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The SPEAKER took the Chair at 4.30

p-m., and read prayers.
PETITION—LOTTERIES (CONTROL)
EILL.

HON, P. COLLIER (Boulder) [4.33]:

I have a petition from ecrtain people in re-
gard to the Lotteries {Control) Bill. I
move—

That the petition be received and read.

Question put and passed; petition re-

ceived and read.

Hon, P. COLLIER: I move—

That the petition be printed, and that its
consideration be made an Order of the Day
for the next sitting of the Honse.

Question put and passed.

QUESTION—NORTH-WEST
MEDICAL SERVICES.

Mr. CHURCH asked the Minister for
Health: 1, Is he aware that the medical an:l
hospital services are inadequate in the north-
ern portions of the State? 2, Will he give
consideration to methods of improvement
with a view to greater efliciency and to les-
sening the cost to the people living in those
areas?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH replied:
1, No. 2, The system of organisation of
medical and hospital services in the North-
Wesl is now under consideration.

QUESTION—TREASURY BILLS.
“A Nuational Dividend.”

Mr. NORTH asked the Minister for Rail-
ways: 1, What is the official explanation as
to why Treasury Bills taken up by the Com-
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monwealth Bank (a) are issued at a dis-
count; (b) must earn interest; (¢) must be
repaid? 2, In view of the assertion by a
British journalist named Cherry, in the Lon-
don “Pictorial Weekly,” that alternative
plans for a practical distribution of a na-
tional dividend have been worked out in con-
crete detail and have beeh receiving official
consideration at the Treasury for some
months, and further that Britain’s Prime
Minister has advocated this course as a
means of national salvation, will he inform
the House whether any similar plans bave
heen made for Australia, and will he grant
further opportunity for debate on the Doug-
las proposals?

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1 (a) This is the usual custom, and
in accordance with the arrangement made hy
the Loan Council with the Commonwealth
Bank; {b) see answer to No. 1 (a); (¢) see
answer to No. 1 {(a). 2, I am not aware of
any similar plans made in regard to Aus-
tralia, which would be a matter for the Cora-
monwealth Government to decide.

QUESTION—TRAFFIC ACT, LICENSE
FEES.

Mr. BROWN asked the Minister for
Works: 1, How many road boards in the
State paid their full quota of license fees to
the Main Roads Board during the years
1929-30 and 1430-31¢? 2, How many road
boards during the years 1929-30 and 1930-31
failed to meet their obligations to the Main
Roads Board? 3, Is it a fact that the re-
mitting of the quota of license fees by road
boards was held in abeyance during the
years 1929-30 and 1930-31%

The MINISTER FOR WORKS replied:
1, 52 and 83 respectively. 2, 50 and 19 re-
spectively, Of the 50 and 19 road boards
indicated, 28 and 14, respectively, are ligui-
dating their arrears by meonthly, quarterly,
and half-yearly payments. 3, No.

QUESTION—HILLS DISTRICTS
LAND ALLOTMENTS.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Works: In view of the fact that the poliey
of withholding land suitable for the produc-
tion of fruit and other primary prodacts is
preventing development in the Hills dis-
iriets, will the Minister give consideration to
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the releaze of those blocks or sections whieh,
because of their contomr or situation, do nat
provide a eourse for water flowing into any
reservoir, and the oceapation of whieh conld
not, in any eircumstances, endanger public
health?

The MINISTER FOR LANDS (for the
Minister for Works) replied: It is veves-
sary in the interest= of the Melropolitan
Water Supply that no Crown land er land
acrpuired by the department that is required
for future use For water sapply catehment
should he given np to private ownership,

MOTION—GOVERNMENT BUSINESS,

PRECEDENCE.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (llon.
¢ Gl Latham—York) [+40]: | move—

That on and after Wednesday, the 2ud
November, Government business take prece-
denee of o)l motions awmd Orders of the Day
on Wednesdavs as well as on all other days.

This is the nsual mwotion hrought dewn in
October. A5  there is  a  considerable
amount of private members’ busimess still
on the Notice Paper. the Governmoent pro-
pose to do as s always done here—give
hon. members an opportunity  of  disenss-
mg  al  length their motions aml {heir
Bills now bhefure the Hause. The present
mation is probably a little later thas w-ual.
The recorls show that in 1928 the corves.
pending wotion was woved on the 3rd Oe-
tober, and in 1930 on the 22nd October.
It will he remembered that during the
whole of last session Government business
took precedence over that of private mem-
heps: and during  that private
members had, T think, the fullest oppor-
tunity of bringing hefore the House any
matter desired. T give an wndertaking
that the motions and Bills now standing
on the Notiee Paper in the nmnes of hon.
members shall reecive the same considera-
fion as usual. and that if there are anv
other maffers of imporfance which hon.
members may desire lo diseuss.  oppor-
tunities to do so will be afforded them.

LIS AT

MR. MARSHALL (Murchisen) [442]:
T am pleased to have the Deputy Premier’s
assurance. The argument as regards pre-
vious sessions earrics no weight. because
the vecords show that not neariy so much
private members’ bhusiness was done in
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thase vears. This is on» of the very
heaviest of XNetice Papers as regards 1mo-
tions and Bills of private members.  TIn

. the yecars to which the lleputy Fremier

referred, the Government had much im-
portant legislation on which private mewm-
hers couid raise questions. This session the
hsiness of the Government, although im-
portant, should be disposed of much more
quickly: and the same remark applies to
any further Bills the Government may de-
sire to introduce, provided ihe House is
advised of them beforchand. Gavernment
snipporters will have to be caretul  how
they speak on this motion. -1 notice they
have Bills as well as motions on the Notice
Paper, and therefore the Deputy I'remier’s
motion alfectz the Ministerial as well as
the Oppoxition side. In view of the as-
strrance given by the Deputy Premier, T
offer no objection te the earvrying of the
niotion.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan} [443]: 1 suz-
zest to the Deputy Premier that his ma-
tion he amended to read as from the 16th
November instead of the 2nd November,
There was no precedence Lor private mem-
hers® business last session, as mentioned
by the hon. gentleman: and although | do
net dispute that consideration was given
ta their husiness, nevertheless it is o fac
that in at least some instances vonsidera-
tion was withheld 1o =ueh an extent a= to
vender the position hopeless. T have in
mind a Bill relating to taxation of which
[ moved the second reading very early in
the session.  That measnre was on Lhe
Notice Paper for a long time. Unforin-
nuately the last nine days of the session T
spent in bed. bheing ill: but even had T
been here it would have been doubtfully
pr=sible For this Honse and another place
to pass the Bill into an Aet. While mem-
hers show the greatest lovalty in earrving
out their work, and evinee all the sincer-
ity that iz within their power, it is never-
theless o fact that they represent eonstifu-
encies. and that while the Government
carly the full burden of responsihi iy,
private members alsn have responsibilities,

Therefore it is  bul  right that they
should have opporinnities of Thringing
their  husiness hefore the House. Tt s

indeed one of the privileges possesseid
by members of everv Parliament that has
sprang from the Mather of Parliament-,
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md should he refatned. T do not know if
the Minister is prepaved 1o extend the date
to the 16th November, but if he shonld

agree, the tiine sltipulated in the Staniding

Orders for the terinination of consideration
of private memhbers’ husiness counld he in-
gisted upon. On different oeceasions Bills
have heen introduced and have heen amended
hy the Government, and thereby consider-
ahle additional time has heen necessitated.
T hesitate to move an amendment to the Min-
ister’s motion.
Hon. P. Collier: Move it.

My, SAMPSOXN: If that motion be agreed
to, to-dax will he the last upon which wmem-
hers will have the right to brine forwarl
any business, and Wednesdays from next
week onwards will be regarded as sacrosanct
for Government business. There is some im-
portant business in the names of privare
members on the Notice Paper, and the op-
portunity to consider that business should
he available as a right and not as a privi-
lege, While T e disinclined to eneroach
wpon the Govvernmental prerogative to eon-
trol the Notice 1aper, the Minister has not
indicated whether he will asvee to an exten-
sion of the date in accordance with my sue-
gestion, and in the civcumstances T move an
amendment—

That betore ¢ November,”" the date ““2ad*’
be struck ouf, and “F16th 77 incerfed in Jiew.

THE MINISTER FOR LANDS (Hon.
C. G Tatham—York—on amendment)
[4.477: T eannot aceept the amendment. [
have already wiven an undertaking, to which
the Premier will agree when he returns froin
the BEastern Staies, that hon. wmembers wii!
have the fullest opporitunity te disenss mai-
ters they desire to deal with. Asx the Notice
‘Paper stands, much time is wasted in dis-
cussing matlers that eould he dealt with
Iater on when onr Bills are before the Lewmis-
lative Council. The member for Swan (M.
Sampson} has no reason to complain of the
treatment he has received this vear, Tt was
his own fanlt that the Bill he referred lo
was not discussed last session.

Mr. Sampson: The Bill was on the Notiee
Paper for many weeks and was in perfect
order.

The MINISTER FOR LANDS: | do not
know thai it was in perfect order, but I lo
remember that at his own instigation the
consideration of the Bill was postponed cn
one or two occasions. T eannot worry ahout
what bappened Iast year, hut T am eon-
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cerned with the position this session, W
shall give the fullest opportunity to priva
members to diseuss their business. The Ga
ermuent ave anxions to get their Bills hefo
the Legislative Couneil, and it will be romen
bered that, as this is the last session of tl
present Parliament, we are compelled I
the provisions of the Constitution Aet i
terminate the Pavliament, af any rate, b
fore the end ot January., T presume ho
members do not desire to resume the sessin
after Cheistinas.  There is snme importa
legislation that the Premier will prohahl
e to deal with on hix return from (i
conference in Melbowrne.  Tn the eirein
stanees T eannot agree to {he ainendment.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fromantled [4.50
While [ am prepared Lo accept the Minister
assnrance that an opportunity will he give
to private members to deal with their bus
ness, in view of the fact that there is & em
sidevahle volume of private mewmbers hus
ness nn the Notiece Taper and that the Go
erpment are hringing down legislation fairl
fast-

The Minister for Land<: We have not i
troduced any for seme time,

A, SLENMAN: Quite n number of Bil
have been introdueed vecently and still mo
are to be introduced. The Governor’s Speer
indiealed certain legislation that has m
heen hefore us vef.

The Minister for Lands: T do wot know «
it.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Private members wi
have other husiness to place hefore ¢!
House, and already there is twice as mu
undler that heading as appeared on the N
tiee Paper of any other Parliament of whic
1 have heen a member.

My, Kenneallv: Tt must be an instanee «
canse and effect.

Mr, SLEEMAN: Private membery’ has
ness is just as important fo them as Goven
ment business is to Ministers and, T heliev
to the country. At anv rate, it will do
harm if we agree to the amendment heean:
we will then have the vight to deal with o
husiness over the extended period and not |
allowed o do so ax a privilege,

Alr. SAMPSON: With the permission s
the House, T will withdraw my amendmen:

Ton. . Collier: Tt always ends up th.
way with you.

A, SAMPSON: T am accepting the Mi:
ister’s assnranee that he will give the neee
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sary opportunity to deal with private mem-
bers’ business. I remember that in 1930——

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber cannot make a speech.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn,

Question put and passed.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY
TAX ASSESSMENT,

Report of Commiitee adopted.

MOTION—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS.
Yo fuquire by Select Committee.

Debate resumed from 2Sth
on the following wotion by
nman:—

September
Mr. Slee-

That a select committee be appointed—(1)
to inquire into the Legal Practitioners Act,
1803-1926; (2) to inquire into the Supreme
Court rates covering the scale of legal prac-
titioners’ fees and the method of submitting
and taxing costs, and all matters incidental
thereto,

MR. MARSHALL (Murchison) [4.53]:
| snpport the motion. lt was pleasing to
listen (o the Attorney UGeneral in defence
ol the legal fraternity and of the Legal
Practitioners” Act. [ confess that his de-
sire. for an inguiry was probably aecom-
pinied by the proviso that it would take
the torm he would most desive. He dif-
fered from the member for Fremantle in
that respect, but the faet that the Attor-
ney General said he  was  prepared to
have an infuiry represented at least an
admission on his part that there is room
for investigation.

The Attorney General: 1 said exactly
what my view was. 1 indicated that the
cost of litigation might be a little high,

Mr. MARSHALL: If the hon. member
looks up his speech in **Hansard,”” he
will lind that he admitted he would not
ohject to an inquiry, but indieated that
the form that the member for Fremantie
desired was olhjeetionable to him. In the
course of his vemarks, he accused the
member for Fremantle of already being
prejudiced against the legal  fraterniiy,
and he said, ‘‘Tmagine the member for
Fremantle being on the zeleet commitiee.”
T am sure that if the Minister looks up
his speerh in “Hansard,” he will see that

[53]
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he admitted it was merely the form the in-
quiry was to take that he reguvded as ob.
jectionable,

The Attorney General: [ went further
andl asserted thar 1 desived an  ingniry re-
specting certain phases.

Mr, MARSHALL: That is all the mo-
tion awounts to.

The Minister for Lands=: But the ingquiry
may oot be in respect of the same mat-
ters.

Mr. MARSHALL: The motion mentions
three points that should be the subjeet of
inquiry, but I admit that those points
may cover a lot of ground. T also agree
with the Attorney (ieneral when he ar-
gued that no institution or organisation
in the world had ever seeured 100 per
cent. efficiency. TFven in small organisa-
tions or fraternities, even the most ex-
clusive, there may be found one or two
individuals who have gained admission and
who may bring the institotion into disre-
pute. Unforiunately the legal fraternity
is not immune in that respect, but it would
he unfair to say that all lawyers have no
sense of honour or deeency. Tt would he
wrong to say that, and  do nmot propose
fo argue along those lines. In the legal
profession can be fonnd some of onr most
honourable men, and therefore onc ean
discuss the motion impartially. That is
what T propose ta do. The Tegal Praeti-
tioners Aet is an old one, nearly as old
as the Attorney General.

The Attorney Ceneral: T have heen
called all sorts of things, but never before
have T been designated as “‘very old.”’

Mr. MARSHALL: The Act was passed
in 1893 and it has heen subject to small
amendments only durmyg the 40 years, ap-
proximately, it hus been m rorce. In those
circumsiances, a rveview of the measure
cannot be harmful, more particularly when
we can  advanee strong arguments in
favour of that course heing adopled.
I suppose the Attorney General is aware
that many vears ago, vhen Sir Walter
James was Atiorney General, the then
member for Perth, Mr., Purkiss, moved to
amend the Legal Practitioners Act in re-
gpect of artieled clerks. Sir Walter James
admitted that the svsiem of artieled clerk-
should be abolizhed. That was in abount
1902 or 1903. Tle admitted that under the
Aet the svstem was particalarly harsh on
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a number of those aspiring to become law-
yers. He went so far as to say that if the
member for Perth would withdraw bis
Bill he himself would introduee legislation
before the expiration of that Parliament.
However, although the Bill was withdrawn
that promise was not fulfilled, and from
that day onwards, with the exception of
two very small amendments, the Act has
not been interfered with, is indeed in the
same shape now as it was when placed on
the statute-book 40 years ago. In regard
to avticled elerks very drastiec powers are
granted to the Barristers’ DBoard. It
is most diffieult for certain individuals
ever to become lawyers, particnlarly if
their people are in lowly circumstances.
Sir Walter James admitted that once a
person  had passed all his degrees he
should he ualified 10 practise as a law-
yer. It is now 30 vears sinee that state-
ment was made, yet the position has not
been improved.

Mr. T'arker: Tt has been said that ox-
aminations mean nothing.

Mr. MARSHALL: I would rather be
asked fo do an articled c¢lerk’s work tham
to take on the necessary examinations. It
is necessary to study and pass exantina-
tions in law to hecome a lawyer, and on
top of that the authorities then say **You
have to get some practical experience.’’ It
is mecessary that the younth should be able
to interpret law and argue law, and must
learn the ordinary routine business asz a
lawyer; which, as the Attorney (eneral
informed the Chamber the other day, eon-
sists of mnch more than court work. T
agree with that. The actual interprefing
of the lnw is a small matter in a lawyer’s
routine, The medical profession is equally
exclusive with that of the law. But after
passing all his cxaminations and petting
his diploma any person can practise ns a
doctor and he ealled into a home to give
medical attention.

The Attorney General: A doctor cannot
get his degrees withont a great deal of
study.

Mr. MARSHALL: T agree, but where
can he get experience before securing his
diploma?

The Attorney General: In the hospitals.

Mr, MARSHALL: Nothing of the kind.
He goes into the hospitals after he has
got his degree.
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The Attorney General:
portion of a doctor’s
spent in a hospital.

Mr. MARSHALL: There is nothing to
prevent any person, male or female, from
winning a diplema as a doctor by virtue
of passing an examination; even though
he or she has never handled a case, the
diploma carries the right te practise as a
doctor. 1t is after the diploma has been
secured that the doctor goes to a hospital
it search of practical experience, and will
render serviee even in an honorary capae-
ily 1n order to get that experience. The
Barristers” Board differs tfrom the Medieal
Board in that regard. We have on the
one hand a man or woman handling health
and life, while on the other we have
merely a consideration of law,

The Minister for Lands: And it may
cost vou much if vou get a bad lawyer.

Mr. MARSHALL: It is unfortunate
also if you get a had doetor. We know that
almost dailv inexperienced octors have
the lives ol sick persons in their hands,
hecanse a doctor has the right to praetise
as soon as he gets his diploma.

The Attorney Gieneral: Suppose that is
correct: is it right?

Mr. MARSHALL: I suggest that prac-
tical experience is more negessary in a
doctor than in a lawyer.

The Attorney General: You do nof think
it is right in either?

Mr. MARSHALL: I am not saying
that. I know one doctor, a man of great
initiative, who had had very little experi-
ence when first he came to the goldfields,
vet he did some fine work there while still
a very voung man, and is now succéess-
folly practising in Perth as n speecialist.
A very fine man he is. However, it seems
that no fixed term of practical experience
or apprenticeship is required in a doe-
tor onee he has his diploma, and I do not
think the Barrvisters’ Board should have
power to forece voung men who have passed
their examinations to become articled for
a further lengthy period.

My, Parker: What do vou think of a
man who has got his degree hut has proved
that he eannot corduct a eause? Ounght he
to serve arficles?

Mr. Panton: He will not get much wori,
anyhow,

No, the later
course is always
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Mr, MARSHALL: The trouhle is that a
litigant does not know who is a geod lawyer
and who a bad one until after the case is
over. If the client is victorious, of course
he eulogises his eounsel, whereas if he {ails
in his suit he does not recommend his coun-
sel to any of his friends. That does not
alter the fact that the Legal Practitioners
Aet gives far too much power to the Bar-
visters’ Board, who ean regulate almost
everything appertaining to admission to the
legal fraternity and can say exactly who
shall and who shall not enter it. And frowmn
such a decision of the Barristers’ Board
there is no appeal. Even if a youth has
served his articles, the Barvisters’ Board can
turn him out, and there is no appeal. Ono
cannnt o to the ecowrt with an appeal
against the decision of the Barristers’ Board,
because there is no provision whatever for
such an appeal. No articled elerk ean ap-
peal against the refusal of the Barristers’
Board to grant him his certifieate after he
has concluded his course. Such drastie
power should not he conferred on a hoard
composed exclusively of lawyers. What a
glorions thing it wonld be for the industrial
organisations if they could get the same
poswer!

The Minister for Works: And what about
members of Parliament?

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, how exclusive we
would he. There would be no more elec-
tions, and we wonld see vou, Mr. Speaker,
representing Wagin for a very long time fo
come. But there is the point confronting us,
that the Barristers’ Board is eomposed solelv
of lawvers and is remarkable in its conshi-
tation. Under the Tegal Practitioners Aet
we eould have four sections of the hoard all
legally constituted, and all forming the Bar-
risters’ Board and arriving at decisions. The
Rarristers’ Board is composed of all the
K.C’s in the State, plus five lawyers and the
Attorney Genernl and the Solicitor General.
In all there are abont 16 miembers of the
hoard, and fonr of them form a quorum nt
meetings. Sa if there were any dispule
amongst them thexr eould form themselves
into four different parties and each of those
parties could give decisions that wonld be
sound under the Act as it stands. That is
one of the anomalies in the Aet which the
Attorney General himself believes require
amending. T know there have been no dis-
putes in the Barristers’ Board and thera is
not likely to he any; for once vou get o
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stout wall built arownd you representing
security of tenure, you are likely to he
amiable, one to the other. I do not know
whether those practising as lawyers in the
city are aware of if, but the Barristers’
Board have refused to grant the necessary
certificates to certain applicants who have
finished their articles, demanding from them
another examination as to character, a very
stiff examination, besides a fairly large pre-
mium, which they bave to pay when they
apply to the Barristers’ Board for a certifi-
cate. something like 12 or 13 guineas.

Mr. Parker: How rouch of it is stamp
duty?

Mr. MARSHALL: I do not know.

Mr. Parker: About £10,

Mr. MARSHALL: I know whai they are
under an obligation to pay, but I do not
know how it is distributed.

Mr. Parker: It is a tax of £10.

Mr, MARSHALL: T am not disputing
that, but I know the total cost is something
like 12 or 13 guineas before the applicant
cun get his certificate as a practitioner,

Mr. Parker: It means more than that, for
there are other fees to be paid.

Mr. MARSHALL: I know a lot of inei-
dental payments have to be made, ineluding
the annual premium which bas to be paid by
every lawyer. It is therefore particularly
diffieult for any person other than the son
or daughter in a finuncially-comfortable
family to aspirve to beecome a lawyer. The
legal profession is very much like the
medical protfession—it is exclusive. 'There
is not an industrial organisation  that
wounld not grasp with both hands protec-
tion similar to that given to legal prac-
titioners.

Hon, XN,
fees!

Mr. MARSIIALL: Yes.

Hon. N. Keenan: Pay the same fees to
the Government?

My, MARSHALL: While the Attorney
Gieneral was correct in stating that legal
fees were regulated by the Supreme Court
and the Baristers’ Board, I point out that
there 15 no one In the Supreme Court of
whom T e¢an think who was not a lawyer
himself before securing a position in the
Supreme (Court. There again, we have
the anomaly of an ex-lawyer telling those
who follow in hiz wake exactly what they
shall earn. Any ‘organisation would be
glad to have snch legislative protection.

Keenan: And pay the same
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The legal fraternity really have the right
to say what they will charge. Although
the MAttorney General’s statement that the
fees are regulated was true, it is also true
that many lawyers pay no regard to the
masimom fee, but, so far as I can see,
charge what they like. A most vemarkable
provision of the et is that if a eclient
disputes a lawyer's hill of costs and gives
notice of his intention to have it taxed—-
very few people know that a lawyer’s ac-
count may be challenged in that way--the
lawyer my demand a return of the account
and issue a new one. The Attorney Gen-
eral did not explnin that, Consequently,
one of two -things happens; either the
lawyer feels' guilty of having over-eharged
and reduces his account, or else he con-
cludes that he has under-charged and in-
¢reases the snount exorbitantly so that
he ¢an stand a reduction when the costs
are taxed. The Attorney (teneral more or
less informed us of that faet when he
quoted the small items that appear in a
lawyers' hill of costs. He said Lhat if the
lawyer were not able to make up his hill
in that way, he would have to he able to
make it up in some other way. If a law-
yver wished to inerease his aecount by
five, 10 or 135 guineas, he wonld have no
difficulty in doing so uwmler the l.gal
Practitioners™ Aet.  The multiplicity of
minute services for which a charge may
be made is astounding. T¥ all business
people were in a similar position to base
their charges, the publie wonld be having
a bad time. T have a hill of cosfs hefore
me and it was taxed. The defendant lost
the case. He had to pav his own lawyer
£13, and as eosts were given against him,
he had to pay the plaintifi’s lawyer. whose
acconnt amonnted to €20 s, 10d. Tle said
the plaintiff's bill of costs was exorbitant
and that he was going to get it taxed.

Mr. Parker: The costs of the other side
are always taxed.

Mr. MARSHALL: In this instance they
were not taxed. The total of the accoant
was £20 6s. 10d. and, on being taxed, the
amount was redueed hy 13s. 44d., and the
cost of faxing was 7s. Tt is not very en-
couraging to the public to get costs taxed
tf they have to pay 7s. to get a reduction
of 13s. 4d.

The Attorney General: T ecould fuote
~on an instance,
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Mr. MARSHALL: But I am giving the
facts of a case.

The Attorney (encral: What do they
prove?

Mr. MARSHALL: The value of the
Minister’s argument when he said the
fees were rvegulated hy the Supreme Court.
The figures 1 have quoted show how the
fees ave regulated, The defendant secured
a remission of 13s. 4d. and was chargedl
7s. for the taxing.

The Attorney General: That was equiva-
lent to saying that the costs were not ex-
orbitant.

Mr. MARSHALL: But they must have
heen exorbitant because they were re-
duced by 13s. 4d. It is possible that the
Barristers’ Board do not keep statisties,
but it would be interesting if we could as-
certain the number of accounts that wure

taxed. T snggest that a very small
percentage ave taxed, for the obvious
reason that the  genernl public do

not know that such an aceount may he {axed.
T confess that [ did not know of it until a
couple of vears ago.

The Attorney Gieneral: Do you know that
a man in the Supreme Court does practi-
cally nothing else but taxing costs?

M. MARSHATL: T know he is there for
the purpose, but what proportion of the
wenernl public know?

Mr. Parker: Evervhody who goes to the
courf, knows it.

Mr, MARSHALL: If we could check the
aceounts vendered by lawyers, it wonld he
found that the greater percentage were in
exeess of the fees allowed.

Mr. Parker: No.

Mr. MARSHALL: Then they are male
up of items o numercus that, in the avere-
wate, the lawyers get more than thev are
Justly entitled to. Will the hon. member
admit that?

Mr. Parker: No

M. MARSHALL: Well, that i my be-
lief. Those mmatters are worthy of close in-
vestigation. T do not accuse all lawvers, or
cven the majority of lawyers, of heing dis-
honest, but with the protection granted them
under the Act, much can be done which
appears to be honest but which is not guite
fair. Tt is time the legal Practitioners
Act was thoroughly overhanled and put on
a different hasis, The New Zealand Aet is
rather good.
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Mr. Pavker: An alteration of the Aect
would sot mean an alteration in the scale
of eost=.

Mr. MARSHALL: An inquiry is needed
into the system of costs.

Mr. Parker: No, you want to deal with
the Supreme Court Act.

Mr. MARSHALL: The Attorney General
told us we would find that the fees were
regnlated by the rules of the Supreme Court
and that we could get a eopy of the rules
for 18s. Gd. Tmagine any hou. memher of
the community paying 18s. 6d. for a copy!

My Parker: He would not understand it
it he got it.

Mr. MARSHALL: T am sure he would
not; it would be as mystevious to him as
are zomme of the advoeates who appear in
vourt.

Mr. Sleeman: The price is 25s.

Mr. MARSHALL: Then it must have
wone up. In the instance I gave of the tax-
ing of a bill of costs, taking the defend-
ant’s time inte consideration, the reduction
he seeured would not have paid him for the
trouble. I do not know whether the Attor-
ney General spoke for the Barristers’ Board,
or whether he merely put up a case as a
lawxer, or wheiher he spoke on behalf of
the Government, but he certainly gave ns
i lot of information. Awmongst other things
he said that the member for Fremantle (Mr
Sleeman) was over-imbued with youthful
impetuosity, and coold have heen more ae-
curate had he secuved faets from the Bar-
risters” Board. The Attornev {ieneral did
not indieate that he himzef wns imbued
with youthful impetuosity. Hix was a very
clever defence of the profession. While ad-
mitting that some reform was necessary, he
conveved that lawyers’ fees were regulated
and closely observed, and that it was not
possible for the publie to be deccived or
faken down. The statement was more or
less true. hut in aetual practice things do
not work cut that wav. The publie do pav
exorbitantly for the services of a lawyer,
I agree with the Attorney General that Jiti-
gation is costly, and {o overcome that dis
advantage, some of our laws might he
alftered. A magistrate in a Joeal courf has
anthority tn  deprive a  man  or
woman of liberty for a  period
up to six months on certain charges.
It two persons have agreed to sever the
matrimonial bhond and to seek a divorce,
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ther are obliged to go to the Supreme Court.
If a man wants to get married, however, e
ean go to an grdinary registrav at Meeka-
tharra and have the job done for 2s. Gd.
or Js.

The Minister for Lands: It costs a lot
more than that to get married,

The Attorney General: You have to buy
a ring and pay the parson.

AMre, MARSHALL: T am talking ahout
the cost of the ceremony.

The Attorney General: Do von think it
shounld he just as cheap to get a divorce as
to get married?

Mr. MARSHALL: T think it should be
cheaper. One is much wiser a few years
after motrimony than one was hefore,
Fnormous power is given to magistrates in
one direetion, but none at all in another.
Penple who are quite rveady fo separate ars
obliged to 2o tn the Supreme Court before
thev can nttain their wishes.

The Attorney Goneral: You do not pro-
pose to inquire info that, do you?

Mr. MARSHALL: A select commitfee
would inquire into the cost of litigation gen-
erallv, Tf litigation were not so expensive,
we conld inqnire into the divoree side of
things as we went along,

The Attorney General: Do vou think that
people who want a divoree should be allowed
to go to a cheaper court?

Mr. MARSHALL: A lower court should
be permitted to handle sueh cases.

My, Parker: What about the local polica-
man? ' .

Mr. MARSHALL: When people have for
a number of years agreed to separate and
hoth want a divoree, thev should not he
forcer into considerable expense to secure it.
It is not neeessary to go into a court to e
married.

Mr. Parker: It is not alwaxs possible to
get a divorce even by going to the Supreme
Court.

Mr. MARSHATLL: When there s
ground for a divoree, the parties coneerned
ghould nof be put to a lot of expense io
prove their case. )

The Attornev General: If you were io
have divoree by consent of both parties, it
eontldl he made infinitesimally cheap, hut that
is not the view of the law,

Mr. MARSHALIL: Many of our laws are
like the Legal Practitioners Act. It was
very conservative when it was put on the
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statute-book, and there it has remained nall
these years as unworkable as ever.

The Attorney General: Would you be pre-
pared to bring down a Bill providing for
divorce before a magistrate by consent of
both parties?

Mr, MARSHALL: I would be preparad
to do what I could e reduce the cost of liti-
gation. Anocther remarkable feature about
the Legal Practitioners Aet is that when &
person has complied with all its provisions
and become a lawyer, he is not allowed to
start business within thrvee miles of the firm
io whom he was artieled.

The Atftorney (General: To what section of
the Act do yon refer?

Mr. MARSHALL: T refer to Section 14
{a), paragraph (e¢) which provides that it
shall not be lawfal for any person admit-
ted under the provisions of that sectinn of
the Aet to

The Attorney General: To what does that
refer?

Mr. MARSHALL: To an articled elerk.

Mr. Parker: No, to n managing clerk.

The Attorney General: That is where a
managing clerk is admitted without articles.

Mr. MARSHALL: Probably the Attorney
General is correct. The section goes on to
say fhat smeh a person is not permitted,
within 12 months of his admission to the
Bar, to practise as a legal practitioner.

The Attornev (eneral: That applies to
the case of » man who has been acting as
managing clerk for a certain number of
vears, and who upon passing his examina-
tion max Dbe admitted without the service
of articles,

My, MARSITALL: That would not
ply to many men in this State,

The Attorney General: There are three
or Tour sueh men practising in Perth now.

Alr. Parker: Thev do not all take ad-
vantage of it.

Mr. MARSHALL: Under the Act it as
possible for a lawyer, who takes a ecase
for a client with the objeet of protecting
the property of that person, upon securing
a verdiet to get a lien over the property
or sell it in order to reenver his costs,

The Attorney Ceneral: A legal praeti-
tioner can only get sunch a lien over
the property he has recovered, and he ecan
then only hold it up until the eosts are
paid.

Mr. MARSTALT:: He ean take posses-
sion of it.

anp-
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The .Attorney Ueneral: He can get a
licn over it.  An hotelkeeper may take a
lien over the bagguge of a eustomer until
his charges ure paid, or a motor repairer
may take a lien over the motor ear he is
putting right until his costs are paid.

Alr. MARSHALL: In one case the ae-
tion has to be taken in the ordinary way.

Mr. Parker: No, he just holds on to fhe
property.

Mr. MARSHALL: Under the Legal
Pragtlitioners’ Aet the lawyer has author-
ity to take a lien over the property. e
is not compelled to go into court.

The Attorney (icneral: If you stayed at
an hotel for a fortnight, and when the
time came for you to go the hotelkeeper
did not like the look of you and you had
not paid him, he eould hold up your lug-
gage.

Mr. MARSHALL: What I read into the
Aet was that any property secured to a
client with the help of his lawyer could
immediately be placed under lien to that
lawyer. It is therefore possible for a dis-
honest praetitioner to do o certain amount
of mjury to his client, who might not be
able to alferd to pay the costs at that
time. I'robably in ninety-nine cases ont
of a hundred everything wounld be all right,
but in the hundredih ease an unserupulous
lawyer might eause a good deal of suffer-
ing to his client.

The Attorney (General: Unless a solicitor
hkad a lien or some assurance thal bis
costs would be paid he would not aet for
the elient.

Mr. MARSHALL: If everything is ar-
ranged in blaek and white it is a different
matter, but the Aect immediately gives
power to the solicitor to hold the property
until his costs are paid.

The Attorney General: Tt is the same
in the eaze of the hotelkeeper.

Mr. MARSHALL: Yes, but it is none
the less unfair.

The Attorney (ieneral: Yon may take
vour wateh to n jeweller fo be repaired
and he can lold it until von have paid
him for his work.

Mr. MARSHALL: T do not know that
he can.

The Attorney Grencral: He can do so.

Mr. MARSHALL: Tt is not right that
this should be so in the case of property.
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A man does not go to law over property
unless it is of some value.

Mr. Parker: You do not get a wateh
repaired unless it is of value.

Mr. MARSHALL: That is very diiferent
from property. T should like to quote one
or two cases of costs to see whether the
Attorney General thinks they have heen
properly made up. The first one is the
ease of a young man who, through vouth-
ful impetuosity, got himself into trouble.
Tn due course he seenred the assistanee
of a lawyer.

The Attorney CGieneral: Are you going
to lay the papers on the Table of the
House?

Mr. MARSHALL: The Aitorney Gen-
~eval may have them if they are of any
uzg to him. This young man was s0 vouth-
ful that his mother aceompanied him on
one oceasion after the wase had been
started. She only went out of svinpathy
for her son. After the case was finished
the hoy was assessed at cosfs running into
about £13. Another account came along

for ‘‘attending you and your son.’’
For aeecompanying her son the mother
had fo pay one  wmuinea. That is
the way aceounts are made up teo-
dav. Tt is wmost remarkahble. There are

some for 3s. 4d. and some for 1= 3d., small
and very amusing items. | want to quote
a ease. and it is one of the most unfair that
has ever come under notice in this eity.
Tt is said that when you pasy for experience
von do not forget it. T have had this ex-
perience and have not forgotten. This was
a case in whieh my wife was direetly econ-
cerped. It was over a business that was
#old in NWorth Perth. The rase was heard
hefore a Jndge in Chambers, and my wife
waz the defendant, so that it will he real-
ised she was not the aggressor. The plain-
iiff in the case paid £75 without prejudice
inthn my wife’s lawver's hands before the
rase was heard. The rase necupied about
10 minutes. As soon as my wife’s lawyer
outlined what had happened, the judge
asked the plaintiffi whether what had heen
stated was a faet, and on heing assured that
the facvts were as stated. he dismissed the
case and pave cost~ to the defendant, my
wife., In due covrse the defendant went to
her lawyer to settle up, and out of that £75
that wa< paid fo him, found that he had
deducted not only Ins own fee but also the
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plaintiff’s lawyer’s fee, and had paid him.
That lawyer is practising in Perth to-day.
My wife actually won the case and cosis
were given updinst the plaintiff, and ibe
lawyer took not only what he was entitled
to receive, hut dedncted the plaintiff’s law-
ver’s costs, and paid him,

Mr. Parker: You should have veported
the matter to the Bavristers’ Board.

My, MARSHALL: Tuofortunately T was
not in Perth at the time, and my wife was
in siteh 2 condition that she could not be
bolhered any further. Those are the facts
and thevy sre on record. The solicitor in
nuestion is still practising here.

The Attorney General: Flow mueh was
involved?

Mr. MARSWALL: About £310.

The Attornex General: If the facts are
right, von could get that £10,

My MARSITATL:
about the facts.

The Attorney General:
doubt about the facts.

Mr. MARSHALL: There is
slightest doubt. T know: T paid.

The .Atiarnev General: T think we ean
cot vou that €10

Mr. MARSHALL: Very well, on behalf
of my wife I will make application for if.

The Minizler for Railwavs: Why not
brief ihe Attorney (ieneral to gel if for
you?!

Mr. MARSIIALL: There is another mat-
ler the Attorney General touched upon, and
inctdentally handled the shadow and not the
substance 1 allude to his reference to
King’s Counsel practising in the lower
conrts. Tt is a strange thing that in this
State—T do not =ay it offensively—the hon-
onr of bheing a King’s Counsel is accepted
more for the purpose of trade or business
than for the prestige that it earries. I do
not wish the .ttorney General to imagine
that T am casting a slor on him or on any
othier King’s Counsel in the State, but it
does appear to me that the desire to secnre
that honeur in thiz State is more for the
purpose of advertisement that for the dis-
tinction or honour it carries. In New Zea-
land the position iz better than it is here
with rerard to Wing’s Counsel. The New
Zealand Act sets ount—

There is nuo doubt
I have serious

not the

No practising barrister with the rank of
King’s Counsel shall also practice as a solici-
tor either alone ar in partnership with anv
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other solicitor and no certificate under Seetion
39 hereof shall be issucd to any such barris-
ter.  This provise shull not apply te uny bar-
risgter in New Zealand holding the patent of
King's Counsel on the 12th dav of Octaber,
1015 (heing the date of the passing of the
Legal Practitioners Amendment Aet, 1015},

Mr. Parker: Thal section does not pre-
vent a K.C. going inln a police conrt; ii
only prevents him practising as a solicitor.

The Attorney General: A King’s Coun-
sel is not prevented from appearing in a
pulice eourt anywhere in the world. Hoe
must practise as a barrister, not az a soli-
eitir. That is what it means,

Mr. MARSHALL: Anvhow, that is Dby
the way. The Attornev General avgved that
all was well with the lezal fraterniiy and
thut there was very little ground for com-
plaint. T have tried to disabuse his mind
on that point and have shown him that
things that are unfair have happened. T am
going to read a little matter to show that
richt (hroughout the State the eoncensus of
opinion is that an inquiry should he held
into the administration of the Legal Practi-
tioners Act and the costs it iz possible for
lawvers to assess. The Attorney Gencral
admitted that some form of inguiry might
be conducted so that there might be intro-
duced a more simple form of imposing
charges, and also 1o give the children of
thoze who are not fortunately circumstanced
an opportunity to stuldy law,  We have
heard the general public sometimes refer fo
lawyers as sharks,

The Minister for Lands: I have often
heard members of Parlinment ealled bad
names.

Mr. MARSHALL: There would be no
Justifieation for that, hut in respect of rn
inquiry inte the Legal Practitioners Aci,
whatever the result it would be for the bei-
terment of the profession generally.

Hen. J. C. Willeoek: What proporilon of
lawyers' rcosts ave reduced by the taxing
master?

Mr. MARSHALL: We do not know even
that until an inquiry is condueted. T intend
to support the mation and T do not want it
to be understood that T helieve all lawyess
to he sharks, dishonest or disreputable. 1
am supporting the propesal to hold an in-
quiry heeause T believe some good can come
out of it. A numher of people imagine that
hecanse one supports a motion of this de-
seription he considers that all those con-
eerned ave dishonest. T have no desire that
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that should he thought of me. I want o
know (he truth about the charges that are
made. Here is n case whieh T have quote:l
where the costs came to £30 Gs. 104 and
there was a refresher of £1 6s. 10d.  These
refreshers hob np. T do not know what they
are for. Probably the lawyers do; the gea-
eral publiec de not.  An inguiry into the
operations of the legal ZIraternity would
doubtless diselose the reason for them. I
did hear of a case in which a lawyer chargad
a client what was probably a reasonable fec
for his services in eourt. In eoming away
from the court lawyer and client had a real
refresher ns known to the publie, and in the
lawver's bill of eosts that refresher figurad
as an item. 1 support the mation. Ths
snggested inguiry would be welcomed by the
general publie, and could not do real harm
to anvone. On the other hand, it might help
towards obtaining a more up-to-date Act
than that under which our lawvers work ot
nresent.

HON, W. D. JOHNSON (CGuaildford-
Midland) [6.2]: Tn my opinion the IHouse
should have some Further information on
such a question ax thi= hefore proceeding
te a vote. The mover’s proposal is that a
select committee be appointed to review cer-
tain aetivities of the lezal profession and
alvo the =cope and oaperations of the Bar-
visters’ Board. Tt will gencrally be admit-
ted that the mover made a case for inves-
tigation, Tn my opinion he quoted snili-
cient matter to eonvince the Iouse that
there is a case for inquiry.

The Minister for Lands: The Aftorney
General said he wounld ingnire into those
monders.

Hon, W. D, JTOUNSON: [ shall deal with
that aspect foo. [t would not be vight to
assime  that the istances quoted by the
wember for Fremanile covered all matters
enlling for explanation and justifying in-
quairy. The memher for Fremantle has pre-
sented what he, mmong others, regards as
~ufficient matter to entitle the motion to
he earried, and a selecl committee to inves-
tigate; and, hesides, there iz the possibility
of injustice< additional {0 those quoted by
the mover, and also ihe advisableness of
reviewing Lo administration of law in West-
ern Australia. That nspeet was followed
Ip by the Attorney General, who admitted
cases of looseness in which the profession
had ot lived up {0 the high ideal of what
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iz expretedd from its members, a high ideal
wenterally  attained by the  profession
throughout the Rritish Empire. My per-
=onal view is that the \ttornev General, in
assisting the member for Fremantle, made
a =teong cave. T ddare say most members
have received a communieation from some
person labouring under a sense of griev-
ance arising out of an aection at law and
the treatment reeeived by that person from
members of the Bar hriefed in the case. T
have no wish to quote any such instaneces,
hut 1 have been told of numerous cases
which on the face of fhem indieated that
the treatment received hy the elient was
not all that one would expeet, and certainly
not such az this House would endorse. That
heing =0, we need something in the way of
inquiry apart from investigations by the
profession itself. Tt is hardly reasonable to
" sugwest that reform and  conlrel of ouv
legal profession will come as the vesult of
inguiry from within the profession. " I am
not saying that the profession should not
he called upon to assist in the investigation.
The investigation eould not he complete un-
less there was obtained from those adminis-
tering legnl affairs evidence to assist the
select committee in arviving at conclusions
But if the Attorney Ceneral wishes to as-
sist the member for Fremantle and the pub-
lie in investigating the practices of lawyers,
as to whether these practices ave in the in-
terest of the profession itself and in those
of the general public, he should institnte
an inquiry outside the profession. If he
vould indicate that the Government ave pre-
pared to investigate from without, the
House would deubHtess be satisfied; but if
the Government suggest the appointment
of someone more or less closely associated
with the profession, I take it that members
must vofe for the select committee. On the
other hand, if the Government agree to the
holding of an inquiry and intimate that they
will appeint an iwnvestigator who is free
from professional influence and is capable
of advancing the public interest, the voting
will be quite simple.

The Attorney General: What iz vour ob-
jeetion to a judgze, who =honld he more im-
partial than any other man that could be
thosen?

Hon. W. D, JOHXNSOXN: Naoturally T do
not wish to refleet in any way, but it is
buman nature that a judge, who has de-
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veloped through and who has bheen a550¢1-
ated with the lemal profession, should lean
towards that profession, in whieh, more-
over, he practized before atiaiping bis high
status,

Mr. Parker: Do not you think a judge
would be very severe on any legal practi-
tioner not upiiolding the honourable tradi-
tions of the profession?

Hon, W. D. JOHNSON: I quite agree.
It a judze of the Supreme Court investi-
wated a question of this kind, he would
cevtainly take drastic action, or suggest
drastic pennlties, in the ease of any lawver
enilty of undermining the prestige of the
profession, )

The Attorney General: All important law
reforms in the last eentury came from law-
vOrs.

Hon. W. D. JOHNSOX: That iz quite
possible.  The member for Fremantle made
several points. He dealt with the unseru-
pulous section of the legal profession. I
know perfectly well that that profession has
no higher percentage of unsatisfactory mem-
bers than has any other profession or call-
ing. It is true, however, that lawyers
have specinl opportunities, because of their
leral knowledge, of deceiving the publie.
{f one is told by a lawyer that this is
right and the other is wrong, one says to
onesell, ‘* By his legal knowledge and legal
training he is in a better position to judge
than T am,’’ and one is inelined to ae-
cept the adviee given. But at this june-
ture we want the subject investigated from
the aspeet of protection of the public

against  unserupulous lawyers and of
metting the law so tightened wup that
unserupulous lawyers in future will not
be able to practizse those question-

able wmethods of which the existence is
established by the information the mem-
ber for ¥remantle has furnished. Similar
information has been given within the last
few minutes by the member for Murehizon
(Mr. Marshall); in faet, the latter hon,
member recounted a2 personal experience.
Surely in view of experiences of that
nature, actially suffered by members of
this Chamber, as well as by others whom
it is our duty to protect, we shonld vote
for an inquiry. T repeat, I do nof helieve
that the legal profession has any larger
percentage of unserupulous members than
may be found in other walks of life. But,
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I also repeat, lawyers have special oppor-
tunities. The very existence of the Bar-
risters’ Bourd shows lhat a need Cor con-
tral is recognised. The investigation
should ascertain whether the kind of con-
trol we have fo-day is modern control.
The Barvisters' Board was created many
vears ago. Many reforms in the general
acdhninistration of affairs have taken place
since then. The Act giving the board con-
trel and direeting the board’s aetivitics
ie maintaining the prestize and standing of
the profession was passed so long ago thal
Parliament would be entively wise to ap-
print a seleel conunittee to look iuto that
aspect.

Sitting suspended from .15 to 7.30 pan.

Hon. W. 1. JOHNSON: I was about to
explain that the member for Fremantle
(Mr. Sleeman) desires the appointment of
a seleet commitiec to investigute the ques-
tion of whether we should retain the prae-
tice that has prevailed in this State of
compelling students, who wish to qualify
for the legal profession, to first serve their
apprenticeship as articled elerks. | am
inglined to think that, with the altered
conditions regarding educational fuctlities
here, there is no need for that practice
to he any longer abserved. When that sys-
tem of recuiring acticles to he served was
introduced, we had not the requisite edu-
cational facilities by which loeal stadents
could gain the necessary knowledge {o [it
them for presenting themselves for exami-
nation. Tt was necessary for them to go
elsewhere to secure that knowledge, or to
enter the profession as articled elevks and
thus secure education plus praetieal ex-
perience. That has ehanged.

Mr. Parker: Artieles still have io be
served in England.

Hon. W, D. JOHNSON: That may be
g0, and it may be argued that we adopted
the syvstem direct from the Old Tand.

Mr. Parker: Tt is the system in Vie-
toria, too.

Hon. W. N. JOHNSON: Perhaps so.

The Afttorney General: You reqnire a
earpenter fo serve his apprenticeship and
fo pass an exanination.

Hen, W. 1. JOHNSON: A knowledge of
the practieal use of tools is necessary for
a ecarpenter. Ie cannot gain that know-
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ledge by ordinary educalional means and,
even though lie sheounld pass through his
apprenticeship, the subseguent exnmination
does not qualify him to be a tradesman.
He may be taughi to preparve and read
plans. but to <do the aetunl work of =
varpenter enfails practical  edueation  in
the ulilisation ol tovols.

Mr. PPavker: Do you not desire the bud-
ding lawver to practice at drawing up
ageements?

Hon, W, 1), JOMNSON: Not necessarily.

The Attorney General: Do you think a
mim could draw up ngreements wilhout ever
having learnt to draw wp one?

Tlon. W. I). JOHNSON: Certainly not,
hut there are so many agreements that he
Ccats L’O]’]_\'.

Mr. Parker: That is the difficulty.

Mo, W. D. JOHNSCN: I am
(hai a lawver will ehange the phrasenlogy as
mueh as he ean to justify his employment,
but the faet remains that there nre many
agreements paid for (hat could he preparel
by the parties without the payment of fees.
TiLat is not what T am after.

Mr. Parker: But that is what the lawver
likes to have,

Hon. W. D. JOHNSON: T do not wish to
interfere with effiviency, bnt the point T am
making is that the edueational qualification
is recoghised as =uTicient in different parts
of Australasin.

My, Parker: fhly [or barvristers, not for
zolieilors,

Hon. W, D. JOHUNSON: Yes, and for
solieitors too. T have before me a New Zea-
land Aet of 1931 which sels ont the position
plainly, indiealing that there iz no need for
the serving of articles.

Mr. Parker: And there is no reciprocity
with New Zealand as a vesult of that.

Hon., W. . JOTINSON: That may be so.

aware

The fact remains that if one of owr students

passed his law exanduations at the Univer-
sify, he conld go to New Zealand and prae-
tise,

My, Parker: That s not so. He would
first have to he called to the bar here.

Hon. . D. JOIINSOXN: He could nnt be
called fo the bar here.

Mr. Parker: And, therefore, he could not
gain admission in New Zealand.

Hon. W. D. TOHNSON: If a law student
paszes his examination in New Zealand, ac-
cordling to the provisions of the Aet T have
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referred to, he ean he admitted as a barrister
i rolicitor.

Mr. Parker: I= there any speeial arrange-
ment as lo the nature of the examination?
Tt may he nuite a different type of examina-
tion.

Hon, W. D, JOHNSON: Be that as it
may, the fact is that there is no need for a
man to he articled as a clerk to enter the
legal profession in New Zealand.

The Attornex Geneval: May I see that
New Zealand Act?

Tlon. W. N, JOHXSON: Yes. T will
have the Aet sent across as it is evident Min-
isters on the Treasury bench require to he
cducated,  As p sueccessful law student 'n
Western Australin. having passed his es-
aminations here, can go to New Zealand and
be admitted withonf serving articles, a dis-
tinet handicap iz imposed wpon the sons of
those who are mot in a financial position to
provide for their upkeep and maintenance
during fthe period intervening hefore the
voung men ean he admitted to the lewal pro-
fession.

Mr. Parker: Do vou suggest that such law
students should gain their experience at the
cxpense of their clients or of theiv parents?

Mon. W, D. JOINSOX: Xo: what T want
is the appoinfment of a select rommittee to
investigate the position to ascertain whethor
we cannot arrive at a modification of the
existing practice. T New Zealand has
means hy which the passing of an examina-
tion iz deemed sufficient to admit of a sue-

cessful eandidate aaining admission te the

har, there must e some justifieation for that
practice, which lhas heen in operation in
New Zealand for some time. I want (o
assist the member for Fremantle in his de-
sire to have the present law reviewed, to find
out whether any havdship or injustice is he.
ing inflicted wpon our loeal law students. 1
do net profess to know a great deal about
this question: T was impressed by the argu-
ments snbmitted by the member for Fre-
mantle, but more so hy those of the Attorney
General himself, He admitted that things
had happened fhat were not creditable to
the profession, and that those incidents hal
been possible under the existing law. The
question arises as to whether the Barristers’
Board are functionine for the protection of
the public te the maximum extent possible
within their powers. Then the committee
will he abhle to aseertain whether hetter
means ean be emploved for securing to the
public better and less expensive serviee,
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with a reduction of the exploitation thai
has heen exposed during the debate. T have
already emphasised the position of our law
gtudents as heing worthy of investigatiou,
An investigation of sueh a nature into
the administration of the provisions of an
old Aet of Parliament is an edueation in
itselt to wembers participating iu the in-
yuirv.  We are apt to get into 8 rut and
believe that becanse a law has heen in
existence for a long tine, there is no need
to review it.  As a matfer of facr, if we
are to keep puce with the times, we should
see to it that all professiens and activities
are kepi up Lo date, and that in all ser-
viees 1o humanity we shall not only review
onr own metheds of administration, but
wnin knowledge of what ix heiny done else-
where.  ven =o, 8 member who mayv read
up his subjeet conscientionsly and become
proficient in his knowledge of what is ¢one
clsewhere as eompared with conditions that
exist in the State, can do very little ex-
cept to distvibute his knowledge in an at-
tempt to urze that sewmething shall he done,
Seldnm, if cver, does he succeed to any great
extent.  The member for Clavemont (M.
North) delivered a wonderful speech 1re-
varding curveney amd eredit, and outlined
very elliciently the advantages of the Doug-
las eredit system. But he is not going to
wet very Inr in regard to that. He recog-
nised himself that his knuwledge would not
secure reform, but he used his knowledge
i« desire to influcuce this Chamber to
have a committee to investigale whai he
thought would be an improvement on exist-
ing conditions. The member for Fremantle
i3 nrging the same thing, He has reason to
helieve the public are nob being served as
they should be served hy members of the
legal profession. He helieves the control
iz a little loose, that things are happening
to-day which should not be tolerated, and
be simply says that the law, being old, has
hecome obsolete and that the praetices of
to-day should not he tolerated under our
modern ideas. Therefore, I hope the House
will agree to the motion and that a seleat
committee will be appointed to advise Parlia-
ment as to what is best in the public iniet-
ests in relation to the terms of the meotion,

MR. PIESSE (Katanning) {7.44]: The
hon. member no doubt was actnated by
very laudable desires in moving his no-
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tion, but I doubt whether it would serve
to obtain the results he expects if the sel-
ect committee were appointed as he sug-
gests. Members will agree there is room
for investigation into those rules of the
Supreme Court which govern the charges
made by solicitors, but as I say, I am
doubtful whether the best results will he
obtained by appointing a select committee,
and I hope the hon. member will necept
the offer of the Attorney General to ap-
point n judge of the Supreme Court to
make the necessary investigations. But 1
am doubtful whether the mere appoint-
ment of a judge alone wounld satizfy mem-
bers that sueh an inguiry would fulfil all
that is desired. 1 soggest that in addition
to appeinting a judge, the Aitorney Gen-
eral might avail himself of the assiztonce
of two reputable accountants or auditors
who, although laymen, would bave a prae-
tical knowledge of legnl matiers and of the
charges made hy way of ordinary costs,
I hope the member for Fremantle will ac-
cept the Attorney General's promise that a
judge of the Supreme Court shall be ap-
pointed as Commissioner and T hope the
Attorney General will appoint to assist that
judge two <competent aecountants ov
auditors to inquire into the Supreme Court
charges and more partieularly into solici-
tors’ eosts. From time to time all mem-
bers have had experience of seemingly un-
duly high costs whieh upon investization
have proved to be capable of justifieation.
But also we have bad knowledge of some
utterly unreasonable charges made which
if investigated would never have been nl-
lowed to stand. I myself have experi-
enced such charges, costs for the attend-
ance of some clerk, or costs for perusing
certain papers. Certainly there is ample
voom for investigation into the charges of
the Supreme Court, and since those
charges are fixed by the judges of the
court, it would perhaps be fairer if when
the Attorney General is considering the
appointrent of a judge to investigate this
question, he should also secure the assis-
tance of two other persons as I have sug-
gested.

MR. GRIFFITHS (\von) [7.33]: 1 will
_support the motion for the reasons put
forward by the member for Katanning.
The Attorney General the other evening
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made cerfnin statements in regard to soli-
citors’ charges and contended that there
might be good reasons for those charges
which did not appear clear to the layman.

MR. PARKER (North-East Fremantle)
[7.54]: 1 propose to vote against the mo-
tion for the reason that it would be absurd
for persons with no knowledge of the law
and its practice generally to attempt to
draw up a scale of fees or decide what
should he the qualifications of candidates.
We have an excellent example, for the
mover of the motion produced a mass of
acgounts, but it js quite impossible to de-
cide whether those aceounts are good, bad
or indifferent, for one must first know the
natore of the work the solicitor was en-
gaged npon. It is a common thing for a
man to walk into a solicitor’s office and say
he is going to do this or thal. The solici-
tor says it is not worth while, that it will
cost a lot of money, whereupon the client
says he does not care, he is going ahead
with it. He goes ahead anud perhaps loses,
und when he gets his aceount he says, “My’
elaim was fov only £10, yet the costs are
£20.7  That is quite likely, for we know of
many instances where a penalty of perhaps
£1 is inflicted and eventually the case goes
to the High Courl. The amount of the
vlnim has nothing whatever to do with the
amount of work invelved. The amount of
work involved and the quality of that work
might be far higher in 2 cnse vver a small

“amount than perhaps in a ease invelving a

large amount. If opne wants to sue a man
for the return of £1,000 loaned on mort-
zage, the work invelved is just the same
as it would he if the amount were £50,000,
and the costs too arve the same, The ques-
tion revolving round the motion is as to
whether a person should serve articles. We
have had New Zealand guoted as the only
race where articles are not served.

My, Sleeman: No, Queensland also.

Mr. PARKER: For a solivitor?

Mr. Sleeman: No, for a barrister.

Mr PARKER: I thought so. There is
a lack of knowledge as to the doties of bhar-
risters and solieitors, Thex are entirely
different. T remember when T was going for
my examinations the examiner here was Dr.
Smith, the Commissioner of Titles. Tn dis-
cussing the matter one dayx he said to me.
“Here yvou have to he examined for hoth
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branches of the law and have to go up for
yvour examination to qualify az a harrister
and as a solicitor as well. Hence you re-
quire to have so many papers.” New Zea-
land sets this out very distinetly. It is well
recognised that for a barrister, articles are
not necessary because the barrister's job
is purely and simply pleading in court. The
barrister does not come into contact with
the client, for the solicitor instruects the bar-
rister. The harrister does net have to work
up the ease and advise in the first instance;
he advises only on technical matters and
pleads in court on special things. He re-
quires to know inore pasticularly the law
of evidence, which the solicitor does not
know at all. The New Zealand Aet speci-
ally sets ont what is required as the guali-
firations of a bavrister and what is required
as the qualifications of a solicitor. 1 say

that in New Zealand articles are necessary .

for a solicitor, but under a different name.
Let me read a section of their Aet as fol-
lows:—

The examination of candidates for admis-
sion as solicitors of the court shall he con-
ducted by the University of New Zealand.
The Senate of the University shall preseribe
the naturc and conditions of such examina-
tions and the edoeational and praetieal
qualifications of candidates and may also
prescribe such courses of study and practical
training and experience for such candidates
as it thinks fit.

Except as provided in the next suecceding
subsection no person shall be admitted as a
solicitor of the court unless the court or a
judge thereof is satisfied by the preduction
of a certificate signed by or on behaif of the
registrar of the University that the eandidate
has completed the preseribed courses of stndy
and of practical training and experience, that
he has passed the prescribed examinations and
has otherwige complied with the requirements
prescribed by the senate of the University in
accordance with this seetion.

Therefore they have articles in New Zea-
tand, but under a different name.

Mr. Sleeman: What name?

Mr. PARKER: As set out in that see-
tion I have read, namely, the University
shall prescribe the course of study and
practical training and experience of ean-
didates.

Mr. Sleeman: For how long are they
articled there?

My, PARKER: According to the regu-
lations of the TUniversity probably three
or five vears. It is suggested by the mem-
her for Guildford-Midland (Hon. W, D,
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Johnson) that we want to see that the
public ave properly served. 1  entirely
agree with that, The whele abjeci of the
Legal Praciitioners Act is to cnsure that
the public are properly served as far as
that is po=sible and are not left at the
mercy of uninualified persons. The barris-
ter is instructed by the solicitor. The elient
dors not come into touch with the barris-
ter, but it is essential that the solicitor
should be a man qualified by practical ex-
perience. 1 saw a very striking case in
our gourt the other day where a man at-
tempted to eonduct hiz own case. He
lacked most lamentably any knowledge of
the luw of evidence and had not the fog-
giest notion how to present his ease. 1
considered that he had a perfeetly good
¢ase had he only known how to present
it. but the net result was that le lost the
the case nnd had to pay the eosts. If he
had been let loose on the public and some
unfortunate client, secing his brass plate,
had thought him qualified and permitted
by Jaw to draw fees from the publie, had
engaged him, the -client would have suf-
fered. Tt was not the individual’s fault:
it was the fact that he had not had an
opportunity of gaining practical experi-
ence, amd it I3 the practical experience
that tells., WWhen a man obtains his de-
azvee, that merely zives hin a first-class
opportunity to improve his knowledge. He
it enabled by the practice he gets to im-
prove himseglf. Undoubtedly it would be
most dangerous to do away with articles
or with somec practieal training—eall it
what we like: [ do not eare what it be
called—but it must be praeticai training.
1f we do away with articles as articles,
the University, if that is to be the insti-
fution to conduet the examinations, will
set examinations that can be passed only
hy persons who have had practical train-
ing. That would be satisfactory, but the
argutnent put forward in favour of the
motion is that an individual, becauvse he
happened to he brilliant at purely book
work or book learning, though not possess.
inr any  practienl  knowledge, should be
able to gain his knowledge at the expense
of his and other people’s elients. If he
wrongly advised his clienfs to go to law,
he would cause expense not only to his
own elients hut to other parties also.
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Hen. AL F. Troy: Does not that happen
now?

_ Mr. PARKER: Of comse it does, but the
mischief 15 minimised.

Houn, M. . Trey: Abrabam Lineoln
would never have been a Jawyer had he been
requited o pass coXaminations.

The Attorney General: He served artieles,

Hon. M, ¥, Troy: No, be did not.

The Attornex General: I should he sur-
pried if he did not.

Mr. PARKER: Whether Abraham Lin-
coln gerved arficles or passed an examina-
tion docs not matter. Tf I could be sure
that the graduates of the University were
all budding Ahraham Lincolns, there would
not he any argument, but unfortunately
they are not likely to be.

Hou. M. . Troy: A judge told e that
it the trade mnion leaders who appear m
the Arbitration Court had had the oppor-
tunity, they would be hetter than two-thirds
of the lawyers.

Mr. PARKER : Undoubfedly; the natura!
ability is far greater than the ability forced
in by book learning. Ome is far more like-
ly to find out whether a person has natural
ability when that person is doing practical
work than by his mercly passing an exam-
ination to get 2 degree. A number of clerks
become articled and wever finish their arti-
cles. After a year or two they find that
they have chosen the wrong walk of life
and out they zo. That is a protection for
the public, but if those yonng men at 17
fo 21 years of ege passed their examina-
tions and were foisted on the publie, we
wounld have all sorts practising who had no
heart in their work and no natural aptitnde
for the ecalling. I am not suggesting that
there are nof people in that walk of life
who would not he hetter in some other
sphere.

Mr. Withers: You would not sngpest that

a select committee wonid let all and sundry

practise?

Mr. PARKER: I am not prepared to
say what the seleet committee would put
forth, especially as it js obvious who some
of the members of the select committee
would be. T sugeest that the mover of the
motion had no idex what he was talking
about.

Mr. Sleeman: Don't talk nonsense! T
know that you are the only one in the
House possessed of any wisdom!
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Mr, PARKER: | am glad the hon. mem-
ber reecognises it

Mr. Steeman: No one else has the hrain
or wisdom that you have!

v PARKER: In presenting the motion,
the member for Frenmntle betrayed a lack
of knowledge of the subjeet. I mm not
Llaning hin; he has been bhadly instructed
vizht throngh,

Mr. Rleeman: 1 shall instruet yon pre-
sently.

Mr, PARKER: Very well.

My Steeman: You have misled the House.

Hon. M. 1" Troxy: You should have said,
“My Jearned friend has been badly ad-
vised.”

Mr, PABKER: Yes. Costs ave fixed by
the judges. 1 suppese there is no one who
leoks more askance at a member of the legal
profession who does anything shady than
does a judge. The judges guard very jeal-
ously the dignity of the law, and I think we
arve perfectly safe in leaving anything per-
taining to lawyers in ihe hands of the
Jndges. .

Mr., Marshall: But what does a judge
know ahout your bLilling up costs against
me as yvour client? 1 simply get vour ae-
connt, and the judge knows nothing about
it.

Mr. PARKER: Of course he does not;
no one suggests that he does.

Mr. Marshall: Then why talk alout the
judze?  To peeulate the fees for lawvers
to clurge is one thing, but to pay the fees
iz another thing.

My, SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Murchison has had his say on the mo-
tion.

Mr. Marshall: And the memher for North-
Fast Tremantle had a2 good sav while T was
speaking.

Mr. PARKER: Olviously the person to
make an inquiry is a judge, provided the
Monse thinks fit to have an inquiry into
the question and Incidence of costz and
also the question of aftering the avehnic
method at present in foree of rendering
those eosts, [ candidly confess that very
few laxmen ean ar will read a lawyer's bill
of eostzs, and that fewer still, having
read if, ean understand it. 1t would he {ar
Letter if comething were done to obviate the
need for lawvers to present their bills in the
fors now required, The Attorney General
has promised inquiry inta the matter. and
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when inquiry is made, I trust it will be for
the benefit of the public at large. and of the
lawvers, toa, The lawyvers have no desire
to render what T may fairly deseribe as tie
present absurd hills of costs with the
peculiar  and exiraordinary details which
they are hound to show under the existing
law, Tt is not at all surprising that when
a persons reads a lawyer’s bill of eosts, Fe
chould laugh at the travesty appareat in the
items mentioned in it. Lawyers, however,
ure always cock-shies, and they do not worry
abont it. We do nof hear muech about the
bill of costs of a land agent, When one asks
o land agent the price of a certain house, or
places a houwse in his hands for sale, one i3
not surprised, when husiness results, to he
hilled for £25 or £100, thongh the agent has
done practieally nothing. His charges are
regulated by the Chamber of Commerce
seale. T admit that some land agenis have
luek in doing husiness quiekly; sometimes
a fortnight or move elapses and no sale re-
tult=,  Mneh the same thing, however, ap-
plies to  lawyers; they do quite a lot f
work for whieh they cannot and do not
charge. This TMouse, however, wonld be
anite wrongly informed if it were suggested
that =olicitors almost generally overcharged
and bamhonzled their clients. A solicitor
who did that might last six or 12 months,
but ke wonld soon be found out hy the pub-
lie. Some might escape, but the majority
would soon be found out. T think an in-
auiry, conducted by a judge, would be ard.
vizsable to show members that lawyers, or
at any rale =ome of them, are not as bhad
a= they have heen painted,

MR. HEGNEY (Middle Swan) [8.12]:
1 support the motion. On only two ocea-
sions have T had experience of lawvers, and
an hofh oceasions T eonsider I was wrongly
chareed. However. T coneludeq that the best
course was to pay and to say no more aboat
it. One of those experiences related to a
slizht necident to a molor ear. I admittad
that T was in the wrong, and agreed to make
wood certain damage T had done. T wrofe
to the party and informed him of it, but he
did not come near me for some six weeks.
and then hLe eame with a ear damaged i
many ways, T was not keen about going on
with my proposition, and eventually T re-
ceived a letter from a lawver sayving that if
1 did not pay the amount of damage, “plus
my costs”  proceedings would he taken.
Reiner a member of the Aulomobile Club T
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sought the advice of the officials of thaf in-
stitution, and was informed that as I had
admitted T was in the wrong, I was hound 1o
pay. What I resented was having to pay
the costs for the letter sent me, which was
no part of the deht. On the other oceasion,
I was responsible for taking a certain party
to # soligitor to advise him on a technieal
yuestion, and eventually the solicitor charged
me for the advice the other party had given
him. The matter in gquestion conceraed a
house I had had erected, and the architect
was required to advise the solicitor as to
how the costs had been allocated. I ques-
tioned the sclicitor’s charge of 15s. against
me, hut was told it was a fair charge. The
architeet ocenpied only about five minntes
in giving the advice to the solicitor. That
lawyer is a <lecent fellow, but L thought his
charge against me was altogether unwar-
ranted. However, T had to pay; I coneluded
that he was in the king position and that
there was po altemative to paying. Ub-
doubtedly most members of the legal profas-
ston are honourable men. hut unquestionably
in that as in all other walks of life the
Failings of human nature appear. Vvidence
of that is found in the misnppropriation
¢f trust funds handled by solicitors.
In all the States in Australia (here ave
men praetising nt the Bar who make slips,
bring disgrace upun themselves, and are
uften the means of grave refleclivn being
east upon the profession. 1 naderstand
the Barristers’ Boord are doing something
i that direction. T have one or two legal
friends in New Souih Wales where sclici-
tors and barvisters are in sepurate
hranches of the profession.  Many mem-
bers of the Laboonr movement have quali-
tied for admisston to the Bar. Some of
them Dbecame members of Parliament,
passed their legal examinations, and even-
tually bhecame practitioners. Mr. W, A
Holman, K.C.. is a member of the Federal
Parhiament. There 1= also Mr MeKell, a
Minister in the Lang Administration. He
was secretary to the Roiler Makers! Union.
T remember when he first hegan to study
law, THe was a Minister of the Crown.
At the end of five or six  vears he was
able to pass his examinations and to prae-
tise law in New Routh Wales.. Billy
Hughes kecame a member of the profes-
«ion in the same way. Tu this State the
fate Mr. Walker. who was a member of
thi= Chamber, was articled to o solieiter
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in town, apd whilst drawing his Parlia-
mentary salary was able fo pass his ex-
aminations and qualify as a practitioner.
The activities of members of the profes-
sion should he as open to investigation as
the activities of other sections of the peo-

ple.  1f certain wages arve fixed by the Ar-
bitration Court and the workers eon-
cerned demand something higher, and

eventually ge on strike because they do
not get it, fhe first people to attack them
are members of the legal profession; but
when lawyers charge excesive fees noth-
ing is said about il. Instances have been
quoted by the member for Fremantle (Mr.
Sleeman) anrd the member for Murehison
(Mr. Marshall} of exeessive charges that
have been made by lawyers. One ecase
alone warrants the appointment of a select
comnittee, namely, that of the wmother
who was charged a guinea for accompany-
ing her son to a lawyer's office. T am
sure that members of ihe Country Party
could quote numbers of instanees of high
charges being imposed upon farmers in
connection with mortgages, ete. What is
there to hide. Honourable members of the
profession would welcome an investigation
to clear the atmosphere and let in
the light of day. T knew of the ease of
a certain lawyer who was instructed to
apply for the payment of 1Zs. made up
of room rent 7s. and money lent 3s.,
and he added to his bill that the matter
must be attended to immediately in order
to save further trouble, and the sum of
6s. Bd. paid as legal costs. If that is not
extortionate 1 do not know what is. This
is the type of thing a select committee
should he appointed to ventilate. As the
the member for North-East ¥Fremantle
{Mr. Parker) points out there may be
some unserupulous members of the pro-
fession, bul these people are allowed to
continue their malpractices, and they con-
tinue to get business beeaunse so few know
what they are doing. 1f these persons
could be cxposed by the evidence given
before a select committee, they would no
longer be permitted to continue their sharp
practices.  The general eommunity are
not aware that excessive charges are im-
posed by eertain members of the profes-
sion. The lawyer who charged Gs. 8d.
when he asked for the payment of 125 is
well known to me, and is a reputable per-

[ASSEMBLY.]

son.  This appears to he the minimum
charge that is made but having regard for
the total amount of the debt it was out of
all reason. T am sure that many farmers
have been exploited by unscrupulous law-
vers, and that this could hs testifled to

by members on the cross benches. I in-
tend fo vote for the motion.
HON. M, F, TROY (Mt Magnet)

[8.22]): I sympathise with the member for
Fremantle (Mr, Sleeman) in his effort to
secure reform in the legal profession, but
what intrignes me is the question, “Who is
to make up the seleet committee?’ If it
is formed of members of the House how
is it to get the information required? I
would never agree to serve on the commit-
tee beeause rolicitors and barristers would
get all over me. [ should find myself help-
lexss at their hands. We have all had ex-
periences such as have been quoted by mem-
bers, and if we have not had them person-
ally we have ecome into contaet with those
who have had the experience. Imagine a
committee of laymen of this House eross-
questioning n solieitor in order to gain in-
formation of this character! In this, as
well as in the medieal profession, there is
an esprit-de-corps which exists in no other
professions. Have we ever heard of mem-
bers of either profession giving evidence
agninst each other? Would they allow a
hody of laymen to poke their noses into
their affaivs? Tf they have all the privi-
leges which members say they have, how
would they he persuaded to tell members
in what mamner these privileges could he
aholished? What would happen  here
would apply in the zame way to the motion
for the appointment of » select committec
to inguire into the University. Again we
should be in a hopeless position. The only
membhers of the House who would have the
necessary knowledge and information con-
cerning legal matters are those who are also
members of the legal profession. I do not
think any of them would want to serve on
the commitiee. In the case of the medical
profession it would he impossible to gel
people to give evidence against their con-
{reves. 1 think the member for Fremantle
would have no difficully in getting a seleet
eommittee appointed, but I fear that it
would not gei mmeh information. Such in-
formation ns it might get would not hring
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about the reform he desives. If he asked
for the appeintment of a Royal Commis-
sion, ¢omprising men who have the requis-
ite knowledge to go into the whole question
of legal reform, some good resulis might
be achieved, but I cannot see how it is pos-
sible to get results from a hody of lay-
men selected from this Chamber. [ am not
prepared to say that the charges of mem-
bers of the legal profession arve always ex-
cessive, or that dishonest practices are
adopted, or that lawyers do not give their
clients a fair deal. There are black shcep
in the profession, and we meet such people
fairly frequently. From my cxperienee I
think the profession contains a number of
most altruistic men. [ have been in the
happy position of getting legal advice from
eminent members of the profession without
having to pay any fee.

Mr. Kenneally: Has it been worth the
price?

Hon. M. ¥. TROY: [ would be ungrate-
Ful if I did not record that in their favour.
On severn) oceasions [ have asked for legal
advice. T have gone to men who are high
in the profession. At one time I was seri-
ously libellod when I oceupied the position
of Speaker. I was very much hurt about
it, for the libel was both a savage and a
contse one.
of the legal profession for advice, he said,
“I think vou will win, but it will cost you
a 1ok of money, a lot of dirt will be thrown
at vou, and if you will take my advice you
will not go on with the matter.” I found it
very good adviee and it was given to e
at the eost of a guinea. In a day or two
evervone forgot all sbhout the incident, but
if T had not taken this adviee I should bave
heen subjected to a great deal of worry and
trouble, and a lot of things would doubtless
have Deen said about me which were as
talse as was the original libel. It was good
alvice, und very cheap in the circumstanees.
If members want to get legal advice, they
should go to men of good chavacter. If
they wo to the best men they are the
cheapest men in the long run. I have al-
ways luken that precaution myself, and so
far T have had very good rvesults. If a
person goes to any sort of solicitor, parti-

cularly the man whose morality is not
very strong, he will get results which

e must expect. Not long ago I diseussed
a case with a legal member of this House,

When [ approached a member
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concerning a lawyer who represented a
client who had applied for workers’ com-
pensation. The amounnt of compensaiion
due to the petitioner was about £20, but
the lawyer's fees amounted to £86. That
was 4 reprehensible eharpe, and it is the

sort of thing that is responsible for
this motion. I also know of ocea-
sions  when legal men have acted Ffor
hoth  sides in a case. A

person may
be fold to eonsult a certain solicitor, when
that solicitor is already acting for the
other party. It ix a very dishonest prae-
tice, but the dishonesly eaunot be removed
by the appointment of a select committee.
The matter must be cleared up in some
other way. 1 do not know what influence
the Barristers’ Board have. It should bLe
exercised in the direction of the purifica-
tion of the profession. 1t is generally un-
derstood that once a person gets into the
hands of the legal fraternity he does not
zel out of them without being fleeced. That
opinion is held because many people have
had experiences of that sort. My own ex-
perience, however, was to the contrary. It
is Decanse of the gemeral experience that
hostility to the profession exists to-day. The
member for Fremantle wants to know why
the Barristers’ Board have not taken action.
I do not know how that board operates, and
the Attorney (General owmitted to tell us. No
doubt the hoard would take no action ua-
less the matter was hrought before their
notiee in the proper manner.

The Attorney General: Certainly.

Hon. M. I* TROY: It is quite natural
that the Barristers’ Board should refuse to
poke its nose into all the_husiness of eiti-
zens. If, however, the bhoard acted when
matters of that kind were broughi to its
notice, it acted in a very proper way, for
which one must ecommend the hoard. Now,
L do not =ay it oceurs frequently, but it
does oecur too often, that people who go
to solicitors are taken down.

The Attorney General: Onee is too often,
of course.

Hon. M. F. TROY: The member for
North-East Fremantle said that lawyers who
adopted such practices did not last long.
But they do last long, hecause it is nobody’s
business and because they are too clever for
the ordinary citizen. What hope has a lay-
man against a professiona] man? None at
all. Unless he gets some member of the
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legal profession to take up his ease, he ean-
not possibly succeed. I have known cases
in whieh other legal gentlemen showed them-
selves strongly disinclined, no watter what
the circumstances, to take action against a
man of their profession. I can understand
their objection; but T have wever yet known
of a ease—yes, T have heard of a case in
which——

The Attorney General: There have been
quite & number of snch cases,

Hon. M. F. TROY : Not too many, bui it
may have happened in a number of cases, T
have brought certain {aects nnder the notice
of legal men, and have said to them, “That
wag a rascally thing to do.” The legal prac-
titioner has shaken his head and not said
much, exeept perhaps, “Of course there are
rageally members of the profession” But
he would not take aetion. One can under-
stand his difidence about taking action in
the viveomstancesx, T have yet to learn that
ti. pass an exanuination makes a satisfactory
solivitor or harrister. [ do not discount the
educational advanfages possessed by a law-
ver: [ regard them as cssential. However, |
am uite prepared to say that T could pick
ouf a dozen men in this country, some of
them advoeates praetising in the Arbitva-
tion Court, who, given a few years’ ex-
perience, would make far more ewminent
solieitors and Dbarristers than 90 per ceni.
of Universitv-teained lawyers, 1 under-
staml  that in  the United States soli-
citors and barristers do not pass examina-
tions. They may serve articles, but their
fitness Tor the legal profession is not de-
eided by ihe passing of an examination.
T cannot see how examinations fit a man
for n profession. The passing of exami-
nations may be evidence of certain educa-
tional qualifieations, of book learning.

The Attorney Ceneral: Some people
want examinations to be the only test.

Hon. M. F. TROY: T would not have
that. That wonld be absohtely ridiculons,
But, unforfunately, examination is largely
the only test. TE I serve the ordinary ar-
ticles and pass an examination, T hecome
a fully qualified legal! praectitioner; and,
o far as T am aware. there is no other
test. That is something we onght to sim-
plify. There ought to be some other means
by which a person desirous of enfering the
leral profession may be able to adopt that
calling, Tn Ameriea, T understand, the
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citizens who follow the law study the law,
and prove their fitness by their eapaecity
before the courts; which is more than is
done by many solicitors in Western Aus-
tralia, who do not prove their fitness at
all, They advise people to go to court
when they have no eause. That is the un-
fortunate part. Such a lawyer says to a
client, “Yes, yon can win all right”; and
then when the case is lost, of course he
talks about bad law on the part of the
Judge. Hon., members know that. 1 have
heard that view expressed very often in-
deed-—Dbad law! When I was Minister fo
Mines, a certain ecase was brought under
my  notice, aml [ was told that the
adverse Judgment in the ease was had law,
Though without lega! training, I took the
file home and studied it for s few nights.
Bad addvice had mulet this country in £70,-
00 damnages  and - costs—hbad - advice, not
bad law at all. T discovered thai the
court was right and that the lawyers wern
wrong. Again, a client has no gnarvaniee
that a solieiter’s advice is right. Seome-
times a solicitor, like other men, 15 lazy
and does not go into the rubjeet, At the
last minute he goes into court totally un-
prepared. I do not know how to get over
that sort of thing. The member for Fre-
mantle may get o select committee Dut
the danger of the whole thing is that the
select committee may make the position of
the legal profession more impregnable. 1f
the seleet committee are going to gef in-
formation which will simplify legal pro-
cesses, they must have advisers; ahd
where are they to get those advisers? The
seleect committes will require legal ad-
visers to inform them regarding the in-
tricacies of the law; atherwise the select
committee will fail. T shail vote with the
mover, although I realise the utter hope-
lessness of n committee of this character
wetting legal practitioners to admit any-
thing. T should say that if they admitied
the things which the member for Freman-
tle wants them to admit, they would be ex-
tremely foolish. TE any lawyver were io
admit an instance of legal malpraectice, or
were to acknowledge that ecosts should be
cut down. he would be acting against his
own interests, and wonld hecome highly
unpopular in the profession. Undoubtedly
law ecosts are excessive. There ouzht to
he a hody to supervise law costs, and, when
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tecessary, do et theme down, A proles-
sional witness suel as 1he wotion seems
to all for would be of very bad standinz
in his own profession. He would hecome
an ahsolute outeast. T eould not imagine
his giving the seleet committee the evi-
dence desived. 1t wonld not profit him.
It the member lor Fremantle is going to
wet  the information that he suggests he
shouwld have, it will be necessary for him
io call the most eminent men in the legal
profession: and naturally they would noi
give evidence disercditing others. They
would be most eareful and most sernpulous
ahont their testimony. The «¢lect com-
mittee may he appointed, hut it will not get
the results antictpated.

MR. ANGELO ((ascovne) [8.39]: The
member for Fermantle put up a gond case
for an inguiry, and at the conclusion of lis
speech T felt inclined to support him in his
demand for a scleet committee. The inclina-
tion continued until T heard the offer made
by the Attorney Cleneral, to request n Sa-
preme Court judge to Inquire into the mat-
ter, | respectfully say that Western Aus-
tralians should he proud of their Supreme
Courf jndges, and that if any one of them
15 scleeted For and undertakes this inguiry
T for one shall he qunite satisfied with the
report whieh he will submit.

MR. SLEEMAN (Fremantle —in reply)
[8.40]: T presume T should reply first to
what without offence T may term the smaller
fry. My learned friend from North-Fast
Fremantle hegan by saying that articles
were neeessary in Queensland.

Mr. Parker: In New Zealand.

My, SLEEMAN: Ng, in Queensland. 1
said they were not necessarv in Queensland,
and the hon. member said thex were neces-
sary. They are quite unneces~ary in Queens-
Inand as rezards barristers.  Barristers do
not serve articles in Queensland.

The Attorney CGeneral: Avlicles are uot
neeessary, so far as barvisters are concerned,
anywhere in the world.

AMre, SLEEMAN: Articles are necessary
in Western Australia.

Mr. Parker: XNo.

Mr. SLEEMAN: A man cannot qualify

for praetice as a  barrister by woing
o our TUniversity: but a man  ean,

hy going to the TUinversity of Qucens-
land, become a  harrister.  That is a
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hiad advertisement for our University. I
held that the lads turned ouf of our Univer-
sily are just as competent as thosze turned
oul of the Queenzland University. The men-
her for North-East Fremantle must know
that there is the distinetion I mentioned.

The Attornev (ieneral: Pardon me, but a
harrister is ealled to the bar,

Mr. SLEEMAN: DBut a man cannot be
called to the bar in Western Australia. He
has no ehance of ever joining the bar lerc
upless he proves to the satisfaction of the
Barristers’ Board that he has never earned
i penny while serving articles. Undoubtedly
the mewher for North-East Fremantle is
quite aware of thag fael.

The Attornev Geneval: Why mis-state
lacts? [ do not suppose that for the last
20 years there has heen an articled clerk who
has not earned meney during the whole of
the time he has been acticled.

Mr. BLEEMAN: Will the Attorney Gen-
eral tell e how many have obtained such
permission from the Barristers’ Board in
the last 20 years—permission to earn some-
thing outside in order to help to keep them
uolng.

Mr. Parker: The articled clerk earns in
the olilice.

My, SLEFEMAN: [ have made every en-
deavonr to find these inings out.

The Attorney General: What endeavour
have you made?

AMr. SLEEMAN: The endeavour sug-
gusted by the Attorney General, to go
down fo the office of the Barristers’ Board
and azk for.the information. [ interviewed
the seeretary of the board. This is a mat-
ter which concerns the Barristers’ Board,
and from the seeretary T met with a flat
refusal: “*No, of course [ could never tell
you that unless my hoavd first instructed
nme to do so.”’

The Attorney CGieneral:
vou eome to me?

AMr, SLEEMAN: In spite of that refusal
1 taok every opportunity to satisfy myself
how many articled clerks had been granted
permission, and how many had heen
turned down. But T now state—and what
I say can be corrected if it is wrong—
that during the last 25 vears only one ar-
ticled clerk in Western Aunsiralia has heen
rranted permission fo enrn whilst going
theough his legal course. That was the
late Mr. Thomas Walker. No Barristers’
Board  would ever dare to refuse Mr.

Why did not
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Walker. beenuse he was a highly capable
man and would have brought in legislation
yuick and lively if the board had refused
him the permission he souzht. [ helieve
Mr. Walker is the only man in a great
number of years who was given permis.
sion—

Mr. T'arker: I had permission mysclf.

e, SLEEMAXN : The member for North-
East Fremantle seemed to me never to
have heard of the New Zealand Act, he-
cause he and the Attorney Genernl were
most anxious fo get hold of the volume.
I =ent it across to them. The memler for
North-East Fremantle quoted part of it.
and said that it was necessary in New
Zealand to serve artieles to become 2 soli-
citor. The hon. member qnoted portions
of the Act. ‘

Mr. Parker: I quoted Section 13.

Mr. SLEEMAN: But the hon. member
did not finish the quotation. Tn the New
Zealand Act, Section 12, which deals witl:
solicitors, reads:—

(1) Subject to the provisions of Seetion 13
hereof, every person, wale or female, of the
age of 21 years or upwards, coming within
any of the descriptions specified in- the next
sneceeding subsection shall be gualified to be
admitted and enrolled as a solicitor of the
court. (2) The deseriptions referred to in the
last preceding subscction are—(a) any person
who has passed the prescribed examination in
reneral knowledge and in law; () any person
who is a1 barrister of the court.

1 may point out in passing that in New
Zealand a barrister has not to serve ar-
ticles, but once he is admnitted ns a bar-
ister, he may later be admitted as a seliei-
tor. The section continues—

(¢) Any person who is admitted as a solivi-
tor in any superior or Supreme Court of any
part of the British Dominions, other than
New Zealand, and who has passed the pre-
seribed examination in law, including the law
of New Zealand in so far as it differs from
the law of England: Provided that he shall
not be required to pass any such exumination
if e hag been in practive as a solicitor in any
part of the United Kingdom for not less than
three vears: (d) Any person who has taken
a degree in arts, science, or law in any uni-
versity in any part of the British Dominions
other than New Zealund and whe has passed
the préscribed examination in Jaw: Provided
that if he has taken the degree of Bacehelor
of Laws in any such university, then he shall
he required to pass only an examination in
the law of New Zealand in so far us it differs
from the law of England, and .. (he practice
of faw,
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Now 1 shall quote Section 13, which the
member for North-East Fremantle partly
quoted :—

The Senute of the University shall preseribe

the nature and conditions of sueh cxamina-
tions und the educntional and practical quali-
fications of candidates, and may alsv prescribe
such courses of study and practical training
and c¢xperience for sueh candidates as it
thinks fit.
The member tor North-East Fremantle (Mr.
Parker} when reading that seetion, sug-
gested that it showed clearly it was neces-
sary for a man to become an articled elerk
in New Zealand. When questioned, he said
that the praeriea]l examination was [indi-
cated in the reference to the praetical guali-
fication of the condidate. Had the member
for North-East [remantle read the section
further, he would have scen that the posi-
tion was made wove clear by the following
reference—

Provided that it shall not be competent for
the Senate to reguire thut any course of study
or practical training shall be taken ot a uni-
versity eollege in New Zealand by any candi-
date who fur the time being is resident meorc
than 10 miles from sueh college, or who, heing
engaged in qualifying for a profession, learn-
ing a trade, or carning a livelihood, is, in the
opinion of the Minister for Edueation, thereby
prevented trom attending lectures.

Mr. Parker: He need not go to a uni-
versity there for his technieal training.

Mr. SLEEMAN: He ean secure his prac-
tical qualifications as the result of his at-
tendance at the university, hut if he lives
ten miles away, he ecan he engaged in some
other occupation in order to gain a liveli-
hood while he is learning his profession.

Mr. Parker: He ean he a motor mechanic
or anything else.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: Thus I have exploded
the iden that articles arc necessary in New
Zealand. They are not necessary at all, and
i€ the memher for North-1ast Fremantle
had known the conditions that apply in the
Fastern States and New Zealand, he would
have known that they are not necessary in
the Dominion. This information was given
to me by a man who is praetising as a law-
ver in Perth. He informed me what the
New Zealand Act contained and that was
how T was fortunate enough to hecome pos-
sessed of this information. Let us compare
the seetion of the New Zealand Aet with
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Section 13 of our nwn Legal Praetitioners’
Act of 1893, That section reads—

No articled elerk shall, without the written
consent of the board, during his term of ser-
vice under articles, hold auy oflice or engage
in any emplovment other than as bona fide
articled elerk to the practitioner to whom he
is for the time being articled, or his partner;
aml every artieled clerk shall, before being
admitted as a practitioner, prove to the satis-
faction of the board, by affidavit or otherwise,
that this section has been duly complicd with,

Tu this State we have the spectacle of a
man passing through our University and
tuking his degree. He then has to be
articled for two yvears te a legal firm, and
Ie has to get the permission of the Barris-
ters’ Roard to snpplement his earnings,
wlhich i3 practically impossible,

The Attorney General: It is not impos-
sible, It has never been refused for the
last 30 vears.

Mr. SLEEMAN: T say that it is impos-
sihle.

The Attorney General: Will you quote an
in=tanee?

Mr. SLEEMAN: I shall, and T shall in-
dicate what can happen here. A number
of =uch applications have been refused.

The Attorney General: Just quofe some
of them. Give us one!

Mr, SLEEMAN: The Attorney General
savs that no articled elerk has ever been re-
fused that permission. To a certain extent,
that is the truth heeause in this State when
a e is articled, he has to pay £13
10s, Although he has to make that payment,
there is no provision for the return of the
money., Many voung fellows who desire to
be articled. eannot  afford to lose that
amount. In many instanees, when they have
made inquiries about getting permission to
carn for themselves before deciding to be-
eome articled, they have been told that there
was no chance whatever of getting that per-
miszion from the Barristers’ Board. In
thoge eircumstances, the young men did not
continue with their infention to become
artieled.

The Attorney General:
should quote those insianees,

Mr. SLEEMAN G If T quote one, will
that sufftee?

Mr. Parker: No.

The Attorney General: You said there
were =everal of them.

I think

vou

1397

Mr. SLEFEMAN: T shall be able to place
the particulars before a select committec.
I have got the information and can funr-
nish it i reguired.  As o resuit of this
debate, 1 have received communications
from people in different parts of the State
and elsewhere ¢ongratulating me on the
attitude 1| have taken up and asserfing it
i5 a pity it was not done years ago. Tu
support my contentions, 1 shall read u
letter [rom the Barristers’ Board to show
what sort of communication is sent out by
that body to these young men. ©One young
fellow wrote for permission to enable him
to earn something during the time he was
pursuing his studies, and he received the
following letter: — ;

L duly placed your letter of the 23rd ult,
betore my board for its consideration on the
13th June inst. Whilst uppreciating the diifi-
culty ot your position, the members of the
board present at the mecting directed e to -
point out te you that at present you are not
an artieled clerk, cousequently the mceting
could net deal with the subject matter of your
letter. The exercise of the buard’s statutory
discretion van only be invoked by an articled
cierk on an application made under the pro-
visions of the Act and Hules. buch apphea-
tfion would be dealt with by the board at u
meeting of the board, and such meeting may
be attended by members of the board who
were not present at the mecting above men-
tioned, For your information, however, L may
state that, as a matter of principle, the mem-
bers preseat at the meeting were of opinion
that an articled clerk cannot satisfaetorily
serve two masters, and that any articled clerk,
even with your University degree, must neces.
surily devote the whole of his time and atten-
tion to his study and practice of law during
the period of his articles in order satisfac-
torily to qualify himselt for admission te the
Bar.

The Minister for Lands: In other words,
the Barristers’ Board believe in one man,
one job. ’

Mr. SLEEMAN: What it amounts to is
this, that the Barristers’ Board want, if
possible, to prevent the sons of poor men
from entering the legal profession. The
board do not indicate the hous they con-
sider it necessary for a young fellow to
spend in c¢onncetion with his legal work,
The Attorney General will admnit that law-
yers do not work the full cight hours
cvery day. The board say that not even
during the evenings, can vonng fellows
earn anything to help them tirvough their”
conrse.
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The Atlorney General: The board have
never said that, and never will.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Of course they have.

The Attorney General: They have never
said anything of the sort.

Mr. SLEEMAN: They say it in the
letter T have read.

The Attorney General: Will you lay
that letter on the Tahle of the House..

Mr. SLEEMAN: Yes, if necessary. At
the same finte, it contains the name of the
person concerned and it may do him some
harm if the letter is placed on the Table
of the Hounse. T do not desire to do that,
hut if the Attorney General claims the
tabling of the letter, he can have it. In
their letter, the board refer to the neces-
sity for the voung man spending the whole

of his time at his law work and his
studies.
Me. Pavker: That means within office
« hours,

Mr. SLEEMAN: If my construction is
not the proper one, I will agree with the
inciwmber for North-East Fremantle that T
do not know what T am talking about.

The Attorney General: What 1 say is
that the partienlar person whose letter
you have queted—I think I know who he
is—

Mr, SLEEMAN: I have others as well.

The Attorney General: What I say is
that if an articled clerk should apply te
the Barristers’' Board for permission to
do work that will not intevfere with his
ordinary duties in office hours. I have no
doubt permission will be granted.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I can quote several in-
stances to prove my statement that men
have applied for the permission hut have
not reeeived it. In the circumstances, these
voung men cannof afford to pnt up £13 10s.
and chance losing the money. They will
not attempt to do so unless they know they
have some chance of making a living.

Mr. Parker: Snch permission is always
granted; T myself was granted permission.

Mr. SLEEMAN: In effeet, the Barristers’
Board say that a man eannot he articled un-
less he can earry on without onfside assist-
ance. It is terrible to think that in a civil-
i=ed country such conditions can exist. The
memher for Norvth-East Fremantle objects
to the appointment of a select committee
beeause T am endeavouring fo secure to
voung Western Australians the same eon-
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ditions that apply elsewlere. Be tried to
nmake the House believe that in New Zea-
land articles were net nceessary, whereas
[ have shown the conditions under which a
man may he admitted as a barrister and
so'ieitor in that country. While going
theough their law course, young men arve
allowed to earn their living and so help to
pay their way. So much for the member
for North-Fast Fremantle. Now I will deal
with the vemarks of the Aftorney Generzl

Mr. Marshall: He vepresents the big frv.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Tad 1 charged the legal
profession of Western Australia with wil-
ful murder instead of eontenting wyself by
addueing a few facts in sapport of wmy at-
tempt to secure the appointnient of a seleet
eommittee, the legal profession wounld have
heen dangling at the end of a rape, because
the Attorney Creneral was meh more em-
phatie in hig declavation that something was
wrong with the present system. He said
more about the legal profession than 1 anti-
cipated he could have said.  Appavently the
Attorney General had a good deal of in-
formnation, and dropped some of it here. He
convicted the legal profession out of his
own mouth. During the course of his re-
arks he said that T was hadly instrueted,
had made a number of ervors, was without
the proper facts, had referved fo suspicions
instead of facts nnd had made grievous mis-
takes. 1f I was badly instructed and made
a number of ervors, the Attorney (eneral
himself made more than T did. With that
spoilt-hoxv attitude for which he is famous,
the Attorney General would not give me
credit- for one little grain of wisdom.

The Minister for Lands: Do not get of-
fensive.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The Attorney General
scemed to be at a loss for a word after re-
ferring to a grain, and some member sug-
gested the words “of wisdom.” The Attor-
ney General deelined in make use of those
words and would net give me credit for
possessinz even a grain of wisdom. I do
nat profess to he encyelopacdic in my know-
ledge, but the Attorney (eneral could have
heen a little more generons. The Attor-
ney General, in the course of his remarks,
said that junior counsel in this State should
he ashamed of themselves.

The Altorney General: I did not say any-
thing of the =ort.

Alv. SLEEMAN: Look up “FHansard”
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The Attorney General: What [ said was
that any junior counsel who went into ecourt
without knowing his brief shounld be ashamned
of himself.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: The Minister said no-
thing of the sort.  He said thal junior coun-
sel should be ashamed of themselves. “Han-
sard” shows that he weni further and said
that there were junior counsel who, if the
senwr counsel dropped dead, would have to
apply for an adjournment, because they
would not. know anything of the ense. Did
Yyou say that?

The Attorney General: | said o4 man who
went into eourt und took a junior bricled
under circumstances of that sort ought to
be ashamed of himself.

Mr. SLEEMAN: And you said there
were junior counsel who did it.

The Aitorney General: Yes.

My, SLEEMAN: I contend that a junior
counsel who goes info court knowing noth-
ing of the case, heing so ignorant of the
case that if his senior were to fall dead
he would have to apply for an adjourn-
ment, is guilty of false pretences; and [
say the senior counse! is equally eumlpable
in allowing his junior to appear in couri
without having any knowledge of the
ease. Aud I go further and ask what i3
the Atiorney General guilty of if he knows
this sort of thing has heen going on,
juniors kunowing nothing about the case
and going inte court in order to exfract
money from their clients? 1 say the At-
torney Cieneral stands econvicted of some-
thing pretty serious, for he has admitted
that he knew these things were geing on
and  did  not attempi to stop them.
Does not the Attornev Cleneral think it is
time an inquiry was made and this sort
of thing stopped? Are we going to allow
it to go on from year to year? [ have
the aundacity to get up in the House and
move for a select committee, and in von-
sequence I am sneered at as a eommon
layman. But has the Attorney General orv
any other solicitor ever taken steps to
stop this praciice indulged in by owr coun-
sel, senior and junior? I think T should
be commended for bringing up thiz matter
and frving to remedy o serious sfate of
affairs in the legal profession. The Attor-
nev General said that a lawyer is re-
stricted by law in the charges he makes,
But let me read from the Rules of the
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Supreme  Court of 1909, Order 65, page
137, as follows:—

Subject te the provisions of the principal

Act and these rales, the costs of and incident
to all proceedings in the Supreme Court, in-
cluding  the administeation of estates and
trusts shall e in the diseretion uf the couri
or judge.
The Attorney General says the lawyer is re-
stricted by law, but the Rules of the Su-
prewe Lourt =ay it is-at the diseretion of
the judge. I should like to ask the Attor-
ney General is there any maximum to the
costs thai may be charged rlor drawing
up a brief?

Mr. Parker: Yes.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The only limitation [
can lind is the client’s ability to pay

The Atforney General: Do von mean 21
brivf for eounsel!?

Mr. SLEEMAKN: Yes.

The Attorney General: Thal is at the
diseretion of the taxing master,

Mr, SLEEMAN: Who, being in the legal
profession, is not very severe on the law-
ver uand always takes into consideration
the ability of the client to puy.

The Attorney General: The present tax-
ing master happens to be a solicitor, but
he need not be. His predeecessor was not.

Mr. SLEEMAN: When the taxing
master is examining a bill of costs he al-
ways hns regard to the ability of the client
Lo pay.

Mr. Parker: That has nothing whatever
to do with it.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: A man is noforicusly
n bad judge of his own case, and the law-
ver is no exception o the rule. Is there
any masimun fee for the drawing up of
a will?

Alv. Pavker: Yes,

AMr. SLEEMAN: What is it ?

The Attorney General: Tt depends on
the length of the will.

AMr. SLEEMAN: That is why so many
wills are so long. The solicitor gets so
much per folio, and the more folios he
eun turn wuf, the more he gets. So I do
not think it can be said there ig a maxi-
mum to the eost of drawing up a will. Ts
there n maximum provided for the eost of
drawing up articles of association for a com-
pany, or far preparing a merigage or a
lease? The Attornex General prefended inn-
Bility to understand what T meant when T



1400

referred to the unbalanced constitution
of the Barristeys’ Board. [ do mnot
know why the Attorney General should
find  dilBeulty in understanding  the
phrase, for it is pretty clear to me. Of the
representation on the Barrvisters” Board the
King’s Counsel have uearly 100 per eent.
Members of the junior Bar have a few
representatives, articled clerks nil, and the
general public nil.

Mr. Parker: What chanee would an
articled clerk have on that hoard?

Mr. SLEEMAN: Not mueh, nor would
a representative of the general public. So
if the Attorney General cannot understand
that the wunhalanced constiintion of the
hoard means that interests which should
he represented on the hoard are net so rep-
resented, then I eannot enlighten him any
further. The Attorney CGeneral said the re-
sponsibility of an architect and of a lawyer
are exactly the zame in law. But there is
a vast difference hetween the negligence of
a lawyer and the negligence of an architeet
in their vespective results. Tf an architect
wets his plan out of plumh he is linble for
damages, but if the lawyer misreads his law
and so inflicts heavy costs on his elient, no-
thing happens to the lawyer. Tt must be
something very fiagrant hefore one conld get
anything against a lawver in n court of law.,
So there 1s a lot of difference in law be-
tween the responsihility of an arehitect and
that of a lawyer. The Attorney General
said that when a lawver sends a letter of
claim to n debtor, it is done out of consid-
eration for the poor debtor, to save him ex-
pense.  As a matter of faet, in many eases
where those letters are sent the lawyer and
his client are taking a pot shot at getting
the money. They think it would be not of
much use to prosecute, since the debtor has
nothing, and so they decide to send him a
solieitor’s letter. But the poor debtor, on
reeeiving such a letter, either goes along and
horrows the necessary money or pawns some
article, and whether or not he can pay the
original debt he pavs the 6s. 8d. demanded
ns the lawyer’s fee for sending the lefter.
Tn most instances the debtor does not know
he is not rvesponsible for the Gs. 8d., the law-
ver's fee for sending the letter, but he is
w0 frightened of the law and the law eourts
that he horrows the money or pawns some-
thing, and so of course the lawyer gets his
6. 8d. from the dehtor and 10 per ecent.
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{rom his own client for baving collected the
debt.

The Attorney Geveral: Where does th
H! per cent, come in?

Mr. SLEEMAN: That is paid by th
lawyer's client.  1f the Attornexy Generan
were to send a letter to a debtoy, the debtor
would immediately send along the Attorne
(ieneral’s Gs. 8d., and the Attornev Genera
would then charge his ¢lient 10 per cent
for the collection of the debt,

The Attorney General: Who
that?

Ale, SLEEMAN: I do not sav the Attor
ney CGieneral would do it, bhut quite a lo
of solicitors do. | am using the Attorney
General merely as an illustration.

The Attorney General: Then please don't

Mr SLEEMAX: [ am sorry the Attor
ney General should he ecross.

The Attornev Ctenceal: T am not cross; 1
am merely dizappointed in you.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The Atiorney General
said that if it came under the notice of the
Bavristers’ Board that a lawyer had ai-
tempted to extract money hy appearing on
hath sides of a case, he wounld be seriously
dealt with by the hoard. And the member
for North-East Fremantle, by interjection,
said that he would be dealt with also by
the court. The Attorney General suggested
that very likely, the matter had not heen
properly  bronght before the Barristers’
Board. T do not know whether it was pro-
perly hrought before the beard, hut a mem-
ber of the hoard was well aware that a col-
leacue of hig had tried to use an illegal
agreement, and so I say it wns the duty of
that wemher of the board to hring the mat-
ter before the board. The Attorney Gene-
rul admitted that if what T said was correct
counse]l had done a very wrong thing, and
that the Barrvisters’ Board nnd the ecourt
would deal severely with him. But it was
a member of the Barristers’ Board who
pleaded the case, and he ought to have
known that something wrong had been done.
In those circwmstances, it should not be
necessnry for a letler to he written to the
secretary of the Barristers’ Board pointing
out what was done; it was the daty of the
member of the hoard to hring it before the
hoard. The Attorney General in answer to
a complaint of mine said he did not think
a King's Counsel would go infto an inferior
eonrt hecaunse of the fees,

told ym
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The Attornev General: Why do you ob-
eet to NWing's Counsel going into an in-
erior court?

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 object because only
n very rare oceasions do K'a.0. appear for
he Crown. Their advice has heen sought
i the Crown on only a few oveasions.
fhere are junior members of thae pt"ofes-
dion who, I think the Attorney General
vill agree. are having a very lean time,
ind when a man reaches the top of the
ree as a I.C. has done, the smaller work
n what are known as inferior eourts
ihould be left for the junior members of
e Rar.

Mr. Parker: You would not deprive the
yublie of the best advice proeurable?

Mr. SLFEMAX: T would not say that
Ls.C. always give the best advice. Not
ong ago we had the speclacle of a junior
nember of the Bar being appointed a
indge of the Supreme Court over the
eads of the T’s.C. Tf it was established
‘hat the K's.C. were the most learned in
‘be Jaw, it would he reasonable to expect
‘hat one of their number wounld always be
wleeted to fill any vacaney on the Supreme
Jonrt bench.

The Attorney General: Not neressarily.

Mr. Panton: They might be able to make
more money as K's.C.

The Attorney General: A K.C. might
he the best lawyer, but he might not have
the judieial temperament.

Mr. SLEEMAN: There is always some
way of getting round the point,

The Minister for Lands: That is a law-
ver’s argument.

The Attorney General:
sense argument.

Mr. Kenneallv: Then it is not a lawver's
arwunent.

The .Attorney General: The law long
age degenerated into eommonsense.

Mr. SLEEMAX: Lord Halsbury said
that K’s.C. should always obtain permis-
sion to plead a case againsi the Crown.
If in this State they had to get permis-
sion, they would be kept prettv busy
running to the Supreme Court.

The Attormey General: They not only
have to get permission, but they have to
pay a guinea,

Mr. SLEEMAN: And the poor elient
suffers again. The Attorney Gencral said
that T had heen a little bold in expressing

It 15 2 eommon-

11

the opinion that the profession should be
divided into two brancheg—Dbarrisiers and
solicitors. I suppose we ¢an form a eom-
monsense opinion by considering the law
as it applies in ditfferent countries io the
world. It is simply a matier of opinion,
whether it be expressed by a legal man or
a lavman, Some legal men say they prefer
an amaleamation of the two  branches:
others say that they prefor the division of
the profession into two branches. All the
judges of the lligh Court of England, in-
cluding the law lords of the judieal com-
witfee of the House of Lords—the highest
jndicial tribunal in the British Empire—
and the Privy Counecil—the highest tribu-
nal for the MNominions——have been only
barristers. They have not been both bar-
risters and solicitors. Tn Vietora the pro-
fession has heen divided into two branches,
nofwithstanding that it was amalgamated
in the law. Evidently the profession in
YVictoria think with we in the opinion T
expressed that it would bhe better if the
prolession were divided. In Great Britain,
New Zealand, New South Wales and Vie-
torin the profession is divided, and so
those countries are at varianee with the
view expressed by the Attorney General
Consequently it is problematical whether
the Atforney General is right. and I do
not think T was held in expressing an
apinion.

Mr. Panton: Tt was a matter of pre-
cedent.

My. SLEEMAN: T had plenty of prece-
dent for my opinion. The Attorney General
«aid that in Melbourne a elient might be
alvisel by a solicitor to obtain ecounnsel’s
opinion, and that a total of anything
up o five or six guineas would be charged.
The Attorney (tenoral surely does not wish
us to believe that on every ocecasion when
a lawvyer is asked for an opinien, the client
is requested to take the opinion of ecoun-
sel. T suppose more opinions are given
hy solicifors than by counsel. Yet the
Attorney General wonld lead nus to be-
lieve that if ¥ was in Melbourne and
wanied the opmion of a solicitor, he wounld
advise me to ohtain the opinion of counsel
at a eost up to five or six guineas.

The Attornev General: That iz so.

Mr. SLEEMAY : Unless it was an im-
portant matier 1 do not think that would
apply.  The Attorney General said that
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members of the profession had not the right
to charge a lump sum such as a land agent,
an avehilect or a dentist. T helieve that land
agents work on a scale laid down for them
and that an architect works on percentages.
If & building to cost £10,000 is being erected
the owner can caleulnte exactly what the
architect's fees will be. The elient, how-
ever, does not know what the solicitor’s
charges will he. A man may go o a surgeon
specialist and can ascertain beforehand what
he proposes to charge for an operation, but
for the operation performed by a solicitor,
the charges are sometimes never ending, The
Minister said that on one oceasion he®had
advised the member for Swan (Jr. Samp-
son) on a point for a charge of 10s. 6d., and
that it had saved him hundreds of pounds.
That reealls a story told of Lleyd George.
When he was eleetioneering, he was asked
whether it was a faet that he had been guilty
of a breach of ctiquette by eharging a client
ong guines when he should have charged two
gnineas. His reply was, “No, I have not
been guilty of any breach of etiquette; I got
all that the man had.” Perhaps the 10s. Gd.
was all that the member for Swan had. The
Attorney General’s remark does not carry
us very far. Prohably every solicitor in the
country ean elaim to have saved elients many
pounds, at the ecost of a small fee. The At-
torney General regretied that the reduction
of 22145 per cent. had not heen made applie-
able to the legal profession. If he regretted
it, he did not go far to show his regret. He
did not regret the reduetion to the workers
when he was hattling in the Loan Couneil
and the Premiers’ Conference. 1Ie made sure
that the last ounee was taken ont of the
workers,

Mr. SPEAKER: We are not discussing
that.

Mr. SLEEMAX : T think it is a fair com-
parison. Why was not the 2214 per cent. re-
duction applied to the legal profession?
Surely the Attorney General should give
some reason for it.

Mr. Hegney: He said that a 15 per cent.
reduction had been made.

Mr. SLEEMAN: But that is not 221 per
cent. Glovernments and private employers
have insisted on taking their pound of Mesh,
and if the Attornev General reallv regrets
that the eduetion of 2214 per cent. was
not applied to the legal profession, he
should have seen that it was applied. Pre-
ference should not he meted out to the legal
prefession. The Altorney General argmed
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that the lawyers were heing badly b
through the falling off of work, bub ik
easmal worker may he securing employmen
on only one day a year, and he is reduce
hv 2234 per cent. and has to meet the taxe
imposed by the Government. If it was rigt
for one scction of the community to suife
a reduetion of 22Y per cent., it was rigt
for fhe rest to suffer a similar rednetios
and the Attorney General should have see
that the job wus completed. 1 dealt wit
the New Zenland Act when replying to th
member tor North-East Fremantle I
Western Australia, on lodging articles tt
applicant has to pay £13 25, and on bein
uadmitted to the Bar he has to pay £31 10
Tn New Zealand a man can be admitted ¢
a barrister for £21 or as a solicitor for £2:
There are no articles in New Zealand.

My, Parker: There are other fees in Ne
Frealand. '

Mr. SLEEMAXN: I have not been able t
diseover that there arve. On those figure
an applieant has to pay £44 123, befor
he eun get into the profession in Wester
Ansgtralia, whereas in New Zealand he ea
he admitted for £21.

Ar. Parker: In New Zealand he woul
have 1o pay £42 in order to be admitted ¢
a harrister and solicitor.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Not many praetise i
hoth branehes of the profession in Ne
Yoakand.

Mr. Parker: But as a short cut fo avoi
so-called articles, one eould pay £21 to t
atlmitted as a bavrister, cease to be a ha:
vister, and then pay another £21 to be a¢
mitted as a solicitor.

Mr. SLEEMAN: The hon. member agre
that there is a shori ecut whereby it is w
necessary to serve articles in New Zealam

The Attorney General: Did you say the
the profession in New Zealand is divide
into two branches?

Mr. SLEEMAN: T have the impressio
that Ks.C. caunot practise as soliciton
there.

The Attorney General: Yes, and T unde:
stand 1t applies to others, teo

My, SLEEMAN: What harm can the
be in adopiing the practice oh=erved in Ne
Zealand? Tf » University eraduate in Ne
Zealand can hecome a barrvister without ha
ine o rerve arfirles, why should not the
apply here? Why shovld it apply in othe
countries and not here? Tz the Attorne
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Feneral in favour of retaining the provision
n fhe cxisting Aet,” or is he in favour of
iberalising it and making it more demo-
-ratie, as it s in other countries I have
moted? Is he going to retain the provision
md debar young people from entering the
srofession?

The Attorney General: Do you think we
vould he safe in adopting evervthing done
n New Zealand?

Mr. SLEEMAX: No, but I do not think
he Attorney Gencral ean show there is any-
hing wrong with the prineiple T am advo-
-ating,  New Zealand has heen rveaponsible
‘or inaugurating many reforms, and nothing
s more cerfain than that New Zealand has
ed the way in the matter of the T.ogal Prac-
itioners Aect, .

The Minister for Lands: What about ar-
sitration?

Alr. SLEEMAN:
New Zealund.

The Minister for
osition now?

My SLEEMAN: T do uot think the At-
orney Cienernl can find any fault with the
Legal Practitioners Aet of New Zenland.
he Attorney General slated that a lot was
o be said in fivour of preventing English
“niversity graduales from practising here
vithout. serving their articles. T cannot
mdarstantd why he should sapport sneh a
etrocrade step, for it would only bring
idienle upon us tfrom the ather side of the
varld. 1 hardly think he meant what he
and.  Take the posiiion of the last Rhodes
ccholar.  In about two years he would be
endy to be called to the bar in Great Bri-
ain.  Would the Attorneyr General say that
mn hix returt to this country he should serve
n ariicles for two years without heing ahle
o carn anything in the meantime?

The Attornex General: You vofed in fae-
wmr of the amendment tv make him wair for
wo vears hefore he eould pracfise.

My, SLEEMAN: T did not know what T
Sometimes the legal mind can
lip a thing throngh before the layman ean
inderstand what is going on, T wonld not
‘wle that way now. The absidity of the
hing is that the man who qualifies in lne-
and has only to wail for two years in Monts
arlo, the South Pole, or some other place.
0 be admitted to the har on his arrival

That was started in

Lands: YWhat about the

vns doine,

wre, whereas the loeally trained lad must
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be articled amd cannot earn auything while
he is serving his articles,  The Attorney
Goneral voplained because I referred to
money that had heen spent outside the
¢Crown Law Departiment, 1 do not want to
et hie teeling=. We have a large stafl i
this country. 1In more advanced places the
Attorney General does go into court and -
plead enses on hehalf of {he Crown. 1T re-
member a wurder ease in Great Britain
where the Attorney C(teneral appeared as a
pleader.

The Atlorney CGeneral: L have doune i
heve.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I suppose we ean rea-
sonnhlv  expect the  Attorney (feneral in
these times of depression to save the country
a Cew pounds by taking =ome of the higger
eases.

The Attorney Geneval: Tt [ vonld be re-
loved of a Few of my other duties [ would
olady spend all my time at it. The people
:\'nu speak of do nothing else.

My, SLEEMAY: The Attorney Gene?‘ul
trid to compare the legnl profession with
the medical profession. They cannot be
compared. Tmmedintely a medieal stude_nt
takes lis degree he ‘can commence practis-
ing, and some of them are very clever at
it. iou. The=e voung men are ahle to earve
E.'p:lti."]]t to pieces uuite legally and quite
properly, hut the other man who wnflts to
plend for his elient cannot do so until tw_o
vears have clapsed since he passed his
:.-:.'aminntion. The Attorney General refer-
ped to cases of members of the legal pro-
fewsion whe worked for a certain fee under
the Peor Law Act. Memhers of the medi-
cal profession have heen doing something
that will endure as a monument to them for
all time. I vefer to their honorary work.
A wan without a shilling in bhis pocket ean
in the Public Hospital have the best medi-
eal brains in the State hrought to bear upon
That i< not =0 in the leral pro-
fexssion. The Attorney General objects to
v being on the select. committee hecause
of certain ~tatements I have made. He also
ohjected to my being the chairman. Does he
mean to sav that beecanse I made certain
<latements 1 would be able to dietate to
fsur other members of the House, some of
whom might he tnembers of the legal pro-
fession? He went on to sav that he was

hi= ense.



1404

prepaved to ask a judge to go into some of
the matters but not all of those referred to
in the motion. He said he had discussed
the question with a judge. T do not know
whether the judge thinks the same as the
Attornev General thinks, or whether it is a
case of viee versa. Evidently both were in
agreement with each ofher. Arbitration is
very nice if one ean pick the avhitrator. T
sapposa the Frankland River men wonld
not mind romeone adjudicating upon their
ease if thev knew he thoueht as they did.
T do not think the Attornev General wonld
agree that in any other walk of life an arhi-
trator should he picked who was clearly ou
the desired side. A jndee is entitled to his
nninions and 1 respect them. hut it is not
right that the Attorner General should he
prepared  to leave  the  matter to
a judge  of  whose  owminion  he
is already well awore, Tle said that heeauss
of my opinions T was not At to bhe
a member of the seleet committee, and vet
he says that he is prepaved to ask a judge,
whose views he knows, to inquire into cer-
tain phases of ihe question. The reason
T moved this motion is that I did not want
to hring down any amendment to the Legal
Practitioners  Aet until T knew more
ahont the profession itself. T thought it
wauld he better to have an inquivy by
seleet committee before making any at-
tempt to amend  the law,

Another rea-
son g that T do not think a judge
should be appointed to make an in-
quiry. I take this view because the

Minister for Lands said that the judges
were alceady working at full pressure ow-
ing to their being shorf-handed. If they
are 50 busy, none of them should be called
upon ito inquire into this matter. An al-
teration to the law is a politiea] matter and
should he decided by a select committee.
Whoever makes up that committee will be
sure to bring in a finding that is respected,
and the House e¢an then decide what
amendments are required to the Aet.

GQuestion put, and a division taken with

the following vesult:—
Ayes .. .. . 17
Noes .. .. .. .. 20

Majority against . .. 3

[ASSEMBLY.]

AYES.

Mr, Coverley Mr. Panton

Mr. Grifithe Mr, Sleemen

Mr. Hegney Mr, F.C, L, Smith

Mr, Kenneally Mr. Troy

Mr. Lamond Mr. Wansbrough

Mr. Marshall Mr. Willcock

Mr. MeCallum Mr. Withers

Mr. MIington Mr, Wilson

Mr. Munsie (Teller.)
Noks,

Mr. Angelo Mr. Parker

Mr. Brown Mr. Patrick

Mr. Church ' Mr. Piesse

Mr. Davy Mr. Richardson

Mr, Ferguson Mr. Sanmpson

Mr. Latham Mr, Scaddan

Mr. Lindsay Mr, J. M. Smith

Mr, H, W, Manu Mr. Thorn

Mre, J, I, Mann Mr. Wells

Mr. McLarty Mr. North

{Teller.)
PaIls,
Avrs. Nous.

Mr. Cellier Sir James Mitehell

Mr. Cunningham Mr. Doner

Mr, Nulsen Mr. J. H. Smitb

AMiss Holman Mr. Barnard

Question thus negatived.

RETUREN—RAILWAYS, LOCOMOTIVES
AND CUSTOMS DUTY.

Debate resumed trom the 21st Septembe
on the following motion by Mr. Sampson:—

That a return be laid upon the Table of th
House showing:—(1) The cost {exelusive o
('nstoms duty) of the 10 locomotives and 3
boilers purchased for the State railway syster
in 1924,  (2) The amount borrowed by th
State Government, and paid to the Federa
Government, by way of Customs duty in re
spect thereof. (3) The annual interest charg
upon the people of this State in respect o
the added loan burdens on necount of tha
Federal Customs dnty. (4) The approximat
dnty, under the existuig tariff, that would b
pavable by the State Government to th
Federal Government in respect of the prc
poased purchase of £1,400,000 worth of clectri
cal equipment.

THE MINTSTER FOR LANDS (Hon
C. G. Latham—York [9.45]: If the hor
memher who moved this motion will agree t
tha deletion of its fourth paragraph, the re
mainder of the information desired ¢an b
furnished. As regards paragraph (4), tha
is ahmost imnpossible unless the hon, membe
sets out in detail exnctly what he desires
and T realise that that would take conside:
able tie. T move an amendment—

That paragraph (4) of the motion be strue.
out,

Mr. SAMPSON: I appreciate the diffi

_culty involved, and accept the Minister’s sug

gestion. At a later stage I hope to submi
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paragraph () in a form which will render
practicable the supplying of the information
I desire.

Amendment put and passed.

Question, as amended, agreed to.

Hounze adjourned al 947 p.m.

Legislative Hssembly,

Thursday, 2Tth October, 1932,

IPAGE

Qllestion“: L'u_umplo.‘,'mcnh nssistance for single men 1403
Bilis : Financial Emergeney Tox Assessment, 3. ... 1405
Finaneial Emereency Tax, 2R., Com.. report 1410

The SPEAKER took the Chuir at 4.40
pan. and read pravers,

QUESTION—UNEMPLOYMENT.
Assistance for Single Men,

Mr. MARSIIALL asked the Minister for
Mines: L Is il o faet the Government have
imstrueted the Unemployment Relief Board
that, for the thne heing, no further assist-
ance in the way of sustenance will be
rranted to single men? 2, Is he aware that
such instructions have considerably ham-
pered and affeeted single men whe have
been following up the oceupation of pros-
pecting For 2zold? 3, As no seasonal work
is available to those who have heen fol-
lowing up prospeeting, and receiving =us-
tenance (thereby making it possible  for
them to secure employment), will he re-
consider the position with a view to rein-
stating  sustenance to those who in the
past have been following up prospecting,
in order that they may continue their
search for gold?

The MINISTER FOR MIXNES replied:
1, No. The instruetions appiy only to new
cases. 2, No. 3. Answered hy No. 1.

1405.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY TAX
ASSESSMENT,.

Third Reading-——Amendment (Sic months)
Negatived.

THE MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
(llon. J. Sealdan—Maylandsy [4.37]: 1
tve—

That the Bill be now read a third time.

HON. A, McCALLUM (South Fremantle)
[4.38]: L move an amendment—

That the word “‘now ™ be struck out, and
ftthis day six months'’ inserted in liew,

From the thwe the Bill was brought inte
the Chamber we have not had either from
the Premder or from the Minister now in
charge of the Bill any nftempt to justify
the tax. The people in the country have
not been consulted, nor has there been any
mandate to the Governmeni to impose new
taxation. Such an iniguitous propesition a=
this Bill containg is objeclionable in every
feature, and Parliament should have full
justification for accepting it. But the Min-
ister has heen eontent to sit quiet and say
not a word, merely throwing fhe respun-
sibility on the absent Treasurer. The Minis-
ter has vemarked that i’ the Treasurer were
here he might agree to an amendinent, hut
beeause the Treasunrer is away he, the Min-
ister in charge, cannot agree to any amend-
meunts. I do not know whether that is to he
taken az: an admission that this i= a one-
man Bill.  Ave we to understand that (he
imposition of this tax is being made merely
al the whim of the Premier and does not
represent the decision of Cabinet, that the
Minister disowns responsibility for it, de-
clines fo aceept cither on his own hehalt or
that of Cabinet any vesponsibility for the
extraovdinary impozition contained in the
Rill?  We know that is not the case, that
uot only hus there been full approval by
C'ahinet. but that Cabinet took the Bill to
cauncus, where there was a lively debate, and
that it was only after & compromise had
heen arranged at the caucus meeting that
the Bill was approved. So the responsibility
tor the Bill eannot be put on to the absent
Premier, but belongs first of.all to Cahinet
amd then to- every member sitting on the
Government side, because they all decided
hefore the Bill came into the Chamber ihat
it was to have their support. The public



