that the lotter was withdrawn, and be
did it. Two letlers are allezed also to bave
been given to the then Minister for Agricul-
ture (Mr. W. D. Johnson) by Mr. Nevanas.
Mr. Johnson denied ever having had those
letters. The attorney for Nevanas said he
saw fhe letlers and he knew that Nevanns
had gone to the department to present them
personally if he did not post them. e
wired to Nevanas on the subject, and Ne-
vanas replied that he had handed the letters
personally to Mr. Johnson. Mr. Johnson
denied this. Without getting Nevanas, what
further evidence is the Roval Commission
likely to gather than was obtained by the
select committee which secured all the evi-
dence available? Evidence which might be
given by Nevanas is the only evidence of
valne. The leader of the Opposition has
said that he gave Nevanas a letter which e
snbsequently withdrew, but it was not a
contraet, and merely provided *so and so."™
If Nevanas can bhe produced as a witness
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and still holds that letter or a copy of if, we
shall be able to see actually what the com-
munieation was, Lf it proved to be nothing
mote than the leader of the Opposition says
it is, it would be something like the agree-
ment we had before us on the select com-
mittee, merely an uncompleted document.
The agreement we had before us was of no
value, but this letter appeared to be more
binding than the agreement which we re-
ceived from {he Crown Law Department. 1
should like to sce a Royal Commission ap-
peinted, but the commitiee devoted a deal of
time to lrying to get evidence, and when we
digcovered so many files it may well be ima-
ginerd that we did a considerable amount of
worlk. It is said that through the energy
and the untiring efforts of the present Mini-
ster for Works, who was the chairman of
that committee, in securing files in connee-
tion with the matter, he assisied a great deal
in gelting the necessary information upon
which the report of the committec was based.
1 think a commission would be a good thing
if we could get Nevanas, but without him
what should we do with a commission? The
committee’s report kas not reflected upon the
leader of the Opposition when Premier, nor
upon any of his colleagues, so far as dis-
honesty is concerned. The question of the
integrity of members of the late Government
and all those little side issues were brought
before the committee, and we had a legal
man there pointing out that eertain things
were happening which led us to believe—--

Mr. Willmott: That T was in the swim
wilh the leader of the Opposition.

Mr. TAYLOR: Yes. The evidenee is there,
and the commitiee fell confident as to the

inlearity of the leader of the Oppositien

in that vespeet. YWithout Mr. Nevanas we
cannol get any further forward, unless some
files were withheld from the commitiee
which the present Government can unearih.

Mr. Seaddan: There is nothing.

Mr. TAYLOR: That is the only possible
chanee of a Royal Commission making any
Farther headwax. With the presence of M.
Nevanas, a Supreme Court judge as a Roval
Commissioner would elear up the matter.
Two or three things have been left in dounbt
and we have had (o leave them as they were.

Mr. Willmolt: Then they called it a while-
washing report.
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Mr. TAYLOR: [ an sorey we did not get
Nevanas to give evidence before the commit-
tee at the time. 1f we had dene so the work
of the select committee could have been
finalised. The commiliee found that it was
impossible to get AMr. Nevanas and that it
was unable to go further than it did. Tt is
queslionable whether it is worth the trouble
of bringing him from the other end of the
earth in order to give evidence.

The Premier: You have my permission to
do so.

Mr. TAYLOR: 1 should like to see Mr.
Nevanas examined, and his would be aboul
all the evidence that would be of importance.

AMr. WALKER (Kanowna) [10.20]: I
feel it is rather humiliating to the pablie life
of the country that we should be disecussing
a matier of this kind atter the long examina-
tion, invesiigalion, and the vrecriminations
that we have kept going for 12 months.
Surely bygones eun be hygones, especially
when we remember that bygones have re-
sulted in a complete exoneration of those
concerncd in the alleged Nevanas contraet,
and when everyone here to-night has been
ubliged to say that there is no aspersion in
rezard o the character of the leader of the
Opposition.  What advantage a Royal Com-
migsion ig o be under sueh cirenmstances I
da nol know. The only thing it ean do is (o
clear for ever and ever, antd once and for
all, the character of the leader of the Op-
jrosition from the aspersions east upon him
by his politieal opponents. ’

Mr. Seaddan: The commission cannot
deal with that. .

Mr. Taylor: No aspersions were east by
the ecommiltee.

Mr. WALKER: T cannot see the value
of the comunission, beeause, so far as the
avrecment( is concerned we have had the
Hfestimony of the party most coneerned, Mr.
Nevanas himself, given through his own
solicitor, wlo denies fhe existence of any
amreement.

Atr, Willmott: And he denies the slate-
ment of the member for Guildford.

Mr. WALKER: T do not care about that.
¥s it worth while spending money and ex-
posing to the whole world our distrust and
aur suspicions concerning the publie life of
the State? Is it worth while spending money
over this matier? This point as to the agree-
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ment is one upon which the solicitor for Mr.
Nevanas can speak emphalically and finally,
just as tinally as if Mr. Nevanas were here
himselt. He was here speaking for Mr.
Nevanas with a knowledge of every trans-
action which had taken place up to that date
which would bind the State and bind Mr.
Nevanas. He was examined by the chairman
of the commiltee in question 2024 of the
evidence and following (uestions—

But what | am anxious to get at now
is sume information in regard to the agree-
ment and what vou know of it?—These
newotialions went on for some time and
thevy were ultimately turned down hy the
CGlovernment.  Mr. Nevanas was naturally
disappointed.

But with repard to the agreement, did
vou have a hand in ils preparation? Were
vyou consulted by Mr. Nevanas in regard to
it?—1 was. The question of the manage-
ment followed on the other negotiations.
1t was suggested that he might be able to
undertake the management of the works.
I prepared a draft agreement which [
submitted to the Solicitor General and
that was considered for some time. Ulh-
mately it fell through entirely.

id vou come to =uch a stage that von
seltled with the Solicitor General the
points of difference so (hat an agreement
eould be drafied which the Government
could either accept or reject?—Mr, Saver
made certain amendments to the draft, hut
we id not arrive at any finality with re-
zard to the terins of the agreement. Mr.
Saver made some rather drastic amend-
menis, manv of which T objecled to.

Have vou the papers in connection with
that agreement ?--Yes.

And so far as vou know, that agree-
ment was not completed ™ —There was
never any completion of it in any way.

To all intents and purpeses we had Mr.
Nevanas himself speaking out of the mouth
of his legal advizer. a man whe hinds him
hy what he says.

The Premier: Then why were vou so
anxious to have the letter withdrawn?

Mr. WALKER: Why is the Premier in-
sinuating on this peini? Tt is rather a re-
eoretiable feature of his.

The Premier: Why were You sn anxious
to have the letfer withdrawn?
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Mr, WALKER: 1 have in my wind the
insinuation which the Premier himself cast
while seeking re-clection «uite recently.
warning (he publie that there was something
belind it, and that the leader of the Op-
position had something to meet wlen le en-
eountered ihe resolution that was given
notice of by the member for Williams-Nar-
rogin.

The Premier:
it.

Mr. WALKER: What letter?

The Premier: 1 want that letter.
letter eunstituled an agreement.

AMr. Scaddan: 1t does nol constitute any-
thing of the sorl. '

The Premicr: If it eonsiitotes an agree-
ment it vught to be prodeeed.

Mr. WALKER: [s that the way the hon.
mewher desires io charge the leader of the
Opposition? Ave we to put the whole coun-
trv to this expense?

The Premier: Certainly.

Mr. WALKER: To pull Mr. Nevanas
hack from Japan or some other part of the
world, or to take lis evidence on ecommis-
sion i some remote part of Lhe world?

The PPremicr: Certainly.

Mr. WALKTER: For the mere purpose
uf deciding on the phrasealogy of some par-
tieular letter!

The Premier: Which might constitule an
agreement.

Mr. WALKER: It has been given to the
light of day in substance on the floor of this
House.

The Premier: Which we eannot get out
of vou.

Ar, WALKER: And which did not, and
never did eomstitute any agreement.

The Premier: But which we may vet have
to face.

Mr. WALKER: The whole substanee of
the letier is this—and the hon. member
should have heard it to-night—that in all
rossibility if terms conld be arranged when
the works were finished, and an agreement
could he made satisfartory to all parlies, he
might have a chance in (he matter.

The Premier: Then why the necessity of
withdrawing the letter if that was all that
was in it?

Mr. WALKER: There is no good in
throwing mud. Tt would become the hon.

Theve is the letier behind

That
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member better to seek to elear the character
of a fellow member, and lift suspicion from
a brother member, than to everlastingly seem
to be besmirghing his character,

The Premier: You have brought it on
vourself,

Mr. WALKER: No. Tor party pur-
poses this dirt has been thrown for months
past. It is this kind of dirt which has formed
the steps upon which the hon. member has
aseended to the Premiership of the eountry.
The dirt which has been thrown has been
used for that purpose.

The Premier: T would be sorry to touch
the dirt that you had to do with.

Mr. WALKER: That is a fair specimen
of the arguments which the Premier is ever-
lastingly using.

The Premicr: Tt is just fit for tat.

Mr. WALKER : I do not take it as tit for
tat.

The Premier: I do, though.

Mr,
nothing less than an everlasting voleano of
this kind of mud, and all his politiecal op-
ponents——--

The Premier: Mr. Speaker, is the hon.
member in ovder?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is not
in order.

The Premier: The hon. member began it,
and says that I elimbed up to my present
position on the filth and mud of these pre-
sent charges.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Premier must not
assume that the hon. member said that he
was responsible for that filth and mud.
Bomeone else may have been responsible for
it.

The Premier: The hon. member said that
I had climbed up to my position on the filth
and mud that I have always been throwing.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! Will the hon.
member resume his seal? T did not lear
the member for Ianowna say that the hon.
memther had elimbed up to his position
upon the filth and mud that he was always
throwing. T will ask the member for Ka-
nowna whether he said that.

Mr. WALKER: No; I did not say that.

Mr. SPEAKER: The member for Ka-
nowna denies having said that.

The Premier: What did the hon. member
say, then, Sir

WALKER: The hon. member is’
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Mr. SPEAKER: Had ihe member Cfor
Kanowna said that, I wounld have taken 1lie
strongest exception.

The Premier: Yes; had you heard it, Sir.
The hon. member said that I had climbed to
my position through filth, Does he deny
that?

Mr. WALKER : I do deny that.

The Premier: What did you say?

Mr. WALKER: 1 am not going to repeat
it. 1 am not going to have an everlastingz
personal encounter of this kind of vulgarity,
in which the hon. gentleman opposite is al-
ways indulging. 1 prefer to reach some
higher level in this matter. Besides, there
is no occasion to get into personalities when
a question affecting the honour of the State,
as well as the honour of the Jeader of the
Opposition and the honour of the late Gov-
ernment is concerned. If it is a question now
of inquiring as to the existence of an agree-
ment which will bind this State in any future
relation to Mr. Nevanas, there is no necessity
for inquiry. That question has already been
clearly settled by the soliciter for Mr. Ne-
vanas, The other letter to which reference
has been made is a mere personal kind of
letter, of good wishes and hopes for the
future, between the leader of the Opposition
and Mr. Nevanas, and has ne element of a
contract in it.

The Mlinister for Works: Surely the letter
should be on the file. should it not?

My, WALKER: Suppose it should; sup-
pose there is some techniecal mistake in that
respect; suppose there has not been that
wisdom in the preservalion of that letter on
the file; suppose there had been a lack of
judgment in allowing that letter to be off
the file; it is a mere matter of opinion, even
from that point of view. But does that jus-
(ifv these eonstant suspicions?

The Minister for Works: It is not a mat-
ter of suspicion: it is to know what the posi-
tion is with regard to Nevannas.

Mr. WALKER: Does that justify the con-
finual resurrection of this subjeel? We have
had it again and apain, ad nauseam. Does
{hat justify us in going one step further?

The Minister for Works: That is not the

point.
Mr. WALKER: It is the point. Tt is not
Justification. It may be a fair subjeet for

censure, or it may not be. T say the state
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of the files is defensible as lbe matter stands
now. Bat suppose, for the sake of argument,
it not to be defensible, then it is a mere mat-
ter for censure on the part of hon. mem-
bers; it is no ground for the appointment of
a Royal Commission to inquire in the Ne-
vanas transaction, which is setfled perman-
ently. This is only keeping wp the rasping;
it is only tightening the serew of torture.
That is all there can be in this kind of con-
duet, which is unworthy of men, unworthy
certainly of members of a dignitied House
of Parliament. That is the view 1 take.

The Minister for Works: You are abso-
lurely satisfied, then, that the State is safe
frow any claim from Nevanas?

Me, WALKER : Absolutely. 1 was Attor-
nev General at the time. 1 had Mr. Ne-
vanas in the oftice before wme; I had Mr.
Baver's view, and every legal view I conld
obtain, hearing upon this subjeet; and [ was
perfectly satisfied that there was no legal
oblization hinding this State to Mr. Nevana-.
That i& a convietion absolutely as certnin as
that I speak here to-night. More. 11 would
he an absolute futility, a waste of money.
and a slander on the State, to app:vint this
Roval Commission. T know the characier of
the leader of the Opposition; T had
an intimate watehfulness over all he
was doing; T was with him in Melbowrne at
the very time this “eorrespondence took
place; I have knowledge of his absolute
good inkentions, and of his keen regard
for the welfare of the State, all through
this transaction; and I should be sorry to
denyv to him this chance of being able fo
sayv to his traducers, “You had vour Royal
Commission; you have done your worst;
what have you accomplished?” But on all
grounds I feel it my duty to vote against the
appointment of a Royal Commission, be-
cause if this sort of thing is going to con-
tinue we shall have nothing else hul endeav-
ours to down political opponenis by threats
of Royal Commissions and by the appoint-
ment of other Roval Commissions. The
method is not a manly method of warfare.
Tt is the very worst kind of lowering a
political opponent in publie estimation.
On that seore, and on public grounds. | shall
eertainty vote against the appoiniment of a
Roxal Commission. T am afraid of it; I
know what it must he: and hecause it is
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tiwme we stupped this rush dowahill in the
pursuit of folly, as we have been rushing for-
the last 12 months on thiz subjeet, T shall
vote against the motion.

Mr. MUNSIE (Haonans) [10.36]: 1
wish to refer briefly to one or two remarks
maile by the member for Williams-Narrogin
{Mr. E. B. Johnston} in moving the motion.
First of ail, let me say that that gentleman
at the outset of his remarks asserted ihat
the report of the seleet commitiee had been
subscribed by tbree members of the Labour-
party. That is incorrect. We have no
such report, nor has such a report ever heen
presented o this House.

Mr. E. B. Joboston: The minutes show
verv little disagreement.

Mr. MUNSIE: Irrespective of what the
minutes show, the statement is not correet.
The report of the committee was not signed
by three members of the Labour party. The
report was dissented from by two out of
three of the Labonr members whe sat on the-
committee,

The Minister
points?

Mr. MUNSIE: Yes; very material points.
—the only points, really, that are to be
found in the report at all. In point of faet,
there is no report. The chairman refused to-
put in a report. The pext matter I wish to
refer to is the statement by the member for
Williams-Narrogin that Mr. Nevanas came
to this State as, practically, an adveniurer,
snd that next Le is to be found in the role
of designer, engineer, and builder ol freez-
ing works in the North-West. I do not
know where the hon. member got his in-
formation; but, certainly, T as a member of
the select committee did not get that infor-
mation. Never did even a sinple witness
state, never even was a suggestion put
forward, that Mr. Nevanas had represented
himself as an engineer, designer, or builder
of freezing works. A good deal has been
said to-night about what happened during
the sittings of the select committes, and
about the evidence the select committee zot
relative to the letter supposed to have been
writien by the present leader of the Op-
position to Mr. Nevanas. However, I wish
to refer to another paragraph of the report
presented by the select commiitee—the:

tor Works: On material
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paragraph dealing with the purchase of

cement by Nevanas. T am sorry thal the

Minister for Works, who was ehairman of

the select conunittes, is not in the Chamber.

It iz all very well for hon. members to keep

repeating in this Mouse that they are honest

in their dealings, and that' they are Jooking
. for information, and that they are desirous

of getting to the bottom or at ihe truth of
a matter. In point of faect, as regards the
cciment puarchases fhe present Minister for
Works has made the statement here that it
wasg ridienlons for anyone to contend that the
cement was ordered for any purpose olher
than the building of the freezing works. 1
drew the hon. gentleman’s attention, during
the sittines of 1be solest committee, 1o ihiee
separate leters, one following the other on
the file, which distinetly stated and con-
clusively proved for what purpose the cem-
ent was ordered.. And still we have the
Minister for Works telling uws that it is
ridiculous for anyone te maintain that the
cement was ordered for any other purpose
than the building of the works. The hon.
genileman knows perfeetly well, from the
files which he examined and the letters
which bhe read during the sittings of the
seleet commiltee, that the cement was
ordered, nol for the building of the works,
but for the construction of the jetty.

The Premier: What difference does that
make?

My, Angwin: The jetty was not in the
contract, '

My, MUNSIE: The position is that he
wade eapite] ont of the fael that Nevanas
had ordered cement and the Govermment
had paid for it. The Government had a
rizht to pay for it if the vement was
ordered for the jetty. The Minister for
Warks, when he made the statement in this
House, knew that the cement had been
ordered for the jetty,

Mr. E. B, Johuston: Why did not Ne-
vanas order it for the Government?

Mr, MUNSTE: Beeause he had not the
contract for the jetty, and if he did not
get the econtract the Government had fin
pax Tor the eement. T am going to vote for
the Roval Commission heeause, after hav-
ing gone through the whole of the evidence
hefore the select committee, | am perflectiy
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satistied that there is only one thing the
Royal Commission may succeed jn doing
which the eommittee were unable to do,
namely to get hold of Nevanas and examine
him personally. Even if thev do that I
do not know that they will get any more
information than we got by telegraph from
Nevanas through his attornéy in Perth, Mr.
Nicholsen. and the other wire in connection
willi the 1wo letters. Tn respect to the sup-
pused agreement, what has been stated by
the member for Mi. Margaret iz correet.
Mr. Nicholson brought that ugrecment be-
fore the committee but retused to allow
us to hiave it, or to put it in as a doenment,
without the eonsent of Nevanus. We nrged
on him the necessity of wiring to Nevanas
for that consent, but so far as I eould
determine the consent wad not seenrved. Mr.
Nirholson assured the cotmmiitee that noe
agresment wns in existenee, that the only
avreement ever discussed was never eom-
pleted. The repert of the select committe
was drafted by the Minister for Works and
he refused to include the evidenee of Mr.
Nicholson until urged to do so. Why? He
praelically told me why., What T cannot
understand is the constant suspicion in re-
@ard to some agreement that may have ex-
isted, or something that has been done un-
derhand in eonnection with this business
from the beginning. | At the conclusion of
the evidenee the ehairman of the seleet
committee proffered his hand to me, and
his words wera, ‘“Well, theve is one thing
[ an pleased of, anvhow.?' I asked **What
ig that?'' He said. ‘*After all (he investi-
cations we have made and all the digging
up of the files, and the securing of infor-
malion, 1 must say we have discovered
nelhing  dishonourable in  respect fo the
actions of the Government.””? Ten minutes
afterwards he was canvassing members {o
move a motion of po confidence agninst
the tiovernment.

Mr. ALLEN (West Perth) [1045]:
There seems fo he an alinost unanumous

desite on the part of members ihat this
Commniission should he appointed. T sin-
cerely trost thai this will be Lhe last we
are to hear of the Nevanas contract, Tn
arder that there may be no loophole or
sround For eomplaint afterwards. that not
all the telegrams and documents were sub-
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miited to the Commission, I move the fol-
lowing amendment :—

That in line 3 of paragraph (b) efter
“Nevanas” the words “and the subse-
quent telegrams between Ministers” be
inserted.

I think it desirable that those telegrams
should bhe obtained, so that it might not
afterwards be said that certain documents
were withheld,

The Minister for Works: How can you
obtain them; they are not in the depart-
ment?

Mr. ALLEN: I presume that eopies can
be secured from the telegraph office.

Mr. Scaddan: They have nothing to do
with the departments.

Mr. ALLEN: The member for Hannans
said that the ehairman of the seleet com-
mittee refused to inseri certain things in
his report. I do not know what his reasons
for this may have been, but I hope the
Royal Commission will go into the whole
matter and submit a comprehensive report.

Mr. Munsie: The chairman of the select
committee refused point blank. He put in
only a resumé of the evidence.

Mr. ALLEN: At all events, I think it
desirable that the Royal Commission should
have the whole of the decuments.

Mr. Angwin: The telegrams are private.

M. Seaddan: You have no right to them,
You want to intrigue between the late Min-
isters.

Mr. ANGWIN (North-East Fremantle}
[10.50]: T oppose the amendment.

Mr. Secaddan: It is like the member for
West Perth’s cheek.

Mr. ANGWIN: T have had many differ-
ences of opinion with my colleagues in Cabi-
net, and sometimes these have heen redueced
to wriling. The telezrams in question may
be dealing with differences of opinion, and
therefore they should not he disclosed. The
member for West Perth might just as well
have asked that members of the House
should be permitted to attend Cabinet meet-
ings. I am sure the hon. member would
be the last to request Ministers to tell him
what took place in Cabinet. Most of the
teleerams which were sent to Mr. Nevanas,
and whieh were received from Mr. Nevanas,
went throngh my office. and all were on
the Publie Works Department file.

—

Mr. Willmott: Why were they not given
to the select committee?

Mr., ANGWIN: I am saying now that
every telegram dealing with this eontract
which passed between the Government and
Mr. Nevanas between the 25th April and
the conclusion of the negotiations, appear
on the file.

The Minister for Works: That is not the
peint,

Mr. E. B. Johnston: What about the tele-
grams between the 9th and the 25th?

Mr. ANGWIN: No telegrams were sent
to Mr. Nevanas at that time dealing with
this matter. I know because I saw Mr,
Nevanas in Melbourne. The telegrams the
hon. member wants were all private; they
passed between Ministers.

Ar. Allen: And they all dealt with this
matter.

Mr. Willmott: All the information should
have been given to the select committee.

Mr. ANGWIN: The select committee got
all the information which was necessary.

Mr. Willmott: Now you have put the
whole show away.

Mr. Scaddan: Do not be childish,

Mr. ANGWIXN: The select committee had
everything it asked for, and I challenge the
hon. member to prove anything to the con-
trary. Can T say anything else? Does the
hon. wewber want we to tell ties? 1T hate
stalements being made in the manner in
which they have been made by the hon.
member to-night. T have already told him
thal he got everything that was necessary,
and by that T meant he got all that was
rerfuired. 1 defy anyone in this House or
nutside of it to produee any information so
far as the Nevanas contraet is concerned
which does not appear on lhe file of the
Minister for Works. TIf there are telegrams
dealing with this contract they are merely
telegrams which passed between Mlinisters
and they should not be disclosed. No other
telegrams are missing; evervthing is on the
file.

Mr. Allen: The mewmber for Pilbara said
once that we would never get to the bottom
of this business.

Mr. Willmott: We do net want your pri-
vate telegrams.

Mr. Allen: I only want to get lelegrams
which deal with this partienlar work,
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Mr. ANGWIN: The hon. member does
not want anything of the kind. He is
anxious to gef bold of the telegrams which
passed befween the Premier, who was in
- Melbourne, and the Aeting Premier. Those
were more of a private than a publie natore.
1s it fair to ask that they should be dis-
closed? They have not been destroyed as
many doeuments have been destroyed when
previous Ministers have left their offices.

Mr. Seaddan: The fireplace in the office
of my predecessor was full of burnt papers
when I took over from him.

The Premier : You never saw a bit of hurnt
paper in the fireplace of my office.

Mr. ANGWIN: I remember going inio one
office that the present Premier had been
nsing, and the firepluce there was full of
burnt paper.

My, Nairn: They might have been private
papers.

Mr., ANGWIN: There are very few de-
partmental files from which some papers are
nof 1nissing.

Mr. Willmott: We were told that we had
all that was necessary,

Mr. ANGWIN: I know of instances of
leiters being missed from files of importance
after those files have left the office. No hon.
member who has had experience himself
would ever ask that private differences be-
tween Ministers shonld be published to the
world. The hon. member who moved the
amendment has asked that the telegrams
which passéd between Miuisters dealing with
this question should be brought before the
Commission.

Mr. Allen: Those dealing with this ques-
tion.

Mr. ANGWIN: Al the time, the then Pre-
mier was away ill in Melbourne and many
telegrams passed which, if we had known
that he was iil, would not have been sent.
They are telegrams in regard to differences
of opinion on the part of Ministers, and
these were the telegrams to which the leader
-of the Opposition referred.

AMr. Willmott: T do not want any private
communiecations to be produced.

Mr. ANGWIN: And yet the member for
‘West Perth (Mr. Allen) moved that these
telegrams should he produced. i

Mr. Allen: I did not mention these tele-
grams af all.
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The Premier: Have you seen the tele-
orams?

Mr. ANGWIN: No, but T do kpow that
some people want to learn the contents of
them. I am telling the truth, and I hope the
Premier will always do the same. I hope
the amendment will not be carried, but I will
vote for the appeintmeni of a Royal Com-
mission. So far as any agreement is con-
cerned, or anything dealing with the mat-
ter, I am willing to have the closest investi-
gation, but I object fo private telegrams be-
tween Ministers being made public.

Mr. GARDINER (Irwin) [11.3]: I am
going to vote for the appointment of this
Royal Commission, and I think it is a very
wise thing to do. As an ex-Minisfer that is
as far as I am prepared to go. 1 agree, so
far as the note given by the late Premier is
concerned, that this s public property. I
go as far as that. Buf when it comes to
telegrams whieli have passed between mem-
hers of Cabinet T would be false to the posi-
tion whieh I oecupied at ope time as s Mini-
ster of the Crown if 1 agreed to the amend-
ment.

Mr. Allen: They were not asked for.

Mr. GARDINER: If I were a Minister of
the Crown to-day and a Royal Commission
asked me for telegrams which passed be-
tween Ministers I would decline to produce
them. They constitute privileged eommuni-
cations as between members of Cabinet, 1f
1 had said, “[ do not agree with you,” and
sent a telegram as a Minister to my Premier,
I would say that was a private and confi-
dential {elegram as belween Ministers, and
that Ministers are protected by their posi-
tion as Ministers of the Crown. I have zaid
once before, and I repeat, the streets of onr
city are becoming sewers. Men spit all their
bile and innuendoes into the gutters of our
streets. I view the matter in this way, that
every man who occupies a position as a
Minister of the Crown, as I did, is equally
as honest as [ am, and equally as conscien-
tious, and I say that no Minister of the
Crown looking back upon his work can
justly say to himself that he did not make
migtakes. Tt is a well known thing that a
man who does not make mistakes never does
anytbing else. In the light of after events
we have any number of wise men. I am not
standing np for the Nevanas contract, for 1
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think it was unwise in many respeeis, but 1
am willing to be just and say that, so far as
the Government of the day were concerned,
1 believe they were honest, as honest as 1
would believe T had been if T had been in the
same position. It seems to me that behind
all this there is a desire to show that there
was dissension amongst members of Cabinet.
That is neither a fair nor a manly thing. 1
am willing, of course, that there should be
fair play and manliness between man and
man, but if this House passes the amend-
ment, and if | bappened to be a Minister of
the Crown I wonld decline to give the in-
furmation, The leader of the Opposition has
said that he wants this Royal Commission.
Whether he wants it or not, I intend to voie
for it, but that is as far as I intend to zo.

Mr. Seaddan: The only point about it is
that the terms of the commission will not
permit of what you have referred being in-
guired into.

Mr. GARDINER: I am only supporting
the motion.

Mr. BUTCHER (Roebourne} [11.8]: 1
am rather surprised at the member for North-
East Fremanile (Mr, Angwin) raising any
objeclion to, or putting any obstacles in the
way of the very fullest inquiry into the
Nevanas case. [ do not wish fo speak at
any lengih becanse T was not in the House
at the time or in politics when the Nevanas
contract was let. [ do say, however, that in
the interests of those gentlemen opposile
they should support this motion and the
amendmeni. If these telegrams which are
now under discussion will throw the slightest
light upon the case they ought te be pro-
duced without any hesitaiion.

AMr. Angwin: They are not dealing with
that.

Mr. BUTCHER: There are rumours
going about the country, and have heen
going about for some considerable time,
which do not cast any eredit upon those con-
cerned in the Nevanas ease, and if these
gentlemen are desirous of c¢learing their
characters and clearing the air, they will not
raise any ohjection. in faet they will couri
the fullest ingumiry in connection with the
ease. It is romoured, rightly or wrongly 1
am not prepared to say, that there are files
or portions of files missing in connection
with this matter, which is suggestive at any
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rate that there might have been something in
them which it would have suiled people bet-
ter to have liad removed. Then, again, we
have the rumours, and have heard stafe-
ments made, to lhe etfect that there are lel-
ters written between Mr. Nevanas and mem-
bers of the laie Minisiry which do not ap-
pear upon the files, Further, we have re-
ports that there was a letter of appoint-
menl, whieh is a very important matter, so
far as the present Government are econ-
cerned, giving Mr. Nevanas certain control
over the works when completed. If there
is any frulb in the statement at all it is due
to the present Government to know the posi-
tivn they are in. Have the Government sal-
ready arranged the management of the
works, and is it true that this other gentle-
man ean produce evidence of his appoint-
ment and ean claim it?

Mr. Angwin: The commission can find
that ont.

Mr. BUTCHER: I do not assert that
these rumours are well-founded, but such
reports are going about, People have got
them, and hbelieve them, and they say that
the whole thing is shrouded in mystery.

Mr. Scaddan: Your neplew cireulated
those reports.

Mr. BUTCHER : He never did anything
of the kind. 1t was the action of the late
Premier that eaunsed them to circulate. He
is responsible for them, and if is up to bim
to put not one obstacle in the way of the
ventilation of the affair, or in the way of
clearing himself.

Mr. Scaddan: Will you yourself pnt any
obstacle in the way of ventilating the pur-
chase of the Avondale Estate by the Gov-
ernment ?

Mr.. BUTCIIER: Let the hon. member
deal with something of consequence, There
was nothing dirty about that transaction.

Mr. Scaddan: Something of conseqguence?
That was a matter of £50,000.

Alr. BUTCHER : I hope the leader of the
Oppesition will eome out of this as clean as
mvself and the Ministers concerned in the
purchase of that esiate.  Had it not been
for the maladminisiration of the late Min-
istry, the estate would not be in the hands
of the Government to-day. But that is he-
side the question, and I apologise for refer-



776

ring to the matter. I make no statement
that the letter is missing.

Mr. Scaddan: Yon are doing what your
nephew did.

Ar, BUI'CHER: Every effort should be
forthcoming on the part of the late Ministry
to see that the motion and the amendment
are fully carried out. Therefore, any tele-
grams they have, such as are referred to in
the amendment, they ought to hand over
most willingly; even telegrams of a private
nature if they throw any light on the sub-
jeet. The ex-Ministers ought not to hesi-
tate for a single moment to produce even
such telegrams.  Anything those messages
might contain not touching the case would,
of course, be treated as confidential; and
only the portions relating to this matter
would become evidence. I am surprised at
members of the late Government doing any-
thing at all to prevent the very fullest in-
quiry.

Mr. Angwin: Your surprise does not per-
turb me.

Mr. BUTCHER: The hon. member
ought to put ne obstacle in the way, then.
T trust the Royal Commission will he
granied, in the interests of the late Ministry,
and 1 hope the whole subject will be cleared
up once for all. Aceordingly. T shall have
mueh pleasure in snpporling both the amend-
ment and the motion.

Mr. SCADDAXN (Brown Hill-Tvanhoe—
on amendment) [11.137: T would like to
know what exactly is the intention of the
amendment moved hy the member for West
Perth {Mr. Allen). So far as T am person-
ally eoneerned in the matfer, there is nothing
whatever in the telegrams which passed be-
tween myself and my colleagues that T would
wish fo wilthlwld.  The contenis of "those
telegrams do not refleet upon me personally
in the shichtest degree. They represent
merely the notifieaiion of a difference of
opinion on certain points.  As the member
for Trwin (Mr. Gardiner) has said, if we
have arrived at the stage of diselosing to
the world whenever a difference of opinion
arises between the head of a (overnment
and  his Ministers, or hetween individual
Ministers, then we have broken down the

principle of the system on which Cabinet-

government is based, Even during the short
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period the present Government have been in
power, I venture to say, the Premier must
have received either a confidential note or a
confidential statement from one of his Min-
isters with regard to aclion taken or opinions
expressed by another Minister; and, if the
present Premier regards himself as obliged
to make such a matter publie, how does he
expect to keep his Cabinet together? The
position to which such a theory of publicily
would earry us is absolutely absurd. I wish
to inform the Premier that, so far as 1 am
personally eoncerned, all the telegrams which
passed between members of the late Adminis-
tration on this subject can be produced to
the Royal Commission, because they do not
refleet upon me in the slightest degree. But I
do object to the Government and this House
agreeing, by resolution, to do something that
will positively undermine the Cabinet sys-
tem of government; sowmething that will re-
tleet, not only upen the parties in this pre-
sent Parliament, but upon the late Adminis- -
tration itself. Wventually, I shall have an
opportunily, as this session progresses, to
lest those hon. members who talk about
clearing the atmosphere, on the subject of
rumours affecting other persons which are
or have been in circulation. I merely sug-
gest (his with regard to the amendment,
which T shall support. T do not one whit
mind either the motion or the amendment,
or any other amendment. Whatever mmfor-
mation 1 possess will be furnished to the
Royal Commission, with the utmost pessible
willingness. [ have nothing whatever to
lose, in my personal capacity, by such a
¢onrse of aetion, Ruat T still do feel that
there devolves upon me, as head of the late
Government, the doty of loyalty to my
former colleagues, those hon. members who
git with me to-day on the Opposition
benches. Therefore, although it would, in
fact, he to my advantage to have all those
telegrams produeced, without the consent of
my colleagues T will nol preduce a single
une of them. With my colleagues’ consent,
I will produce the lot.

Amendment put and passed.

Mr. E. B, JOHNSTON (Williams-Nar-
rogin—in replyv) [11.17): 1 desire to reply
briefly fo some remarks which have hbeen
made in the course of the debate on this mo-
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tion. Hon. members will have observed that
1 moved the motion on fair, square, broad,
and impartial lines, in accordance with ihe
promise I made on the hustings lo my elee-
tors.

Mr. Seaddan: That is why you went on
with the debate in my absence.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: So far as thal
is concerned, let me explain that a number
of members favoured the termination of the
debate. Subsequently, some of lhem, when
it was suggesled that the ex-Premier was
ahsent and would not ecome back——

My, Scaddan: Oh!

Ar. E. B, JOHNSTON : Otherwise a divi-
sion would nat have been called for. 1dad
any member of the Opposilion made a per-
sonal request la nie for postponement—
surh a reyuest as the leader of the Opposi-
ton vesterday so bilterly complained of not
having received from the Premier—had any
member of the Opposilion sugzested to me
the desirability of postponing the diseussion
until it was seen whether the head of 1he
late Government would crawfish back, as le
did, from Brownhill-Ivanhee in a way that
reflected little credit on him

Mr. Seaddan: T will pull your nose.

Mr. E. B. JOHUNSTON: Had such a re-
nuest or suggestion been made lo me I should
certainly have assented to il.

Mr. Seaddan: I will pull your nose.

Mr. E. B. JOANSTON: That is worthy
of the hon. member. That is his idea of
dealing with a big public question of this
kind.

Mr. Seaddan: Well, do not be sv insuliing
in your remarks.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON : Like a great big
child, the hon. member——

Mr. Seaddan: Why don't you go and en-
list, instead of toking advantage of your
Parliamentary exemption?

My, E. B. JOHENSTON: You were lately
oul of work, and you did not join the eolours
vou hig. fat—

Mr. SPEAKER: Order, order!

Mr. Scaddan: Some of those anonvmous
letiers came from vou. no doubt.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order' The member
for Williams-Narro-in by tis remarks almost
invites sneh interjeetions. He tells the mem-

T

ber tor Brownhill-lvanhoe thai he eraw-
fished haek in a way which was ot eredit-
able. The member for Williams-Narrogin
will continne his remarks.

Mr. . B. JOHNSTON: 1n reply to the
remarks of the leader of the Opposition as to
myself personally, let me say that three of
my brothers are now at the Froni, and that
my family responsibilities are as greal
as those of some married men. Let me
say, further, that I do not propose to take,
and never have thought of taking, advantune
of any Parliamentary exemption from mili-
tary serviee; that, as a malter of faet, T am
not in the elass which has been called up.
Moreover, unider Mr. Hughes's proposals
the members of iny family remaining in this
State are exempl—exempt on the service of
those members who are at the Front. This
fact, liowever, has not prevented other of
the remaining members of my family from
volunteering, and from being rejected. In
Lthe ease of families of whoin a number of the
elder members are fighting at the TFront, a
pretiy heavy responsibility falls upon those
remaining, and for my parl 1T would have
welcomed eonscrifition. under which the
Slate would have told me when it was
my turn 1o go, a command which 1 would be
prerared to accept, irrespeetive of Parlia-
mentary exemplion. T may be in a position
later on to say something more on that sub-
ject. 1 did not make anv personal remarks
at all in regard to the hon. gentieman, when
mtoving (he moiion. The hon. member has
borne testimony to the lovalty 1 extended
to him when 1 was a member of his pariy
amnd he had my confidence. There was a
time when I believed in him implieitly, and
he knows that time ofter time in railway
carriages, in the Terrace, and other places,
when any remark reflecting on him was matle,
T fonght those who made Lhose remarks, and
would not permit lhem to be utiered in my
rresence. And, although like a eutllefish, the
hon. member has sought to make a personal
atlack on me, and under that attack to evade
dealing with the charges I have made, 1 he-
lieve there are many on his side of the House
who know the full strength of what oceurred
in regard to ihs Nevanas business, wha
know whar we heard while that select
commitiec was siffing, who know the tales
we were told about lefters and telegrams
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being suppressed. It reached such a stage
that I was not prepared to make one in
cloaking that business, as it was cloaked,
and so I resigned my seat and invited the
hon. member to put up a nominee against
me to justify his action. At that time the
men he has referred to as being employed
on public works in that districi were all
there. They held a meeting and passed a
resolution of econfidence in me. They sent
another resolution to the Awstralian Wor-
kers’ Union in Perth expressing want of
confidence in the Scaddan Governwment, who
bad meney to spend on the Nevanas eontract
but ne money with which to carry out the
promises made to those men engaged on
public works. I received with some degree
of surprise, and aecepfed with a great
measure of pleasure, the fact that when
those men arrived in Narrogin from the
camps at Christmas, they came to me one
after another and said, “We are with yon in
this matter.” Some of them added that they
were sorry that I was an independent.
“Look at John Norton and Sir Josiah Simon
and others,” they said. “You are sure fo
go out.” At any rate the electors in my
disfriet. disappointed at the present leader
of the Opposition not keeping his promise
to face me on the public platform at Narro-
gin and explain his side of these transae-
tions, did me the honour of refurning me un-
oppozed.  The only promise I made to
them was in veply to a leading resident
who at a public meeting asked, “Will you,
if returned, move for a Royal Commis-
sion on this case?’ I promised to do so,
and T have kept that promise. I was deter-
mined that, in moving the motion, T would
neither flineh nor make any personal attack,
and the House and the people can see the
very different attitude the hon. member has
adopted towards myself. Despite his efforts
to cast a net all round ihe country and say
something derogatory lo me, h¢ himself, at
everv eleetion at whieh T was opposed, came
to v district, travelled portions of it with
me—and T must say I found him a mest
agreeable compamon—and di¢ all he conld
on wmy behalf. To his eloquence. personal
popularity and bonhommie, 1. to some ex-

tent, owe nxv earlier return to Parlia-
ment.  But think of an hon. gentle-
man, who, although now saving that
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I did something wuoworthy, yet came
to my district time after time and recom-
mended me to the electors as worthy to re-
present them in Parliament. I am glad to
know that the people of my distriet believe
what the hon. gentleman said then, just as
I believed him when he stated in Narrogin
Hall on one oceasion that he had been
through those papers and that there was
nothing in them derogatory to me.

Mr. Scaddan: I never said it.
never seen the papers.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: Yes, I showed
you the file on the oceasion of your first
visit to Narrogin. That sentiment did the
leader of the Opposition muech more eredit
than the faet that to-night, when I attempted
to carry out a public duty which I had
promised to my electors, and which I was
bound to do, although distasteful o me——

Mr. Seaddan: T believe you, but thousands
wounld not.

Mr, E. B, JOIHNSTON: [t is quite
immaterial to me whether the hon. gentle-
man helieve me or not, hecause the attitude
he has taken np to-night in not debating to
any extent the merits of my motion, but in
making a personal attack on me, foreces me
to the conviction that he is a mere political
gastropod.

Mr. Seaddan: You say that outgide.

Mr. Allen: What is a gastropod?

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: A gastropod is
an animal without brains or backbone, and
which ¢rawls on ifs stomach.

Mr. Seaddan: You say it outside,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must
withdraw.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTON: I withdraw.

Mr. Seaddan: Pll give you withdraw later
on.

Mr. E. B. JOHNSTONXN: I attacked the
hon. member’s publiec aclions becanse I dis-
approved of them, and because information
was foreed upon me which convinced me
thal things “were very wrong. [ do not
want 1o argue the point at any length. All
T wish to say is that when the House ap-
points a sclect eommittee it is expected that
the information snpplied to it shall be com-
plete, and fair and honest and above board.
The only charge I have made in this matter,
and which I repeat, is that an important
letter giving Mr. Nevanas control of the

I have
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work for a number of years, and signed by
the leader of the Oppesition, was withhel
from the select committee, and that subse-
quent action was taken by his Ministers whe
telegraphbed to the Premier repudiaiing what
ke had done, and asking that it be with-
drawn. It is the official documents bearing
on this, and which were vital to the inquiry,
thai | wani produced. The leader of the
Oppositicn will have the opportunity he de-
sires of meeting me in my electorate within
the next twelve months. I invite him to meet
me there, just as I did last December to
justify his actions in conneelion with the
Nevanas business. He did not then accept
my invitation and T repeat it now. He can
get his candidate ready for the election
which must come abont within {welve
months. There are other points that were
raised during ibe debate, but I do not pro-
pose to diseuss them at this late hour, in
view of the friendly reception which has
been given by the House to the motion.
Question as amended put and passed.

House adj-oumed' at 11.33 p.m.

|
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The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p-mn., and read pravers.

PAPERS—KIMBERLEY CATTLE,
GOVERNMENT PURCHASE.
Hon. J. J. HOLMES (North) [4.33]: I

move—
That the contract for the purchase of
12,000 Kimberley cattle for nexl seasow’s
delivery, and all papers in connection

therewith, be laid upon the Table of the
House.

To a number of people this motion would
appear fo be a simple one, but to the people
[ represent in the North Province it is a
very important one. A number of people I
have met are of opinton that 1 awn out after
some coniract which has been made by the
Labour Government, and they are astounded
to find that the contract I am looking for is
one made by lhe Wilson Government. I shall

“endeavour to put the posilion before the

House and the country as it alfects ths
peaple I represent in the northern province
of this State, which takes in the whole area
hetween Geraldton and Wyndbam, The mat-
ter is urgent. Therein lies my reason for en-
deavouring to debate the subjeet before the
production of the papers. [f T waited for
the papers, delay would oceur and the thing
would be allowed to drift on. I do not even
know that we shall get the papers, but I
think, by the (fwe I have finished, the House
will insist upon the production of these
papers. 1 understand that the contraet is for
the purchasze of 12,000 head of fat eatile de-
livered in Derby between April and Sep-
tember of next year. I understand, too, that
Emanuel Bros. are the vendors and that the
Wilsen Government are the purchasers. If
I am wrong 1 am not altogether to blame,
bat I think that the information which T
will give to the Fouse this afternoon is not
very wide of the mark, I have demanded, in
the presence of a number of North-West
squatters, the production of this eontraet. 1
have stated that this is a publie matter, and
that in the inierests of the publie it
should be made known. No one, how:
ever, bul the parties concerned—Emanuel
Bros. as the sellers and the Government as
the purchasers—know the exact details of
the contract. This purchase controls the
poliey of the State steamship service for the
next 12 months. This is very interesting, in
view of the faet that the Premier bas an-
nounced that he is going to sell or serap the
State sleamers at the ecarliest possible mo-
ment. The onlv justifieation for es-
tablishing the State steamship service
on the north-west was to burst aup the com-
bine which existed-on the coast, and has ex-
isted for the last quarter of a eentury, The
combine consisted of four Singapore boats



