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should not be exposed to any risk of
loss, A copy of those valuable papers
will be sufficient, provided that any mem-
ber shall have tbe right to inspect the
original if he so desires.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: 1
move—

That all papers presented to the
select committee be laid upon the Table
of the House, in the form of copies
where considered desirable.

Question passed,

House adjourned at 4.55 p.m.

Tegislative Hssembly,
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
p-m., and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Speaker: Copies of files and
papers called for by the Wyndham
Freezing Works select committee.

By the Premier: 1, State trading con-
cerns, progress of audit of aceounts for
year ended 30th June, 1915 (asked for
by Hon. ¥rank Wilson). 2, Returns
of receipts and expenditure under Gav-
ernment Railways Act for quarter ended
30th September, 1915, of (a) railways,
(b) Perth tramways. 3, Return of sal-
aries and other expenditure in connec-
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tion with Perth Public Library, Museum,
and Art Gallery (ordered on meotion by
Mr, Taylor}. 4, Government Savings
Bank, balance sheel and report for the
year ended 30th June, 1915.

By the Minister for Lands: Regula-
tions under the Stock Diseases Act.

By the Minister for Works: 1, By-
laws of {a) Fremantle and (b} Geraldton
municipal couneils, and (¢) Albany and
(b} Perth roads boards. 2, Regulation
under the Health Aet (Form of annunal
statement of aceounts). 3, Plans sup-
plied by Nevanas & Co. for Wyndham
Freezing Works {original and amended).

QUESTION—STATE FISH SUPPLY.

Mr. VERYARD asked the Premier:
1, Has he noticed the report of an inter-
view with the Colonial Secretary, as pub-
lished in the West Australian of 30th
October last, wherein the Minister stated
that, in ecompliance with the unanimous
wish of the metropolitan members, he
would close down the State’s ecity fish-
stalls as from 1st December next? 2,
If so, is the attitude adopted by the Col-
onial Secretary with reference to the fish-
stalls to be the poliey of the Government
when members sirenuously oppose other
of the State’s losing enterprises? 3, Is
it a faet that the State’s fish enterprise
has resulted in a loss of heiween £600
and £700 during the last four months; if
not, what was the loss? 4, What was the
loss for the month of Qctober? 5, What
weight of fish has been condemned as un-
fit for consumption duoring the past four
months? 6, What was the eause of the
fish being condemned? 7, Is the loss in
the fish enterprise financially the prime
reason for the closing down of the city
fish-stalls?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2,
No; some trading enterprises have to be
considered from the standpoint of the
State generally, olhers have fo he eon-
sidered merely from the parochial as-
pect. In both cases the Government will
be prepared to abide by the respective
decisions of those who have a right to be
heard on such questions as may arise. 3,
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There has been a loss on the State fish
supply during the Iasi four months,
owing to incessant stormy weather im-
peding operations until a recent date. It
is impossible to say with exactness the
loss for that period, or for the month of
October. Inventories of stock and stores
are not taken monthly, and without such
the necessary adjustments cannot be
made and a correet profit and loss state-
ment prepared. 4, Answered by No. 3.
5, The only fish, the property of the State
fish supply, econdemned as being uvnfit for
hnman consumption during the lasi four
months was abont 70lbs. condemned by
the health authorities ai Kalgoorlie in
July last. 8, The fish condemned formed
portion of a eonsignment forwarded on
5th July for sale on the 6th.  Abhout
70lbs. remained uusold on that date, and
as on the Tth the salesman did not eon-
sider it looked up to the mark, he ealled
in the health authorities, with the resnlt
mentioned. 7, No.

QUESTION—TRAMWAYS,
OSBORNE PARK SECTION.

Mr. VERYARD asked the Minister
for Railways: Will be caunse the Osborne
Park tram irack, which is in a dangerous
condition in many places, to be repaired
at an early date?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
replied: The tramway track generally is
in a better state of repair than that por-
tion of roadway maintained by the roads
board.  Several minor repairs to the
tramway track are required, and these
are being carried out.

FILES AND PAPERS, WYNDHAM
FREEZING WORKS.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 desire to announce
that in compliance with the order of the
House made on Wednesday last. copies
of the papers ealled for by the select
committee on the TWyndham Freezing
Works have been laid on the Table of
the House.
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MOTION—WYNDHAM FREEZING
WORKS CONTRACT.

Want of Confidence.

Debate resumed from the 3rd Novem-
ber on the motion by Mr. George: “That
this House views with grave concern the
action of the Government in entering
into a private arrangement with Nevanas
& Co. for the erection of freezing works
at Wyndham and a private arrangement
to hand over to Nevanas & Co. the man-
agement thereof for a term of years, and
is of opinion that the evidence discloses
throughout the negotiations, contraet,
and subsequent cancellation, a state of
affairs which is subversive of the prinei-
ples of sound government.”

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon.
RW. C. Apgwin—North-East Fremantle)
[3.1071: I bave read carefully the remarks
made by the member for Murray-Wel-
lington (Mr, George) in submitting his
motion; and on comparing his remarks
with the terms of the motion, T observe
that throughout his speech there is mot
one word condemnatory of the Govern-
ment in aecordance with the motion. The
motion, in the first place, condemns the
Government for entering inte a privale
arrangement. I challenge any hon. mem-
ber, however, to look carefully through
Hansard and to find even one word con-
demnatory of the Government uttered by
the member for Murray-Wellington for
entering info a private arrangemeni, ~ On
the other hand, there is to be found in
the speech of the member for Murray-
Wellington quite sufficient that is con-
demnatory of the Government for ean-
celling the privale arrangement in ques-
tion: not for entering into a pyrivate ar-
rangement, as the molion phrases it
Again, we find that the member for
Murray-Wellington wishes this House to
condemn the Government for action sub-
versive of the principles of sound gov-
ernment inasmuch as a private arrange-
ment had been entered into to hand over
the management of the Wyndbam Freez-
ing Works to Mr. Nevanas. But the evi-
dence laken by the select committee, of
which the member for Murray-Wellington
was chairman, proves conelusively that
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there iz no jusiifieation for, and no truth
in, the statement that such a private ar-
rangement had been entered into, It is
clear, therefore, that so far as the terms
of the motion are concerned there is
searcely anything for members on this
side of the House even to reply to. I wish
to point out te hon. members, however,
as far as lies in my power, that the words
of the member for Alurray-Wellington
were such as complimented the Govern-
ment on the aclion which they took in
regard to the freezing works, His words,
instead of being econdemnatory, were
landatory of the Government for {he
action taken by them in this mafter. They
show that, at least in the opinion of the
member for Murray-Wellington, the Gov-
ernment did consider the best interests of
the State. The hon. member states—

No one who peruses the evidence
could fail to be struck with the fact
that the main features throughout these
trangactions have been hurry-seurry.
Mr. Nevanas appeared on the sceng,
and, following through the file, it
would he found that Ministers, in their
anxiety to carry oul what they con-
sidered would be a good thing for the
State—

T wish hon. members to bear those words
in mind,
Ministers, in their anxiety to carry out
what they considered would be a good
thing for the Siate——

It is worth repeating.

tried to push the negotiations through

as quiekly as possible.
These are the words of the member for
Murray-Wellington, proving conclusively,
to my mind, that after several weeks of
investigation of this Wyndham contraet,
after the utmost possible had been done
to try and find something that did not
exist, the hon, member came to the con-
elusion—and it is the only conelusion
which he arrived at—that the Government
were endeavouring (o do what they con-
sidered a good thing for the State. The
member for Murray-Wellington goes on
to say—

While T am not going to find fault

with them over their desire to get the
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matter through without

delay:

unnecessary

Certainly no member of this Chamber
would find fanlt with any Government for
frying to do their best in the interests
of the State; and so ihe member for
Murray-Wellington failed in almost the
opening of his remarks to convince the
House that something had been done by
the Government against the best interests
of the State. Words of this description,
I maintain, come with greater foree and
greater weight from the hon. memher who
was chairman of the select eommitiee,
than they would earry if coming from

‘any member on this side of the House.

The
said—

member for Murray-Wellington

While I am not going to find fault
with them over their desite to get the
matter through without unnecessary de-
lay, I intend to direct the attention of
the House to the dealings whick have
taken place with the various officers of
the departments. Those officers are
professional men, whose lives have heen
devoted to ome partienlar branch of
study. It cannot be claimed that the
practice of their profession has given
them the ecommereial experience which
is gathered in ordinary business.

The hon. member has taken the line of
aetion that the Ministry did when they
went outside to get plans prepared. It
was realised that the officers of the de-
partment had not had any experience in
connection with the preparation of plans
for works of this deseription and that
they did not have any knowledge of the
working of a freezing or eanning estah-
lishment. It was, therefore, considered
unwise that the Government should incur
heavy expenditure without consulting
some authority outside. Hon. members
will admit that that action was absolutely
essential in econnection with a matter such
as this, and on this point the member for
Muarray-Wellington is in accord with the
Government, He realises that the Gov-
ernment were considering the besi infer-
ests of the Sfate and his remarks are
not eondemnatory of the action of the
Government, If anything they are con-
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demnatory of the officers of the depart-
ment.  Having gone very carefully
through the evidenee which was taken by
the select committee, I cannot see that
there is anything in it which is even con-
demnalory of the action of the officers of
the State. The one objeet of the select
committee was to ascertain whether the
Government had done anything wrong,
and whether the Government had gone
out of their way o assist one particular
individual, bui all that the hon, member
was able to do was to come lo the com-
elusion that the aetion of the Government
was in the best interests of the State.
Therefore, the motion which he has moved
should be given the treatment it cdeserves.

Hon, J. Mitehell: Was Nevanas paid¥

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No,
but 1 will deal with that directly. The
member for Murray-Wellington in his
speech to the House went on to say that
we “hurrv-scurried from start to finish
and that even after the proceedings had
reached the stage where it became neces-
gsary to bring about the cancellation, in
dealing with the cancellation alone the
same hurry-seurry was earried through
and grave mistakes were made In conse-
quence.”  1f the hon. member had gone
further into the evidenee he would have
found that questions were asked in re-
eard to the supposed hurry and the only
replies which were given by the officers
were to the effeet that they were asked
to report as soon as possible. Is that a
limitation of time? Hon. members will
agree with me that “as soon as possible”
means that they were asked to report in
aceordance with their views on the pro-
position which was placed before them.
There was no time limit. The hon. mem-
ber has overlooked the fact that for some
weeks, I think nearly two months, prior
to the appeintment of a board to in-
vestigate the cost of some of these works,
prices had already been submitted by the
Government officers in regard to some of
the works to be carried out.

Mr. George: Which were they?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
water supply and jetty.

Mr., Heitmann: Nevanas himself did
not know anvthing about water supply.
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The JMINISTER FOR WORKS:
There was an estimate long before Ne-
vanas’s tender was submitted. Tlere was
an estimate from Nevanas as to what the
water supply would cost, and there was
an estimate in regard to the cost of the
jetty.

Mr. Wilimott: And the man cleared
out as soon as he saw the place.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not
that man. The officers of the depart-
ment, who have had a good deal to do in
connection with the erection of jetties and
water supplies, definitely stated that it
was almost impossible for the work to he
carried out at the price which was men-
tioned by Nevanas.

Mr. George: That was on the 15th
March,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Do
not make any mistake about that. I
discussed this matter with Mr. Tindale
before the 15th Afarch.

Mr. George: You had not Nevanas's
fignres.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: As
far as the water supply was concerned,
we had.

Mr. George: They are not on the file;
vou have not given us all the papers.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There are no other papers. If I mistake
not the estimate for the water supply
was prepared in February of this year.
I think I would be justified in saying that
it is well known that hon. members oppo-
site when in office caused an investigation
to be made in regard to freezing works
and also in regard to water supply and
other matters mnecessary for the con-
siruction of freezing works at Wyndham.
All this was known to the officers of the
department” before Nevanas came in at
all. T am merely srating this {o show
that although the time was short during
which the committee reported on
ihe plans and specifieations, a good deal
of the knowledge was already in the pos-
gession of the department prior to the
plans being placed before them.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Why did you
wan{ Nevanas at all if you had all the
information?
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
will tell the hon. member directly. There
was no burry-seurry so far as the Gov-
ernment were ¢oncerned, and as the hon.
member tried to make out. The hon.
member also referred to the hurry-seurry
in connection with the cancellation of the
contract. I want to say definitely, clearly
and distinetly that there was no limit or
time mentioned in any way whatever in
regard to the report which brought about
the cancellation of the contract. Hon.
members may believe me or not. There
was no time mentioned and the only in-
struciions issued were that the officers
should go through the invoices, examine
them earefunlly and submit a report to the
Government.

Mr. George: Take Mr. Beasley's letter.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There is no lefter in regard to the can-
cellation, We had to take into considera-
tion first of all in dealing with a ques-
tion of this kind, the position which Mr.
Nevanas occupied. I will give the hon.
member credit for having stated in his
speech that he was satisfied the Govern-
ment made inquiries and convineed them-
selves that Mr. Nevanas was a person
who was qualified to carry out this work.
I need only refer hon. members to the
file from which it will be seen that in-
formation was sought from London
through the Agent General. The replies
thal were received were highly satisfac-
tory so far as Mr. Nevanas was concerned.
Inguiries were also made from New
South Wales in regard to the adviee Mr.
Nevanas tendered to the New South
Wales Government.  The replies again
bore out the fact that Mr. Nevanas was
a man who was qualified to carry oul
works suech as the Western Australian
Government had in view. T would also
like lo refer to the testimony given by a
man who was entirely independent so far
ag the Government are concerned, and
who [ do not think is a Government sup-
porter; I refer to Mr. Nicholson. I
might find it necessary to refer to several
guesiions and answers appearing in the
select committee’s report, and I might
here remark that if T took the report and
read it from beginning to end [ would
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not be able to find anything in it eon-
demnatory of the action of the Govern-
ment.

Mr. George: Then you cannoi grumble
about the select committee.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: [
want to refer to a question which was
asked by the chairman of Mr. Nieholson,

It has been said that Mr. Nevanas
was an adventurer and had not a five
pound note to his name. Have you
any views on that?

Mr. Nicholson’s answer was—

I think it is a gross slander. Mr.
Nevanas is a man who has been asso-
ciated and connected with a well-estab-
lished business. He is governing direc-
tor of the company and is well con-
nected at Home. He is a man of re-
pute and I believe him also to be a
man of thorough probity and honour,
Mr. Heitmann: T say he is an abso-

lute bounder. :

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member has never met him.

Mr. Heitmann: I take his actions, and
my view is as good as Mr. Nicholson’s.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is the opinion of a gentleman who had
business dealings with Mr. Nevanas, and
that opinion is borne out by the informa-
tion whieh was snpplied to the Govern-
ment by our Apent General and well-
known bankers in London. That being
the case, we can come to the conelusion
that the Government took all the neces-
sary steps to asecertain whether Mr.
Nevanas was qualified to carry on these
works.

Mr. Heitmann: That is, finaneially?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.
It is shown. clearly from the evidence
which was placed before us that with
every justificastion we could place confi-
dence in Mr. Nevanas and that he was a
snitable man to earry on works of this
deseription. The Government having
found out that Mr. Nevanas was an hon-
ourable man and a man of repute, it was
necessary (o ascertain whether he was
capahle of advising in connection with
the erection of works such as it was pro-
posed to ereet at Wyndham. Tt is well
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known thet Nevanas & Co. in London are
large dealers in the meai trade.  That
cannot be disputed. They have one of
the largest businesses in the Smithfield
market. They found that they were be-
ing crashed ont by the American meat
trust, and that it was necessary for them
te reach out for the purpose of retaining
their position in the meat trade. That
being so, Nevanas eame to this State for
the purpose, not to enter into an agree-
ment with the Government to manage
works, but fo take into consideration the

advisableness of erecting such works at

Wyndham for his own company. It was
necessary for their own business that Ne-
vanas & Co. should protect themselves
against the meat ring whieh is encroaching
on all parts of the world. T will ask hon.
members to refer fo the evidence given by
Mr. Dunkerley, in which the member for
Murray-Wellington puts a great deal of
reliance. It appears on page 9. Mr.
Willmoit questioned Mr. Dunkerley in
regard {o Nevanas' qualifications to ad-
vise the Government. The question
was—

Do you think Nevanas was a fit and
proper person to report on the ad-
visability, or otherwise, of establishing
and erecting meat workk at Wynd-
ham ?

A very clear question, and one which Mr.
Willmott was perfectly justified in ask-
ing; because they had in the witness a
man who was not an engineer, who knew
very little more about engineering than
Nevanas himself, but who had been in
charge of various engineering works as
foreman and as confractor, and who, it
is said, prepared the plans in regard to
the Wyndham works. The answer was—
Yes, I think he was a proper per-

son.
The answer testifies to the honesty of
Mr. Dunkerley, because at that time he
was under the impression that Mr.
Nevanas had taken him down.

Mr. Willmott: And he was not far
out,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
next question, also by Mr. Willmott,
was—
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How, why?

And the answer is—

Well, he is in touch with, and has a

general knowledge of the expori trade.
Mr. Willmott then asked—

He might advise as to ports io be
shipped to?

And Mr. Dunkerley’s answer was—

Yes, he would be first-class for that.
Now, the hon. member, in his speech the
other night, said—

I am satisfied that, had it been pos-
sible, from the inception of this mat-
ter, to obtain some well-trained and
well-to-be-relied-upon commercial man
to have gone through {the negotiations
and put them on a business footing,
with the final decision resting with the
Government, we should not have had
the unhappy state of affairs we have
to-day.

Yel, on the same page of the committee's
report, we find the chairman of the com-
mittee, the member for Murray-Welling-
ton (Mr. George), who was of opinion
that if we had had a wellqualified com-
mereial man to deal with this matter all
would have been well-—we find that hon.
member asking this quesiion of Mr.
Dunkerley—

Would he be able to do more than
this, to say that if you produce so
mueh frozen meat of such a quality, it
could be disposed of in this market or
that?—( Answer) Yes.

And the hon, member follows that up
with this gquestion—

Would he be capable of going up to
a place like Wyndham and deciding
whether Wyndham was a place where
you could obtain meat in the guantity
and quality required to seli it?

And the answer to that pertinent ques-
tion was this—

Yes, he would be a snitable person
for that. Now, I myself would be no
good at the other end; absolutely ne
good against him at that line. I am
not a salesman and 1 do not prefend to
be a salesman.

Now we come to the next question. Here
is what the same hon. member asked Mr.
Dunkerley—
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He was purely and simply the-eom-
mecial man who, if he was asked a
question as fo the disposing of a cer-
tain quantity of meaf, could fell you
the conditions that yon would need,
and that he could or could not dispose
of the meat?—(Answer) Yes.

The hon. member, as T have said, eon-
tended that all would have been well if
there had been a commerecial man to ad-
vise us. Yet the evidence elicited in
answer to the hon. member’s own ques-
tions shows that the Government did bave
a commercial man to advise them in eon-

neelion with the establishment of the
freezing works.
Mr. George: Then you turned him

into a contractor,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
will deal with that directly. On the evi-
dence before the committee the hon.
member ought to be satisfied that the
Government did have a commercial man
to advise them. Now let me turn to
question 224, asked by Mr. Munsie, as
follows :—

Further to the question put by Mr,
Willmott, do you econtend that Mr.
Nevanas, with his knowledge, accom-
panied by an experi, say by yourself,
in the erection of works, would he a
snitable person to advise the Govern-
ment in regard to the erection of freez-
ing works at Wyndham? ’

And the significant reply was—
Most decidedly.
Yet the Government are twitted with
having failed to get an outside commer-
cial man, # man with the knowledge
necessary to advise the Government.
Here we have the principal witness bear-
ing out the eontention that the Govern-
ment sought, in the first place, to be ad-
vised by a man of financial repute in the
old world, a man spoken well of by all
those who koow him in Western Aus-
tralia; and that witness a man who has
been in charge of freezing works, and
carried out works in varions parts of
Australia,  He said that Mr, Nevanas
was most decidedly a man fit and proper
to advise the Government. I come now
to a question put to Mr. Cairns, a gentle-
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man in whom the hon. member has every
eonfidence, In question 723 Mr. Taylor
asked Mr. Cairns—

Is there anyone in the Government
service of Western Australia capable
of giving an estimate and making ap
plans for a structure of this kind?

And the answer was—

Yes, the skilled staff of the Govern-
ment could give an estimate and collect
dala for plans as well here as else-
where.

The next guestion and answer were as

follow ;—

You did not think it necessary to
call in an outside person to do that?—
(Answer) No, not for that alone, Mr.
Nevanag’s connection with the meat
business gave him a distinet advantage
in this matter.

Surely it was the duty of the Govemn-
ment to obtain the opinion of one whe
had a distinet advantage over the officers
in the State service, seeing that we de-
sired to have the most up-to-date works
in the Commonwealth, and having re-
gard to the possibility of our being foreed
to compete with the American Meat
Trust, who to-day are trying to cripple
the meat markets of the world. What
sort of condemnation would be harled
at the Government who did not try their
ntmost to get advice from a man who
had “a distinet advantage in this matter,”
in other words, more knowledge than
others had? The Government availed
themselves of that knowledge. In the next
question Mr. Taylor asked Mr, Cairns
this—

They eould report to the Government
and give an estimate$

And the answer was—

They could do that.

AMr. Taylor’s next question was—

Then, would it be necessary to eall
in any ountside person?

And Mr. Cairns answered—

Tt wonld be a very prudent thing to
do. as it would strengthen the loeal
opinion.

1 maintain that these questions and ans-
wers whieh T have quoted prove eonclu-
sively that Mr. Nevanas was capable of
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advising the Government as to the con-
struetion of the freezing works.

Mr, Robinson: Why did not you keep
him as adviser? He became a contractor.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
will deal with that point presently. Hav:
ing proved by the evidence that Mr.
Nevanas’s financial positien was all right,
as far as Lthe Government were aware,
and having proved that he was capable
to advise the Government in regard to
these works, I will now {ry to prove that
it was his knowledge that was responsible
for the lay-out of the works. The reply
to question 17 embodies a letler which
was written to Mr. Dunkerley by Nevanas
& Co. in regard to the preparation of
the plans, The hon. member the other
day brought some plans here. 1 have
others which T will pass over to hon.
members direetly. In bringing forward
those plans the other day and handing
them out as he did, the hon. member was
guilty of the most unfair action he has
yet taken in regard to this inquiry.

Mz, George: They are all the plans we
could get.

The MINISTER FQOR WORKS: No,
they are not. You have seen these ofhers
as well. No engineerine works are ever
carried out without the preparation of
certain plans of a very meagre nature.
The hon. member is fully aware of that,
and it was distinctly unfair on his part
to bring down here plans containing verv
litile work, and offering them to hon.
members as a criterion of what the Gov-
ernment had paid for.

Mr. George: Your officers told me they
were all the plans they had.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: In
regard fo water supply. You divided the
plans. Now we were aware at the time
that Mr. Nevanas was not an architect.
We knew that he had to rely on some
other person employed by himself to
" prepare the plans and specifieations, un-
der his supervision. I may be permitted
to show that, notwithstanding this, Mr.
Nevanas himself was responsible for the
lay-out of the works, On the 2nd Febru-
ary, 1815, as will be seen in the answer
to question No. 17, Mr. Nevanas wrote to
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Mr. Dunkerley a letter containing the fol-
lowing:—

It was also understood that the lay-
out and designing of the buildings
would be generally provided by us and
that you would not claim any copyright
therein.

My, Georwe: That is right enough.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Of
course it is. Any hon. member who bas
had anvthing to do with plans will agree
that the actual drawing of the plans is
but a very small portion of the work. It
is the knowledge which is necessary in
ordar to instruet others how to draw the

plans.
Mr. Willmott: You would noi need
much knowledge to draw that lot,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: But
much knowledge would be necessarv to
draw the plans I have beside me, Cadets
can draw plans; they are doing it every
day in the week, but unless the Chief
Architect or the engineer is there to
guide and instruet them how to draw the
plans, it would be impessible for them to
earry oub the work. It is shown elearly
that the lav-out of these buildings, which
are thoroughly up-to-date and designed
for economical working, is the result of
opinions gained through travelling in dif-
ferent parts of the world and inspecting
other works. This knowledge was brought
to bear on the architects by Mr. Nevanas
himself. It was his design and his know-
ledge which resulted in the production of
these plans; the plans merely gave ex-
pression to his ideas.

Mr. Heitmann: Whose knowledge and
data were nsed in eonmection with the
water sapply?

The MINTSTER FOR WORKSR: 1
will deal with that presently.

Mr., George: Why do you not say
Nevanas was paying £500 for what von
were paving him £3,000%

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
£500 was the complete fee in eonnection
with his visit to Wyndham,

Mr. George: No, it was additional to
the sum paid.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
will deal with that directly. I am not
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going 1o condemn Mr, Nevanas any more
than T would condemn the hon. member
if he undertook to prepsre plans and
specifications at ordimary architects’ fees
and then got another party to prepare
them in accordance with his ideas, so
long as the work was carried out. The
hon.. member would have the advantage,
and 1t would be no econcern of mine. The
same thing applies to these plans. Let
me now refer to page 85 containing Mr.
Nicholson’s evidenece in regard to the
plans, Hon, members who have read the
evidence will recollect that Mr. Nicholson
was asked by Mr. Taylor in regard to the
amount of money paid to Mr. Nevanas,
and Mr. Nicholson stated definitely that
Mr. Nevanas made nothing at all out of
the transaction. He said he knew of his
own knowledge that by the time Mr.
Nevanas paid his expenses, he would be
nothing in pockef. That will he found
in guestion 2088.

Mr. Thomson: I should like to take the
risk.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: M.
Taylor asked several questions of Mr.
Nicholson in regard to the plans, and re-
ceived the following answers:—

He did nothing in regard to plans
which were drawn up by someone else?
—The plang were prepared through his
own architects,

He has no architects?—He has men
employed.

Mr. Dunkerley has?—Ie
emtployed and had incurred
apart from Mr. Dunkerley.

Mr. Dunkerley did the purchasing?
—Mir. Dunkerley is probably a very
good econtractor. The value of Mr.
Nevanas’s services is not adequately
recognised. In such work as this the
lay-out is of the greatest possible im-
portance,

Then Mr. Willmott asked —

He was paid £1.000 for that?
The reply was—

That was to report on the site.
This 1s a different maiter entirely from
the plans. The witness further stated.
in reply te Mr. Willmott—

had men
expenses
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The lay-out of the works determines
whether the undertaking will be a sue-
eess or a failure. T read of one man
who received a very large fee for laying
out a big boot factory in a certain part
of the Qid World. The lay-out of those
works ‘was appreciated by the people
concerned more than anything because
it saved them the thousands of pounds
they wanted to save; it enabled them
to conduct their mannfacture on a sue-
cessful basis. The wide experience of
Mr. Nevanas in a concern such as this,
in the laying-out of such work, was of
the greatest possible value to the Gov-
ernment.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Did he advise the
Government on a boot factory?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon, member need not interject in that
strain. We are dealing with the Wynd-
ham meat works, not with a boot factory.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Yon referred to
a boot faetory.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Mr.
Nicholson was merely drawing a compari-
son, and the hon, member is fully aware
of it. Mr., Nicholson said—

The wide experience of Mr. Nevanas

1 a concern such as this, in the laying-

out of such work, was of the greatest

possible value to the Government.

Mr, Heitmann: What does Mr. Nichol-
son know about it9

Hon, Frank Wilson: He is Nevanas’s
solieitor.

The MINISTER ¥FOR WORKS: M,
Nicholson added—

So far as drawing plans is concerned,
the drawing of plans is a mere mechan-
ical operation many times, It is baving
the experience with which Mr, Nevanas
was endowed that enabled those plans
to be drawn according to his ideas, and
not according to the draftsman’s ideas.
Mr. Nicholson expressed the position bet-
ter than I can express it, and I am using
his words because T am of the same
opinion. Any hon. member who gives
the matter five minutes consideration can
eome to only the same conelusion.

Mr. Taylor: No one doubts Nevanas's
knowledge and ability.
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
am glad to bear the hon, member say
no one will doubt that Mr., Nevanas's
knowledge and ability were such that he
was able to lay out these works. Mr.
Nicholson also stated—

It is having the experience with
which Mr, Nevanas was endowed that
enabled those plans to be drawn ac-
cording "to his ideas and not accord-
ing to the draftsman’s ideas. T should
like to impress that fact on the minds
of the committee, T have no doubt that
Mr. Dunkerley was an excellent con-
tractor, hut his knowledge in the laying
out of such works was as nothing com-
pared with Mr. Nevanas's knowledge.
Mr. Thomson: What authorily had he

for making that statement?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon, member is fully aware that this is
so, The lion. member, as a coniractor,
knows thal.

Hon. Frank Wilson: He had Nevanas's
authority for saving so.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
had this auwtherity, thai he knew Mr.

Nevanas had {ravelled the world and had
inspected the most up-to-date works and
that he was a man capable of forming
an opinion in regard to works of 1his des-
eription.  Te my mind it proves eonclu-
sively that Mr, Nicholson, a man who
can read people as well as most men,
formed the opinion that Mr. Nevanas
was capable and possessed the knowledge
necessary fo lay ouwt plans of this des-
eription.

Mr. George: And that he was an hon-
ourable man and eouid be relied on.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
T have already stated that.

My, Tavlor: | wish 1 could read as well
as Nevanas: | would not trouble abont
Nieholson’s reading.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
member for Murray-Wellington dealt
with (he appointment of a beard to eon-
sider and advise the Government in re-
gard io the acceptance or otherwise of
plans which were submitted by Mr. Ne-
vanas, The bon. member said the esti-
mates came into the possession of the
Government belween the 14th and 17th
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Mareh, and the investigation beard, con-
sisting of varicus officials of different de-
pariments, were appointed by the Min-
ister to go inio the plans and esti-
mates and give an opinion. The posi-
tion was that there was a difference of
opinion between one or two officers, who
were consulted, and Nevanas in regard to
the eost, and the board were appointed to
investigate the matter, and they came to
the conelusion that it was impossible for
Nevanas to carry out the works at the
amount stated by him.

Mr, George: They got the things only
on Lhe 171h, and reported on the 18th.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
water supply and jetty had been uuder
consifferation for a considerable time.

Mr. George: Estimates from Nevanas?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
had quotations previously; I do not say
they were in writing. Nevanas previously
said what these works could he carried
out for.

Mz, George: You found out whar the
commiitee could not aseertain.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
knew ail the time.

Mr. George: Then why were the papers
kept from us?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
rommittee have had all the papers. Ne-
vanas voluntcered a statement as to the
amounl for which these works could be
carried oui. This dispute had lasted for
sotme lime, and naturally Nevanas desived
to prove o the board that he was pre-
pared 1o back up the siatements he had
made. The member for Murrav-Welling-
ton said that Nevanas suddenly producerd
a tender to do the work for £153,150,
which was sent to the officials for their
consideration; they got it laie one after-
noon, and had to report the next day.
This estimate came in suddenly, as the
hon. member stated, but why? Decause
when the officers dispuled that it was pos-
sible to do ihe work for the mouuney, or
wilhin £30,000 of what Nevanas offered
to do it for——

Mr. Heitmann: Is that in the evidence?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1t is
on the file. Nevanas then said he was
prepared to do it for the sum stated, and
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he submitted a tender to earry out the
work for £50,000 less than that for which
the officers said it was possible to de it.
Mr. Willmott: And they recommended
it?
Mr. Heitmann: Aceording to his sub-
sequent statement, Nevanas would have

taken it for nothing and ther made
money.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS:

There is nething strange about a tendex
of this description coming in. Tt takes
place almost every day,

Mr. George: No.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
When a person is confident in his own
mind of his ability to carry out work for
a certain price, nnd the officers of the de-
partment say it is impossible to do so,
such a person will often undertake to do
the work for the money. The Govern-
menl acted on the recommendation of the
board in order to try to save this £50,000,
and, in the interests of the Siate, they
telt ihey were justified in aceepting Lhe
tender.

My, George: It is a curious thing lo
turn an agent into a contractor.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Tliere is nothing very eurious in that.

Mr. George: It is a very curious state
of aftairs.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No,
it is 2 ¢omman oceurrence.

Mr. George: T do not think so.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
a very eommon cccurrence for a contrae-
tor to undertake to prepare his own plans
and give an estimate for a building, and,
in many instances, calt tenders for the
building, and if the tenders are too high,
the contractor savs “I will do the work
myself.”

AMy. Thomson: That is not quite an
exact parallel.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It is
& Verv common occurrence.

My, George: What, to pay a man a
eommission to produce plans and get es-
fimates, and then furn him into a con-
tractor to make a profit! Those state-
menis are not correct.

The MINTISTER FOR WORKS:
Thage statements are eorrect. Tt is not
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my wish to put before members anything
except what is correct. The statemenis
I am making are quite correect, and the
evidence will bear me out. The hon. mem-
ber also stated that insufficient time was
given to the board, and that they were
expected to report in practically 24
hours, Yel he has it on evidence that
they were asked o report as soon as pos-
sible. The evidence shows that. they were
asked to report as scon as possible.

My, Willmott: The next day.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
can only give the hon. member the evi-
dence which was furnished before the
committee. If it was as soon as possible,
and lhey felt they could report ihe next
day, where was there any harm¥%

Hon. J. D. Connolly: Why did they
complain of ihe short time?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is their own look-out. 1f the officers re-
ported and made a reecommendation te
lie Government in regard to carrying
out works such as these, and they felt
Lhen that they were not jusiified in mak-
ing the report and recommendation, they
should not have done so: There were no
distinet instructions at any time that they
should do so. It has never been the
poliey of this Government to instruet
oflicers in this direction. What would be
Ihe use of submitting plans and speecifi-
eations, or indeed, any question, fo an
officer, and at the same time saying lo
him, “You wmust get out this particular
report within a certain time %" Any
oflicer wilh any backbone would say,
“No, my reputation is at stake, T am
not geing (o carry oul whal you desire.
[ will do my best and will report to you
as soon as possible.” The evidence bears
out this statement that the officer was
asked to report as soon as possible. No
{ime was given at all. The hon. member,
therefore, is in error when lie states that
the members of the board were anly given
24 hours in which to report. 1 am now
coming to the qguestion of the paymeni of
the 3 per eeni., with which the hon, mem-
her has dealt fully. He stated—

The plans were arranged for be-
tween the Premier and Mr. Nevanas,
by telegrams. and the understanding
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distinetly was that, for the produetion

of plans and specifications and for the

obtaining of tenders, a commission of

3 per cent. was to be paid, while for

plans and specifications alone a com-

mission of 2 per cent, only was to be
paid.

Mr. George: That is correot.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There is one question in the evidence that
I have noticed, and I think it was asked
of Mr, Mani. The member for Murray-
Wellington asked this officer if there was
any arrangement that the 3 per cent was
to be paid if the building was carried out
by Mr. Nevanas, and whether, if it was
oot earried out by him, the Government
were to pay more than 2 per cent.

Mr. George: T did not put those
words in.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
noticed the remark, at all events, and
drew Mr. Munt's attention to if. It
shows clearly that the hon. member is
trying in the first instanee to draw a red
herring across the trail. The conditions
were plain that a person could form no
other opinion. On page 6 of the report
there appears a copy of a telegram sent

by Nevanas to the Premier. If reads
thus—
Scale charges furnishing plans

specifications also separate tenders for

construction three centum Western

Anstralia architects’ printed condi-

lions.  'Will arrange special rate iwo

centum if work not proceeded with.

That is a very common oceurrence among
architects in regard to carrying out build-
ings. Tt is, in faet, common in almost
everv part of the world. Tt is quite a
usual thing to pay one per cent. for pro-
viding plans ouoly, and 5 per cent. if the
work is proceeded with.

Hon. J. D. Conpolly: Two and a half
per eent. for plans and two and a half
per cent. for supervision.

AMr. Willmott: And the man looks
after the construetion as clerk of works.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: T
will prove directly a case in which a
previons Government had paid 5 per
cent. and did not have the work super-
vised by the party coneerned, and
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where the plans had been thrown
away and never used. This tele-
gram proves conclusively that it was

intended to pay 3 per cent. on the plans
if the work was earried out. In other
words, if Nevanas & Co. produced plans
upon which the Government carried out
the works, that firm would expect to be
paid 3 per cent. on the cost of the works,
s0 far as their plans were concerned. If
the Government had turned the whole
thing down and deeided not to proceed
with the work, the plans would no doubt
have had to be returned to Nevanas &
Co., just as they are returned in the ease
of other architects, and the Government
would have had to pay 2 per cent. for
the drawing of them. DBuf the work is
being gone on with. Some of the build-
ings have heen erected, the water supply
arrangements are well advanced, and
there is no intention of ceasing the work
of construction. Those who drew out the
plans, therefore, were, in accordance
with the terms of the agreement and in
aceordanee with architects’ fees gener-
ally, entitled to bhe paid 3 per cent. on
the total cost of the works.

Mr. Thomson: Are they supervising
the construction?
The JMINISTER ¥FOR WORKS :

There is not a word about supervision.
In regard to the Federal people, we, as
a Government, get 6 per cent.

Mr, Thomson: And it is well worth it
too.

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS: I
think I have shown clearly that the hon.
member was in error—I do not say that
he deliberately fell into the error—when
he made the statement that the arrange-
ment was that Nevanas was only entitied
to 2 per cent. on the drawing of the
plans.

Mr. George: And that is all, too.

The MIXNISTER FOR WORKS: That
would probably be all that Nevanas
would he entitled o if the works had not
been proceeded with, but seeing that the
works are now under construction the 3
per cenf, commission comes in, and he
was paid 3 per cent., to which he was
justly and honestly entitled.
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Mr. Heitmann: Does it not mean 3 per
cent. if he proceeded with the work?®

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.
At that time Nevanas was not considered
as being the man who would carry out
the work, At the time it was never
thought that he was going to do the
work. 1 do not think that any mewmber
of the Government or any officer of the
departments had the slightest idea that
Nevanas would carry out the work.

Mr. Heitmann: How is it that Nevanas
got a price from Dunkerley ¢

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T am
going to deal with that directly. The
member for Murray-Wellington (Mr.
George) backed up his argument in this
way—

If the calling of a tender is to justify
this 3 per cent., then Mr. Nevanas
should have put in a tender ohtained
from Mr. Dunkerley of £137,000; and
then, had the Government accepied
Mr. Dunkerley’s tender, there might
have been justification for the payment
of the 3 per cent.

The committee have it in evidence that
Mr. Dunkerley stated that if he had been
aware that this would be a Government
job he would have wanted at least an-
other £10,000 for doing the work; also
that Mr. Nevanas had agreed with Mr.
Duukerley that the cost of the freight
shonld not exceed £7,000, and that in
cases where the cost was in exeess of
that, the difference was fo be paid by
Mr. Nevanas. I find that since then Mr.
Dunkerley has made an offer to do the
work at a sum-of a little over £150,000,
out of which £26,000 is provided for
freight.

Mr. George:
contraet.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: That
shows conclusively that, as far as Mr,
Dunkerley was concerned, he only quoted
the priece wunder certain conditions,
namely, that if the freights were to ex-
ceed a certain amount, Mr. Nevanas
wonld have to pay the difference.

Mr, Heitmann: Did not Nevanas have
the same provision?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.

That does not affect the
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Mr, Heitmann: What was his Freight
to be?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS :
Nothing, so far as we were concerned.

Mr, George: Not if the freight was to
rise or fall?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Not
so far as we were concerned. That dealt
with the whole lot up to the date of the
tender.

Mr. Taylor: That was the intention,
but it got into the tender.

The Minister for Lands: It never got
into the tender.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: The
evidence shows conclusively that My,
Dunkerley’s tender did not inelude the
full amount of the freight which it was
neeessarv to pav in the earrving ont of
the works.

Mr. George: He wonld have had fo
stick to it if he had got his hond.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member i5 again frying to draw a
red herring aeross the trail. Wlho was
giving the bond? Not Mr, Dunkerley!

Mr. Heitmann: Certainly not Nevanas.

The MINTSTER FOR WOQRILS: That
is a nquestion T intend to deal with later
on. We are dealing now with the terms
of whal T eall the interim agreement
which was entered into with the Govern-
ment. In that agreement Nevanas had to
provide a hond of £6,000, not Dunkerley.
It is all verv well for the member for
Murray-Wellington to say that Nevanas
would have had to pay if he had provided
the bhond.

Mr. George: A hond had to he pro-
vided for Nevanas,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: It
does not sav so in the evidence. In addi-
tion to this, Dunkerley was to get a fur-
ther bonus of £7,000.

Mr. Willmott: His agreement was
produced.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
have never seen it. The agreemenf is not
published here. In addition to the freight
Duonkerley was, as T have said, to get
a bonus if the work was finished within
the fime specified. 'The hon. member is
fully aware that, as far as Dunkerley is
concerned, we, as a Government. knew
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nothing about him at sll. 1 do not
think any member of the Ministry
lmew anvthing sbout him. Dunker-
ley was introduced fo me after
Nevanas came over here in May or
June, as his engiveer. | thought he was
one of Nevanas's officials employed for
the purpose of earrving out the work,

Hon. Frank Wilson: Dunkerley saw
the Premier in Melbourne before thal.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
saw the Premier in Melbourne whilst
Mr. Scaddan was over there on the last
occasion.

The Mipister for Lands:
him in my life.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Premier and Dunkerley came back fo-
gether, and it was on that occesion that
the latter was introduced to me as Ne-
vanas's engineer. 1 say emphatieally that
I was not aware that Dunkerley was go-
ing to carry out the contract for Nevan-
as. 1 think it is proved conelusively by
the wording of the telegram I have quoted
that the Government were quite justified
in paying 3 per eent. on the plans if the
building was proceeded with. If the work
was not gone on with, and, as T have
stated, it i3 not intended to drop it, we
were ouly entitled to pay 2 per cent. on
the plans. This is not the first {ime thaf
the Goverument of Western Australia
have gone to ountside architects or en-
gineers for the preparation of plans,
and have paid a much higher percent-
age than Nevanas was paid. T state
that by way of comparison, because
the hon. member questioned the
Chief Architect vwery closely in re-
gard to this payment. The question
las been asked, has a case ever heen
known before of the Government going
ouiside the departments to get plans pre-
pared? .

I never saw

[The Deputy Speaker (Mr, McDowall)
took the Chair.]

Mr. George: T should think there has.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
lion. member is aware that it has been
done before. The hon. member, as Com-
missioner of Railways, has had to pay for
it. Tn this ease there was no one in the
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Government service with anything but the
slightest knowiedge of layiug out up-to-
date meat works; there was no one in the
Gorernment service with experience in
the running of meat works.

Mr, Heitmann: That was not know-
ledge that Nevanas had.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS :
There was every knowledge, so far as
that is coocerned.

Mr. Heitmaon:
works.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: A
few vears ago a bridge was to be erected
across William-street,

Mr. George: In 1902.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
work extended over 1902, 1903, and 1904.
There were dozens of officers in the Pub-
lic Works Department who could earry
out that work, but the Government of the
day breught in an outside engineer to
prepare plans for the bridge. I believe
pencil sketches of the bridge were first
prepared in the Public Works Depart-
ment, and the engineer called in prepared
the plans from them.

Mr. George: The Government had a
disloyal officer.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
plans were prepared, and the member for
Murray-Wellington, as Commissioner of
Railways, never worked to them at all,
because they were not fit to work to.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The Labour Gov-
ernment were in power in 1904.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
bui the bridge was under construction
from 1902 to 1904. In that case arrange-
ments were made with an outside engin-
eer to prepare plans, and the plans were
submitted. The estimated eost of the
work was £30,000, and the engineer was
paid 1Y% per cent. for the plans.

Mr. George: Not on £80,000.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
ot £30,000.

Mr, George: Not by me.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: 1
am not saving it was paid by the hon.
member. The engineer was paid at the

Not of rupning meat

rate of 114 per cent. on £80,000
or £1000, After the QGovernment
had gone into the matter. they is-
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engineer's plans must be considered;
and eventually the member for Murray-
Wellington, who was then Commigsioner
of Railways, decided that the plans were
not suitable—in fact, that they were
such skefehes as could not be worked to
at all. The bridge was almost completely
altered. What was the position then ?
The Governmenl were sued for payment
for the plans. The Government had paid
£1.000 already, and then they were sued
for a further amount.

* Mr, George: That is news to me.

The MINISTER TOR 1WORKS:
Surely it is not news to the hon. member
that the Government went to court?

Mr. George: I had noihing to do with
that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
engineer claimed not only 114 per cent.
for preparation of the plans in the first
place, but a further 114 per cent. for
drawing extra plans, and also 33
per cent, on the amount of tender. The
jury gave a verdict for the amount in
full, £1,446 5s., representing 33/ per cent.

In respect of =alterations to draw
ings the outside enpineer was paid
a forther sum of £75. Then, for
surveying and taking levels he was
paid £6 6s. Moreover, he was paid
£1,000 as commission on the esti-
mated cost of the work to the Gov-
ernment, the work having been eut down

considerably.

Mr. Allen: Is this the anthority for
your action?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
wani to show that the Chief Architect
was quite justified in believing that had
the question of these plans for the Wynd-
ham Freezing Works gone to court the
Government would have had to pay con-
siderably more than was eventually paid
for the preparation of the plans.

Mr. George: That is a very far-fetched
argument.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
am bringing the matter of this bridge
up, not for the purpose of showing that
similar action has heen taken previousty,
hut for the purpose of showing that
where plans of this deseription are pre-
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pared, whether the person who prepares
them supervises the work or not is & mat-
ter which has nothing to do with the lia-
hility of the Government to pay the full
percentage for the preparation of the
plans. In the case of the William-street
bridge it appears clearly that the Govern-
ment were directed by the eourt to pay,
and had to pay; the total eost of the plans
being £3,000. And these were plans
which were never used at all, plans which
were laid entirely on oue side.

Mr. Allen: That ought to have warned
vou, I think.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
avoided the pit-fall.

Mr. Willmott: You flopped into some-
thing else, though.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
avoided the pit-fall so far as the plans
are concerned, [ am merely bringing
forward the bridge plans for the pur-
pose of showing hon. members what
damages would probably be awarded in
respect of the Wyndham Freezing Works
plans if the matter went to arbitration
or into court.

Mr. Willmolt: You say that that is
what Mr. Beasley meant when he said
he had something at the back of his mind.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T
do not know what is at the back of Mr.
Beasley’s mind, Mr. Beasley stated not
only in evidence, but also in a minute on
the file, that he was ¢onfident that if those
plans which were valued by Nevanas at
about £9,000 were submitted to arhitra-
tion the Government would have to pay
considerably more than was actoally paid
under the terms of the seitlement.

Mr. George: Mr. Beasley also said that
they were not the plans which he would
have expected for the sum paid.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Mr.
Beasley said a lot more.

Mr. Willmott: He also said that the
plans were not complete, That is the
point.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
will deal with that. It is trne Mr. Beas-
ley said the plans were not complefe,
But he went further. He said that they
were not complete up to our Government
standard. Tet me refer to the evidence
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of Mr. Dunkerley, commenting with ques-
tion 97—
By Mr. Mullany: Were these plans
so far fnizhed fhat work could be
completed to them7—Yes,

'They were not merely skeleton plans?

—No. Mr. Beaslev can tell yon they
contained every detail he asked for.
And, mind you, we were in a. hostile
camp. They made us supply everything
they thought necessary.

By the Chairman: The plans are
complete?—In every detail.

I will now turn to Mr. Beasley’s evidence.
commencing with question 369—

By Mr. Munsie: Have these plans
sinee been completed?—XNo,

By the Chairman : Are they not com-
pleted vet?—No.

Are they going to complete them?
—T do not think so. We are making
our own drawings, and are adding our
own mprovements to these drawings.
T shall be pleased to show you the dif-
ference belween their drawings and
ours, Nevanas & Co. have heen paid
for the drawings of plans at the rate
of 3 per cent.

1 shali ask you something about that
later on. These plans are, so far as we
are concerned presumably complete.
You, however, have definitely stated
that these plans are not complete even
now?—They are not complete even
now. When vou say “complete” in re-
vard to plans you are Speaking in gen-
eral terms 1 suppose? These plans
may be considered to be “complete”
for the purposes for which they were
prepared, hut they are not complete by
any means for the purposes for which
T require them; that is to say for my
supervisor to take them and see the
work earried out.

Mr. George: That is how they should
have heen.

Mr. Heitmann: There would have been
supervision over Nevanas, would there
not?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
was the intention. T will quote further
evidence given by Mr. Beasley, question
1525, when the Chairman asked—
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In answering Question 373 yon say
vou think they would be able to gef an
award if they ecould prove thai the
plans were equal to ordinary working
drawings and specifications; in answer
1o question 367 you told us the plans
and specifications were very Joose and
indefinite. Do you consider the plans
they produced were equal to ordinary
working drawings and specifications?
—They were equal to the average
drawings and specifications prepared
by private architects.

Mr, Willmott: Yes, but what does he
say then? He savs that plans drawn
by private architects are very loose and
indefinite. 1 do not know what private
architects have to say to that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
all know that as regards Government
plans—the member for Katanning (Mr.
Thomson) will bear me out—a good deal
more ecare i5 taken and far more details
are given than is the case in connection
with plans prepared by private archi-
tacts,

Mr, Thomson: I would not suggest for
a moment that the plans of private arehi-
tects are indefinitely and loosely drawn.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is from the (Governmeni officer’s point
of view. T wish to show that the plans
prepared for the Wyndham Freezing
Works were equal to the average draw-
ings and specifications prepared by pri-
vale architects.

Mr. George: Then I say you had no
right to pay for them without getting the
proper plans required for the works,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
do not want te be drawn off the track.
The agreement entered into with Ne-
vanas definitely and clearly provided
that the plans had fo be to ihe approval
of the Chief Architect.

Mr. George: Exactly: and they were
not.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is. as regards earrving out the works,
The (hief Architect came to the conelu-
sion thal these plans were all that was
necessary for carrving out the works in
the ordinary manner, but that they were
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equal to the average plans prepared by
private architects. That being so, I con-
sider the Chief Architect was quite justi-
fied in paying the commission for the pre-
paration of the plans, namely, a commis-
sion of 3 per cent., becanse we were going
on with the works as proposed. I men-
tioned earlier thai the member for Mur-
ray-Wellington brought some plans here
and said to the House, “Here is a bit of
brown paper, and here is a bit of a pencil
sketeh, and here is a blue print,” thereby
irying to convey to hon. members, and
also to the counfry—because a good deal
has been made of this in the Press—
that the plans he produced were those for
which we paid Nevanas £4,000. He did
say, “Fifteen hundred pounds wag paid
for these,” bni he conveyed the idea that
this was the class of plan the Government
paid for throughout,

Mr. George: No.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: As
I said earlier, the plans produced by the
member for AMwray-Wellington repre-
sent only a part of the undertaking. T
have here with me—and I intend to lay
them on the Table of the House—two sets
of plans prepared by Mr. Nevanas for
the works. The first set contains the ori-
ginal plans, and the second set the
amended plans. Hon. members can look
over the plans, and if they do so T think
they c¢an come to only ome econclusion,
and that is that the man who prepared
the plans most have heen thoroughly
gualified for the work, must bave had
knewledge and ability, and that they are
plans equal to any prepared for the con-
struction of any works ever earried out.

Mr., Willmott: That was Dunkerley.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.
These plans are the result of Mr. Ne-
vanas’s knowledge and ability. Tt is true
that the whole of the details were not
complete, but T might sav that there is
searcely a building, or an engineering
work, in regard to which the plans are at
the oulset in a ecomplete state.  Hon.
members who know anvthing at all about
these matters will agree with me in that
respect.  Even the details of the new
post office at the present time, the con-
tract for which has been let for nearly

“ried ont to a completion.
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two years, are pot complete, and the
chief architeet is continually making al-
terations. 1 have here the plans of the
freezing  works, not merely pencil
sketches, but proper delailed plans, plans
which would enable the work to be car-
These plans
should have been taken in eonjunection
with the other plans submitted by the hon.
member, and which were only for a
minor portion of the work.

Mr., George: You paid £3,000 for
those and £1,500 for the others.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
plans are altogether; we eannot divide
them, The contract for earrying out this
work was £155,150 and that was the only
price which was submitted. It i3 trne
that in conneetion with the work it might
have been found ihat this would cost so
much and that would cost so much, but
we cannot get away from the fact that
the contract price was £155.150 for the
whale of the work with the exception of
the jetty.

Mr. George: And you paid 3 per cent.
on that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member is trying to lead the House
astray in regard to that.

Mr. George: It is in Mr. Scaddan’s
telegram.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
Premier stated that the cost of the work
was not to exeeed £106,000. Acecording
to the evidence this matter was referred
te Mr. Dunkerley, who said it would he
impossible to keep the price down to
that amount. The hon. member cannot
find a word of evidence, or any paper,
which sets ont that the Government
should only pay the percentage on
£106,000.

Mr. George:
papers.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member cannot find it stated thati
the cost of the works would not exceed
£106,000. Here are the plans for hon.
members to peruse and they are not merely
a few sketches wrapped up in brown
paper, but proper and eomplete drawings,

Mr. George: You paid £3,000 for them
and while that might have been justifted,

T ean fnd it in three
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You were not justified in paying £1,500
for the others.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
These plans are as complete as plans
which ecould be supplied by any archi-
tect.

Mr. George: Who prepared the plans?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
were submitted by Mr. Nevanas; they
are the plans he supplied. Here are the
detailed drawings and the original set of
plans and specifications. Hon, members
will see thai these plans must be taken
in conjunction with the other plans,
which the member for Murray-Welling-
ton had the goodness of heart to show to
the House the other day. Those plans
which he exhibiled had very little work in
them. Hon. members who are familiar
with plans know that there is very little
to do in connection with plans for water
supplies. What was the hon. member’s
idea in bringing those plans here, ex-
cept to show thal there was very little
wwork entailed in their preparation?

Mr. George: I hrought them here he-
cause 1 contend you had no right to pay
him anything on them.

The MINISTER FOE WORKS: Ii
the hon. member himself had prepared
(hose plans and tendered for the work
on them, plans which inclnded the water
supply, and which did not involve much
lakour, he would have expecled and would
have demanded 3 per cent.

Mr. George: 1T would deserve to he
kicked from here to Hades if T had.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There is no architeet who would not have
made a similar demand.

Mr. George: Look at the strap; do you
expeet thal that would hold pipes down?

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: It
has been eclearly and conclusively shown
that nothing wrong has been done in
connection with the payment for these
plans which T have just shown to hon.
members. On similar plans to these the
Government used to pay no less than
5 per cent., and I mamtain that the chief
architeel was in no way to blame when
he, on his own initiative, recommended
that the Government were entitled to pav
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on the full amount of the plans and in
vegard ¢ the tolal cost of the work.

Mr. Willmort: He had something ut
ihe back of his head.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Arbi-
tration,

Mr., George: He said thal something
evidenilv happened.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In
dealing with the payment for the plans,
the (jovermmneni were obliged to give the
full amount on the total estimated ecost
of the work. No doubt the member for
Murray-Wellinglon came to the conciu-
sion that we should only pay on £106,000
because when the firsl recommendation
was put up by (he chief archifeet, Mr.
Nevanas only claimed on £106,000. That
recommendation was submitted to me as
well as a demand for £6,500 by way of
compensation tor breach of contraet,
ghall 1 way, or for the material.

Mr. George: Do yon mean for the ship?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
will deal with the ship directly.

Mr. George: Where does the Lreach of
cuniract come in, then?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
remarked, shall T eall it “breach of con-
tract”? The position was that when the
claim was submitted to me I refused
definitely to submit it fo Cabinet. I
realise that we were justly bound—and
with all due respect to my friend opposite
—ito pay 3 per cent, on the agreement on
the basis of £106,000. I never disputed
that, because 1 believed, on the wording
of the telegram, that we would be justi-
fied in paying it. 1 refused, however,
to recommend for payment the £6,500.
Mr. Nevanas then came to see me about
it and T told him that T would not put
such a proposition before Cabivet, and
that it was entirely finished so far as we
were concerned. When we went out of
my office, T bad refused point blank to
make any recommendation in regard to
that amount, though I had previously
promised that T would sabmit to Cabinet
any recommendation from Mr. Beasley
which was within reason, After that Mr.
Nevanas came to me with a long list—
it is published on page 65 of the select
committee’s report—a list of what he
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thought he was entitled to for the plans.
The total is £9,000, He asked that the
matter shonld be submitted to arbitration.
T told him I did not feel inclined to deal
with the matter at all and that my opinion
was that he was entitled to 3 per eent,
but 1 did not say on £155,000. I did not
think his proposition of £8,500 was a fair
one and I would not agree to it. After-
wards he interviewed Mr, Beasley, who
went into the guestion with me again,
and the demand was made by Mr. Nev-
anas that the matter should be referred
to arbitration. It was considered that if
the matter did go to arbitration, in all
probability he would get a big percentage
of what he claimed, and it was considered
better to pay 3 per eent. on the whole cost
of the work. That was what Mr. Beasley
said in his evidence. Mr. Beasley dis-
tinetly stated he was convinced that Mr.
Nevanas eould claim on the full cost of
the works. He then recommended the
payment on £155,150 instead of the
£6,000 previously mentioned.

Hon., Frank Wilson: How eould he
claim, in any court more than he had
agreed to aceept?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
settlement of the one claim was depen-
dent on that of the other, The one went
with the other. His c¢laim was for £6,500,
if T paid him £6,500 compensation, which
I declined to do. Tnstead of paying him
what he asked, T paid him some £1,200
or £1,500 less, and thus I saved the coun-
try so much by my refusal. It has been
said that in taking over this wmaterial
from Mr. Nevanas, the State made a very
bad deal indeed. With the exception of
Mr. Dunkerley's evidence, no questions
were asked in regard to the valne of this
material,

Mr. Willmott: Oh yes, there were.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
know that the hon. member asked about
one partienlar item, but I helieve that
has been worked out, There is a definite
minute to ihe effect that if, intending te
go on with the work, the Government
had taken over that material on the 1st
July, they would have to pay approxi-
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mately £13,000 more than Nevanas had
paid for it.

Mr, George: Nevanas did not pay any-
thing.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In
his evidence, Mr. Dunkerley confirmed
that, except that he named £12,000 as the
amount.

Hon. J. Mitchell: If you had bought it
earlier you would have saved more still.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
bon. member knows that the Government
would not have adopted tactics for re-
ducing prices. The position was that here
was a possibility of a claim being made
in regard to the “Prinz Sigismund.”
The Minister for Lands, when dealing
with this question in the House on a pre-
vious occasion, unfortunately named Mr.
Stevens instead of Mr. Sayer, as having
been present at a conference called to
consider the guestion of the “Prinz Sigis-
mund.”

Mr. George: He said he had consulied
the State Steamship Service officials,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
made an error, It was Mr. Sayer, and
not Mr. Stevens, who was present at the
conference dealing with the question of
damages.

Myr. George: How could Mr. Sayer com-
pute the damages?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
could give us legal advice, When we de-
cided to recover the “Prinz Sigismund,”
we did it with oor eyes open, and we
were jusfified in doing it.  Realising
that the “Western Anstralia” was a los-
ing proposition, we were trying to sell
that vessel. Mr. Stevens heard of the
“Prinz Sigismund” as being at Brisbane,
and he thought she might be suitable for
the North-West trade in place of the

“Western Australia.” Officers were
sent to report on the “Prinz Sigis-
mund.” As a matter of faet T

went (o see her myself when I was
there, and 1 formed the opinion that she
was rather large for owr purpose, Om
the report of his officers, Mr. Stevens
conclnded that she would not be suit-
able for the North-West trade, but con-
cluded also that she might suit well enough
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to temporarily replace the “Western Aus-
tralia” in the event of our selling the
latter vessel, He would not purchase
the “Prinz Sigismund” for the North-
West trade, but he thonght that if the
Government could get hold of her she
might be utilised temporarily. The Gov-
ernment got control of the ship. Then
we had two vessels, where only one was
required. We wired to Mr. Nevanas ex-
plaining that he could use the “Prinz
Sigismund” for carrying his material to
Wyndham, but not to run her in inter-
State trade.

Mr. George: You hapded the boat en-
iirely over to him.

The MINISTER FOR WQRKS: No;
merely to earry his material to Wynd-
ham.

Mr. Willmoti: Would he have paid
£4,000 to renovate the boat simply for
ihat purpose?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
was all he had her for.

Mr. George: He had her uncondition-
ally.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Does
the hon. member think the Common-
wealth Government would hand over a
steamer to ns that we might interfere
with inter-State irade?

Mr. George: He was to use her for
any purpose he liked, in addition to car-
rving his material to the North-West.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Nothing of the sort. The steamer was
eventually placed at the disposal of Mr.
Nevanas to assist him in getting his ma-
terial to Wyndham, In the terms of the
contract which Mr. Nevanas submitted,
but which was not approved of, he asked
the State to supply him with freight at
30s. a fton; but we would not take any
liability in regard to freight at all, Even-
toally a cable message came from Lon-
den advising us to send the ‘“Western
Anstralia” to England, there being a pos-
gibility of getting a good price -for her.

Mr. George: I thought you had a firm
offer.

The MINISTER FNR WORKS: I
never sald so. We saw thaé there was a
possibility of geiting rid of the “West-
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ern Australia,” which was losing £17,060
or £18,000 a year. Then we got Mr.
Sayer up to discuss the proposition, We
wanted to know from Mr. Sayer whether
the wire to Mr. Nevanas was a binding
contract. He told us that it was, and we
asked could Mr. Sayer give us any idea
of what damages it was likely we would
have to pay if we were to take the
steamer from Nevanas. Mr. Sayep ad-
vised us that we would have to pay only
such damages as Mr. Nevanas could sus-
tain, in other words, if he could get the
material to the North-West at such a
time and in sueh a manner as did not
interfere with his work, there might be
no damages to pay at all; whereas, on
the other hand, the damages might run
up to £4,000 or £5,000.

Mr. Heitmann: Jr. Nicholson, in his
evidence, says something very different
from that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T am
telling you what oceurred. With our
eves open we decided that it would be
profitable for us to pay the damages
named if only we could sell the “Western
Australia,” and thus save £17,000 or
£18,000 a year. I still maintain that we
were justified in taking that course. The
hon, member said the other day—

I would like to state here that pro-

vided all other things were equal

I am glad he thought of the qualification.
He continued—

and that Nevanas was financially cap-

able of carrying or the business, I am

of opinion—I do not know if it is
shared in by any other members of the
committee—that had the “Prinz Sigis-
mund” not been taken over by the

Government the contract would now be

on its fair way towards completion, at

any rate on a fair way to being car-
ried on.

Hon. Frank Wilson:
reported that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I'm-
mediately it was decided to take the
“Prinz Sigismund” from Mr. Nevanas,
we went info the qnestion of assisting
him in the shipping, and we ascertained
that there was a possibility of other ships
following on, which would thus save Mr.

The committee
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Nevapas from any great dithieulty in re-
gard to the forwarding of his material;
in other words, there was & good chance
of onr eseaping the payment of anyihing
like heavy damages to Mr, Navanas in
consequence of our baving taken the boat
The hon. member went on to say—

It is not to be supposed that in the
present searcity of shipping which ex-
ists all round Australia, it would be
possible for Mr, Nevanas, at a mo-
ment’s notice, to revise his plans, and
atlempt to get another ghip, the impos-
sibility of doing which was well known.

Mr. Nevanas had got into communication
with the Adelaide Steamship Company,
and brought over all the material he haa
there. Only two weeks had elapsed, the
contract was not signed, no bonds were
put up, plans were not prepared to the
satistaction of the Chief Arehitect

Mr. George: But you had your con-
tract for the ship.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And
the view I held then, and which I hold
now, is that ne material at ail for the
works should bhave been purchased at
that time. Only about two weeks had
elapsed from the time he was given the
slip until she was taken away. The ship
was never in his possession at all. She
was then in Brisbane.

Mr. George: What do you eall pos-
session ?
The MINISTER FOR WORKS

He had not been shipping his material.

Mr. Willmott : Surely it was in his pos-
session immediately be received your
wire.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Ny,
when he paid the aceountis for fitting her
out. He then tried to get a ship from
the Adelaide Sieamghip Co., and he
found that the ““Allinga” eould be char-
tered for a trip to Wiyndham. He inter-
viewed me about it and pointed out the
“Allinga” was available, but bhe wanted
me to make the charter. I stated that
I would not pay another shilling in re-
gard to the contract until the contract
was signed and fixed up.

Mr. George: You were all right; there
is no donbt about that.

[ASSEMBLY.)

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Iam
pointing this out io show the hon. mem-
her thai the “Prinz Sigismund” affajr
did not delay the work, This material
was brought here by the “Prinz Sigis-
mund” and if Nevanas had felt disposed,
he could have chartered the “Allinga” to
take it on to Wyndham, together with
the material he had here.

Mr. George: At what cost?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
cost was reasonable. I cannot mention it,
but he said he had got the offer of the
charter at a very reasonable price. The
trouble was he wanted me to make the
charter.

Hon. Frank Wilson: What constitu-
ted the breach of contract you were
afraid of—let us get down to the faet—
what the Premier was afraid of?

Mr, George: He was perturbed.

Hon, Frank Wilson: He said he was
nervous about it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Ne-
vanas could have got his material on to
Wyndham if he had so desired. The ma-
terial was landed at Fremantle,

Hon. Frank Wilson: If he had paid
sufficient, of course he could have got it
on.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: If
he could have shown that it cost him
more than under the previous arrange-
ment, that wounld have constifuted the
breach of contraet.

Hon. Frank Wilson: He could have
bought your Diesel engine ship.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
statement is incorreet, and if the rules of
the House would allow me, I would say
something stronger. Nevanas has never
bought a Diesel engine ship.

Hon, Frank Wilson: I mean he could
have bought a Diesel ship if he had paid
sullicient for it.

The MINISTER ¥FOR WORKS: If
Nevanas had chartered the “Allinga’ and
had had to pay a heavier rate for the car-
riage of his material to Wyndham than
under the other arrangement, the Gov-
ernment would have been liable for dam-
ages. But we realised that we had an
opportunity to sell a steamer which was
not suitable for our work, and which was



{10 Novexmser, 1915.]

making a large loss every year, and was
not it much better to risk having to pay a
siwall sum by way of damages than io
continue to make an anpual loss as we
were doing?

Hon. Frank Wilson: And you have
not sold her.

Mr. Bolton: You are praying that we
do not sell her.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
does not enter into the question now be-
fore the House, I am showing that Ne-
vanas was confronted by very little dif-
ficulty, so far as the shipping was eon-
cerned, and T do not think we would have
had to pay a great amount of damages
if Nevanas had availed himself of the
“Allinga.”

Mr. George: Then you had no cause
to compensate him for breach of con-
traect.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes,
we had. Things went on from one stage
to another. Not only did Nevanas call
on us to pay for the charter of the
“Allinga” but he wanted us to take up
the £14,000 worth of goods lying at Fre-
mantle.

Mr, Heitmann: That is extraordinary
from a finaneial genius who came to you
to do business. He never paid a shilling
from the time he eame into the Stiate.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
have listened very patiently to the inter-
Jections from the member for Geraldton,
and have not replied to any one of them,
but T wish to say that, wifh due respect
to Mr. Nevanas, who is not here to pro-
tect himself———

Hon. Frank Wilson: He oughi to he
here.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member has never met Mr. Nevanas;
he has never seen him.

Mr. Heitmaon: He refused to pay the
Government £45 for fares from the
North-West.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member knows nothing about him.

Mr. Allen: He evidenily does know
something.
The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1

have formed an opinion. rightly or

2283

wrongly, as to why Nevapas was not
able to finance the business. To my
mipd there is no doubt that, in the finan-
cial world, Nevanas is a man of repute.

Mr. Heitmann: He was a man of
mud.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
have it that he has made coatracts to the
value of £60,000 odd, which shows that
the. persons who entered into contracts
with him had confidenee with him,

Mr. Heitmann: Why, you refused to
release the goods. He was an agent for
the Government,. ’

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
must bear in mind that Nevanas was en-
gaged in lhe meat trade.

Mr. Heitmann: In the orange-squeez-
ing trade.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And
there is a possibility that when he under-
took this work, which was not in the
line of business in whick he had been
engaged, the banks would not assist him
as they would when he engaged in his
legitimate business—the meat trade.

Mr, George: None of his bankers
would.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.
Thizs is the opimion T have formed.
Nevanas then found himself against a
dead end, just when he expected assist-
ance to ecarry out the work.

Mr. Heitmann: What was the capital
of these eompanies? _

The MINISTER FOR WORKS- 1
have nothing to do with the companies.
I think the bun. member’s interjections
about this man, who is outside this House
and cannot speak for himself, are un-
called for, and unfair. T believe that had
the amount of money involved in this
contract been required for the meat trade,
Nevanas wonld have been able {o over-
come the difficulty. To get back to the
point, we cancelled the contract for
the “Prinz Sigismund” with our eyes
open to save an annual loss with regard
to the “Western Aunstralia” It was pos-
sible that we would bave to pay some
damages to Nevanas for breach of con-
tract. At that time we had no intention
of cancelling the eontraet for the works;
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this matter had not then come up for
consideration at all. We realised that we
might have {o pay some small amount of
ecompensation in regard fo the steamer,
but when we found that we counld not
bring things to a definite head, and did
not get the plans or the bond, and had to
pay for the material as it arrived here,
and when an alteration of the eonditions
for carrying out the contract was songht,
we thonght it advisable thai the contraet
should be cancelled.

Mr. George: Why did yon have to pay
for the material? * You did not buy it;
it was not your funeral.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: W
paid for this material because, on the ad-
vice of our officers, we were getting
£13,000 worth for £3,194.

Mr. George: Prior to your having that,
yon were paying for the material.

The MINISTER FOR WORKXS: For
only a small portion.

My, George: Several thousand pounds’
worth.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No,
I paid for only £3,000 worth.

Mr. George: You paid amounts ot
£1,600, £500, £2,300 and, T think, another
£1,800,

The MINISTER TFOR WORKS: I
am being cross-examined here more than
I was before the select committee. Up
to that time, we had paid only two ac-
counts, one for some iron which was on
the wharf at Melbourne, and another for
material here, £500, which was to come
off the price for the plans. There was
80 tons of iron on the wharf at Mel-
bourne which we took np and which
otherwise would have been sent back to
the stores—iron in the meantime had
gone up in price—apnd we were holding
the invoices and had security. In view
of the definite report from the Chief
Architect, seeing that we were likely to
escape the payment of any compensation
in regard to the “Prinz Sigismund” and
as we were getiing £13,000 worth of ma-
terial for £3,194, I maintain that we did
well to get out the coniraet at the price.
It is all very well to talk about the plans
and to say that we paid for them. It is
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trne that Nevanas was paid £1,000 to ve-
port on the siie of the works, That was
a separate and distinet undertaking. He
was paid 3 per cent. for drawing up the
plans, which is the usual rate paid to the
architects in this State. If he had saper-
vised the erection of the works, he wouid
have been entitled to at least unother 2
per ceat. The Government get 3 per
cent. additional. Then he bought the ma-
terial at advantageons prices; he got it
before the prices advanced, and the same
applies to the machinery. On the advice
of our Chief Architect, who is carrying
out thousands of pounds worth of work
every week and who should be better able
than any member of this House to value
such materizl, we bought this material
because he said at that time it would eost
£13,000.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Yet he said he
could not cheek the stuff. .

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
said nothing of the kind.
Hon. Frank Wilson:

not time.
Mr. George: That is in his own letter.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
said nothing of the kind.

Hon, J. Mitchell: Do not he touv posi-
tive.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I am
positive of tha,  The Chief Archifect
was never tied down to time. He could
have taken as long as he liked; no time
was mentioned, and he came to the con-
clusion, after an examination of the in-
voices and after deducting all discounts,
that the material was worth £13,000. For
that £13,000 worth of material, I gave
£3,194 and that is all the compensation
Nevanas ever got. I maintain that the
eancellation of the contract meant a gain
to the State because we wanted the ma-
terial and we were placed in a position
of being able to immediately proceed
with the works which otherwise we could
not have done. The hon. member for
Murray-Wellington wen{ inte the ques-
tion of the management of the works,
and I notice that Haensard records his re-
marks in not quite the same terms as he
expressed them. As far as my memory

He said he had
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serves me, the hon. member said: “There
is an agreement upon which, if an agree-
ment of ierms could be arranged,
Nevanas would have the management.”
I interjected at the time: “Could there be
an agreement if they had not been
agreed to?” The hon. member, to sup-
port his contention that an agreement
lad been entered into with Nevanas for
the management of the works, quoted
Mr, Dunkerley. 1We find from Mr,
Dunkerley that one of Mr. Nevanas's
officers had made a statement to him
(Mr. Dunkerley), and not to Nevanas
himself.
Mr. George: That is right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Then
be guoted myself in regard to the matier.
The hon. member was aware of the posi-
tion, when he questioned Mr. Nevanag's
solicitor on the subject on all points,
that if there was one point upon which
AMvr. Nicholson should have been an au-
thority, and should have bad knowledge,
it should have been on this one. Yet
in questions 2033 and 2034 the fol-
towing transpired between the Chairman
of the Commiitee and Mr. John Nichol-
SOl 1—

Have you any reason to suppose that
Nevanas considered he was to have the
management of those works?—I do not
think he did until an agreement had
heen eoncluded.

In your opinion the whole matter is
off$—1 think so. I do not think Nev-
anas considers he has any claim at all
in regard to the management.

[The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. George: That is right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Tt
ought to be quite sufficient for the hon.
member lo get a statement of this sort
from Mr. Nevanas’s solicitor.

Mr. Mnullany: You eannot satisfy a
man if he does not want to be satisfied.

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: This
i= the solicitor who was instrumental in
drawing up the draft agreement on behalf
of Yevanas, who was advising Nevanas
in regard to every clause or section of that
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agreement, and who tells the hon. member
that there is no agreement signed. There
is no agreementi entered into, and yet the
hon. member comes here and tries to per-
snade the House that an agreement is in
existence.

Mr. George: I say an agreement to give
him the management on terms to be agreed
upon.

The Minister for Mines: An agreement
to make an agreement.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The court can
make vou make an agreement.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
have at the present time in my office »
drafi agreement with Mr. Hedges for run-
ping a feeder line, which is being consid-
ered by Mr, Hedges, Mr, Sayer, and Mr.
Munt. There is not a single member of
the Ministry besides myself Who bas seen
this draft agreement, but according to the
hon. member that is an agreement which
we have entered into.

Hon., Frank Wilson: No, no.

Mr, George: Nothing of the sort; that
is not my argument,

The MINISTER FOR WOQORKS: I
tock good care when writing a minute
to the Premier which was to go on to the
Commissioner of Railways for the opinion
of that gentleman

Mr, Hudson: For once the member for
Murray-Wellington appeared to be right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: To
put down in that minute that I wished Lo
emphasise the faet that this was a draft
agreement.

Mr. George: Quite right.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: So
that in the future no one eould say, as
has been said in the past, that this eould
be termed an agreement made without any
member of the Ministry seeing it. Noth-
ng can be fermed an agreement until the
parties concerned have agreed to it-
What is the pogition so far as this agree-
ment is eoncerned? Wyndham is situaled
some considerable distance from the cen-
fre of population in the State. In my
opinion it will be necessary for the proper
management of the Wyndham Freezing
Works that they should be handed over
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to some person who thoroughly under-
stands the meat trade.

Mr. Heitmann: Look at the Agrienl-
tural Implement Works.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: They
are entirely different,

Mr, Heitmann: 1 hope the Gtovernment
will make a better agreement than they
made in that case.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
have the Agrienltural Implement Works
under our eye, though I admit we did
not make a very good job of them. The
Wyndham Freezing Works, however,
will be sitvated in a place where we can-
not see them. We have the overseas
trade to confend with and we must have
someone in control of them who possesses
a knowledge of the overseas meat trade.
That being so, Nevanas did approach us
as to whether he could not work them
under our c¢ontirol, with safegnards for
the protection of Western Australia in
regard to meat supply, and submitted a
draft agreement, That draft agreement
was considered by the members of the
Ministry in conjunction with Mr, Sayer,
and ecertain alterations were snggested.
Mr. Sayer took it away with a view to
making another draft agreement for fur-
ther consideration. From that time up
to the present I have never set eyes on
that seeond draft agreement.

Mr. George: Mr. Sayer gives very dif-
ferent evidence.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
are not afraid of any person knowing
what we do in Cabinet, because
everything we do there is fair and
above  board. After we discussed
this draft agreement we decided
that as the Premier was visiling
the BEastern States he could make
inquiries over there from the South Aus-
tralian Government, or any other persons
who knew anything about the financial
position and the methods that should be
employed for turning out the works on
the most payable basis, and that nothing
further was to be done until the Premier’s
return. But bon. members know that im-
mediately the Premier reached Melbourne
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he was taken ill, and nothing was done
in regard to the matter.

Mz, George: Exactly.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: And
yet the hon, member comes here and says
that he has Alr. Dunkerley’s evidence
that Mr. Nevanas’s seeretary told him so
and so! He disputes my words, and
practically goes as far as to suggest that
what we say is a lie.

Mr, George: I have not done so.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
had Mr. Nicholson’s statement that no
agreement was entered into, and that be
was of opinion that Mr. Nevanas had not
entered into an agreement. Notwithstand-
ing this the hon. member tries to per-
snade the House that there is an agree-
ment.

The Minister for Mines: The motion
says there is an agreement.

Mr. George: I could only go by what
is on the file. There is an agreement on
the file.

The Minister for Mines: The motion
says an agreement was made.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
has been no agreement entered into.

The Minister for Mines: I say there is
no agreement. There is nothing on the
file to justify the wording of the motion.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There
has been no agreement entered into with
Nevanas or anyone else for the manage-
ment of the works, but there was a draft
agreement under consideration which, as
the hon. member says, was not consum-
mated.

Mr. George: It was signed by Mr.
Scaddan and Nevanas. Look at the file.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There was no agreement in regard to
Nevanas, The hon. member was quite
right in saying that there was an agree-
ment npon which, if an agreement as to
terms could be arranged, Nevanas would
have the management, but an agreement
as to terms was never arranged, and con-
sequently Nevanas did not have the man-
agement,

Mr. George: That is not so.
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I'he MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
took ihis remark down word for word
as the hon. member uttered it.

Mr. George: I said there was an agree-
ment to give him the management the
terms of which were to be agreed upon.

The Minister for Mines: The motion
says there is an agreement.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: I
will admit that it is not in Hansard, but
we know that there i1s a possibility some-
times of reviewing ourselves. I am not
going to say that the hon. member’s
speech has been altered.

Mr. George: On a point of order, If
Hansard has the revised report of my
speech T ask that it should he produced.

Mr, SPEAKER: What is the point of
order?

Mr. George: The Minister for Works
has made the assertion that we know
that speeches can be revised, and be is
suggesting that I have so revised my
speech as to make use of words different
to those which I delivered. I ask that
the original draft of my speech should
be produced.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is
not staling any point of order, therefore
I am unable to determine what it is.
The "only point of order concerned on
this oceasion is found under Standing
Order 136, which states that no hon.
member  shall  interrupt another hon.
member while speaking,

Mr. George: 1 did not rise to that
point of order. The Minister for Works
in speaking suggested that my speech as
reported by Hansard has been so altered
as to convey a meaning different from
that which T did convey. I am satisfied
that the hon. gentleman does not wish to
say anything unfair, but he is asking the
House to draw that inference. I desire
that Hansard should he requested to pro-
duce the revised speech.

Mr, SPEAKER: T eannot ask Hansard
to do that.

Mr. Hudson: We have heard emongh
from the hon. member without having
this done.

The MINISTER FOR WOREKS: I
took down the words at the time. Any-
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way, I will say that I am wrong and that
Hansard is right.

Mr. George: I am not aware of having
made any alterations.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member has admitted at any rate
that it was a draft agreement, and was
not an agreement at all. I think that
clears the Government.

Mr. George: I have never said there
was a draft agreement.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1T
say there is no agreement in eonnection
with the management of the works, There
is one matter which T had thought of
leaving to the Minister for Lands, but
have decided not to sllow the oceasion
to go by without making a reference to
it. I am speaking of the two letters
which the hon. member had so much to
say abont when dealing with the motion,
namely, the leiters of the 26th and 27th
March, which Nevanas says he handed
to the Minister for Lands (Hon. W, D.
Johnson) and which the Minister for
Lands states he never saw. On the first
oceasion when Nevanas drew my atten-
tion 1o these letters I went thoroughly
inio the matter, Not only did the Minis-
ter for Lands look all over the office for
the purpose of asecertaining if possible
the whereabouts of these letters, but ques-
tioned very elosely his elerks in regard to
the malter. The position was that no
such letters could be found. Tater on
Mr, Nevanas again referred me to these
letters. My impression was that they
did not exist, but he said, “T will send
you a copy of them.’’ This he did. I
am not for one moment going to say that
Nevanas did not write these letters. We
have Mr. Nicholson’s evidence that he
saw one of them. These letters were
writiten on a Saturday. Is it not pos-
sible that Mr. Nevanas neglected to
deliver them?

Mr. George: One was written on a
Friday and the other on a Saturday.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Even
if one of the letters was written on a
Friday is it not possible that he ne-
glected to deliver it? There is no evi-
dence anywhere even from Mr. Nevanas
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bimself, so far as I am concerned, at
any rate, when I discussed the matter
with him that this contract was ever ac-
cepted until such time as Cabinet had
dealt with it. Hon. members know that
I was out of the State. I questioned
Mr. Nevanas and said, “I cannot under-
stand you ordering the stuff until a eon-
traet was properly fixed up.” He replied,
*‘Mr. Johnson told me verbally.’’ I am
not aceusing Mr. Nevanas of frand, as
the hon. member states it would be if
these letters were not sent in, because I
maintain that it is possible that Mr. Ne-
vanas was under the impression after
consultation with the officers that he was
likely to get the job on account of the
price, and that as he was leaving the
State he bad written the letters but ne-
glected to hand them in.

Mr. George: He does not say so in his
telegram from New Zealand.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
questioned Mr. Munt about this. It ap-
pears that at one time Mr. Nevanas says
he handed one letter in and sent the
other. Now le says he handed both let-
ters in. I maintain that there was a mis-
undersianding so far as these letters are
concerned.- There is a possibility that
Nevanas intended either to send in or
hand over the letfers, but that he failed
to take either course. How often has
almost everyone of us had letters to post
or deliver and forgotten to do so? Mr.
Nevanas must have heard from the offi-
cers of the aceeptance of the tender, and
being about to leave the State he must
have written the first letter. There was
to be a Cabinet meeting on the Satur-
day, and probably Mr. Nevanas thought
that the matter would be fixed up in
Cabinet. It was not.

Mr. George: Did he leave the State?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No,
I do not think he did. He stayed here,
having missed the boat. This shows there
was a possibility of his having written
those letters with the intention of sending
them in.

Mr. Heitmann: Why did he address
the letters to Mr. Johnson?

The MINTSTER FOR WORKS: Be-
cause Mr. Johnson, at this time. was
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acting on my behalf, I being out of the
State. 1 am certainly of opinion Lhat the
construction to be placed on those let-
ters is that Mr. Nevanas has made an
error. No doubt his intention was to
deliver the first letter immediately he
was notified of the acceptance of his ten-
der by Cabinet. Similarly, his iniention
no doubt was to deliver the second letter
when he found that Cabinet had not
dealt with the matter. He wrote those
letters, having placed himself in the posi-
tion of ordering material when he was
under the impression, derived from the
departmental officers, that he had got the
job. I cannot for the life of me think
that any letler wonld be delivered at
the office of a Government department
without the under secretary, or some-
one, knowing of it.

Mr, George: How do vou explain the
contract for the pipes?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
is easily explained. I do not wish to
discuss {he management of the State Im-
plemont Works just now, but if the hon.
rmember knew the system then obtaining
at the works he would not require fur-
ther explanations. I do believe, however,
that the late manager of the implement
works merely intended to give Mr. Ne-
vanas a quotation. Mr. Nevanas, how-
ever, being a very clever business man,
aecepted the quotation immediately it
was given. The letter regarding the
pipes, of a few days later, showed clearly
that Mr. Davies intended merely to give
8 quotation,

Mr. George: He did not say that.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: The
hon. member should read the letter. Only
a few days later Mr, Davies wrote that
if the Water Supply Department were
to test the pipes, he would want 10s. a -
ton more. He also stated that he bad
made an error, and that if the price of
material went wp he would want s cor-
responding increase. All this shows that
the late manager of the implement works
intended merely to give a quote.

Mr. George: But he ordered 1,000 tons
of pig iron to make the pipes.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: That
did not come until afterwards.
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Mr. Willmott: Two days afterwards.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: He
wired to Sydney about it. I have not

seen the papers dealing with the ordering
of {he pig iron since they went to the
select committee. Mr. Munt, when his
attention was drawn to the matter, drew
his Minister’s attention to it; and the
Minister then said, “Take no action until
Mr, Davies has seen me.”

Mr, George: Oh, no!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Let
the hon. member read the papers and
see. I can only admit that the Govern-
ment have departed from the usual sys-
tem in letting the work, The Government
let the work by private contract instead
of calling for tenders publiely. Possibly
there might be some reason, or some
Justifieation, for condemning the Govern-
ment on the score of such an aetion. I
do not say for one moment that T believe
in entering into private contracis as a
general principle. 1 do not think there
is any member on this side of the House
who agrees with the system of private
coniracts. But when the Government had
their reseponsible officers—and several of
them at that—saying eclearly and dis-
tinetly, “It is impossible for us to earry
out the work at the price submitlied by
this person, and we recommend you to
aceept his offer,” when the Government
saw a possibility of  saving the State
£50,000, were not the Government justi-
fied in entering into this private arrange-
ment 7

Mr. Heitmann: That saving of £50,000
15 an absointe hogey, and you know it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
do not know anything of the kind. 1t is
all very well for hon. members now—
when we have found that things did not
turn out as anticipated, that the work
could not be proceeded with, that the
position was not what we expected so
far as the contractor is concerned—with
all these things before our eves, to say,
“You might bave acted differently.” T
for one am sorry that the work is not
being carried out for a price of £155,000.
The saving to the eountry would be not
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only £50,000, bui pearer £80,000, as
against what the work is going to cost.

Mr. Heitmann: But yon did not test
whether you were going to save money
by this arrangement or not. The fact
thal another man was prepared to do
the work for £18,000 less than the Gov-
ernmetit were to pay Nevanas shows that
you did nob test the position.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: By
oy address I have been endeavouring to
answer the very question the hon. mem-
ber is now asking, and repetition is not
allowerd. T have already explained that
Nevanas’s contract with Dunkerley was
under certain conditions.  Freight was
not Lo execed £7,000 in Dunkerley’s case.
Again, Dunkeriey was to receive a bonus
of £7,000 if the work was completed
within a certain time. All these things
have to be taken into consideration. No
doubt, anyone ean be wise after the event.
The position clearly is that if the Gov-
ernment have done wrong in letting a
private contract, they have done wrong
because they endeavoured to save the
country a sum of at least £50,000. It is
true that the letting of this private con-
tract is azainst the prineciples of the La-
bour party. Undoubtedly, all systems of
contract are against the principles of the
parly; mot only private contraets, bui
public contracts also. T do contend, how-
ever, that seeing the remofeness of Wynd-
ham, seeing the difficulties to be contended
with, seeing that there could not be the
same supervision as if the work were
being done near at hand, seeing thal the
Government have to rely almost entirely
on ihe subordinate officers sent to Wynd-
ham to ecarry out the work, it wonld be
far betfer, in the interests of the State,
that this particular work should be car-
ried ont by contract. That is my honest
opinion.

AMr. Heitmann: I helieve thai, too.

The MINISTER FOR YWORKS: That
being so, I maintain that the Government.
relving on the adviee of their officers,
were al the time fully justified in making
this endeavour to save ihe country a large
sum of money. I can only come back to
the words T used at the opening of my re-
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marks, In moving his moticn the mem-
ber for Murray-Wellington said—

Following through the files, it would be
found that Ministers, in their anxjety
to carry out what they considered
would be a good thing .for the State,
tried to push the negotiations through
as quickly as possible.

And then the hon, member went on to
say he was not going to find fault with
Ministers for having done so. The whole
position is one of party instead of one
of prineiple. To my mind there is no
doubt that, had hon. members opposite
been in power, they would have jumped
at the offer which the present Govern-
ment accepted; and there are very few
persons in the State who would have
blamed those hon. members for doing
so. To my mind there is no doubl
that the attack which has been made on
Ministers over this transaction has been
a purely personal one. 1 am not refer-
ring, in this connrection, to the member
for Murray-Wellington. The attack which
has been made on my colleagnes is the
result of personal animosity, and it did
not originate with this Wyndham
business.

Mr. George: Whom are you charging
with this?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: 1
have said that I do not refer to the mem-
her for Murray-Wellington. But eertain
members of the select committee were
looking for something behind the scenes.
They thought that some Minister, or
Ministers, had reaped pecuniary benehif
from the letting of this contract. Why,
it musi have been almost a pleasure—I
should have enjoyed it almost as much
as going to the theatre—to see their eyes
glozing when Mr. J. €. Davies sent Mr.
Courthope before the committee, How
their blood would tingle when they
thought they at last had something that
they conld lay against the Government!
It has been alleged broadeast ihrough
Perth that Ministers are dishonest, that
Ministers are robbing the State day after
day.

Mr. George: Are you charging thai
against the seleet committee?
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The MINISTER FOR WORKS: No.
But I cannot get it out of my thoughts
that those statements which bhave been
wade in the tramears and in the public
streets—statements which Mr. John Nich-
olson termed slandercus and disgraceful
-—must have impressed il on some nem-
bers of the select committee that there
might be something at the back of those
glalements, Those members went on
delving down and down, time after time,
deeper and deeper and deeper, trying to
find something which did not exist, and
whieh therefore they were unable to find,

Mr. George: Then you ought te be
thankful.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: We
were not afraid of the inquiry.

Mr. Bolton: But the member for Mur-
ray-Wellington is disappointed,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
Those members found, on going through
the evidence, that there was nothing to
condemn the Giovernment for. The mem-
bers of the select committee say, “We
cannot find anything from all the evi-
dence which has been given, for which
to eondemn the (fovernment; we cannot
find one iota.” But any stick is good
enough to beat a dog with. The member
for Murray-Wellington starled his con-
demnation of the Government by saying
“T am not going to find faunlt with them;
what they have done is what they econ-
sidered in the best interests of the coun-
try.” That is the way in which the mo-
tion has been brought forward for the
purpose of irying to condemn Ministers,
not only as public men but also as to
their personal honesty. It is sought to
show that those Ministers are unfit to sit
as representatives of the people in this
House. T say it was the bounden duty of
every member of the seleet committee at
the time Courthope’s evidenee was put
before them to have the accusers then-
selves brought forward lo give evidence.
Courthope never said one word as to any
dishonest praclices on the part of the
Government.

Mr. George: What he stated was cor-
reci,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: T
C. Davieg goes to a lawyer. He shelters
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himsel{ behind a lawyer, a lawyer whe
had heen written tn previousiy by the
Premier and asked to repeat a certain
statement publicly, so as to aiford the
Premier an opportunity of showing to the
people of this State, through the law
courts of this State, that he bad not
stooped to any dishonesty, that all his
transactions were thoroughly fair and
above board and open to the eyes of all
men in the State. That being so, there was
thrown ont in ibhe speech the other day
tlie husiness about the pianola.  Wlat
has been the effeet of that? The hon.
member said there had been some ques-
tion of a pianola, as to which the select
eonmsiltee were pleased to say that the
matter was fair and square and above
hoard.

M. George: Did I refer to the pisnola?

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: Yes.

Mr, George: Not in my speach.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: In
making such statements, one cannot cou-
vince the general public that such things
did not take place. With all due respect
to oy friends opposite, whether this Min-
istry leave the Treasury bench or not,
whether we cross to the opposite side or
not, T say {hat no hody of men in the
Parliamentary history of Western Aus-
tralia would go oui freer or purer than
the present occupants of the Treasury
bench.

Mr. George: Hear, hear!

The MINISTER FOR WORKS:
There is not one charge of any descrip-
tion that hon. members can make against
the personal character of the members of
the Ministry. 1 challenge anyone, out-
side as well as inside the House, to do se.
We have endeavoured on more than one
oceasion to try and get at those slander-
ers who are not fit to live in Western
Australia; we have tried to induce them
to make their aceusations openly, so that
we might be able to show clearly and
conelusively to the people of the State
who is right and who is wrong. T regret
that those statements should have been
made, and 1 regret exceedingly that no-
tice should have been taken of a legal
genileman in the manner which the select
committee did. I want fo compliment
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Mr. Nicholson on the evidence he gave in
this conpection. There is no doubt in my
mind that if Mr. Nicholson bad not been
in possession of the information he had,
the word of the Premier would not have
been believed, and the whole thing would
have resolved itself into an accusation of
dishonesy scattered broadeast. Forfun-
ately, however, we were able to gei evi-
dence outside of the Minisiry, and whether
the members of the committee wanted to
believe it or not, they had to believe it,
In coneclusion, 1 wish to state that the
wotion moved by the hon. member is not
eorrect, that portion of it about the
agreermment entered into with Mr. Nevanas
is not true, and eonsequently hon. mem-
bers cannot eondemn the Government for
entering into an arrangement which is not
in existence. I hope that in the future
hon. members, when dealing with ques-
tions of this kind, will do everything in
their power to protect as far as possible
the personal character of those who fill
Ministerial seats.

Mr. WILLMOTT (Nelson) [5.60]: I
regret that the Minister, who this after-
noon has pleaded so well for the Govern-
ment with which he is connected, should
have concinded an otherwise fine address
by making an attack upon the seleet com-
mittee. My, Courthope aecnsed me of
having knowledge of bribery and corrup-
tion on the part of certain Ministers of
the Crown, and he wrote me and stated
that I was wilfully withholding it from
the seleet committee. Was T to sit down
onder an acensatron of that kind? Would
I have done right? I think not. I
handed that letter over to the chairman
of the select committee and reqnested
that Mr. Courthope should be called to
give evidence, and either prove the
charges contained in his letter or show
that he was a man unworthy of credence.
Now we are accused of having endea-
voured to find some dirt to be able to
throw at Ministers. Nothing of the sort.

The Minister for Works: I did not say
that.

Mr. WILLMOTT: I am plessed in-
deed to think that we did not find one
atom of dirt, and not one sign of bribery
or corruption. There was nothing what-
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aver that we could hang such an idea on.
[ am proud indeed that that was so, not
only for the sake of Ministers, but for
the sake of Parliament and Western
Australia,

Mr. MeDowall: Then why this motion?

Mr. WILLMOTT: I feel very sore in-
deed at such an aspersion being cast,
With regard to the motion before the
House, I knew nothing about it coming
forward. I bad no idea that it was to be
moved.

Mr. Bolton: They soon coerced you to
support it.

Mr. WILLMOTT: I cannof help the
fact that the Premier chose to regard it
as a motion of want of confidence. I do
pot intend to dilate opon the Nevanas
matter. We have had it thoroughly well
thrashed out. For weeks I sat upon it,
and I shall be glad when the matter is
definitely settled. T must, however, refer
to one or two mafters. If the Minister
for Works is right in regard to the water
supply, then certain evidence was with-
held from the select committee. Why
was that evidence withheld? That is the
point. We were there to get all the evi-
dence we could, and we were told that
every file, every plan, and everything in
eonnection with the matter was placed
before ns, Now we learn that certain
evidence the Minister had, and knew of
all the time, was not there. Take the
letters of the 26th and 27th March, which
Mr. Nevanas, in a telegram, stated he de-
livered personsally. If Mr. Nicholson is
a man of probity and bonour, and I be-
lieve he is, and the Minister for Works
says he believes him to be, then how can
people say that these Jetters were never
delivared or were never written, when
Mr. Nicholson says that he saw them?

Mrx. B. J. Stubbs: Delivered?

The Minister for Lands: No one said
they were not written.

Mr. WILLMOTT: Mr. Nicholson told
the committee that he was absolntely
positive about one. bat not positive about
the other.

The Minister for Lands: T have asked
Mr. Nicholson sinee then whether they
were tvpewritten or handwriften, and he
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told me he did not know. The committee
might bave asked that question.

My, Bolton: They did not want to ask
sueh questions.

Mr. WILLMOTT: There is a matter
I would like to toueh upon in Mr. Nich-
olson’s evidence. He states in one place
after being asked whether Mr. Nevanas
was anticipating events by ordering ma-
tertal—

I remember reading of it in the
paper at the time particulars of the
file were published. If the contract
was not actually accepted until the 9th
April, Mr. Nevanas would have heen
anticipating things, but he may have
felt that he was justified in deing so.
My recollection is that at that time he
had tbe contract.

1 am not going to dwell upon thai. Hon.
members can read the evidence and form
their own conclusions, With regard Lo
the payment of 3 per cent., if Mr. Nev-
anas had no trouble in obtaining beats
trom the Adelaide Steamship Co. to carry
his freight to Wyndham, why was evi-
dence tendered to the committee to this
effect, that when dealing with Nevanas's
claim for £9,000 the fact that the boat,
the “N2,” had been taken away from
him, weighed with the department all the
time?

Hon, Frank Wilson: Whose evidence
was that?

Mr. WILLMOTT : Mr. Beasley's.
That was at the back of his mind all the
time, We find that Mr. Beasley stated
that in his opinion the taking away of
the “N2” from Mr. Nevanas weighed
with him so mueh that it kad a great
effeet on the amount that should be paid
to Mr, Nevanas. But what does the
Minister for Works say? He stated that
Mr. Nevanas could have cbtained the boat
from the Adelaide Steamship Co., the
“Allinga,” to take his freight to Wynd-
ham. If that is the case, then there has
been no justification whatever for this
extra money being paid. It knocks them
clean out of eourt. Just a few words in
regard fo the pipe contract made by Mr.
Davies with Mr. Nevanas. What an ex-
traordinary contract that was! BShall I
say it was a heads T win tails vou lose
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gort of eonirnel? Whe was Mr. Davies
represenling?  Was he representing the
Stale or Mr. Nevatias?

Mr. Mullany: He
something.

was Inoking for

Ay, Faley: I think he was paid a bit
to nothing.

Mr. WILLMOTT: I hope hon. mem-
bers will not say such a thing about any-
one. 1t 1= nol possible to throw pitch
about without some of it slicking. T
would not think of aceusing Minislers
without, evidence, and 1ke people who
said they had the greniest amouni of
evidence failed to produce it when called
upon to do so. The famons eoniracl fo
which I was referring provided ihat if
the freight went up the Government
would get no benefit, but if it went down
Mr. Nevanas would get the benefit.

The Minister for Works: Who did
that?

Mr. WILLMOTT: My Davies did it
Who was Mr. Davies representing? Mr.
Davies in his evidence was most emphatie,
and if hon. members will study that
evidence they will see thal he was very
clear.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs:
{thing more involved.

Mr., WILLMOTT: In my opinion his
evidence was very elear. He reecived .-
structions from Mr, Jolmson to call on
Nevanas in regard lo pipes.

The Minister for Lands: And was not
my cvidence clear on that point?

Mr. WILLMOTT: What Mr. Davies
slated was absolutely denied by the Min-
ister.

I never read any-

The Minister for Lands: Was my evi-
denee clear?

Mr, WILLMOTT: The Minister's de-
nial was that he had no recollection of so
doing,.

The Minister for Lands: T denied it
absolutely. Js thai not definite?

Mr, WILLMOTT: 1t remains for the
House to say whom they are going to
believe, whether they will believe Mr.
Davies or the Minister, or whether they
will helieve Mr. Nevanas or the Minis-
ter,

[81]
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Mr., Foley: You were not too clear
vourgelf when you started to crilicisc the
Minister first.

Mr. WILLMOTT: 1 heard the Minis-
ler's speech.

Mr. Foley: You are right out on party
lines. You will have to fight now.

Mr, WILLMOTT: T am troubled very
little by party lines.

Mr. Folev: Yes, vou have bhad the
white flag up all the session.

Mr. WILLMOTT : if the Premier
rhooses to accept this mofion ag one of
want of confidence, that is his look out.

Mr, MeDowall: YWhat else could he
do?

The Minisicr for Lands:
consulted ahout it,

Ar. WILLMOTT: Hon. members will
have to judge whether he was right or
whether lie was wrong.

Mr, Bolton: You were consulted.

My, WILLMOTT: Tbhat is absolutely
untrue. I was not eonsulied.

Mr. Foley: Some of yvour party were.

Mr. BPEAKER: Order! The hon.
member cannot use the word “untrue.”

Mr. WILLMOTT: Have [ no protec-
tion at ail?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
must not question my directions, other-
wise he will have no protection at all.
The lon. member's voeabulary will en-
able him o find some other word.

Mr, WILLMOTT: Well, I will with-
draw, and say the interjection is abso-
lutely ineorrect, and that T am sorry 1
am not ajlowed {o use a stronger ex-
pression, more fitling to the oceasion.

Mr. Foley: Some of your party were
in conference with them.

Mr. WILLMOTT: None of the party
knew anything about it. To me it came
as a bolt from the blue,

Mr. Bolion: Knew nothing about the
mofion?

Mr. WILLMOTT: Absolutely no, not
a single member of the party. I was ris-
ing to sreak when the Premier asked,
across the House, “Are you going to seec-
ond it?” T knew nothing about it,

Mr. Foley: Some of vour party did.

Mr. WILLMOTT: The hon. member
has suffered from bad health lately and

You were
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perhaps he is not altogether accountable
for his interjections. When Mr. Angwin
took over the reins a ehange ecame o'er
the seene. He was not content to send
telephone messages or give verbal instruec-
tions; lie wanted definite information at
every step he took, and he would not
budge until he got it. YWe find also that
when the name of the Minister for Mines
appenrs on the file he, too, wanted to
knaw many things; he said he was not
contented with the information he had
hefore him, and he wanted to know more
about this or thaf. Snch a change came
aver the whele business as to foreibly
strike any unbiassed mind. When I went
on the select commitlee T was absolutely
unbiassed. When speaking on the ques-
tion of the appointment of the commit-
tee, I said the one thing we required to
find out was as to whether there had heen
anything unelean. T am pleased to say
that nothing of the sort was found, Tt
is all very well for the Minister for
Works to say that the purchase
of the pianola by dhe Premier
should not lave been brought up; but
it had to be brought up on the evidenc.
tendered to us. Nobody was more pleased
than I when the Premier hrought con-
clusive evidence to show that he had paid
for the pianola, Whether it was wise for
bim to buy a pianola throngh Nevanas is
a question for himself, but I am pleased
to say that nothing in the nature of brih-
ery was diselosed to the commiftee.

The Premier: The man who hrought
the matter up has been fair enough to
do the amende honorable, and has writ-
ten to me expressing regret.

Mr. WILLMOTT: I am pleased to
hear it. Alen should be very eareful be-
tore making accusations of that nature,
unless, indeed, they have something to
snbstantiate their charges. In conclusion
I desire to say that I intend to support
the motion. ‘

Hon. FRANKK WILSON (Sussex)
[6.4]: Most of us have listened very
patienily to the three hours’ oration by
the Xinister for Works. I am not guile
snre whether we got very much satisfac-
tion from the long dissertation he in-
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dulged in. He took about an hour and
# half in deseribing plans and arguing
with the member for Murray-Wellington
{Mr. George} as to whether 3 per ceni.
or a lesser sum or nolhing at all should
have been paid for those plans. At the
finish ¢f his remarks the hon. gentleman
waxed angry when referring to the
piancla ineident whieh the member for
Nelson (Ar, Willmott) has just men-
tigned, The Minister wound up hy de-
cinring that the motion moved by the
meimnher for Murray-Wellington was in-
correct, and he further protested against
the characters of Ministers being attacked
in any shape or form. I do not know that
it has ever been the habit of members
of the Opposition to indulge in attack-
ing the personal characters of Min-
isters. T do not know that the integrity
of Ministers has ever been challenged,
and | think we con debate this no-conf-
dence motion, as it has beeome, without
descending to tacties of that nature. [
have a painful recollection of very dif-
ferent treatment being mefed ont to me
on a similar oecasion; but that would not
excuse one in formulating charges of cor-
tupiion or bribery, even if an injudicious
act has been perpetrated by the Premier
in having a private transaction with a
wentleman who was about {o be connected
with him in his publie eapacity. I think
even now, the way things have gone, it
was rather injudicious, and that the Pre-
mier would prefer ihal hie had not ba-d
that iransaction.

Mr. Foley: Why discuss the personal
matter if vou do net helieve in pevson-
alities? -

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Tt is gratify-
ing to hear from the Premier that he has
received an apology from the gentleman
who made the charge. I hope that
apology will he published; it is the leasl
{hat can he done. If a charge has been
made or even referred to, and subse-
quently withdrawn and apologised for,
the withdrawal and apelegy should be
given the same publicity as attended the
making of the charge. The hon. mem-
ber who interjected asked, “Why discuss
il? Because it is in the evidence, and
it is of no use trying to hide up a matter
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of the sor(. [t is in the interesis of the
PPremier and of every one concerned ihat
it should be ventilated fully, onee it has
been mentioned, 1 desire to touch upon
two or three ilems mentioned by the Min-
ister for Works. The Minister took sirong
exception to an interjection to.the eflect
that the Chief Archileet has been un-
able to cheek the aceounts for materials.
In order that it may not be forgotien,
1 desire to draw aitention to a quotalion
embodied in paragraph 11 of the com-
mittee’s report, That quolation is from a
lstter written by Mr. Beasley, and runs
as follows:—

I wish to make it quite clear to the
commiltee that I ecould only use my
hest judgment wilh the muterial and
information before me. To lave seru-
tinised and checked every item of all
those aceounls would have meant that
1 could not have made a recommenda-
tion within {bree or four months,

The Minister for Lands: Why did he
not report that to lhis Minister?

Hon., FRANK WILSON: I do not
know; it is a guestion between the Minis-
ter and Ar. Beasley.

The Minister for Lands:
fer ealls for a report and
afl hie knows about it,

Hon. FRANK WILSON : The Minisier
should know that tihe officer could not do
it.  The Minister cannot sheller himsell
behing the neglecl. if any there has been,
of his oflicer.

The Minister for
heen no negzlect.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T am not
suggesting it; [ am merely taking excep-
lion io the indignant denial by the Minis-
ler for Works, when it was said by inter-
jeetion that the aceounts had not been
checked. When asked if the accounis for
the materials were corrcet, the reply hy
the Minister was that they had been
checked. Bnt it is conelusively scen that
they were not checked, and could not
have been within reasonable time. The
Chief Architect admitied that.

Mr. MeDowall: He does nol cast any
doubt on the aceuracy of the vouchers;
he simply says he could not take stock.

If the Minis-
gets if, it is

l.ands: There has
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Hon. FRANIK WILSON: Of necessity
it shows that a staiement bad been ar-
rived at without proof of the accuracy
of the vouchers, Then there was another
point the Minisler enlarged upon: He
soirl the | lans for the water supply, pro-
duced by the member for Murray-\Wel-
lington, were only a portion of the gen-
eral plans, and that the bon, member was
not acting quite fairly in referring to
ithem as he did. I defy any hon. member,
with any knowledge of plans, to look at
thuse for the proposed witer supply and
tell the House that they are worthy of
any acee; tance whatever, 1 would not
rive a £5 note for them, lei alone the
£1,000 paid, according to the report of
the eommiltee. The Minister went on lo
admit that he thought no material should
have been purchased by Nevanas on ae-
count of this conlract. Yet we had the
admission, in his next breath, that he him-
ccif paid for some of the matertal. If
the Minister thought it was wrong to have
tlte material ordeved, why did he pay for
it? It is not a quesiion of amount, but
of prineiple.  Then for a considerable
fime the Minister enlarged on the evidence
of Mr. Niclolson, the solicitor for Mr.
Nevanas., At a rough eslimate, it took
him bkalf an hour to establish Nevanas's
characler and to eulogise the frm of
wiieh Nevanas is (he head, With all due
respeet lo Mr., Nicholson, or any other
zentleman oeeupying his high position, 1
wonld sugwest that when he becomes
solicitor for Mr, Nevanas it stands to
reason le is not going to decry his
client's reputation and character; and
while we would give all credence to the
honesty of his evidence—I do not believe
it is in Mr. Nicholson to tell a lie—yel
we must also give heed to the glamour of
the surroundings, to the faet that Mr.
Nevanas was Mr. Nicholson’s client, and
that Mr, Nicholson was there as solicitor
te that gentleman.

The Premier: That is not very chari-
table to Mr. Nicholson.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Before tea
I had referred to several remarks made by
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the Minister for Works during bhis
lenglhy speech, and had shown that he
was in error in the aitilude he fook up
and the conelusions he drew. I want now
to get away from that aspect of the ques-
tion and devote myself to the motion
itself, to which exceplion bas Dbeen taken
hy Lhe Minister for Works. The motion
is very explicit in its eondemnation. It
stales that the House views with grave
eoncern the action of Lhe Ciovernment in
entering inlo a private or, if T may so
term it, a secret agreement and it goes
on to say we are of opinion that the
evidence discloses throughout the negolia-
lions, the contract, and the subsequent
canceliation, a state of affairs which is
snbversive of the principles of sound
government. | cannot conceive that any
exception can fairly be taken to the
wording of the motion. That we bave
grave concern over the action of any Gov-
ernment who adopt as’ their policy the
entering into private arrangemenis of any
deseription for works of this magnitude
must he obvious to all, and certainly it
was so {o certain hon. members who were
not afraid to, voies their opinions in this
House a short time sinece, notwithstand-
ing that they are supporters of the Gov-
ernment who are charged with this
breach of faith. The member for Gerald-
ton (Mr. Heitmann) on onc occasion
said that if we are going to adopt a
policy of aceepting tenders without eall-
ing publicly for them it will Jead to a
pretty had state of affairs in Western
Australia.  Surely that must appeal to
all members and, it cannot be gainsaid
for one moment. The member for Mf.
Margaret (Mr. Taylor) said on the same
oecasion—*This party is pledged against
contracts and this was a secret contract.
No man living can support a secret con-
iraet; it cannot be supported under aoy
circumstances.” Now the Minister for
Works would have us believe there were
sueh exceptional cireumstances surround-
ing the action of the Government on this
oceasion that justified them in departing
from their fixed policy as enunciated by
those hon. members on that ogcasion. I
want to remind the House that the re-
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port of the select committee, who repre-
sentell bolh sides of this Chamber, was
a unanimons report.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister} : You eowld not have any other.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: And there-
fore it must of necessily carry with it a
grealer amounl of conviction than if the
commitiee had been divided.

Hon. R. H. Underwood {Honorary
Minister): The commilttee were divided.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: T do not
want Lhe Honorary Minister's interjec-
fions,

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minisler): I do not want you fo make
mis-siatements.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The Honor-
ary Minister must learn to contain him-
self; he will have an opportunily to
speak later on, For the reason that the
report was unanimous, it must carry a
greater amount of convietion to the
minds of hon. members.

Hon. R. H. Underwood {Honorary
Minister) : It would if it were correct.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Then the
Honorary Minister charges the members
from his side of the House who sai upon
the commitiee with giving a false re-
port?

Hon. R. H. Underwocod (Honorary
Mimister) : You eannot get any other.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The report
is couched in lemperate language. Those
who have taken the trouble to read it and,
as 1 have done sinee the House adjourned
last week, have read the evidenee from
beginning lo end, must admit that the
report ilself could have been drawn up
in much sironger language had the eom-
miltee o desired. They had the jusiifi-
calion for it

Mr. Mullany: If it had been, there
would have heen serious objection by
other members of the committee.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: The hon.
member can make his statement in due
course.

Hon. R. H. TUnderwood (Honorary
Minister) : There is no necessity for you
to make the statement. '



[10 Noveuser, 1915.]

Hon. FRANIKX WILSON: Who has the
floor, Sir? Iave 1 the right to speak or
must 1 allow the Llonorary Minister to
make a speech? The report is couched
in femperale langbage, and perhaps the
Honorary Minister will bear that in mind
before he rushes into the breach. It is
nndoubte ! ihat we must have grave con-
cern when a sound principle of zovern-
ment has been departed from. We might
be able, after due explanation is given
and evidence brought forward, to cou-
done a departure if the evidence is sufii-
cienl, but in this case apparently, the
evidence was not sufficienl so far as the
seleet commitiece were eoncerned, and
there were thres members from the Gov-
ernment side of the House sitting on the
committee, Private individuals or firms
are ot liberty always to act as they like.
They can make bargains as they deem
fit in their own interests because ihey
wlone suffer if those bargains or contraets
prove to be detrimental to their interests.
But the Government in charme of ihe
affairs of the Stale are practically the
trusiees of public funds, and they eannot
conduct the State’s business on the same
lines az a private individnal might be
justified in conducting his own (ransac-
lions. Publicity is absolutely necessary,
and the calling of public fenders is essen-
fial if we are to have that clean adminis-
tration which hon. members all claim we
in Western Australia have and whieh we
should have.

Mr. Heitmann: Your Government did
not give too mueh publicily to the por-
chase of the Avondale Estate until it was
fixed up.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: The pur-
chase of the Avondale IEstate, as the
hou. member knows, was authorised
by the Agricultural Lands Purchase
Act, and the purchase was masle
under the lerms and conditions of
an Act of this Parliameut. This con-
tract for freezing works at Wyndham
was not entered into under anyv such eir-
cumstances. 1f we depart from a prin-
cipie of this deseription which the hon.
member himself has denounced, the hon-
our of the Government, nay of Parlia-
ment itself, is lable to becoine besmirehed,
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and the Minjster for Lands eannot com-
plain if wropg consiructions are put
upon (he Governmenti’s actions by the
untbijnking publie outside of this Cham-
ber. There are only two ways of hand-
ling works of this magnitnde so far as
the Government are concermed, that is
either by calling public tenders or by
carrying out the workl departmenlally
under ileir own oflicers.

Mr. Mclowall: They are doing it de-
jarimenlally now,

on. FRANIK WILSON: If we are
going to do away with all calling of ten-
ders and make private arrangements,
then we might as well dissolve the Ten-
der Board and io a very large exteni
we can do away with Parliament, because
Parliament will have no eontrol over the
actions of the Uovernment or the ex-
penditure of public moneys under such
circumstances, It is undoubted that the
establishment of freezing works in the
northern portion of this State, more es-
pecially at Wyndham, is essential. No
ore has anv quarrel with the Govern-
mient on that point, We might in passing
casl some doubt as to whether works of
the size which are projected are required
at Wyndham, but still the prineiple it-
sell is sound. It has been part of Lhe
poliey of all Governments of this State—

ab least it was of the late Laberal
Government~—and  within the lasl 12
months it has become part of ihe

poliecy of the present Government.
OF  comse the  Ministers’  present
eathusiasm  for freezing works-—

more espeelaliv the Minister for Lands—
is in strong contrast to the attitude he
took up some four years ago when he op-
posed such works and when his wholesale
condemnation conveved in a report to
Cabinet was accepted by Cabinet as part
of their poliey, a condemnation which I
am sorry to think was on that oceasion
haserd more on political grounds and for
political party purposes than on any con-
sideration for the well-heing of the peo-
ple of this State.

The Yinister for Lands: Very ungen-
erous, and you know it to be absolutely
incorrect,
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Hon. FRANK WILSON: Tt is not
ungenerous and [ know it to be correct.
On many oveasions 1 bave drawn atten-
tion in no measured {erms to the wording
of that report, Lo the absurdity of the re-
commendations conlained in it and to the
obvious insincerity of (he report. Now
it is pleaded that urgeney is the cause of
the mess into which the Government have
fallen; urgeney 15 pleaded in extenuation
of the action of the Government, ihe ae-
tion they took firsily in negotialing with
Nevanas for the erection of works, sec-
ondly, in appointing him as their cou-
sulting engineer, thirdly, in allowing him
to develop into a coniractor and ulti-
mately in fixing up a contract with him,
and eventually I suppese urgeney is also
1 leaded as a justification for the cancel-
lation of the contract. The negotiations
were opened with the present Minister
for Lands nearly 18 months ago—in May
1914, That gentleman’s influence is
strongly in evidence through the transac-
tions recorded in the files and the inquiry
reported on by the select commitiee; it
i3 strongly in evidence right throughont
the transactions in connection with this
unfortunale episode. How ean urgency
he pleaded when the whole guesiion has
been a matler of negotiation with the
Government and especially with the
Minister for Lands duting the past 12 or
14 months at least. The husiness acumen
of My, Nevanas is apparent thronghont
the transactions, and his business aeu-
men must go as being absolutely un-
doubted. He seems to do what he likes.
Ministers were like clay in the poiter’s
hands. Mr. Nevanas eonld fashion them
whichever way lie wished in the negotia-
lions, as cvidenced throughout the in-
quiry, ihe report of which would be ex-
cellent reading if il were not that the
matier was so serions from the point of
view of the progress of (he State. I com-
mend the report of that evidence io any-
one who has nol yet taken the trouble
to read it carefully. Let us look at the
qrestion as to how this maiter of ex-
treme urgency was dealt with by Min-
isters, The commitiee report and their
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report shows that in May, 1914, Mr. Ne-
vanas proposed to evect freezing works
on his own account. The Minister for
Works has admitted that in his speech
this aflernoon. Mr. Nevanas was lo form
a company with a capital of £150,000, so
the fles show. He claimed a bonus on all
catile treated for 10 years. He was mod-
est in his demands, because he only asked
for s per head up to 23,000 head of
cattle for the first five years, and 5s. per
head on 23,000 head of caitle for the
seeond five years, and ls. per head re-
duclion for all eattle ever 25000, The
offer, it is irue, was refused. One cannot
inke any exception to the refusal of an
offer of thai description. Later on it
will he seen how Mr., Nevanas hood-
winked the Government to some extent
into aceepting his proposal that they
should ereet works on their own aecount,
when he reported and deeclared that if
was a most profitable commercial ven-
ture, which was in strong contrast to his
demand for a honus for all cattle he him-
self proposed lo treat if the works had
been erecled on his own acconnt. Short-
lv after, an agreement was entered into
for Nevanas lo report. His suggestion
was aceepted, that he should be paid
£1,000 for the report. He visited Wynd-
ham and he did report. The report was
diseussed by the Blinister with some de-
partmental officers in October of last
year. In passing, I might remind the
House that Mr. Cairns, who undoubtedly
has had some lengthy experience in con-
nection with freezing works, and who
lias heen in the employment of the State
Government for quite a long Hme 1.
Western  Australia—though  Ministers
have attempted io belittle that gentle-
man’s exnerience—complained that the
report of Mr. Nevanas consisted mainly
of what had already appeared on the
departmenial files. I think this is to a
very ereat extent horne out by the evi-
dence which the select committee took
in connection with the matter. The war
broke ouf, and there was more urgeney,
one would imagine, than ever for the
Minister and the Government to move
and come to some deeision, more especi-
ally as the Minister himself has pointed
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oul that on account of the war there is
likely to be a shortage of meat. We were
told that meat was becoming short ip
America, a country which has exported
perhaps more meat than any other eoun-
try on (he face of the globe. Meat was be-
coming searce, and the Minister for Lands
teld us that America was importing, This
was kuown to him in Qetober of Jlast
vear.  The matter was therefore more
urgent than ever, and yet Ministers
allowed this momentous question, which
at this {ime they had become enthusiastic
over, 1o lie dormant, and nothing was
done until the 4th January following.
Thiee months went by and no action was
taken. At that time the Minister for
Lands reopened lhe matter. He had a
conference with the two public officers,
Messrs. Tindale and Babbingten. The
result of that conferenee was, after the
Minister awoke to the faet that nothing
was being done, and that he had either
overlooked or neglected tlie matier, which
was one of extreme urgeney, and
realised that some steps must be
iaken, thai the Government agreed
to Nevanas gelting out plans and
gpecifieations and tenders. Thus, Mr.
Nevanas, from first being a tenderer or
contractor, or offering to be one, hecomes
an architect for the Government. « The
eondilions of the appointment ave fixed
up, as has been explained by the mover
of the motion, and the Minisier for
Works this afternoon, and after tenders
are called and the works are erecled he
is to be paid 3 per cent. commission for
his work, the ordinary arehitect’s com-
mission, and geis a syecial reduetion to
2 per cent. if the works are noi proceeded
with. He came over in February, a
month later, to get details. He returned
to Melbourne and got out plans and esti-
mates. He came back in March and snb-
mitted some sort of estimate to the Gov-
ernment amounting to £180,000. The
buildings on that estimaie were to cost
£120,000, the jeliv was fo ecost £30,000,
and the water supply £30,000, making a
tatal of £180,000. This, then, I gather,
was referred to a special board about the
17th March last. This board declared
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that the work could not be done for the
amonnt speeified in Nevanas's estimates;
they threw discredit upon lhe estimates
and strongly recommended the Govern-
ment lo cull publie tenders, The Gov-
ernment, however, fook no notice of that
recomnendation.  They there deparied
from the principle which is the essence
of sound Government and sound adminis-
tration.  After further negotialiwns, as
Ilhe Minister for Lands I think pointed
oul when speaking on the motion for the
appointment of a select committee,
Nevunas put in a tender on the 25th
Mareh tor the building, plant aud water
supply. This tender of £155,150 was re-
terred on the =ame day fo the hoard
whieh had been appointed by the Min-
ister, referred to them at about 5 o’clock
 the afternoon, and the next morning
was returned with a reeommendation of
acceptance. 1t was submitted to Cabinet
but no aetion was taken owing to the
Premier’s absence, for the time Dbeing,
from the Siate. On the 9th April it was
approved by Cahinet and the transaciion,
at any rate from thal date, was complete,
althongh Nevanas has stated, from letiers
put in to the Minister and acknowledged
by him, that the contract had alrcady
been placed in bhis hand=. 1 am not very
much concerned aheut thal.  The posi-
tion is this, that Mr. Nevanras, who is so
verzalile iy Lis experience, who appears
to have a Lknowledge ranging from the
very foundation of meat sales in London
markets fo Lhe practical ereclion of meat
works out in Auslralia, and the eontrol
of same, was first of all appoinied by
this Government us an expert lo report
zenerally. He did report, as has been
pointed out, and his report consisted, first
of all, of his opinion as to the site, that
it was suitable for works of that deserip-
tion, the prohable snpply of stock,
namely, some 30,000 head annually, ana
as I have mentioned just previously, the
statement that the works would prove a
profitable eommereial proposition for the
Government to take on. No figures
whatever were given in support of his
report. There was no information, such
as one might have expected or antici-
pated, from a man of his vast experience,
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tor the guidance of the Government, no
veporl as to ilhe approximate cost of the
works to guide the Government in decid-
ing whether or not they were justified in
asking the country to embark on this huge
expenditure, there was ne estimate as to
the probable business to be transacted, or
as to the turnover, no parliculars as to the
expenditure, and there was no estimate
contained in the report, or approximate
eslimate, of the profit that might accrue
to the Government from the erection and
working of an undertaking of this de-
seriplion.  All these matters werve vitu!
in jufluencing the Government in making
up iheir mind as to the justification for
the aelion that was proposed. Nothing
of ihe kind was contained in My,

Nevanas’s report. Tt was merely a
skeleton report which carried very
little weight, 1T wventwre to say, and

still less with the Government themselves.
The very faet of Mr. Nevanas declaring
to the Governmment that the works wouled
prove a splendid eommercial proposition,
but, just a few months previously, de-
manding a bonns of no less than 6s. per
head on the cattle to be treated, if he
erected the works, onglht to have put them
on their guard as to the value of the re-
port of (hat gentleman, into whose hands
they had placed their business. He takes
up the position of an expert. e is then
appointed or cmploved as an arehitect
and engineer to produce plans and speei-
fieations on an ageney commission. He
is appointed as an expert to produce
these plans and specifications, which
the Minister for Works declares are not
being acted upon departmentally. Later
on he takes up the attitude of a eun-
tractor, and pais in a tender to do the
work himeelf, which tender iz acecepted.
After he becomes contractor he claims his
architeel’s eommission on the £106,000,
which the Premier had authorised him to
o o in drawing up plans and specifica-
tions.  Subsequently, when the contract
was cancelled, he is paid in fnll on the
amount of his tender. I want to empha-
sise this point, that no man ean be con-
sulting engineer, architect, and econfrac-
tor to the Government at one and the
sarce time, and that even if Nevanas was
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entitled to a commission at all, which I
dizpute, he was only enlitled to the 2 per
vent,, which the Premier had agreed (o
ray him if the works were not carrvied
on by him, on the £106,000, the limit
fixed by the Premier.

The Minister for Works : If you read
the wire, you will not find that in it.

Hon. FRANK WILBON: Here are
the terms. This is the translation of
a telegram forwarded by the Premiier
to S, Nevanas, South Australian Hotel,
Adelatde—

Forwarding by next mail draft
agreecment for a report and if report
is adopted and works undertaken the
sum of £1,500 and £500 for expenses
covering cost of inspection and advice
and supervision over erection of works.
iIf report only is made the sum of £1,000
to cover report and expenses. If
report adopied and works erected
CGovernment agree to proposal for
Nevanas and Co. to act as agents
and managers on conditions to he
provided by subscquent agreement.

That telegram was received by Mr.
Nevanas from the Premier on the 20th
June, and he replies to the TPremier
ag follows t—

Many thanks for your telegram.
Agree to terms. Post schedule of
Kteomners.

The last does not affect the terms. That
is the set of telegrams in connection
with the management, which I shall
deal with later. The other gset of
telegrams i contained in the report
itself of the select committee, and I
think those telegrams are perfectly
clear, Mr. Nevanas wires to the Pre-
mier—

Will prepare plans and estimates
following rates : first, architect’s
gcale charges to include our fees
also plons and estimates ; second,
if no agreement arrived at architeet’s
reduced fees will be ¢harged. If you
are instructing kindiy forward ex--
hibits first mail. -

Mr. Scaddan then wires to Mr. Nevanas—

Please forward architect’s scale
charges and conditions under con-
ditions one and two in my telegram
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19th. Forwarding exhibits this mail.
Espeel to wire yon insiructions to
proceed on reply to above.

The Premier wanted to know ‘what the

scale charges were. Mr. Nevanas re-
plies—

Scale charges furnishing plans,

specifications also separate tenders

for construction three centum Western
Australia architect's printed conditions.
Will arrange special rate two centumn
if work not proceeded with.
To this Mr. Scaddan replies—
Government nuthorise you proceed
preparation of plans, estimates et-
cetera for work in terms of your
report and estimate, namely not
to exceed £106,000.
The Premier practically says to Nevanas,
“You can prepare the plans on those
conditions, but the ¢ost must not exceed
£106,000.” XNow we find that Mr. Ne-
vanas, although he is only entitled,
I mmintain, to the two per cent. on his
£106,000, that is, £2,120, if he is en-
titled to anything at all, was paid £4,654.
That is to say, Mr. Nevanas was overpaid
to the tune of £2,534. The works were
not gone on with.
The Minister for Works :
have been gone on with.
Hon. FRANK WILSOXN : The works
were not gone on with, and tenders were
not called as stipulated, which is part
and parcel of the conditions of the
Institute of Architects. Therefore, Mr.
Nevanas, if he was entitled to any com-
mission at all, was overpaid this huge
sum. And the strange part of the
business is that all the time he wasg
putting in this tender which, to use my
friend’s expressive words, was the sub-
jeet of so much hurryscurry on the
part of the Government. and more
especinlly the Minister for Londs, all
the time Mr. Nevanas wos first of all
negotiating as agent and then putting
in a tender on his own bechalf as con-
tractor, he had in his pocket a tendoer
from Mr. Dunkerley of Melbourne to
do the work for £137,000. True, there
was & condition that Mr. Dunkerley was
to receive £7,000 extra if the work was
completed to time. But Mr. Nevanas,
a3 agent and as engineer for the Western

The worls
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Australian Govermunent, was carefully
keeping i his own pocket a tender which
ought to have heen the property of the
Government under all honourable con-
ditions observed by architects and en-
gineers engaged in thosc capacities.
1 maintain there is no question that
Mr. Nevanas was too slick for the
Government, and that he was certainly
much too clever for the departmental
officers who were brought into direct
contact with him. Nevanas should have
produced DPunkerley’s tender to the
rovernment at once. As he did not do
80, but put in a tender on his own account,
he forfeited his agency. There ia no doubt
about that. Immediately on obtaining
Dunkerley's tender, Nevanas took up
the position of contractor. He thought,
*This is good enough for me to get my
profit on ; I will put in my own tender ;
Dunkerley's tender is all right ; I will
clogse with him as a sub-contractor, and
make my profit that way.” But that
was not the act of an honest man,
appointed & consulting engineer to a
firm or a Government in whose interests
he i3 supposed to be working, whose
interests he is supposed to watch in
every direction. Of cowrse, the Govern-
ment ‘might suggest thet they did not
know about this sub-letting. I venture
to say, however, that it is disclosed in
the evidence thuwt they knew Nevanas
was gub-letting, that they knew as a
matter of fact that while he was tender-
ing or negotiating on his own hehalf
he had this tender of Dunkerley, or
had a tender, hecause he stated to the
Chief Architect, and Mr. Beasley in
turn, according to the evidence, reporied
to the Minister, Mr. Johnson, that
Nevanas had complained that the price
he had put in allowed nothing for profit,
and that Nevanas argued that since he
wes getting no profit the Government
should finance the undertaking and the
penalty should be merely nominal. The
penalty that appealed to Nevanas was
something in the shape of £5 per week—
indeed a nominal penalty.

Mr. E. B. Jchnston: It is & wonder
XNevanas did not ask for a bonus,

Hon. FRANK WILSOX: XNevanas
is going to collect Hhis bonus. With
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Dunkerleys tender in his pocket, he
wag sure of a bonus.
Mr. E. B. Johnston :
good wicket either way.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: He was
on & good wicket whichever way it
went. Apgain, to show that the Govern-
nent and their officials must have had
some knowledge of the position, while
perhaps not realising its seriousness,
there is the fact that Nevenas referred
to one Rodgers as his agent or contractor
in connection with the jetty = work.
Up to this time, at any rate, Nevanas
was either an agent for the Government
or he was contractor for the Government.
If he was agent, then I maintain he
could not ¢laim a profit except by way
of comuuission, which was fixed. I he
was & contractor, then decidedly he
conld not g¢laim & commission. He
cannot have it both ways. As hon.
members have put it, this gentleman
was going to see that he rooked the
Government on both counts. He was
going to win, whatever happened. And,
as the sequel shows, he did win. Next,
why was the contract cancelled ? We
have heard a good deal as to why the
contract was entered into, as to the
urgency of the matter, which to me of
course is particularly pleasing in view
of the attitude of the Government some
time previously, when they were opposed
to the cstablishment of the Ifreezing
works. But why was the contract
cancelled ? It is not usual, if » con-
tractor makes default, to pay him
eompensation for so doing. It is usual
to finish the contract at his expense.
This is admitted by Mr. Beasley in his
evidence. But here we have the Govern-
ment rushing in to effect a cancellation
of this contract which the Minister for
Works claimed represented a saving of
£50,000 to the State. The Minister for
Works says, ‘ You condemn the Govern-
ment because they took action which was
going to save thin country £50,000.”
If that be go, then why was the sub-
sequent action of cancellation taken,
which means the throwing away of the
£50,000 that the State was to save ?
The Minister for Lands, in his spcech,
told us that Nevanas found himself

He was on a
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unable to finance owing to the altered
conditions of the money market. Later
on, in the same speech, the Minister for
Lands smid that at this stage Nevanas
admitted thet he could not finish the
contract, and so it was necessary for
the Covernment to settle up with
Nevanas and wind up the matter so
far as he wga concerned, ao that they
might progeed with it in another form.
That is the explanation the Minister for
Lands gives us, and [ think the Premier’s
explanation, made when speaking on
the Address-in-reply, was that Nevanas
& Co. failed to carry out their contract,
and that upon such failure to carry
out the contraet the material that they
had purchased was offered to the Govern-
ment. Now, the econtract was con.
firmed by Cabinet—this is edmitted—
at latest on the 9th April. It was
cancelled on or about the 26th June.
It is hardly conceivable, nor I think
will anyone assert, that between the
O0th April and the 26th June there was
such an slterstion in the money market
of the world as to prevent Mr. Nevanas,
who presumably was in touch with
financial institutions in London, the
hub of the universe, from raising the
necessary money to carry oub this
contract. With the knowledge that war
had not broken out then, I cannot
conceive that the question of the money
market, as put forward by the Minister
for Lands, had anything whatever to do
with the withdrawal of Nevanas or with
the cancellation of his contract.

Mr. George: War had broken out
then.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : Yes, that
was & slip. The war was going on. The
contract was confirmed on the 9th
April and cancetled on the 26th June.
All the ill-effects of the war had already
taken place so far as the money market
was concerned, and I cannot conceive
that the financial position was any worse
on the 26th June than it was on the 9th
April preceding. At any rate, I do not
think private individuals trading in
this State and elsewhere found it any
WOorse.

Mr. George : There was no difference
in the Bank rate.
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Hon. FRANK WILSOX : Between
those two dates there was no alteration
of the Bank rate at all. The price of
money was exactly the same over those
eleven weeks. In fact, financial matters
were steady, and remarkably steady
considering the war in which we are
engaged. There was nothing whatever
to warrant the conclusion of the Minister
for Lands that it was finance which
affected Mr. Nevanas in withdrawing
from his contract or getting the Govern-
ment to cancel his contract.

The Premior : It only appears so to
you because of the fact that we have
been able to finance so successfully.

Hon. FRAXK WILSON: T am glad
the Premier thinks he is financing
successfully., I doubt if there is one
man in & thousand in this c¢ountry
who would agree with him for one
moment. If there has been disastrous
finance in any country in the world
during the last four years, it has been
the Premier's finence.

The Premier: You could not get
money at ali,

Hon. FRANK WILSON: We have
to look for other causes than that which
the Minister for Works so plausibly put
forward for this cancellation. From
the evidence of the witnesses who were
called, it seems to me we are forced
to the conclusion that the “ Prinz
Sigismund " episode was the &ctusl
. ground for cancellation, and was the
real trouble, as set forth in paragraph
9 of the select committee’s report.

The Minister for Lands: We all
admit that now.

Hon. FRANK WILSOX : The Minister
for Works did not, and I do not think
he admits it now. Here is its con-.
¢lugion—

The committee desires to express
the opinion that, had the arrange-
menls as to the “N 2% been un-
disturbed, XNevanas and Co. could
reasonably have been expected to
carry out the contract entered into
for the Wyndham works and water
supply. and if they had failed to carry
out any part of their undertaking
the advantage would have been with
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the Covernment and there would not
have arisen this question of damages
in respect to the deliberate violation
of an agreement entered into as
regard this ship.
Then, take Mr. Angwin’s own evidence
before the select committee. He was
asked these questions and he gave the
answers set down-—

Would you consider that the Gov.
erntment were liable to compensate
Nevanas when he had not complied
with the conditions which were laid
down in his interim agreement ¥—
Ti that had been all that was at stake
at the time, I can &ssure you I would
not-have ngreed to any compensation.

Do you consider then. that the
“ Prinz Sigismund ’ transaction was
a contract which would make the
CGovernment liable for damages *—As
regards the ““Prinz Sigismund > we
were advised there would be a claim
for damages. What the amount of
the damages would be, of ¢course, would
depend on the court.

Then Mr. Taylor asked & question—

Was there @& suggestion that it
might run into £3,000 or £6,000 ?—
It would all depend on what the court
thought Nevanas had lost on account
of it. What influenced me in paying
the £5,600 was the ** Prinz Sigismund *’
matter equally with the large amount
of profit the Government would malke.
The Minister for Works : That £5,600

should he £3,194.
Hen. FRANK WILSON :
question was—

Profit over the material purchased ?
—Yes. In the first place, however if
the ** Prinz Sigismund  incident had
not been in it at all L would not have
negotiated with Nevanas,

Yet the JMinigter for Works this after.
noon repudiated that attitude, and
pointed out that Nevanas could have
chartered the ‘' Allinga™ from the
Adelaide Steamship Co. at little addi-
tional cost. The taking away of the
“ Prinz Sigismund "' steamer was not
the original cause why the contract
was cancelled. Tf that be so, what
was the cause ? T think it is evident
that finance was not altogether the

The next
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cauge. If 8o, the Government have
shown little discrimination in dealing
with & man of straw, notwithstanding
that they made some inguiries about
him. T would like to know what
evidence they have when they say he
i o reputable man financially.

The Minister for Works: None of
us has ever said he was not sound
financially.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Yes, the
Minister for Works said so in his evidence.

The Minister for Works': 1 said he
wanted us to pay for everything.

Mr. George : Did you tell Mr, Nevanas
he had not the finances to do the work?
You told him that in & letter to him.

The Minister for Works : He wanted
us to finance him right through.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: That all
shows that Mr. Nevanas was unfinancial
so far as this work was concerned, and
the committee have shown that, in
their opinion, and it is now admitted by
the Minister for Works, the steamer
“ Prinz Sigismuand * episode was the
cause of the work not being carried out
in accordance with the contract Nevanas
had entered into. If that be so, let me
point out that for fear of a claim for
breach of contract with regard to that
steamer, the Ulinister willingly and
calmly foregoes a £50,000 profit which
he claimed to have made for the State.

The Minister for Works: That is
wrong.

The Premier: Did you know the
bottom of the dock was going to fall in ?

Hon, FRANK WILSON : I know the
Premier is going to fall in, and that hon.
members are going to be buried in the
ruins of these freezing works. YWhy
wag this arbitrary action taken with
regard to the ** Prinz SBigismund ” which
has causcd all this terrible loss, to say
nothing of the delay in the erection of
the works ! Because the Government,
after many years, decided to get rid
of that dreadfully bad proposition, the
stemmer “* Western Australin.” So that
we can trace all our troubles in con-
nection with these freezing works to the
fact of the Government having embarked
upon & venture which has proved dis-
astrous and which they own up to,
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They decided to eut their loss, and sent
the stesmer Heome. If what the Min.
ister says is ecorrect, the country is to
lose enormously, and the £50,000 is the
difference between what the works are
to ¢ost now and what they would have
cogt.

The Minister for Works : The *' Prinz
Sigismund ” was not the sole cause of
the cancellation of the contract.

Hon, FRANK WILSON : According
to the evidence it was the principal
cause. Therefore, we trace the trouble
back to the first secret purchase made
by the Government, the purchase of a
decrepit und obzolete—to use the words
of the manager of the State steamers—
ship, the * Western Australia,”

Hon. R, H. Underwooed {Honorary
Minister): Hecommended by Newton
Moore.

Hon, FRANK WILSON: I cannot
connect the other secret transaction with
this transaction. T cannot ¢onnect the
powellising contract and the subsequent
sleeper contract, nor the Monteath pipe
contract with it, but I ¢an connect the
reprehensible secret purchase of the
s, ' Kangaroo ™ as being undoubtedly
the outgeme of this unfortunate tran-
saection, because she is to take the place
of the N 2% when she comes out.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : She is not.

Hon. FRANK WILSON ; What
further con¢erns me is the management
ngreement. The DMinister for Works
indignantly denied that there was any
such thing as 4 managoment agreement,
nnd when the member {for Murray-
Woellington pointed out there was an
agreetnent, and a hard and fast one,
he was grected with guffaws all round
from the intelligent occupants of the
benches opposite. The agreement Is
contained in the telegraoms, subsequently
confirmed by letter, which passed be-
tween the Premier and AMMr. Nevanas.
The Premier wired to Mr. Nevanas on
the 19th June, 1914—

Forwarding by next mail draft
agreement for report, and ii report
is adopted and works undertaken,
a gum of £1,500 and £500 for expenses,
covering cost of inspection and advice
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and supervision over erection of works.
(2} I report oily is 1uade, sum of
£1,000 to cover report and expenses ;
if report adopted and works erected,
Government to agree to proposal for
Nevanas and Co. to act as agents and
managers on conditions to be provided
by subsequent agreement,

The telegram sent in reply to that

read—

Many thanks telegram, agree terms ;
post schedule of steamers.

There is the contract for the management
of the works, and any court in the
world would insist upon that contract
being earried into effect. It is idle for
the Government to say that if they do
not agree upon terms of management
the thing falls to the ground, because o
court would insist upon them agreeing
to reasonable terms. So the member
for Murray-Wellington was perfectly
right in his contention, that, not only
had this gentleman an agreement as to
commission as agent and architect, but
he had an agreement for the management

on terms subsequently to be arranged. .

Following that, a draft agreement was
drawn up by DMr. Sayer, the Solicitor
Gleneral. Presumably instructions were
given by someone, because Mr. Sayer
did not move in that matter on his
own saccount. Mr. Sayer must have
been instructed to prepare the agree-
ment for completion. Mr. Sayer said
he drew it up afier discussing it with
the Premier himself. Mr. Sayer also
saw Mr. Nicholson, Mr. Nevanas’s
solicitor, and the agreement was drafted
and sent to Ministers ready for com-
pletion, and in his evidence, Mr. Sayer
said there wag no need for the agreement
to go back to him hecause it enly required
to be signed.

Hen. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : That was just what was the
matter with it.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: It is no
use the Honorary Minister contending
there was no agreement in existence.
The two telegrams, which I have just
read, form an agreement whether sub-
sequently the arrangement was con-
firmed by & formal agreement or not.

.
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What are the findings of the select
vormunitiey 7

Hon. R. H. Underwood {(Honorary
Minister) : ~ They never found what
they were looking for; their report
was belaboured enocugh.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I would
like to helabour the Honorary Minister.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister): Well, what are the findings
of the select committee ?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: I the
Honorary Minister has any comimon sense
he ean gragp the position. The select
committee found, and in no uncertain
terms, that Nevanas had been overpaid
as an architect. The report is endorsed
by three hon. members who ccoupy scats
on the Ministerial side of the House and
two members who are on this side. They
found that Nevanas had hbeen paid 3
per cent. instead of 2 per cent. It is
true that they said that the manage-
ment agreement was somewhat in doubt,
because they gould not get hold of all
the papers in conneection with it. Since
then the document has been discovered
by the Premier’s secretary. The com-
mittee found that the present Minister
for Lands (Mr. Johnson), whose hand
i8 seen right throunghout these {ran-
sactions, knew all about the pipe con-
tract with Mr. Davies, and had author-
ised the deal. .

Mr. Mullany The report says no-
thing of the sort, and you know it.

Hon. R. H. Underwood (Honorary
Minister) : The report says nothing at
all, go how can it say that ?

Hon. FRAXK WILSON : They ex-
press grave doubts as to the disputed
letters which are stated to have been
handed to the Minisier and which he
denies having received. But there is
evidence to show that Mr. Johnson,
the Minister ior Lands, had instructed
Mr. Beasley to advigse Nevanas of the
tenor of their report when they recom-
mended the acceptance of this contract.
Then the committee find that had the
arrangement in regard to the steamer
“X2” been carried out Nevanas could
have completed his ¢ontract, and the
country would have been saved the loss,
or would have earned the profit which
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the Minister for Works claimed was the
ground of their action in departing from
the principles of sound administration
and not calling tenders for the work.
Then the committee find that the 5 per
cent. commission on material, which had
been purchased by Nevanas and taken
over from him by the Government was
paid to Nevanas on Nevanas's own
dats, that no sufficient check had been
made of the accounts or the material
when this payment was made. And
the committee algo find that commission
was paid on a certain cork contract which
is was very improhable would be carried
out. :

The Minister for Works: I do not
think it will be carried out now, for
the place has been burned down.

The Premier: We are responsible
for that, too.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : You should
have had a proper contract, and then
you c¢ould have recovered. Let me,
in passing, comment on the fact that
a gettlement has been made and this
large sum paid for commission, without

check on the material or invoices ; that’

there is no guaraniee that full values have
been received for the money paid. One
thing we know: ILarge quantities of
oregon have been brought from Mel-
bourne to he sent to Wyndham, and
large quantities of joinery work in
goft wood have been landed in Fremantle
to be sent up for these works. Every-
one is aware that this material is quite
worthless and will have been eaten out
by white ants before the buildings are
completed.

Mr. Heitmann :
for the soft wood ?

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Who but
the gentlemon who have senctioned the
purchase of the material ? Mr. Nevanas
purchased the stuff, but the Government
have taken it over.

Wheo is responsible

The DMinister for Works: On the
advice of the Chief Architect.
Hon. FRANK WILSON: 1 do not

care about that; I am now dealing
with the Government. The committee
also find that there i8 no guarantee that
the plant purchased can do the work.
Mr. Cairns comments on that rather
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severely, but in his usual Secotch style
says at the conclusion of his remarks,
“We must make the best of it, as it
has been ordered.” This, after pointing
out that the boilers are not of sufficient
capacity and that there is no guarantes
as to the capacity of the remainder of
the plant. Then the committee have
something to say on the subject of
reinforced concrete, which was enlarged
upon 8o much by the Minister for Lands
on the motion for the appointment of
the select committes, when he said
that we had no experts in Western
Australia who could handle the question,
and that therefore it must be submitted
for reference to experts in the Eastern
States. The committee find that it
was never submitted to experts in the
Eastern States at all. In fact the
findings of the committee are over-
whebningly against the Government,
and go to prove right through that
Nevanas was everything, could do any-
thing, that he was s marvellous man
in the estimation of the Government,
who placed themselves and the State’s
affairs and interests entirely in his
hands. That he had & marvellous in-
fluence is evidenced right through the
inquiry. Mr. Beasley, the Chief Archi-
tect, states in his evidenece that he
thought Nevanas was a partner with
the Government in these works.

The Minister for Works : Where does
he say that ?

Hon. FRANK WILSON : In answer
to question 304. Turn it up for your-
self. Mr. Stevens, the manager of the
State Steamship Service, at the request
of this gentleman sends along all par-
ticulars of the new boat he wants the
Government to purchdse—simply on
Nevanas’s word that he has discussed
the matter with the Premier. Mr.
Davies, the manager at that time of the
State Implement Works, puts £20,000
worth of pipes in hand and waits upon
Nevanas even down to his ateamer
when he is leaving for the Eastern
States. Not only has Nevanas got the
departmental officers under his control,
under his thumb, but the very Ministers
are at his beck and call. The Premier
confers with him in regard to steamers.
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The Minister for Lands gets a move on
in the fixing up of the coniract, and
allows his officers 24 hours in which to
consider a proposal involving an ex-
penditure of £155,150 ; and he has no
sooner got into the contract with Nevanas
than he exhibits equal hurry in getting
out of it, in cancelling it and paying
compensation, paying compensation to
& defaulting contractor! The depart-
mental officers were mesmerised. The
only man who showed any resistance
was Mr. Angwin, the Minister for Works,
His characteristic pugnacity, of course,
got his back up, and he would have none
of Nevanas ; yet he also has recently
come under the gpell and he recommends
the payment of compensation. The
funk was established all round. Soine-
thing was at the back of the Chief
Architect’'s mind, something put the
fear of God into the Premier and the
Minister for Lands, and they all rushed
in. Ten weeks aiter they had entered
into this contract which was to be of
such advantage to the State, they
tumbled over each other to see how they
could cancel it and pay compensation
to this man ; and everyone said, * We
must make the best terms possible.””

Mr. Heitmann : He was a nice man.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: He must
have been. The Premier goes further
and says in his evidence that he may
yel enter into a management agreement
with Nevanas & Co.

The Premier : I did not.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T think I
have pointed out that Nevanas acted
dishonestly. There is no question about
it in my mind that whilst in & con-
fidential position as agent for the Gov-
ernment, and while he had in his pocket
s tender, the property of the Govern-
ment, he put in his own tender and kept
the other tender back. This is shown
clearly, because he persuades Mr.
Beasley that he did not want any profit.
He knew his position. He said the
price he was putiing in carried no profit
to him, that he did not want any profit.
Does it not show that the gentleman
was not to be trusted ? And wyet the
arrangement he was making was cal-
culated to produce a profit of £18,000,
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The Engineer-in-Chief and the Under
Secretary of Public Works, who are
intimately connected with transactions
of this deseription, were absolutely
ignored. Their subordinate officers were
taken from their contral and appointed
by the Minister for Lands hurriedly,
without reference to the heads of the
departments, in order thet they might
advise the Goverrunent as to their
action.

The Minister for Works : It was your
action which removed the Chief Architect
from the ¢ontrol of the Engineer-in-Chief.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: What has
that to do with it ? And this gentleman
who has had the CGovermment for 12
months by the hair of the head signs
his letters, or did on one oecasion,
“For and on behalf of the Government
of Western Australia.” Can audacity
go further ? '*For and on behaif of the
Government of Western Australin > is
the style in which he signs his corres-
pondence to people from whom he is
purchasing material. Yet this is the
man who, according to Ministers, could
not pay for what he was purchasing.
The man who provided all the plans,
Mr. Dunkerley—

Mr, Thomson: And all the brains.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Not all
the brains. I will modify that, and
say he provided the practical brains.

Mr. E. B. Johnston : And the Govern-
ment found all the money.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : Un-
doubtedly they did. What is Nevanas’s
attitude towards Mr. Dunkerley, the
practical man who has erected works of
this description in other partsa of Aus-
tralin, who is doing freezing work for
Nevanas’s London company ? Dunker.
ley got out the plans and specifications,
travelled round here and visited Wynd-
ham with Nevanas, and drafted hig
report, or at least furnished him with
the necessary information for the draft.
ing. Then in the end Mr. Nevanas
comes down to Mr. Dunkerley, and in
thot dramatic way of which he is
apparently a past master, he says the
Government have skinned him ecom-
pletely out; “ Let me down as lightly
as you can.” And all the time he had
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nearly £9,000 in his pocket while he
pleaded with Mr. Dunkerley to let him
off with a payment of some £1,200
I cannot conceive of a greater travesty
on the alleged business capncity of
Ministers. I cannot conceive of anything
that goes to prove more fully their
ineptitude and lack of husiness capacity,
I eannot ecnceive of anything which will
prove more conclusively than this re-
port and the evidence on whigh it is
based. the absolute weakness and in-
ability of my hon. friends opposite to
deal with & smart adventurer who
comes to Western Australin on the
make. I am sorry to use an expression
of that sort against any man, but when
we have the evidence that Nevanas
has had the Government and that he
has had his own contracter, we cannot
come to any other coneclusion. And
now the gentleman is safe away in
New Zealand and was not here to put
his own side of the cass before the
select committes.

Mr. Heitmann : And I doubt whether
he has paid his board and lodging.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: Let me
draw attention to the arguments of the
Minister for Works in connection with
these plans. He contends that the
plans are complete. He struggled into
the House this afternoon with that
great bundle of plans and flopped it on
the Table in order that hon. members
should see that we have received full
value for the £4,650 paid. Yet the
hon. member said on one oceasion that
we had no one in the State capabie of
carrying out these works. The state.
ment is on &.par with that of the Minister
for Lands, who said we had no officers
in the State who knew anything about
reinforced concrete work. We have the
evidence of the Engineer.in-Chief and
we have the evidence of Mr. Cairns, the
refrigerating engineer, that they cen
carry out this work.
- The Minister for Works : The Engineer-
in-Chief is pressing to-day to have a
man appointed for these works

Hon. FRANK WILSON : Probably
to supervise them.
The DMinister for Works: No, to

construct them.
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Mr. O’Loghlen: Do not take Cairns

as an suthority.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : And we have
the statement of the Minister for Works
in this Chamber only an hour or two since
that they are redesigning the works,
altering the plans, and improving them
themselves.

The Minister for Works ;. Very slightly.

Hon. FRANK WILSON : And that
they are now busy erecting the works.

The Minister for Works: I did not
say that,

Hon, FRANK WILSON : We have this
conclusion by Ministers on one hand
that our officers are no good, when the
evidence is against them-—

The Minister for Works :
evidence i in our favour.

Hon. FRANIL WILSON: And as
soon as the evidence is in their favour,
our officers, according to Ministers, are
all that can be desired. I think I have
said sufficient to show that the motion
moved by the member for Murray-
Wellington is justified. I hope that the
division will be decided on the merits
of the case and that special pleading
such as that indulged in by the Minister
for Works this afternoon will receive no
consideration and have no weight with
members when recording their decision.

The TPremier: Idear, hear! You are
after office.

Hon. FRANNK WILSON: After oflice?

The Premier: That is alll

Hon, FRANK WILSON: Who would
like the olfice thal the hon, member is
going {o vacate?

The Premier: You did not want it 12
months ago.

Hon. FRANIK WILSON: As a malier
of fact 1 do not wanb it now. When the
Stale is zoing 1o the bad at Lhe rate of
£30,000 to £100,000 a month, no onc
would envy (he I'remier his position. The
deficit will be £1,500,000 in a few months
and probably will soon reach £2,000,600,
and heaven knows when 1t will stop. No
one wil envy the Premier his post, hut if
the needs of the State demand it, and I
think they do demand it, and it is within
my power 1o turn the hon. gentleman and
lis collengues out of office owing o the

Most of the
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disastrous failures ihey have proved
themselves {6 be, 1 will take that aclion
1o matter whai the eonsequences might be
to myself personally.

The Premier: Do not make yourself a
martyr.

Hon. FRANK WILSON: T have
pointed out that the action of the Govern-
menl in regard lo this privale conlraet is
sullicicnt to cause grave concern to all
right-thinking people in this Stale. 1
have shown that there was, in {aet, 2 man-
agement agreement whieh was alse a pri-
vate arrangement, and 1 am salisfied ihat
the evidenece throughout discloses and the
report of the commiltee eonfirins a state
of ailuirs which is absolutely subversive of
the prineciples of sound Government.

The PREMIER (Hon. J. Seaddan—
Brown Hill-Ivanhoe) [8.48]: I am not
going to detain the House al any great
length on this particular molion because
the subject has been discussed ad nauseam
both during this debate and through the
Press. The only diffieulty [ have experi-
enced in connection with the matier, hav-
ing followed it fairly closely from the
moment we ecommenced negotinlions in
conneclion with the establishment of
freezing works at Wyndham, is to re-
coneile some of the statements made in
this Chamber with what actually took
place during the negoliations. 1 have
heard so many conflicting statements dur-
ing this debate in partienlar and also dur-
ing the Address-in-reply, that I am he-
ginuning to wonder whether we actually
negotiated in eonneetion with freezing
works at all, as the statements do not
scetn to be on a par with what actually
transpired. The present position is such
that T think T am warranted in making a
statemenl with regard to the atlitude of
the Government. I readily accepted the
intimation of the leader of thie Oppositinn
that this motion was intended to he one
of want of confidence in the Government,
in order o give this Chamber an oppor-
funity to express an opinion whether we
continued to retain the confidence of the
House or not. I am ready to admit {hat
the Opposition are always within their
richis in adopiing an attitude of that
kind. I know I am not jusiified in sug-
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oesting there are iimes in the history of
ithe Siate and (he Empire when perhaps
that might give place to higher considera-
tions. The Qpposition, after all, exist as a
party and as a party their eonsiderations
musi be given first prominence, and (he
considerations of ihe Siate and (he Em-
pire last. We have heard it stated not
many months sinece that (he present was
a time when we should forget party and
should endeavour to combine 1o do what 13
hest in the inlerestz of the Slate. We
have heard it said, too, lthat there are
times in the history of a country when the
Iixeculive must take the responsibilily Lor
their action and do things which they
would not imagine for a moment eould
he justiffed in normal {imes. T agree en-
tively with that, If the present Execntive
are not prepared to take aefion under ex-
isting condilions that might on the face
of it, he contrary to whai i1s considered
by the porly in power opposed to iheir
princiyles; action whicl they earnestly be-
lieve wouldl be in the best interests of the
State and the Empire, they would not he
worthy of the confidence of the House.
I repeat that the action in connection with
the establishment of the freezing works at
Wyndham was laken hy the FExeeutive
with no otiier object or purpose than the

Eurthering of the inlerests of the State,

and through lhis State these of the
Mother country itself, I members of
the Opposition will only carry back their
memories a little, they will recognise that
before Ihe present party came inio power
there had been negoliations by our pre-
decessors in connection with the estab-
lishment of sueh works at Wyndham.
May T for a moment draw the attention
of members opposite to Lhe faet that ne-
gotiatiors  had  been concluded and an
agreement signed whieh was never made
public, an agreement of a private nature
belween {he stock owners on the one part
and the Government on the other.

Hon. J. Mitchell: The House was told
it time and again,

The PREMTER: The IHouse was not
lold i(, and while the nezotiations forming
the subjert of the present molion were
iaking place between the present Gov-
ernment and Mr. Nevanas, T endeavoured
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io obtain from the responsible department
ihe papers leading up fo that agreement
entered inio hetween the previous Gov-
ernmment and Mr. Durack, acting on be-
half of the stock owners in the North,
and after many inquiries I was told that
unfortunately the file had been inadveri-
ently lost.

Hon. J. Mitehell: It is here.

The PREMIKR: 1t is not here.

Hon. J, Mitcheli: Of course it is.

The PREMIER: No, the agreemenl is
here.

Hon. J, Mitehell: The file, too.

The PREMIER: And ihe agreement
was only produced when the seleet com-
miltee demanded it. I, as head of the
Government, had requested it and had
been unable to obtain it.

Hon. J. Mitehell: You produced it to
the seleet commitiee.

The PREMIER: I did not; T did not
see it uniil the agreement was submitted
to the select commitlee and became pub-
lic roperty.

Mr. Allen: Where was ii? YWho had
i?

The PREMIER: I do not know.

Mr. George: You could find out.

The PREMIER: 1 can say that the se-
leet commiltee did not get the file, nor
have T seen the file eontaining (he negoti-
ations leading up to the agreement, nor
bave (he select committee the file dealing
with {be eancellation of that agreement.

Mr. George: There are a ot of things
we have nol gol, and many of themn oul
of your oflice.

The PREMIER: When members op-
posile are talking about privale contraet:
in connecfion with the establishment of
freezing works in the North they should
remember that ihey themselves had
negotiated in connection with this mat-
ter as well.

Mr. Thomson: Did it cost them any-
thing?

The PREMIER: It was not the fault
of the then Government that it did not
cost them anytiing. Had the same posi-
tion arisen then as has arisen now, the
result might have been the same.  The
ofher people eould not raise ihe wind
and perhaps it was because the parties
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to the contract discovered ihal Parliament
was not in a temper to permit the then
Government Lo make a contract banding
over the meat supplies of the North-West
fo them without any proper safeguards.
Whatever might be satd about the private
letling of a cowlract to build  works,
which in this ease ] again assert was done
io endeavour to save Lhis Stale £50,000
to £60,000 at least, and I believe on pre-
senl fignres approaching £100,000, was
done with the one desire (o assist the
Mother ecouniry in ber present difficulties,
which at this moment are being appre-
ciated in Weslern Aunstralia, when {he
Impierinl Government asked us to exert
every eflort lo supply frozen meat to
feed {he army. The urgency of the mat-
ter was lo endeavour to establish works
to provide frozen meat from the only
quarter whence meat in any abundance
eould be suppliei afier the end of ihe
present year. ]

Mr. Georee: We are not quarrelling
wilh that; we are quarrelling with your
business methods.

Mr. Foley: Sandbag him.

The PREMIER: The member for Mur-
ray-Wellingion should take a seat on the
sandbags commiltee; he is the best sand-
bageger I know. Will the hon. member
admit that scores of aclions were taken
by past Governments in this State wilh-
out any immediate urgency or desire to
help Lhe State, but merely for political
purposes, and which, when finality had
been reached, those who had entered into
the engagements regretted? Will not he
admit that even the party to which he is
aitached was in that position in regard
to the Fremantle dock, and (hat they
would never have started negotiatlions for
that work if they could Lave foreseen that
the hoitom would fall out of it? Bui
would there be any reason to condemn
their dasire to establish a dock, simply
because {hey failed in earrying out the
project ¥

Hon. J. Mitchell:
be,

The PREMIER : The hou, member does
not mind. The same position arises here.
If members will view the posifion from
the point of view I have put forward,

Of course it would
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which ean be found expressed in the
files amd which was put before the select
committee, a desire fo establish these
works in order to eatch the next season,
they cannot condemn the Government for
having done somnething unwise or against
the interests of the State. 1 admit that
if T could have seen the position as I
see it now, these negotiations would never
have proceeded to the extent they did. I
admit that readily, but as I have said
previously, I say again that we did it
with one desire and one only. A great
deal ean he said at (his stage with re-
gard to the methods of procedura. Hon.
members on both sides of the House, and
the public too, ohtained a wrong impres-
gion largely due to a biassed party Press,
that only publishes so mueh as will suit
its parly purposes, the local Press that
follows the lead of the Northeliffe Press
in England. The Northeliffe Press wonld
sacrifice the Empire to get even with Mr.
Asgnith and the present Cabinet, and
the Western Australian Press, adopting
exactly lhe same attitude, would saerifice
Western Australia and the best interesis
of the Empire by throwing dust in the
publi¢’s eyes for the purpose of wrecking
the present Government,

Mr. George: I do not think s0.

The PREMIER: It cannot be denied.
I can prove in scores of instances where
such has happened. There has never been
a time when the Press got down fo the
low, dirty, party tactics they have in re-
cent. months, with one objeet and that
to wreck the Government. And why?
Because they have discovered that, not-
withstanding all they had been saving

12 months after our election about
the financial position and about the
chaos we were bringing to the
State, we have carried the State

through a f{rying time such as any
State in the Commonwealth, or any part
of the British Empire has not previously
experienced. And they ean see in the
near future brighter times ahead and they
want their party to get into office to reap
the advantage of those brighter times and
make a comparison of their so-ealled suc-
ecss against the so-called failure of La-
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bour administration, It will stand little
tu the credit of our friend, the leader of
the Country party, to say he is going to
support the motion, and that he is not
responsible for the action in making it
a no-confitence motion when his party,
through their leader in this House not 12
months ago, told us they were going to
support the Government, irrespective of
the party of which they were composed,
who would do the best to ecarry the set-
tlers over the difliculties they were exper-
iencing, I challenge that hon. member,
if he is honest in his political opinions,
to now say whether any Government
could have done any better then we have
done, or as well as we have done, in giv-
ing expression to our desires to help the
settlers over their difficulties. I have only
this day obtfained the consent of the Gov-
ernor to a proelamation postponing the
payment of the debt of every man who
received any assistance from the Indus-
f1ies  Assistance Board in order to
get him out of the elutches of
some, of the patriotic Liberals who
have  attached themselves to the
Farmers® and Settlers’ Assoeciation in
8t. George'’s terrace. Some of those eredl-
itors who are supposed to be representing
the setflers have determined that unless
the settlers paid up their debis, instead
of giving them preferential treatment n=
was intended by Parliament, they would
go so far as to actually take their horses
away from them, These are some of the
reople whe are followmg some of our
triends on the eross Opposition benches,
wha, before ever they hear the defence
of the Government, have received wri-
ten instruclions auihorising ilew to vele
for the motion.

Mr. A. A. Wilson: Let them vote,

The PREMIER: Yes, let them vote.
Yet we hear our friends opposite who
are playing the game of catehing our
other friends with little bait, complain-

ing of the dominance of those on
this =side of the Housze Dby the
Trades Hall. The Trades Hall of
this State has never vet issued in-

struetions to any member of this pariy
as to how they are to vole in Par-
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liament. We decide each one for our-
selves how we shall vote. Our friends
who partieularly complain so mueh abont
it are the allies of the eross Opposition
benches, the oceupants of which not only
have a platform and a pledge bol are
instrueted to vote in Parliament beforu
ever they hear the defence of the Gov-
ernment. I anticipate that our friend,
the leader of the Country party, in ac-
cordance with his aelions during the last
month or two, went along tg the meeting
of lis executive and urged that this mo-
tion should be sapported. He has fallen
over the Liberals. I venture to say that
I think they saw an opportunity of eom-
ing in on the Treasury bench.

Mr. Willmott: That shows how much
the Premier knows about it.

The PREMIER: He is so much at-
tached 1o the Farmers’ and Settlers’ As-
sociation that he will get here quickly
enough if he gefs a chance.

Mr. Willmott: That is unworthy of the
Premier.

The PREMIER: What has he done in
eonnection with the motion? He has
stouod in his place and said, “I do regret
that certain innuendoes have been cast
abroad, and that certain reflections have
been made upon Ministers. I had for
my own protection to get the matter un-
ravelled before the select commitiee, he-
cause Mr. Courthope wrote to me.” Mr,
Courthope, before he wrote to onr friend,
had declared that he was going to leave
the Farmers’ and Settlers’ Association, or
the Country party, beeause they wonld not
take some aection he desired them to take.
From the moment that our friend oh-
tained that lelter, although he has urged
the Government to do something for the
settlers, he has never yel made any gen-
uine suggestion as to what should be
done.

Mr. Willmott: The Premier does not
understand.

The PREMIER.: I cannot understand
the hon. member. He is supposed to re-
present the settlers of Western Australia.
He has never yet made any suggestion
that could be adopted. If we had waited
for any suggestion that the hon. member
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might have made for the assistance of
the settlers, the settlers would have been
starving by {his time. Our friend now
makes this protestation, As the leader of
the great Country party in this Siats
he should at least have taken me into his
confidence, but instead of doing that, he
goes along to the seleet committee be-
cause, forseoth, the gentleman who wrote
the letter would be privileged to make
his statement before that committee,
and be protected.

Mr. Willmott: If it had been true the
Premier would have got all he deserved.

The PREMIER: The hon. member did
not, however, come to me and make men-
tion of the fact, but gave an opportunity
to these gentlemen who had been malign-
ing me behind my back to make their
statements in such a way that I eould nol
afterwards make them prove or retract
them. 1 was at the time negotiating,
throngh my solicitors, with Mr. Court-
hope, fo get a definite statement on which
I eould take action. I did not want a
releet commiltee to clear my echaracter,
or even a Royal Commission. While we
have courts in the land, T am prepared to
stand or fall by their decision, and to
tfake the full responsibility and the ex-
pense upon my own shonlders of any
action i lhose courts.

Mr. George: It did you no harm any-
way.

The PREMIER: I know that. I am
speaking of the leader of the Country
party. ITe protests against the position
he was placed in because he got a letier
from someone. He says, “I had perforee
to o to the seleet commilttee and demand
that he should be heard.”

Mr. Willmott: Beeause he stated that
I knew of my own knowledge that cer-
tain things had happened.

The PREMIER: He knew just what
was done in the letter.

Mr. Willmott: I did not know any-
thing at all about it.

The PREMIER: Why did not the
hon. member come to me, the person
charged? All I wanted was an oppor-
tnnily to take the neecessary action, bot
T had no opportunity of doing so or of
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clearing my character, seeing that the mat-
ter was iniroduced in the way that it
was,

Mr. George:
you.

The PREMIER: I admit that. That
is not the only aceusation that has been
made against me since I have heen sit-
ting on the Treasury bench, in regard fo
my honesty and integrity.

Mr. George: It is the only one I have
heard of.

T'he PREMIER: It is not the only one.
Accusations have been made freely, es-
pecially during the last general election,
by Liberal officers. I have been accused
of taking £30,000 commission from the
tramway company over the purchase of
the trams. T have been accused of ac-
cepting £10,000 commission from the con-
tractors for the erection of the power
house in East Perth. I have even heard
the hon. member in his place, while the
leader of the Opposition was mentioning
some matters, by innvendo saying, “I
wonder what they did with the money.”

Mr. George: Is ithe Premier referring
to me?

The PREMIER: Yes, the member for
Murray-Wellington.

Mr. George: I do not remember any-
thing of the sort.

The PREMIER: These are not the
only aceusations. Aceusations have heen
made against me for party purposes,
and with a party object in wview. Tt
15 playing the game pretlty low down
when we cannot stand upon our prineci-
ples without introducing personal mat-
ters of this sort.

. Mr. George: Do you say that our leader
charged you with having accepted bribes?

The PREMIER: I say that he said so
by innuendo. He said it in a way that I
do not think did him very much credit.
If the hon. member cannot recollect this,
he should brush up his memory a bit.

Mr. George: Is it in Hangard?

The PREMIER: Yes, it is in Hangard.

Mr. George: I will find it then.

The PREMIER: On the particolar
pight that I am referring to, I immedi-
ately foHowed the leader of the Opposi-

The committee cleared
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tion, instead of waiting for the adjourn-
ment of the House in order to reply to
his criticisms of the Government. I took
exception to his statement on that very
oceasion. The lon. member was attack-
ing me by wanting to know what had
been done with the money. I think
I said that if hon, members would
sling mud about, some of it would
stick, T say it was the attitude
adopted by the leader of the Op-
position then that has caused a great
deal of these remarks to be eirenlated so
freely throughout Western Australia.
These stalements have so often been
made that the people have begun to im-
agine Lbal there must be something
wrong, and that the leader of the Oppo-
sition could not go on snggesting these
things unless there was something in
them, that where there wag smoke there
must be fire. They are heing cireulated
freely throughout the State, in conse-
qnence of the fact that the leader of the
Opposition, backed up by the member for
Murray-Wellington, and by innuendo,
has given foree to these statements,

Houn. Frank Wilson: T would like yon
to prove that.

The PREMIER: The hon. mem-
ber has only to read hia speech again.

I suppose, however, he is too much
ashamed to do so.
Mr. George: The Premier will be

ashamed when he reads his speech in
the morning.

The PREMIER: I am not ashamed of
my speech. ] am on my defence to a
certain extent, and am certainly not
aghamed of what I am saying. The
leader of the Opposition has shown no
reason why this motion should be earried.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Have I not?

The PREMIER : Unless it be that the
committee made a unanimous report, in
which we find nothing of any value ex-
eept that in some directions, as they as-
sert, officers of the department had mis-
judged the position and wroogly advised
the Government. That is all they ean say.
Outside the faet as to wheiher we were
wrong, in their opinion, in entering into
a eontract without ealling for public ten-
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ders, there is nothing to which exception
can be taken, or which would warrant

such a drastic motion, In his con-
cluding remarks, the leader of the
Opposition  applanded my colleague,
the DMinister for Works, for his

method in handling the matter. Half
the speeeh of the leader of the Op-
posilion was condemnatory of the Gov-
exnment for the manner in which we can-
celled the contract. Half of his speech
was directed against the Government for
{he manner in which we closed the deal
aud brought ahont the cancellation of
the contract. The ecancellation was
hroughl abont by the Minister for Works
on the advice of his officers. Every stép
he took was ftaken ofter consulting the
Crown Law auntherities and other officers
for the purpose of getting out of what
was admittedly a difficult posilion. And
yel the leader of the Opposition now
applands the Minister for Works,

Hon. Frank Wilson: Did I%

The PREMIER: Why? Because the
hon. member endeavonred, as many
olhers, have endeavoured to do, to east
the whole of the blame upon my eol-
league the Minister for Lands, and to
set off one Minister against another.

Hon. Frank Wilson: It is in evidence.
You are just as bad.

The PREMIER: From the hon, mem-
ber's point of view I know I am very
nuech worse.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You are both bad.

The PREMIER: I do not accept the
opinion of the hon. member, either as re-
gards myself or any of my colleagues.
His opinions are biassed, and that being
s0 no jury has a right to accept them.
1 certainly do not propose to aceept
them, As head of the Government I
accept the funll responsibility for any
action taken either by the Minister for
Lands or the Minister for Works, If
either of these Ministers falls as a conse-
quence of his action in this direction I
am going to fall with him.

Hon. Frank Wilson: You will do that.

The PREMIER: I do not know so
much about that. When the hon. gentle-
man fell from the Treasury benches the
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fall was not brought about in this man-
ner. We appealed to the people, and the
people turned him out quickly.

Hon. Frank Wilson: Do not launch
into lheroics, The people will turn you
out.

The PREMIER: The people may do
g0, but they will {ake any early oppor-
tunity of putting us back again on the
Treasury benches when they recognise
the diverence belween the prineiples
enunciated by us and the principles enun-
ciated by our friends opposite.

Mr. George: Give the country a chance.

Hon, Frank Wilson: Give us the freez-
ing works.

The PREMITER: I do not propose to
go through the whole of the negotiations
which led up to entering into the eon-
tract, and to its final cancellation. We
liave had all tlig ad rauseam. The mem-
her for Murray-Wellington dealt with il
by practically reading the report of the
select committee, The leader of the Op-
position has done nothing else but read
newspaper reports and the report of the
select committee.

Hon. Frank Wilson: I never once read
from a newspaper.

The PREMIER: The Minister for
Works has given the position from the
Government point of view,

Hon. Frank Wilsen: I did not read a
word from a newspaper.

The PREMIER: Tossibly the hon.
member did not do so to-night but his
mind has been so used in reading the
newspapers on the question that he did
not require to bring along his newspaper.
The West Australian is the wrapper for
the hon. member’s brain,

My, Thomas: It must be a sausage
wrapper.

The PREMTER.: I should hardly say
that, "A sausage is a mystery, and the
hon, member is one. I only ask the
House to consider the position as pre-
sented to them under this resolution. We
had a select committee representative of
every party in this House. The select
commitice submitted a report which is
unanimous. I ask, in all seriounsness, is
there a single finding in the select com-
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miitee’s report which would warrant the
condlemnation of the Government in con-
nection with this particular matter?
Hon. Frank Wilson: Yes, plenty.
The PREMIER: If any hon. member
desires (he report, merely for the pur-
rose of turning the Government out, the
report is not needed at all. The hon.
member interjecling was prepared to do
that before the setect commiitee inquired
into the subjeet at all. His mind was
made up, when this Parliament met afte
the general election, that the earliest op-
rortunity was the right time io turn out
the Government. I contend there is noth-
ing in ile report of the select committee
thal warrants (he deastic motion submit-
ted hy the mewmber for Murray-Welling-
ton. 1 am prepared to adwit, however,
fhat there ave members on both sides of
this House holding strenuously the view
that practically under no circumstances
would a Government be warranted in en-
tering inte what might be termed private
negotiations for the construction of a
public work. 1 am prepared to admit
that there are hon. members who hota
fhat view. But I also claim (hat T am as
strong an adherent of that prineiple as
is any member of this Chamber. On the
other hand, if circumstances warrant it,
if there are urgent reasons for taking
such a course, then a Government would
not be worth their salt if they were not
prepared to aceept the responsibility of
doing quickly an act that was supposed
to be in the best interests of the State.
When ihe works are finally ecompleted
and operating, in some years from now,
members of this House will loock back
and say that it is a pity these negotia-
tions fell throngh at the last moment.
They will recognise then that the ecom-
plelion of the negoliations would have
saved the conntry anything from £50,000
te £100,000 in the cost of erection, and
that even as regards the management
there would have been some saving to the
Staie.
Mr. Green: It will be just the same as
the purchase of the Midland Railway.
The PREMIER: Exactly. There are
members who objeet to this motion whe
also objected to the purchase of the Mid-
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land Railway on much the same grounds.
Now we hear complaints from all sec-
lions of the community thai the oppom-
tunity of purchasing the Midland Rail-
way was lost to the State. The position
has arisen in ihis Slate, owing to the
eontinual rumonrs, which, however, ob-
tain eurrency only through the utter-
ances of our friends opposite, the Gov-
enment are not regarded as entitled to
make a deal of any deseription because
lhere will he all sorls of suspicions sur-
rounding their actions and their motives.
I have said, and 1 repeat now, that the
moment we cnfered into these negofin~
tions I said to my colleagues that our
action would he misconstrucd. I said,
“We will be aceused of ullerior matives,
but in the interests of the State it is
worth while even to put up with aecusa-
tiuns of that kind, ralher than lose the
opporiunity of doing something of ex-
(reme value under the -ecircumstances.”
T know it is an easy matter, when the
event it past, to see where one might
have moved in a different direction and
ahtained different results. T have already
admilted that, knowing as much as T do
to-day, T would not have allowed the ne-
gotiations to proceed to the extent Llhey
did. But I declare in all earnestness that
the Government, in acting as they did,
had only one desire, only onc anxiety,
and that was to conserve the best inter-
ests of the State, and, through them, the
interests of the Empire. I stand here as
free and as justified in my own cou-
science as hefore the select commitltes
ever sat or hefore fhis mofion was tabled.
T admnit that we did not obtnin what we
desired to obiain, That was our misfor-
tune. We are now supplyving 1,000 quar-
ters of beef per week from this Siate 1o
the Imperial Government, bat we are
not supplying from that portion of the
State which could, vith advantage, sup-
rlv. We are draining that portion which
will be called on for supolies in the near
future for our own purposes. T admit
that, allhongh T may be told the admis-
sipn is foolish because it will mean a
slight inerease in the «ost of food here.
But even if it meant loubling tie price
of meat to our peopls here, [ suy wa ave
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justified in supplying foud 1o the soldiers
who are fighting iha Mmpirve's baliles.
Owing to the veeurrenc: of drought it
was evident that the slocks of Australia
were going to fall enormously, They fell
even more than was aniicipaied, zo much
so that even during the last three or four
months Western Australin has had to
send some of its meut supplies to the
Eastern States. Bul we were face to face
with a request which, T lake ii, was In
{he nature of a demnnd from the Imperial
authorilies, to provide every pound of
frozen meal that could possibly he pro-
vided. That request made the maiter one
of urgeney. Let me tell hon. members
that the special nrgeney of rhe malter
was this: if we missed what is kmown,
not as the cattle season, but as the wurk-
ing season in the North-West, the season
when works c¢an be carried out in Lhal
portion of the State, it would have meant
12 months delay in the operation of the
works. A delay of at most two months
in commencing construction operatious
would have meant a loss of 12 months in
the operation of the works. I want 1o
ask any hon, member whether the Gov-
ernment were not justified in taking some
risk in the matter, even if it meant eon-
demnation of the Government, turning
them out of office, to do our duty as an
Executive mn this part of the Empire; to
assist not only the State itself, but also the
Mother country in its dire necessity. T
care not, even if I have to sit in Opposi-
tion or go out of publiec life; T hold to
my view that we acted correctly, thongh,
unfortunately for ourselves and for the
country too, we failed.

Mr. George: Your methods were bad.

The PREMIER: How easy it would
be for us to say that the methods of our
friends opposite were had when they de-
cided, against the advice of their own
officers, to put a graving dock in the
place they did at Fremantle. I will not,
however, assert that the previous Govern-
ment were dishonest.

Hon. Frank Wilson: The site was
selected on -the advice of experts from
Home.

The PREMIER: The work was nnder-
taken against the advice of expert offi-
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cers in the department. Now that the
bottom has fallen out of the dock, it is
no use turning round and saying, “Your
methods were bad.”

Hon. Frank Wilson: Why did you
spend £80,000 on the doek?

The PREMIER: For the same reason
that we spent money on other works com-
menced by the hon. member. A certain
amount of money had been expended,
and we had to prove whether the work
was suitable or not. Before this par-
ticular work of the doeck was proved un-
snitable, something like £270,000 of the
people’s money was sunk in it. I am not
blaming the previous Government for
their failore, because they honestly be-
lieved they were taking the best possible
course.

Mr. George: You spent £80,000 there.

The PREMIER: The fact that the
work proved a failure is not evidence
that the methods adopted in conneection
with it were not the correct methods at
the time. T only regret that there should
be an effort on the part of some members
of this Chamber to lay the whole of the
blame for the failure of the Wyndham
freezing works contraet on the shoulders
of my colleague, the Minister for Lands.
I do not want him to take the blame. T
am prepared to take fhe bWame wholly
and solely on myself. T am as much re-
sponsible as any member of the Ministry
is for urging that the matter shonld be
forced ahead. T urged it ahead in order
to do what T considered to be my duty
as head of the Government, as I said be-
fore, carrying on the government of a
part of the British Empire,

Mr. George: Was not the meat of
more importance than the sale of the
‘Western Anstralia”?

The Minister for Works: The cancella-
tion of the contract did not come into it
in any way at that time.

The PREMIER: The member for
Murray-Wellington interjects that the
sale of the steamship was not as import-
ant as the production of meat. T am
quite prepared to admit that. At the
same time, the hon. member must admit
that then there was no sign or suggestion
that the contract was not going to be
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carried onl. Besides, the “Western Aus-
fralia” was not the oniy ship on ile
ocean, and there was no suggestion that
another ship could not be gbtained. As
a matter of fact, at a subsequent dale it
wag discovered that the Adelaide Steam-
ship Co. were prepared to charter the
“Allinga” for the purpose of e¢arrying
the material 1o Wyndham, But all that
dpes not alter the fact that the negohia-
tions up to the time when we had to can-
cel lhe contract would have undoubtedly
resulied to the advantage of the State,
irrespective of whether Mr. Nevanas
acted fairly and squarely to the Govern-
ment or whether he misled us. That has
no hearing on the action of the Govern-
ment, from their point of view, in en-
fering into a eontract which they be-
lieved, and siill helieve, had it proceeded
would have been o the advantage of this
State and to the advantage of the Mother
country as well. Now, unfortunately, it
is improbable that we shal] cateh the 1917
season; and by that time the advantage
which would have acerued to us will be
lost, because the Eastern States, if they
have the good seasons which we hope they
will have, will recover their position, and
the greal meat trade already established
in 1hose States will be bard to overtake.
These are the facts, after removing all
the padding and dispensing with all the
rather elaborate method which hon. mem-
bers opposite bave suggested might have
heen employed for the purpose of doing
this business in a different manner. Of
course, anyone desirous of eriticising ecan
find a different method.  That is why
there are so many differeni types of
motor-cars. Kveryone has his own ideas
concerning motor-cars. The fact re-
mains, however, that the Government’s
desire was an honest desire—a desire on
their part even to incur criticism in order
that they might do their duty as an Ex-
ecafive; and T say even now, if there is
a failure in tbat direction, whether it
means the condemnafion of the Govern-
ment or not by this Chamber, my con-
science is perfectly clear, and T acted
fairly and honestly with the desire
to help hoth this State and the Mother

country.
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Yr. ROBINSOXN (Canning) [9.25]:
The question before this House i= not re-
lating io the establishment of freezing
works or v the supply of meat. Neiilier
of those is the issue.

The Premier: The issue is to put the
{overnmment out. We know that.

Mr. ROBINSOXN: The issue is as to
whether the metheds ndopted by the Gov-
crnment are good or are bad; whether
they are husiness-like methods, whether
they are methods that reflect eredit on the
Government and do justice to the coun-
try. [ am going to ask this cquestion:
wus there an agreement between the Gov-
ernmeni and Nevanas relating to the
management of the works and the agency
for the disposal of the product?

[The Deputy Speaker (Mr. MeDowall)

took the Chair.]

The Minister for Lands: No.

Mr. ROBINSON: The Minister for
Lands answers me, “uwo.” The Premier
says “no,” The Minister for Works says
fnp” 1 will ask the Flouse to decide.
Two telegrams have been read by the
leader of the Opposition. In order to
make my point the clearer, I crave leave
to read them again, because they sel out
in their own lerms that which I say is an
agreemenl. The Minister for Works
phrases it, “an agreement for an agree-
ment.”

The Ainisler for Works: Those are not
my words.

Mr. ROBINSON: None the less, that
makes it an agreement. Let us see whal
ithe agreement was. The first telegram
was from Mr. Scaddan to Nevanas in
Adelaide—

Forwarding by next mail draft
agreement for a report and if report is
adopted and works undertaken a sum
of £1,500 and £500 for expenses cover-
ing eost of imspection and advice and
supervigion over ereetion of works, If
report only is made the sum of £1,000
to cover report and expenses.

Now come these very prewnant words—
If report adopled and works erecled
Government agree te proposal for Ne-
vanas & Co. to act as agents and man-
agers on conditions to be provided by
subsequent agreement.
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Mr. B. J. Stubbs: You are not for-

getting that part.

Mr. ROBINSON: 1 am not for-
getting anything.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: That is very
good.

Mr, ROBINSON : Mr. Nevanas's

reply to that telegram shows that he
had no misgivings as to the meaning of
the Premier’s message. He replied in
the most definite language—

Many thanks for telegram.

terms. Post schedule steamers.
Now, what does that mean ? We know
that & contract was entered into, or an
agreement entered into, for the erection
of the works. Therefore the condition
laid down in the Premier’s telegram
was fulfilled. ’

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: What ahout the
latter part of the telegram ?

Mr. ROBINSON: If the report is
adopted and the works are erected,
the Giovernment agree to the proposal for
Nevanas to act as agent and manager.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Read the ¢onclusion
of the telegram.

Mr. ROBINSON: It has all been
read several times. If the hon. member
wighes to address the House, he will
have plenty of opportunity later for
doing so, and I have no doubt the
House will listen to him with a great
deal more pleasure. I have read the
two telegrams.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: You have cut
out the essential part of them.

Mr. ROBINSON: It is shown that
these telegrams were not merely an
off-hand production. On the 23rd June,
1914, the Premier formally sets out in a
letter to Nevanas & Co., Melbourne,
the telegram which I have read and the
reply from Mr. Nevanas, and he goes on
to say—

“T now heg to hand you agreo-
ment in duplicate for completion
by you. On their return X will wire
you when they are signed here and
forward you one of the copies. With
regard to your request for schedule
of asteamers, the only wvessels which
go to Wyndham are thosc belonging
to the State Stoamship service. The
‘Western Australia’ leaves Fremantle

Agree
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on the 29th July, and again about

a month later. Possibly the former

date would suit you.”

I will make my own statement in regard
to that and afterwards I will tell the
House what other people say. My
statemnent is that it was in effect an
agreement by the Government of Western
Australia to engage the services of Mr.
Nevanas, leaving the detsils and the
conditions for future consideration.
There is still nevertheless o definite
agreement to employ.

Me, E. B. Johnston :
opinion ?

Mr. ROBINSON : I heve stated my
opinion. I will now give Mr, Nevanas’s
opinion. First of all, he recognises by
his reply that he was being employed
because he states *° I agree to the terms,”
Let us see what he does after that. On
the 20th March, 1915, he enters into an
agreement with the manager of the State
Tmplement Works of Western Australia
and in that agreement he signs his name
in this faghion, “ For 8. V. Nevanas &
Co. Propty., Ltd., under arrangement
with the Government of Western Aus.

Iz that a legal

tralia, 8. V. Nevanos, Coverning
Director.”
Mr. Foley: What was to stop him

writing anything ?

Mr. ROBINSON: What does that
mean if it does not mean that he was
agent for the Government of Western
Austratia, I say that the Government
are in a dilemma in respect to that
letter. ITither Mr. Nevanas signs as
agent for the Covernment of Western
Ausgtralia, or else a contract had been
entered into which has not been dis.
cloged.

The Minister for Lands : The Govern-
ment never saw that letter until the
select committee got it.

Mr, ROBINSON : That was the evi-
dence of the Minister for Lands.

The DMinister for Lands: Not only
my evidence, but other evidence as well.

Mr. ROBINSON: I will deal with
all that evidence. When that man
Bigned the letter in that fashion he either
signed it ag agent for the Government or
as & contractor for the Government.
Now we know there was no contract in
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existence because the contract did not
come into existence until the 9th April
when the fender was formally accepted.
If hon. members will turn to page 7 of
the select committee’s report they will
see this wvery peculiar letter in the
middle of the page with the signature
I have read at the foot of it, and the
committee say this about it—

The committee are of opinion that
some weeks prior to Cabinet approving,
on 9th April, on the acceptance of
Nevanas'a tender, the order for pipes
was placed with Mr. Davies and Mr.
Johnson was aware that the pipes
were being made.

Just let me interpuse here, cither as
agent for the Government or as con-
tragtor.

The peculiarity of the acceptance
on 20th March of Mr. Davies’s quo-
tation for pipes by Mr. Nevanas is
shown in the method of signature
thus :—8. V. Nevanas & Co. Propty.,
Ltd., under arrangement with the
Government of Western Australia,
8. V. Nevanas, Governing Director,
—and it is much regretted by your
committee that it has not been possible
to examine Mr. Nevanas personally
on this and matiers generally.

Then they go on to make this peculiar
sentence—
There is no evidence to show that
Mr. Nevanss had any suthority from
the Government for this peculiar form
of signature.
I say there was evidence and the evidence
was in the two telegrams which I have
read. I do not know, because I was
not a member of the select committee,
whether that evidence was actually
brought heiore the members of the
committee. It was before them just
as the files were before them, but even
the member for Subiaco will not venture
to say what is on page 12 of the file.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs : I can tell you that
I know what was at the end of the
telegram and which you did not read.

Mr. ROBINSON: That is an in-
ference that T did not read the whole
of the telegram and Y must agk that the
hon. member be requested to withdraw
the reflection..
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The
meinber for Subinco muoat aceept the
assurance of the member for Canning
that he did read the whole of the tele-
gram.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: T asked the hon.
member to read the concluding sentence
and he failed to do so.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : The hon.
member said he did read it and the
member for Subiaco must accept the
stntement.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: I ask that the
whole of the telegram be read.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER :

direct thet that be done.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs:
withdraw,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the
positions had been reversed I would have
taken the same course.

Mr. ROBINBON: I read the two
telegrams through and subsequently
read only & portion of them. More-
over they were read by the Ieader
of the Opposition and if it were not for
wearying this House I would read them
again. I the member for Subiaco wants
to see them in detail he can look at them
on files 68 and 69. That deals with the
attitude of the committee, and as I was
saying, the committee had before them
those tclegrams.  Although T do not know
whether they were actually read to the
committee they could not have said that
there was no evidence to show that
Mr. Nevanas had no authority to sign
as he did. What the committee had
in their minds was embodied in the
evidence of one or two witnesses. Let
me take what Mr. Sayer the Solicitor
General said. Hon. merbers will find
that on page 75 of the evidence questions
1835 and 1840 are as follow :(—

By the Chairman: Just look at
that contract with Nevanas to pur-
chase pipes from the State Tmplement
Works, dated 20th March. Can you
tell us the meaning of the peculiar
signature ‘ For Nevanas in arrange-
ment with the Government of Western
Australia ”’ ?—I suppose it implics the
Government have authorised it in
some way.

I cannot

Very well, T will
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You noticed the signature ** For and
on behsalf of the Government of
Western Australia.”” Do you know
of any arrangement that would author-
ise Nevanas to sign in that way ?¥—
Cartainly not.

What is the meaning of those two
answers by the Solicitor Genersl ¥  Just
what I have stated, that Mr. Nevanas
hed & right to sign in that way. Mr.
Sayer was asked if he knew of such a
contract and he said “ No.” Mr. Sayer
did not know of the telegrams. Let us
now come to what the Minister for
Lands said on the subject. On page
96 of the questions andans wers 2277
and 2278 are as follows :—

Look at this decument dated 20th
March. It is signed ‘‘Nevanas &
Co. under arrangement with the Gov-
ernment of Western Australia.” What
do you think of that *—Tt is the first
time I have seen it. It ia a most
extraordinary document, most extra-
ordinary from his point of view, but
even more extraordinary from Mr.
Davies’s point of view.

I do not think I have made any more
damaging staternent about that agree-
ment than that which was made by
the Minister for Lands himself. The
next quegtion and answer are as follows:—

Have you before seen this letter
of the 28th April, addressed by Ne-
vanas & Co. to Messrs. Werner &
Co., on the bottom of which you will
ses ““On behalf of the Government
of Western Australia™ practically
rubbed out *—It is the first time T
have seen it.

In effect those answers show that Ne-
vanas when it suited him, both with
the manager of the State Implement
Works and with Werner & Co. held
himself out as the representative of the
Government of Western Australia. Of
that there is no doubt whatever. In
the evidence given by Mr. Nicholson
he said in effect that there was no
agreement. What I take it that that
trained lawyer meant was that there
was no agreement of the character in-
dicated by the Minister for Works, the
formal agreement prepared by Mr. Sayer.
What I do say is that there wes and is

_read it to the House.
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an agreement for employment and that
it was acted upon. Now I want to
refer the House to another page dealing
with the same matter. If Mr. Nevanas
was not the agent of the Government and
he was not a contractor for the Govern-
ment at that time, what waa he ? Let us
hear what the Chief Architect of the
Government, Mr. Beasley, has to say,
and & more astounding statement it has
never been my lot to read. Let me
It appears on
page 13 and is contained in questions
304 and 305—

Have you any ides how Mr. Ne-
vanas waa going to be remunerated if
he put in a tender of that sort without
profit. Was he doing it out of phil-
anthropy or not *—My impression
at that time was that Nevenas & Co.
were a wealthy firmn of meat dealers
and that the erection of these build-
ings was only a part of a large scheme
in which they were practically partners
with the Government.

What had occurred in Government
circles to permit the Chief Architect
to give evidence before the committee
that he thought Nevanas was & partner
with the Government ? The next ques-
tion, in utter surprise by the chairman,
was—

Partners with the Government 7—

And the answer by Mr. Beasley was—

That was my impression. They
told me themselves that they were not
seeking to make a profit out of the
buildings at all, that they were simply
doing this because they were in a
better position to do it than the
Covernment were. Until that inter-
view I thought there would be no
difficulty on anybody’s part in regard
to finance. It iz a little diffienlt
at this time of day to say when my
views changed, but in the first place
I thought we were desaling with
wealthy capitalists.

Wealthy capitalists who were partners
with the Government! If that were
the only question and answer dealing
with it, we might be still in a quandary ;
but I will refer members to question
1501, and one or two following, when
Mr. Beaaley was further examined after
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A nomber of other gentlemen had
given evidence. This question by the
chairman elicited & very enlightening
ANIWer—

In question 304 you state that your
impression was that they were prac-
tically partners with the Government.
Did this impression influence your
action in any way ?

And this was Mr. Beasley's answer—

It infuenced my action right
through.

Is there any greater condemnation than
that ? I condemn the (Yovernment out
of the mouth of the Chief Architect,
who said he was influenced in his action
in advising them right through by the
fact that he thought Nevanas & Co.
were partners with the Government.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Are you going
to condemn the Government for what the
Chief Architect thought ?

Mr. ROBINSON: As I drive my
points home they strike hard into the
member for Subiaco. The hon. member
is feeling that if the Government go
down, his seat will never he held by
him again. I fancy I can see the
member for Subiaco quaking in his
shoes as these nails go in.

Mr. B. J. Stubbs: Your wonderful
eloguence.

Mr. ROBINSON : There ia no elo-
quence in this, merely hard solid facts ;
and it is only facts that drive nails into
the collins of members like the member for
Subiaco. Now, will you be quiet?
I propose to read that question and
answer over again in order to give an
intelligent rendering to the next question.
The chairman asked—

Tn guestion 304 you state that your
impression was that they were prac.
tically partners with the Government.
Did this impression influence your
action in any way ? (Answer) It
influenced my action right through.

The next question and answer were—

In what way ? {(Answer) In my
endeavours to facilitate the scheme
generally.

Then the chairman asked—

If you had not had that impression,
would you have given the same
facilities to Nevanas ?

And the answer was—

I should have treated him as an
ordinary contractor. He did not come
to me in the first place a8 an ordinary
contragtor.

The next gquestion was this—

In question 316 you say that on the
25th March Mr. Johnson wrote you a
long minute in which it is stated that
under ordinary circumstances public
tenders would be called, but as tine
was the essence of the contract, and
the calling of tenders would necessitate
advertising throughout the Common-
wealth, that would cause a serious
delay. What is your opinion on that ?

Mr. Beasley’s answer wus-=—

Perfectly true ; I agree with it.
Meaning presumably, that the calling
for tenders would cause serious delay.
Then Mr. Taylor asked—

What delay do you think adver-

tising would have necessitated !
The angwer was—

Not a day less than three months.
Then the chairman asked—

What is the position to-day ?

This is what Mr. Beasley answered—

We are in & dreadful position, I
admit, as regards the calling of ten.
ders ;  but you see the thing has
developed in a way that was hardly
foreseen.

Then the choirman remarked—* You
have been educated ? "' and Mr. Beasley,
apparently not clearly understanding,
rejoined “In what way 27 “In com.
mercial usunges *' explained the chairman,
to which Mr. Beasley replied—

It is & little unusual for an architect
to do what I have been doing recently.

May T add that it is a little unusual for
the Government to do what they were
doing, namely, dealing with business
matters that they had no more con-
ception of dealing with on & sound basis
than the Chief Architect admitied he
had. On the evidence I have read,
I say that that agreement practically
committed the eountry to the handing
over of the whole of the management
of this concern to Nevanas, and that
there would have been & deal of trouble
i store for Western Australia had not
the Minister for Works come in and pui
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an end to it. We have had Nevanas
before us almost in theatrical guise. He
has ocoupied in the firmament of Western
Australia many roles ; first as adviser
to the Government ; secondly as manager
of the works and -agent for dealing
with the products ; thirdly, as architect
and engineer to produce plans and
specifications ; fourthly as contractor
for the building of the works, and
fifthly as an injured person claiming
compensation.

Mr. Thomson: Oh no;
skinned, was he not ?

[(The Speaker resumed the Chair.]

Mr. ROBINSON : As adviser, or as
architect, as the case may be, he pro-
cured from one, Dunkerley, plans and
specifications, and a tender addressed to
himself for the erection of the works
and the water supply at a cost of £137,000,
This apparently he did not diaciose ;
but whilst he had that tender in his
cepacity as adviser to the Government
he estimated the cost of the building
at £120,000, the cost of the water at
£30,000 and of the jetty ot £30,000,
or in all £180,000. The departinental
officers said it could not be done;
presumably it could not he done even
at that price. His reply to that sugges-
tion of the officers was to offer to con-
struct the works himself for the sam of
£155,150. Well might he do so’ when
he had in his pocket a reputable man’s
tender to do the same thing for £137,000,
for he would make a pool of £18,000.
We are told in the course of the evidence
that in some of the negotiations between
the two parties there was to be a bonus
given to Dunkerley ; so instead of
making £18,000, our friend would make
£11,000. But what was his position
then ? If he secured this contract
at that price, he would scoop £11,000
and would become the manager and
agent of this concern for the disposal
of the whole of the products, getting
commission on this, that and the other.

The Minister for Lands: You know
that to be absolutely incorrect.

Mr. ROBINSON : I do not think so.
Nevanas would have made out of this
enough money to keep him for the
rest of his days.

he waa

The Minister for Works :
supposition.

Mr. ROBINSON : It is not supposition
at all. I hear an interjection, ** £10,000.
a year.” Even so that would have
been too much. Let us see what should
have been done in place of what was
done.

The Minister for Works : We can all
see after the event.

Mr. ROBINSON: You could have
seen it before if you had had business
sense. I do not begrudge the payment
for the plans if they are good and suffi-
cient for the purpase ; but having got.
the plans public tenders should have
been called. What would have been
the efiect ¥ The man in the back-
ground would have sent in his tender for
£137,000,

The Minister for Works: He wants
£152,000 now for the buildings alone.

Mr. ROBINSON : But at the time
he had given a tender to Nevanas to
construet it for #£137,000, and if to
Nevanas, why not to the Government ?

The Minister for Works : He said he
would not have done it for the money.

Mr., ROBINSON : He tells you
that afterwards, but at the time you
would have had Dunkerley’s tender for
£137,000, and perhaps the tender of
somebody else for £120,000. Now, in
respect to all these roles I have been
talking about, when Nevanas became
contractor undoubtedly the roles of
adviser, and architect, and engineer,
must have fallen. My leader has said
“merged,” but I do not see how the
role of adviser eould merge into that
of contractor. He must come out of
that position entirely and become con-
tractor ; because to me as a lawyer it
is incomprehensible that any man can
be adviser and contractor at the same
time to & trustee. As the Minister for
Works rightly said, it frequently happens
in private life that a man, knowing
a building contractor, goes to him and
says “ Prepare me plans and specifi-
entions.”' It i1s done, and that same
man then mekes & tender in competition
with others, and frequently he is accepted
a8 the successful tenderer. The Minister
for Works or any other private person

That is
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ran do what he likes with his own, and

there is nobody to question i but himself.
But in this instance the Covernment
are the directors of Western Australia,
are trustees for the people of the State,
and they must not do such a thing
ag this that would be open to suspicion.
If any trustee in the land did it, it
could be upset in the courts. That is
why I say the Government are guilty
of bad methods. They are guilty of
deing things which ordinary individuals
would not do, and they have done those
things which lead one to believe
that their principles are subversive
of good government. Curiously enough
a peculiar corollary arises: after the
capacities of adviser, engineer and
architect were gone, and Nevanas be-
came contractor, when he was negotiating
with the Minister for Works, why was it
possible to conduct those negotiations
on & basis of payment of commission ?
Payment of commission to & contractor !
Have you, Sir., ever heard of such a
thing ¢+ Is there a contractor on that
side of the House ? Is there a business
man on that side 7 TIf so, has he ever
heard of such a thing as a commigsion
being psid to a contractor on the plans
and specifications ¥ As & matter of
fact the Minister for Works let the cat
out of the bag when, in answer to the
committee of inquiry, he said ‘"It is
the ‘Prinz Sigismund.” We got into
a difficulty over the ‘ Prinz Sigismund '
and in point of fact the sum paid was
a general sum in settlement of all
claims and demands.” He was mainly
influenced by the * Prinz Sigismund.”
But what I object to is, not that they
paid a sum to get out of the contract, bug
that they gave a wrong reason for it.
I do not know who devised that reason ;
it certainly was not the Minister for
Works, because he will not own up to
it, but if we inquired further we might
find out who it was. But it will not
hold water, and even the Minister for
Works, when he came to his defence,
would not rely on it. I object to that,
and, moreover, it was such a silly thing
to raise, because, although it was said
Nevanas was getting 3 per cent. on
£106,000 for the plans, he was entitled
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to only a smaller sum, and in fact they
paid him on £155,000. A more ridicu-
lous comedy than the Nevanas case I
have never come across outside & Gilbert
and Sullivan opera, and I regret those
gentlemen are not in possession of the
facts to make it & travesly for the
illumination of people in other eountries.
I charge the Government of Western
Australia in this connection with un-
businesslike metheds. I might go on
and enlarge upon the " Prinz Sigis-
mund ' blunder iteelf. That, to my
mind, was equally as unbusinesslike as
the point I have already attacked. It
has been said that the damages the
Government ran the risk of when they
refused the '‘Prinz Sigismund* to
Nevanas, were £5,000 or £6,000. If
the case went before & jury of South
Augtralians or Victorians, as it might
very well have done, seeing this was
an inter-State matter and the pro-
ceedings could have been taken in the
High Court, the damages for that act
might very well have been assessed
at £25,000.

The Minister for Works :
£100,000 while you are at it.

Mr. ROBINSON: At that time,
when stenmers could not be had, the
Government agreed s part of the
contract to give Nevanas the use of the
* Prinz Sigismund "' to convey his goods
to Western Auatralin, To use & favourite
expression of the Minister for Landa,
time was the essence of the contract
with Nevanas. Nevanas was bound to
time to complete these freezing works.
If the Government took away his
steamer 8o that he could not complete
the works to time, the damages would
be great.

The Minister for Lands: You know
perfectly well there was no connection
between the two.

Mr. ROBINSON : When the Govern-
ment ecancelled the agreement, they
knew they were committing o grave
offence. They knew they would be cast
in damages. The Minister for Works
told us the story ; he said he settled
one thing against another, and the
Government paid this round sum. Be
that as it may, those acts on the part

Make it
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of the Government showed & wonderful
lack of business knowledge, of ineptitude
and incapacity. They are not fit to be
further trusted with the government
of this country.

On motion by Mr,
adjourned.

Mullany dchate

House adjourned at 10:-5 p.m.
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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 3
P, and read prayers.

PAPERS PRESENTED.
By the Minister for Works: Gosnells
Road Board by-laws, public pound, and
preparation of roll for loan vote.

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

QUESTION—GRAIN, FOODSTCUFIFS
AND FODDER.
Hon. J. MITCHELL asked the Minis-

ter for Agricolture: What is the total
lozs on grain, foodstuffs, and fodder pur-
chased by the Government to date?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUL-
TURE replied: Until all stoeks are dis-
posed of it will not be possible to slate
what the loss will be.

-than for bran milled from
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QUESTION—FLOUR AND BRAN,
VARIATION IN GOVERNMENT
PRICES.

Mr. THOMSON asked the Minister for
Agricnlture: 1, Seeing that the whole of
the flour in the State is under the control
of the Government, why are consumers
at Katanning, Narrogin, and York comn-
pelled to pay £18 10s. for Grain and
Foodstuifs Board flour, while consumers
in the metropolitan area obtain Royal
Commission flour at £16 10s.2 2, Wil
lie also explain why the Government are
charging £5 5s. for Grain and Food-
stuffs Board bran and only £3 10s. for
Royal Commission bran?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUL-
TURE replied: 1, The priee at Katan-
ning, Narrogin, and York, for flour milled
from old Western Australian wheat, is
the same as that prevailing in the metro-
polilan area, namely, £18 10s. per ton.
Flour milled from wheat imported by the
Government can be obtained at £16 10s.
per ton free on rails, Perth. 2, The bran
controlled by the Grain and Foodstufis
Board is milled from pure Western Auns-
tralian wheat, and has a market value esti-
mated to be at least 15s. per ton higher
imported
wheat. The five guineas (£5 5s.) charged
for this bran is subjeet to 2 per cent. for
the millers’ selling commission. The £3
105. per ton for bran milled from im-
ported wheat is the net price for parcels
of at least 200 tons,

MOTION—WYNDHAM  FREEZING
WORKS CONTRACT.

Want of Confidence.

Debate resumed from Lhe previous day
on the motion by Mr, George—"“That this
House views with grave concern the action
of the Government in enfering inte a pri-
vate arrangement with Nevanas & Co. for
the erection of freezing works at Wynd-
ham and a private arrangemeni {¢ hand
over to Nevanas & Co. the managzement
thereof for a term of years, and is of
opinion that the evidence discloses
throughout the negotiations, contract, and



