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usefulness of the measure the House will
pass the Bill, and so bring about a pesition
which will save the State’s greatest asset
from the grave injury that is threatening
if.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a seeond time,

House adjourned at 11.21 pan.
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QUESTION—BUTTER PRICE
STABILISATION,

Mr. MeLARTY naskeldl the WMinister for
Agriculture: Tn view of his declaration that
Western Australia wounld not participate in
the proposed Australian hutter stahilisation
scheme, will he consider the advisability of
introducing legislation with the ohject of
stabilising butier fag prices in ihis State?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICVLTURE
replied: The matter will receive enn<idera-
tion if the need arises. There i3, however, a
stabilisation scheme in existence in this
State.
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QUESTION—LEPERS IN TRANSIT.

Mr. COVERLEY asked the Minister
representing the Chief Seeretary: In view
of the fact that the Health Department can
give no definite assurance that the vessel
carrying lepers from this Staie to Darwin
will be in charge of a qualified seaman, will
the Ahorigines Department make the neces-
sary inquiries to insure that a certificated
mazter has charge of the vessel?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH replied:
The Chief Protector of Aborigines is making
the neces=ary inquiries to insure the safe
transport of the aboriginal patienis to
Darwin,

QUESTION—FAUNA FOR EXPORT.

Mr. COVERLEY asked the Premier: 1, Ts
it n fact that denlers trading in export
fauna when applyving for a permit to export
birds are asked by the Fisheries Department
to state what price they veceive for the
hirds? 2, |f so, which Act or regulation
empowers the departiment to demand this in-
forniation? 3, What value is this informa-
tion to the department if supplied?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Yes. 2, See-
tion 22 of the Game Act prohibits the export
of living imported or native game unless
with the consent of the Minister. To assist
in the consideration of applications the in-
formation inentioned has been asked for. 3,
For statistical purposes,

QUESTION—INFANT HEALTH
CENTRES.

Mr. HAWNKE asked the AMinister for
Health: Will he give early consideration to
the ruestion of removing the economy “eut”
made by the previons Government in sub-
siies paid to Infant Health Centres?

The MINISTER FOR HEALTH replied:
The ruestion is heing cloxely examined, and
relief will be given as zoon ag the finaneial
position permits.

QUESTIONS (2)—EGGS TOR EXPORT,.
Reaction on local price.

My, SAMPSON asked the Minister for

Agriculture: 1, ls it a fact that hecause of

the guarantee of 3d. per dozen for export
eggs by the New South Wales Egg Market-
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ing Board the tocul (N.S.\V.} price of eggs
has been increased by from 2d. to 3d. per
dozen? 2, Has he in mind means whereby
an improvement in price ean be extended to
poultry farmers in this State?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, I cannot say. 2, Yes.

London Prices and Standard Variations.

My, SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Is it a fact that prices for
Western Australian eggs arve lower in the
London marvket than are those for eggs of
other Australian States? 2, What are the
prices in the London market for eggs from
the various Austealian States? 3, Is he pre-
pared to explain the variation and advise
what has bheen done or ig being done to
remedy this, and to secure for Western Aus-
tralian poultry Farmers a veturn equal to
that of those in other Australian States? 4,
Is there any substance in the statement fre-
guently made that the varintion of three-
eighths ounce in the 15-th. pack of eges is
not strictly adhered to by all Western Aus-
tralian exporters; further, that twp and
one-(uarter cunce eggs are betng shipped
Trom Western Australia in the 15-1h, pack?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, No. 2, Latest wail figures re.
ceived from Loundon For Australian eggs are

as follow:-—171b. paek, 13s. to 135, 3d.; 16lh.-

pack, 12s. 9d. to 13s.; 151h, pack, 125, 3d.:
14lb. pack, 11s. 6d. to 11s. 9d.; 1311b. pack,
10s. 6d. 3, Answered by No. 1. 4, No.

QUESTION—-TRUIT FLY.

Mr. SAMPSON asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Has there been any recur-
rence of fruit fly trouble? 2, Are the re-
quirtements of fthe Fruit Diseases Act and
the regulations thereunder being ecarried
out?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, Not bevond the uwsual annual re-
currence. 2, Yes,

QUESTION—SLEEPER CUTTERS,
KARRAGULLEN.

Miss HOLMAN asked the Minister for
Forests: 1, Ts he aware that the Foresis
Department has men cutting sleepers on
country at Karragullen which has been cut
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over so often by both muill and sleeper eut-
ters that at a recent pass some of the most
experienced men in the State have had 10
per cent. of rejects? 2, Is he aware that
these men are under the eontrol of & man
withont experience other than in & mili?

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS re
plied: 1, No. 2, No.

BILL—CONSTITUTION ACTS AMEND-
MENT ACT (1931) CONTINUANCE.

First Reading.

Introduced by the Premier and read a
first time.

BILL—FARMERS’' DEBTS ADJUST-
MENT ACT AMENDMENT.

Third Reading.

Bill read o third time and transmitted to
the Couneil.

BILL—FINANCIAL EMERGENCY ACT
AMENDMENT.

Report of Committee adepted.

MOTION—RAILWAYS,
COMMISSIONER’S LIARILITY.

To disallow amending Regulation,

Dehate resumed from the 7th September
on the following motion hy the mewmber for
Pingelly (Mr. Seward) :—

That the amendinent to By-law 55 of the
Covernment  Railwnys  (fiability for goods
storen free on railway premises), published in
the Goverwment Gozette on the 29th Septem-
her, 1933, and Iaid wpon the Table of the
House on the 18th Qetober, 1933, be and is
hereby disnllowed.

THE WMINISTER FOR RAILWAYS
{Hon, J. C. Willcock—Geraldton) [4.36]:
This amended regulation attempts to relieve
the Commissioner of Railways of all lia-
bility in respect of any goods stored free
of charze by the Comnissioner on pre-
mises forming portion of a railway or
under the control of the Commissioner,
Hitherto when free storage was granted,
un  indemnity was obtained from the
owner of the goods, relieving the depart-
ment of afl jiability. But the practice en-
tails a loss of time in obtaining the in-
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demnity, and the purpose of the regulation
is to relieve the department of the neeessity
for obtaining an indemnity.

Mr. Doney: That does not make the posi-
tion any better from the point of view of
those in the country,

The MINTSTER FOR RAILWAYS: 1
do not see that the Commissioner should be
liable for any damage that may happen to
goods stored free of charge.

Mr. Doney: But it entails no expense
on the Railway Department.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: The
member for Pingelly when moving his mno-
tion dealt with unattended sidings. The
Commissioner is under no responsibility
for goods left at unattended sidings; he
could not possibly be expected o be re-
sponsible for goods put out of a train at
unattended sidings. The real import of
the regulation was in respeet of the Port
Hedland ruilway, when wool was being
stored awaiting shipment down the coast.
The department has frequentry used its
goods-sheds for the purpose of storing wool
and other commodities free of charge.
Surely the Commissioner should not be ex-
pected to accept responsibility for those
goods, and certainly not for goods at unat-
tended sidings.

Mr. Doney: The complaint of the mem-
ber for Pingelly did not inelude unattended
sidings, but only goods stored in the de-
partment’s goods-sheds,

The MINISTER FOR RATILWAYS: For
a period of 12 hours they are allowed stor-
age, but we do not aceept any responst-

bility if people do  not come along
and colleet  their gonds. Of course
where people pay storage for their

goods, the charge made covers responsi-
bility on the part of the Commissioner.
If we are to aceept responsibility, we must
make a charge to cover possible loss. How-
ever, as I say, the genesis of the regulation
had to do with the Port ITeatand line.
When people desired to send their wool
down the coast they brought it into
the railway coods-sheds where, it nawaited
the arrival of the steamer. At one time they
used to he charged storage, but in recent
years we have allowed them to siore their
wool free, and have taken an indemnity in
respeet of those goods stored free on rail-
way premises. However, that system has
proved inconvenient, for those who would
have to give the indemnity are not always
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to be found. How, then. can we be ex-
peeted to aceept liability for those goods?
So we had to make the matter clear by re-
gulation, otherwise people might think
that even though their goods were stored
free, if anything happened to them the
Commissioner of Railways would aceept
liability.

Mr. Ferguson: Is there nothing ahout
goods being stored for nothing?

The MINISTER FOR RATLWAYS: That
is dealt with in another part of the regu-
lation, whieh I have not under my hond
at the moment,

Mr. Ferguson: But this regulation would
override any other.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Re-
gulation 34 provides that tn no case shall
the Commissioner be liable for injury to
zoods if they are stored for 2¢ sours. That
is all there is in this regulation, namely,
that the Comnmissioner desires fo assist
people by giving them free storage capacity
fFor their goods when they require it. But
unless he gets an indemnity, he is perhaps
liahle for any damage ot loss. Nobody could
be expected to zllow such a condition to
eontinue. If a man wants storage for his
goods and is prepared to pay for if, lia-
bility will be accepted by the Commis-
sioner, but for poods stored free the Commis-
sioner eannobt be held liable in respect of
any damage that may ocecur. The purpose
of the regulation is merely to do away
with the necessity for securing an indem-
nity, whiech is not always easy to obtain
since the owners of the goods may not he
readily communicated with. If the owner
of the goods were present. the department
would not take the goods into free storage
without an indemnity. Under this regu-
lation, where the storage of goods is free
the Commissioner will not he held liable for
any damage o those goods.

Mr. Piesse: Do vou not think there is
likely to be some misunderstanding unless
the owner of the goods is notified by the
Commissioner of Railways?

The MINTSTER FOR RATLWAYS: The
owner has been notified of the conditions
ander which the goods will he accepted for
free storage. TWhen something is stored free
of charge, it cannot he experted that the
storer should bhe responsible for any damage
to it.

Mr. Ferzuson: This regulation does not
put any responsibility npon the Commis-
sioner.
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The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: Not
when free storage is granted to the people.
A team loaded with wool may arrive ai Port
Hedland, where a boat is not due for a week.
The Commissioner may allow that wool to
be put into one of his sheds, and makes no
charge for perhaps a week or ten days.
Withont an indemnity the Commissioner
might be lable for some action for damages.

Mr, Ferguson: According to this, the Com-
missioner is not responsible for goods sent
into the country, five minutes after they
arrive there,

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: I do
not think that is so. The regulation does not
cover anything like that. At attended sidings
the railway officers see that the goods are de-
livered to the right person. If the goods
vemain for longer than a certain fime, the
Commissioner should not be liable for them,
or for any loss that may occur to them,

Mr. Patriek: If goods remain on a station
for a certain time, people are charged de-
murrage.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: We
are only talking about small consignments.

Mr. Patrick: Demurrage has to he paid
on small pareels.

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS: If
storage charges are paid, the Commissioner
will take the responsibility. These regula-
tions deal only with cases in which goods
are stored free. It is unreasonable to ex-
pect that the Commissioner should give free
services to any person and then be held
liable for any damage that may oceur.

MR. DONEY (Williams - Narrogin)
[4.48]: T agree with a good deal of what
the Minister says in regard to indemnities.
His explanation makes the regulations ap-
pear more reasonable. I wonder whether
he would re-draft the regulation with the
objeet of cufting out the 'last words, and
retaining the indemnities in certain cases.
Provision conld be made for suech instances
as the wool arriving at Port Hedland; ofher-
wise I cannot help thinking that at a time
when traffic is being lost to certain compet-
ing services, this somewhat irrifating regu-
lation is calculated to injure the business of
the railways.

The Minister for Railways: Do the com-
petitors of the railways accept any respon-
sibility for storage?

Mr. DONEY. T do not know.

(ASSEMBLY.|

The Minister for Railways: You know
they do not.

Mr. DONEY : When goods from the coun-
try are picked up at the farm, and taken
to their destination, there is no question of
storage. If goods are wilfully damaged, the
Commissioner escapes all responsibility.
That does not seem right. The very exist-
ence of a regulation like this may cause the
railway officials to be less careful than they
are.

The Minister for Railways: There is no-
thing about wilful damage here.

Mr. DONEY: It is plainly implied in the
words ‘“notwithstanding the acts or defaults
of hiy servants or agents.”

The Minister for Railways: That is not
wilful damage.

Mr. DONEY: It is included.

The Minister for Railways: If one wil-
fully does a thing, one must take the respon-
sibility for that action.

Mr. DONEY: This regumlation does not
make the thing plain. I want to see our
railway traffic inereasing. In the interests
of the railways this regulation should not be
allowed to pass in its present form. I wonld
sooner see the Commissioner revert to the
old arrangement of indemnity, in preference
to patting up the backs of country people
and causing them to fall back on molor
transport.

MR. SAMPSON (Swan) [4511: T ap-
preciate the difficulties of the position. If
no payment is made, there should he no re-
sponsibility on the part of the Commissioner
for the care of the goods. The eare of the
goods, however, is part of the service that
is provided.

The Minister for Railways: This refers to
where cases of goods are stored free of
charge.

Mr, SAMPSOXN: If goods are taken from
Perth to Kellerberrin, for instance, they
should be cared for, locked up, and at all
events kept away from the weather. That is
usually done. If the regulations provided
that there would be no responsibility, the
same position might occur as happens when
goods are sent forward at owner’s respon-
sibility. A complaint was made to me re-
cently respecting fruit that was sent fo Mt
Barker, 1t was stated that time after time
the cases were ullaged and fruit was taken
out. The person who sent the fruit there-
upon decided that instead of paying 2s. 10d.
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to the railways, he would pay 3s. 6d. to a
motor transport service. It is fair that this
should be mentioned, It shows that there
is not that full sense of responsibility one
would expect even when goods are heing
transported. The Minister might adjourn
the debate and asmend the proposed regula-
tion with the object of giving protection to
those who forward goods. 1f the regulation
is passed as it is, the railways will no douht
take advantage of it. Tt may be that there
is no railway shed or lock-up provided at
some station.

The Alinister for Railways: This does not
deal with unattended sidings.

Mr. SAMPSON: No. Where there is
a railway shed or other accommodation in
which goods may be kept in safe keeping,
the railways would be well advised not to
press for this regulation. A train may not
arrive at the station until 4 o'clock in the
morning. The recipients of goods may not
be waiting for the pareels to arrive and may
therefore suffer loss. The door of the shed
might have been left unlocked.

Mr. Wanshrough: If that happens the
person who leaves it unlocked is responsible
for the damage.

Mr. SAMPSON: If goods are stored free
of charge, the Commissioner wil! not he re-
sponsible for loss or damage notwithstand-
ing the defanlt or aetions of his servants
or agents. The care of goods for a eertain
period is part of the service which the rail-
ways inferentially undertake to provide for
those whose goods are transported.

MR. THORN (Toodyay) [453): The
Minister would be well advised to reconsider
this regzulation. At attended sidings the
Commissioner receives and despatches goods.
Why should he not be responsible for them¥

The Minister for Railways: If you aceept
a consignment, you take the responsibility
for it.

Mr. THORN: The Harbour Trust and
shipping eompanies make themselves respon-
sible for any shortage that may oceur in
goods they have received. If the Commis-
sioner receives goods at attended sidings, he
should make himself fully responsible for
them.

The Minister for Railways: He accepts
goods for transport, not for storage.

Mr. THORN. This must deal with execep-
tional eases.
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The Minister for Railways: It does.

Mr. THORN: When the Comnissioner
provides aceommodation to suit the people
concerned, that is a different matter. 1In
other circumstances he should aceept the
full responsibility. This regulation will only
have the effect of driving freight away from
the system. e should not do anything to
bring that about. Where the responsibility
rests with the railways, they shounld accept
it in full. One thing that is working against
our railways to-day is the fact that if one
rails goods at owner's risk, heing the cheaper
rate, the department accept no responsi-
bility. At Commissioner’s risk, which forces
the Commissioner to accept the responsi-
bility, a mueh higher rate is charged. On
the other hand, motor transport takes full
responsibility from the moment of picking
up the goods, whereas the Commissioner of
Railways will not do this except in return
for, as T have indicated, a much higher rate
of freight. Other forms of transport are
cutting our railway rates while accepting
full responsibility. That is one of the weak-
nesses in our railway methods.

ME. FERGUSON (Irwin-Moore) [5.2]:
In my opinion, the Commissioner's pro-
posal is altogether too drastic. To me it
seems to go a good deal furtker in ahsolv-
ing the Commissioner of any responsibility
where he should be responsible, than the
Minister for Railways believes. Goods are
brought into country railway stations for
consignment to the metropolitan area, and
are received at those stations from the
metropolitan area, and the new regulation
slates definitely that the Commissioner will
not he responsible for them. As regards
the Port Hedland-Marble Bar railway, the
regulation has no application so far as we
are concerned; but I am of opinion that at
ordinary country railway stations it will
absolve the Commissioner of any responsi-
bility from the time of the arrival of the
goods at the country station until the eon-
signee removes them, TUnder Regulation 32
all goods are subject to a storage charge of
6d. per ton for every day, or part of a day,
of 12 working hours, exclusive of Sundays
and holidays, if not removed from the rail-
way premises within 12 hours after arrival.
That regulation allows the consigoee to
leave the goods for 12 hours after arrival,
and for that peried the Commissioner
has heen vespensible; hut the new regu-
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lation absolves the Commissioner from
liability notwithstanding the acts or de-
faunlts of his servants or agents.

Thr Minister for Railways: The storage
for the first 12 hours is part of the freight.
If goods are allowed i¢ remain for another
day, the charge is 6d. per ton.

Mr. FERGUSON: By the amended regu-
lation the Commissioner gets entirely away
from responsibility immediately upon the
arrival of the goods af their destination.

The Minister for Railways: That is noi
50.
Mr. FERGUSON: I think it is so. Ever
since we had a railway system, the 12-hours
period has been allowed to the eonsignee of
goods, Now a regulation is brought in say-
ing that there shall be no responsibility even
for that period. As mentioned by the mem-
ber for Toodyay (Mr. Thorn), other means
of transport are cutting severely into the
operations of the Railway Department, Re-
cently we have given a great deal of con-
sideration to transport activities, and every
one of us desires to assist and encourage
the Commissioner of Railways in the con-
duct of Lis job. We want the railways used
for transport purposes. But such a regula-
tion as this, which relieves the Commis-
sioner of linbility under all eircumstances,
tends in the opposite direetion. The regu-
lation goes altogether too far, and does not
give the Commissioner’s clients a fair deal,
and thus will drive them to resort to oppo-
sition transport. That is not desired by
either the Minister or any other member of
ihe House.

MR. SEWARD (Pingelly—in reply)
[6.7]: One or two matters mentioned hy
the Minister I should like to touch npon in
reply. Tke regulation applies to goods con-
signed to farmers especially, and not at
uvnattended sidings but at stations like Pin-
gelly.

The Minister for Railways: I submit, Mr,
Speaker, that there cannot be a fresh mov-
ing of the motion to disallow, beeause T
shall have no opportunity of replying or
giving the House any further information.

Mr. SPEAKER: The mover can reply to
arguments which have heen used.

Mr. SEWARD: The Minister said that
ir moving the motion I was referring to
uhattended sidings. T was not, however.
I was referring to sidings where there is
goods shed accommodation. Farmers living
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ten or 15 miles out cannot be communicated
with in many cases, In my distriet the rail-
way officials communieate with the farmer
if he is on the telephone, or, if he is not,
try to send him word through some other
source. The goods have to remain in the
goods shed until the farmer comes into town.

The Minister for Railways: Then ke is
charged storage.

Mr. SEWARD: According to the regu.
lations, if any damage oceurs to the gonds
while in the goods shed, even though hy
defau’t on the part of the railway servants,
there is no claim on the Commissioner,

The Minister for Railways: If they are
gtored free. If a man does not eome in for
his goods for three or four days, be ecan
be ckarged storage.

Mr. SEWARD: If the regulation is neces-
sary in the ecase of the Port Hedland-Marble
Bar line, the Minister would do well to con-
fine it to that line, and lenve matters as they
are in other districts,

Question put and negatived.

BILL—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading,

Debate resumed from the 6th December.

MR. McDONALD (West Perth) [5.10]:
I wish to thank the member for Fremantle
(Mr. SBleeman} for the fair way in which
he introdnced the Bill. The measure may
be divided into three parts. One part deals
with ¢osts, another with the respective fune-
tions of harrister and solicitor, and the third
part deals with the eonditions of admission
of students as solicitors. The part about
costs is one concerning which T am prepared
to agree with the mover of the Bill. The
part econtains two provisions. One proposes
an amendment of that section of the Legal
Practitioners Aet nnder which a solicitor has
power to render a seceond hill of costs after
he has reeeived notice from the client of his
intention to tax the bill. 1 have no objec-
tion to that section heing deleted, as pro-
posed by the measure. It is a provision
which, T think, is very varely used; and I
gee no objection to its deletion. The other
provision is one coneerning the costs of fax-
ation of a hill of costs where the client de-
gires to have the bill taxed. The prineipal
Aet provides that if the client suceeeds in
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reducing the bill by one-sixth of the amount
of the items objected to, the sclicitor shall
pay the costs of taxation, and that if the
client does not succeed in reducing the bill
by one-sixth of the amount of the items oh-
Jected fo, then the elient shall pay the costs
of taxation. The amendmeni proposes to
do away with that formula for determining
the incidence of the costs, and to leave the
matter in the diseretion of the taxing mas-
ter. I have no objection to that proposal
either. All T want to say about it is that I
think the provision of the principal Act is
rather misunderstood, and that in my opin-
ion the remarks of the memher for Fre-
mantle showed that he did not quite appre-
ciate what the effect of the section is. If
a client objected to a hill of costs rendered
by a solicitor and had it taxed, the one-sixth
to which the Aet refers to wonld not be one-
sixth of the whole bill, but only one-sixth
of the amount of the items objected to.
What happens in practice is this. The client
gefs a bill for, say, £20. He says, “Well,
items representing £15 are all right, and I
have no objection to them; but items rep-
resenting £5 I think are not proper charges.”
He then goes to the taxing master, and the
taxing master does not deal with items rep-
resenting £15 which are admitted to be fair
items, but with the jtems representing £5,
which are claimed to be unfair items. If
the client suceeeds in redueing that £5 worth
of items by the one-sixth, or 16s. odd, then
the solicitor has to pay the costs of taxation.
If the client cannot take off the 16s. odd,
then he has to pay the expenses of taxation.
To eut out that rule and leave the matfer
entirely in the bands of the taxing master,
as the member for Fremantle proposes hy
this Bill, is something to which I have no
objection at all. The old system is one whieh
is found in the English Act, except that the
English Act has a slight difference, in that
it gives the taxing master the diserction to
depart from the role in any case where he
is convinced that taxaiion is specially jus-
tified. However, I have no objection if
the hon. member desires to have the matter
left entirely in the hands of the taxing mas-
ter and in accordanece with his discretion.
The next point dealt with is one concerning
the functions of barrister and solicitor, or
eonnsel and solicitor. A solieitor means the
man whe works in his office and ecounsel
means the man who works in a court. The
Bill proposes that no solicitor shall act as
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counsel or appear in court in any case in
which he himself has acted as solicitor or
in whieh his partner happens to be the
solicitor. That means that if a man is
practising by bimself, and the case has
to go to the Supreme Court, when it be-
comes a matter of pleading, he has to hand
the brief over to another lawyer, whereas
under the present system he ean appear in
court and carry through the whole trans-
action himself. It also means thai in the
office of a firm consisting of two or three
lawyers, one of whom may be a King's
Counsel, should the Bill be agreed to, liti-
gation may be initiated but when the time
comes for the trial to proceed, no partner
in that firm can eppear and fight the case
in eonrt. It has to be handed over to a
member of some other legal firm.  The
suggestion ontlined in the Bill is something
that, as far as T know, does not operate
anywhere else. In other countries, there
is a separation between the work of =
solicitor and that of g barrister, and there
is a separate bar at which those admitfted
to it, work only as barristers. Tn this
State we have what are known as amal-
gams, or legal practitioners who are
both barristers and solicitors. Legal praec-
titioners here can do both branches of the
work.

The Premier: Is that not so in Victoria
as well?

Mr. MeDONALD: In Vietoria, the posi-
tion is the same according to law, but not
in practice. As a matter of professional
usage and convenience, they have separate
Bars there, the members of which are as
completely apart as if the branches were
separated by law. Tn New Sounth Wales
there is a separate Bar, and solicitors can-
not appear in courts of law. The same
applies in Queensland, whereas in South
Australia the position is the same as in
Western Australia. The Bill, tnerefore,
proposes to create a position among the
legal fraternity that, so far as I know, does
not obtain anywhere else. I shall ask the
House not to agree to that proposal. It
would require very carefnl consideration
before allowing it to become law, and it
would be purely experimental. So far as
I ean judge, it would mean more expense
to the elient. In small cases, such as un+
defended divorce proceedings, a solicitor
can take his elient’s instructions and ap-
pear in eourt. If the Bill be agreed to, he
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would not be able to do that, but when
the time came for the case to be dealt
with in court, he would have to hand the
brief over to another lawyer, who would be
paid counsel’s fees. Although now, In deal-
ing with the smaller types of litigation,
one lawyer can carry through the whole
transaction, the position will be, should
the Bill be agreed to, that he will have to
hand over counsel’s work to another law-
yer. That would mean a confesrence In
order to explain the case to counsel, and
would invelve additional cost. As the pro-
position stands at present, T suggest to the
House and to the member for Fremantle
{Mr. Sleeman) that the clanse I refer to is
one that it is not desirable to adopt. T am
in sympathy with the member for Fre-
mantle to this extent, that I think the
rules of the Supreme Court could be made
elearer on the question of the employment
of ftwo counsel. That is the real burning
question. I also azee witk the hon, mem-
ber that the rules regarding conterences
between counsel could be made clearer, and
generally tightened up in the interests of
the public and of the lezal fraternity
themselves. That could be done on the re-
commendation of the Minister for Justice
under the rules of the court, and the
alterations could be effected by judges
of the Supreme Court. If the rules were
dealt with in that way, and made clearer,
that course would have the support of the
legal fraternily. Therefore, as the Bill
stands now, I recommend to members that,
with reference to the partial separa-
tion of the branches of Jlaw prae-
tised by barristers and solicitors respee-
tively, ther should not adopt the pro-
posed course. To do so would mean,
so0 far as ecan be foreseen—it is
difficult to foresee what would be the
real effect—additional cost to the pub-
lic. The third part of the Bill deals with
the conditions governing the admission of
students, and with the conditions of the ad-
mission of those students who have obtained
the degree of Bachelor of Laws. The ordin-
ary law student who does not attend the
University has to spend five years under
articles or an apprenticeship. The student
who attends the University and obtains his
degree once had to put in three years
in a solicitor’s office, instead of five yvears
as formerly. In 1926 the Legal Practitioners
Act was amended in this House and the
period of three years required for a Bache-
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lor of Laws was cut down to two years in
order to make conditions easier. Now the
member for Fremantle has introduced a Bill
seeking fo make the conditions still more
easy by a further reduction of the period
required for a Bachelor of Laws. I do not
desire to weary the House by going over
ground that has been covered before. I will
content myself with explaining that a Uni-
versity training is academic and the idea he-
hind the period of articles was that a Baelie-
lor of Laws would be assured of some prae-
tical training in the office of a solicitor be-
fore he was admitted to practise.

Mr. Sleeman: What practise would the
solicitor have who came out from England?

Mr. McDONALD: 1 will deal with that
phase in a moment. The Bill aims at re-
dueing the standards with rveference to the
period of fraining and the examinations that
are at prescrt neeessary prior to a solicitor
heing admitted to the Bar in Western Aus-
tralia. The Bill is one to reduce standards.
The complaint by the member for Fremantle
was really this: He said that a barrister from
LEnglangd eould eat a few dinners at the Inns
of Court, and, after three vears’ academie
training, could be admitted to the Xnglish
Bar and then come to Western Australia
and be admitted as a solicitor. He said fux-
ther that the terms of admission as a soli-
citor here were so comparatively easy for
those men as to he unfair to the loeal boy.
It is true that an English bareister ean be
admitted without serving articles.  What
happens is that he either pusses an examina-
tion set by the Bar Council, which involves
three years’ training, or else he gets a Uni-
versity degree and then has to pass portion
of the usual final examination set for a stu-
dent applying for admission to the Bar., But
he serves no articles, and can qualify for
admission as a Dbarrister in three years.
In the cases of barristers, they are
only engaged by solicitors and the solicitors
are able to judge whether the barristers are,
or are not, qualified. English bharristers who
are admitted to practise are comparatively
few. It is like selecting the Australiun Ele-
ven. They are picked by experts and if,
after selection, they do not show themselves
to be thoroughly competent, they have no
chanee whatever.

Mr. Patrick: Is that where the clieni has
a say?

Mr. McDONALD; That is so. At any
rate, there have been no English barristers
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adiviited to the Bar here, apart from a very
few, during the last 30 years,

Mr. Raphael: Ther know there arc a lot
of sharks here.

Mr. MeDONALD: They know thex would
have no chance against the local lads. A
client may suggest the choosing of a bar-
rister because he may be a well-known man
who has established his reputation by his
carveer af the Bar. In the absence of a man
who has already established his reputation,
a clienf would be guided by the recommend-
atien of his solieitor, who would know from
experience whether or not a barvister was
competent. The danger does not apply to
the same degrec with regard to harristers
as it does to solicitors. There is a prineiple
involved in the Bill, and it is one of some
importance. Under the Legal Practitioners
Act there is an authority set up—the Bar-
risters’ Board. That is the competent author-
ity, and the funciion of its members is to
prescribe the examinations and the stand-
ards that thev think necessary regarding ad-
missions to the Bar. Parliament does not
endeavour to set down the defails of the
examinations to be conducted, but throws
upon the compelent hody, the Barristers’
Board, the responsibility for the charaeter,
qualifieations and ability of the men who
are to be permitted to practice law in West-
ern Australin,  That prineiple ohtains, as
far as I know, everywhere. Tn New Zealand
the competent authority isx a couneil con-
sisting of two Supreme Court judges, and
two solicitors who are members of the Law
Council, who prescribe the examinations re-
quired for admission.  Comparatively re-
cently the New Zealand Law Soctety wrote
7o the authorities in each of the Australian
States regarding their requirements with
relerence to the qualifications for ad-
mission te the Bar, because in New Zea-
land it was felt that the standard of admis-
sion of solicitors needed overhauling to
make sure that it was raised to a higher
level. The same method obtains in Vie-
toria and Engiand, but naturally the details
and standards of the examinations, and the
number of examinations held, are left to
the competent authority to determine. The
Bill seeks to take that power away from the
Barristers’ Board to a certain extent, and
endeavours to lay down details as to what
standnrd shall be demanded by the Barris-
ters’ Board. Provision is made in the Bill

]
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that o Bachelor of Laws need not pass any
further examination for admission as a soli-
citor. At present, a Bachelor of Laws has
to serve two years articles and to pass an
examination set and prescribed by the Bar-
risters’ Board. That examination deals with
practical subjects including procedure and
practical conveyancing.

Mr. Hawke: Would the hon. member mind
speaking n little louder? It is diffieult to
hear him owing to the talking that is going
on between so many other hon. members.

Mr, SPEAKER: Ovder!

Alr. MeDONALD: After getting his de-
gree of Bachelor of Laws, he has to pass an
examination in practical work. It is pro-
posed to abolish that examination. The rea-
son for the cxamination is this: So far
as I know every country requires, before a
man holding the degree of Bachelor of Laws
it admitted as a solicitor, that he shall serve
some pertod of practical training, whether
of one, two or three years. The object of
the examination is to ensure that, daring his
two years of articles, he hus in fact studied
as he was expected to do, Before he is
admitted and after his two years of articles,
the board hold an examination which en-
sures that the student hus paid attention to
the practieal work. TE there were no such
cxamination, all that students, who had
taken the degree of Bachelor of Laws, would
he required to do would be to go to the office
for a eouple of years more or less spasmodi-
eally, and, at the end of the period, they
could be admitted, and there would be no
guarantee that they had made proper use
of their time. The small examination en-
sures that the man has spent his time in the
way intended, and has acquired a practical
training qualifying him o be admitted. For
that reason the legal fraternity consider it
would be wise to retain the examination in
practieal work.

Mr. Sleeman: Do you think it is neces-
sary?

Mr. MeDONALD: T do.  Another provi-
sion stipulates that the period of articles
zhall be one vear instrad of two years, In
1926 the period was cut down irom three to
two vears, Now it is desired to eut it down
to one year. In Victoria it has been made one
vear, but T am informed that the decision is
heing reconsidered with o view to restoring
the pertod to two yvears. In England the
Solieitors Act was overhauled last year, and
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under the re-ecactment, a student who holds
the degree of Bachelor of Laws has to serve
three years articles before he can become a
solicitor, as against our two years, and he
has to pass the final examination set hy the
law for solicitors, instead of the compara-
tively small examination preseribed in this
State,

The Minister for Justiee: That does not
apply to barristers.

Mr. MecDONALD: No.

The Minister for Justice: They can be
admitted here as solicitors.

Mr. MecDONALD: Yes. I was point-
ing out that in England, three years’
articles are required as against two years
here, and a much more extensive examina-
tion has to be passed before a mun who
holds the degree of Bachelor of Laws can
be admitted to praefise as a solicitor. T
admit that barristers from England can be
admitted here as solicitors on somewhat
more favourable terms than can men who
have been frained lLere.

T'he Minister for Justice: Ana on more
favourable terms than they ean be admitted
as solicitors in England.

Mr, McDONALD: Yes.

Mr. Patrick: But none of them comes
out here.

Mr. MeDONALD: Apart from Rhodes
scholars and one other man whose father
was a resident of the State and who went
home to study, T cannot recollect a single
English barrister who has come out here
in the last 30 years.

Mr, Sleeman: Our own men come haek.

Mr. McDONALD: I said apart from
Rhodes scholars and one other man.

The Minister for Justice: And the other
man did not practice.

Mr. McDONALD: One man did practice
for a time; he is not practising now. If
we wish to adjust that anomaly, we have
one of two courses open to us. We can
either impose an extra ¢ualifiecation on an
English barrister before he is admitted
here——

Myr. Sleeman: You do not favour that?

Mr. McDONALD: I am prepared to
faver that—or we can reduce our stand-
ard and make the term of qualification
casy and more comparable with that which
obtains in respect to the English barrister.
Sooner than see the standard of admission
lowered, I am prepared to move that an
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binglish or Irish barrister coming to this
State shall not be admitted nunless he
pusses the examination prescribed by the
hoard for Bachelors of Laws in this State.

The Minister for Justice: What about
the Barristers’ Board examination?

Mr. MecDONALD: The Barristers’ Board
conduet two types of examination—an ex-
amination for those studenis who have
served five vears articles and have not at-
tended the University, and an examination
for those students who have taxken the
University degree of Bachelor of Laws. Thex
conduct n comparatively small examination
for Bachelors of Laws to test their profi-
cleney in practical work, and lo test the
work they have done during the two years’
avticles served after obtaining the degree
of Bachelor of Laws. If there is a griev-
anee that English barristers can be ad-
mitted on easier terms than c¢an local men,
I am prepared to move an amendment re-
quiring the English barrister to pass the
examination preseribed by the board for
Bachelors of Laws of our own University.
I think we counld say that the barrister
who had qualified in England and had
passed the examination preseribed by the
Barristers’ Board for Bachelors of Laws
would have something approaching the
legal qualifications of those men who have
passed through the course prescribed in
this State. I would sooner see the terms
for the admission of the English barrister
increased—it would be purely nominal be-
cause they do not come here—than see the
local standard lowered. A decrease in
standard, apart from other considerations,
would he likely to affect reciprocity and
the chances of Western Australian boys, if
they so desired, going to another State or
couniry to start in business. The widest
field is always the best. While the member
for Fremantle was speaking the other
night, I wrote down the names of five local
solicitors whose sons had recently passed
or were passing through the Universiby
law school and who had served or were
serving two years’ articles and have to
pass the examination preseribed for Bache-
lors of Law. Not one of those solicitors has
ever sugzested that the course was too long
or too difficalt, or that it was unnecessarily
long or difficult. If they had Felt that way,
1 feel sure that, in the interests of their sons,
they would have suggested an amendment to
reduce the length of the course.
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AMr. Raphael: Did those sons serve in the
oflice: of their parents?

Mr. MeDONALD: They may have done
so. Tl thev did, there would be nothing
wrong about it.  The member for Fremantle
referred to a man who was a solicitor. 2nd
whoze tather held a brief and whose brother,
I think, was in the ease,

My, Sleeman: I mentioned a case in which
~on, tather and unecle appeared.

Mr. MeDONALD: There is nothing wrony
in that. In business, on the land, and in the
law, it iz natural for the son to Follow the
profession of his father. T reeollect that in
Melbourne there werve in the law the present
Chief Justice of the High Cowrt, Sir Frank
Gavan Duffy, a neplew who i+ now Mr.
Justice  Gavan  Duffy of the Vietorian
Supreme Court, another son, a very hrilliant
harvister who was kiled, and a brother of
Sir Frank Gavan Duffy, a Melbowrne solici-
tor, Tf any litigant in the Victorian Supreme
Court had had the serviees of the present
High Court Chief Justice and the Victorian
judge and one other member of the family
when they were all practising at the Bar, 1
do not think his interests would have suf-
ferel one iota. Nor would the mere fact that
relationship existed hetween the men have led
to the elient receiving less proper treafment
or less skilled advice than would otherwise
have heen the case. There is only one other
provision to which T wish to refer, and that is
the elause providing that the articled elerk
may he remuncrated by hiz emplover, There
i= no objection to that. At present it i
necessary fo get the permis<ion of the hoard
to pay an articled elerk, and T do not think
the board has ever vefused permission. T
hiave no objection to that heing included in
the Rill.

The Minister For Justice: All apprentices
are piid, and they do a certain amount of
useful work.

Mr. McDONALD: This is a more debal-
able ruestion. A provision of the Kind
might possibly militate against the employ-
meni of articled elerks. However, T do not
desire to enter into i «disenssion of that sub-
jert at the present slage. Another provision
i= that no elerk during his term of articles
=hall engage in any olher occupation during
the ordinary husiness hourz. Under the
Texal Practitioners Aet an  articled elerk
max not cngawe in any other occupation
without the wrilten consent of the Barristers’
Board, That means that neither during the
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working hours of the day nor in his spare
tinie at night may he have any occupation
except the study of law, unless he first ob-
tains the consent of the board. The pro-
posed provision requires a student to work
ut the law during the ordinary business hours
of the day, and to be free thereafter to take
any other employment. The law is perbaps
a vather peculiar business. The Barristers’
Board and any tribunal charged with the
responsibility of admititing solieitors have
something more to do than simply to look at
u student’s academic qualifieations.  They
keep a somewhat paternal eye on the student,
and it is desirable to ensuve that there shall
be no outside employment which may mili-
tate against the proper studies by the
stwient during his period of articles.
In England, by the Solicitors Act of 1932,
there is a somewbat similar provision. It
has heen in existence for many years and
was re-enacted.  Section 21 of that Aci
provides—

An articled clerk may not enter intg anv
other employment unless he has obtained from
the Master of the Tolls or a judge of ths

High Court an order sanetioning the holding

by him of the office or his engagement in the
employment.

The object of that provision mainly is to
ensure that a stodent shall not take some
employment which is going to be inconsist-
ent with kis proper studies during his period
of articles. For example, a student may he
a farmer, or he may be managing a farm,
and if he had to do the work associated
with that employment during his period of
articles, it is likely that his period of legal
training would suffer. Or if he were en-
gaged in husiness he might have to give
close attention to that work which wonld
militate against the really proper applica-
tion of his mind to tke practical training
durmg the period of his articles. I think
that is the principal reason why the English
legislation bas kept a hold over outside em-
ployment by requiring that the student shall
obtain the consent of a judge to carrying
on outside work, At the present time under
ounr law a stodent has to obtain the con-
sent of the Barristers’ Board. I bkave no
objection to an alteration by which he may
get the permission of a Supreme Court
Jjudge, and if he puts up a reasonable case,
I am not guite sure a judge will not withhold
the permission. Perbaps an amendmeni
leaving the matter to a judge in the same
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way &s the position exists in England would
be betfer than the provision contained in
the Bill which leaves the sindent entirely
at large as to what he may do in the way
of outside employment, provided of course,
as the Bill says, he gives proper attention
to his work during business hours. The
Law Society and Couneil of this State have
considered the position and they hesitate to
say, in faet they do not wish to see, any
amendments introduced which will lower the
present standard of qualifications. I would
ask the House to heed the views of the
Law Council because, as I previonsly ex-
plained, lawyers have voluntarily agreed to
eontribute £5600 per annum indefinitely to-
wards foundiog a Cheir of Law at the
University to give these people the best
possible training so that they might eventu-
ally render good service to the community.
Therefore, as lawyers are contributing
that sum for the purpose off main-
taining the good standard of training, it
will be rather hard if that standard is
reduced below what is considered desirable
in the public interests. The House migkt
well take into consideration the views of
the legal fraternity on this point, beecause
they are disinterested views and are made
in good faith. T have no objection to the
provision regerding costs, though I shall
move an amendment to impose an additional
examination in the ease of overseas harris-
ters. I would ask the House, however, not
to lower the standard which at present exists
for the admission of solicitors, and not pass
{ke clause which will interfere with the
existing system as it applies to barristers.

MR. SLEEMAXN (Fremantle—in reply)
{552]: T am rather surprised at some of
the remarks made hy the hon. member. When
I moved the second reading of the Bill I
told the House that I had been in touch
with the legal members of this Chamber, and
got the opinion of the member for West
Perth, and that in deference to his wishes, 1
cut out a conple of clauses which otherwise
might have heen still in the Bill. I now
find that the hon. member is in favour of
putting into the Bill what I agreed to cut
out, and that other parts of the Bill with
which he was in ascord, he now desires to
excise. I do not know exactly whether the
hon. member is speaking on his own behalf
at the present time or whether, as the Law
Journal put it, the matier of seeing the Bill
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through has been left in his hands by the
Law Society. I asked the hon. member
whether it was his opinionr, and he replied
that it was the opinion of the Law Society.
Now hbe tells us it is his opinion. T{ seems
remarkable that the hon. member should have
changed his mind in so quick a time. At
first he had no objection to the taxing of
costs, and I am pleased to know he still has
no objection to that. Next he said that the
briefing of counsel did not exist in any other
conntry of the world. As a matter of faet,
it exists in every couniry of the world. In
most countries, solicitors have to go outside
to brief counsel. My opinion is that the
proposal i the Bill will make for the
cheaper working of the profession. Next
there was the question of the admission of
students to the Bar, and the hon. member
says that T am asking for a reduckion in the
term of articles. Only a few days ago the
hon. member was in favour of it. Now he
says he does not think it can be aceepled.
[n Vietoria the requirement is one year’s
articles. In New South Wales an LL.B. is
admissible to the Bar without further exam-
ination. 1 ask the House to pass the clause
as it is, becanse I contend fthat a man com-
ing from the University, having passed the
Bachelor of Laws degree, and baving served
one year in articles to get practieal experi-
ence, should be as good, if not hetter than
the youth who goes to the Old Country and
returns without having served articles. The
hon. member suggests that I should eut out
of the Bill the reference to the serving of
articles abroad, because, as he says, “I do
not think any English harristers, except
Rhodes scholars, have been admitted here
for the last 20 years, and the effect of Mr.
Sleeman’s amendment would be to deprive
our Rhodes scholars of an opportunity of
returning to their own States to practice
law as the funds at their disposal would
make it diffienit to complete the longer soli-
citor’s course.” If the hon. member is so
much eoncerned about what it is going to
cost Rhodes scholars returning from abroad,
why is he not concerned abont what it will
cost loeal lads who have been struggling to
gecure admission to the Bar? These lads
may be the sons of poor parents——

Mr. Latham: Rhodes scholars may also be
sons of poor parents.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I admit that, hut the
member for West Perth is worrying ahout
the hoy from abroad, who has served his
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term, passed his examinations and caten his
dinner, but who has never served a day i
articles and has not even had an examina-
tion at the hands of the Barristers” Roavd
in that or in any other country. As tor rhe
boy who can be successful by winning a
Rhodes schelarship, or having parents vho
can afford to send him Home to secure his
training, the hon. member is not concerned
about him. There are some in this House
who have been seni Home to study law and
have returned as barristers. They have never
been asked to pass another examination
on their return, nor have they been asked
te put in a year in articles, and when T sug-
gest that both should be brought in on an
equahiy, the hon. member is no longer in
agreement with me. Victoria provides for
one year’s artieles, and the hon. member
pointed that out, and added that in New
South Wales an Y/L.B. is admissible to the
Bar without further examination. T am ask-
ing the House now to make the law consist-
ent, so that if a boy from the Old Country
ur a barrister from abroad is to be admitted
without examination, the same procedure
shall apply to local lads. The hon.
member wanfs to make it compulsory
for the Rhodes scholar to pass an examina-
tion, but I do not think he said anything
abont serving articles.  All the leading
barristers in this State obtained their edun-
cation in the 0ld Country and never served
a day in articles. Yet we are fo say that
the others are to be admitted withoul serv-
ing articles, while the local boys are to be
compelled to serve articles. This will make
us look ridienlous in the eyes of the world.
Tmagine a brilliant barrister from Great
Britain coming here and heing told by the
lncal people that he would have to submit
to an examination before being admitted
and also serve articles, though he would not
have lo pass an examination before being
admitted as a barrister.

My, Latham: The one at Home is a mucl:
more difficult examination than we have
here.

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 do not know that.

Alr. Latham: I will get you the papers
next week.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I trust members will
agree to that clause in the Bill. Then the
hon. member said the Bill meant that artieles
are necessary. At present a bachelor of
laws has to pass an examination, and the
hon. member said this was necessary in order
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that he might get a practical examination.
If a practical examination is necessary, i
should be the same for men from abroad
as for vouths from onr University. The
hon. metmber said that Victoria conteraplates
increasing the articles. For many years Vie-
torin has had only 12 months of articles, It

that 15 good enough in Victoria and New
South Wales also, I hope it will be good

enongh for Western Australia. Imagine a
lad going through the TUniversity and
throngh the Chair of Law there—to

whieh, the member for West Perth told us,
some £300 is contributed by the Law Socicty
—and then when he emerges successful he
finds he bhas to serve two years under
articles!

Mr. Patriek: I think he could serve those
articles while studying at the University.

Alr. MeDenald: No.

Mr. SLEEMAN: No, he conld not. I
hope the Honse will pass the Bill, so as to
bring about this long-desired reform in the
profession. The member for West [erth
admits everydhing to a certain extent, hut
Jesires that it should be done in some other
way, whereas I think the way I have chosen
ig the simplest and best.  Then the bon.
member says he has no objection to articled
clerks being remunerated; and he adds that
at present articled elerks must receive per-
mission from the Barristers' Board before
they can earn anything while serving their
articles; that if it should come to the know-
ledge of the Barristers’ Board (hat an
articled ciers has earned anything he will
have no chance of being called io the Bar.
I hope that sort of thing will be cut out.
The hon. member said he would agree to
make provision the same as it is in Eng-
land, namely that the articled clerk may not
enter into other employment without the
permission of the Master of the Rolls. That
would be a lot hetter than it is ab present,
but the time has gone by when any young
fellow in tkis country should be told by
the Barristers’ Board that unless he can
serve his articles without earning a living,
he cannot be admitted to the Bar. In New
Zealand every opportunity is given to the
sons and daughters of the poorer people,
and no obstruction is placed in their way
when they desire to enter the profession.

Mr. MeDonald: All that is heing over-
haoled now.

Mr. SLEEMAN: It would have been bad
for the country if it had been overkauled in



2500

years gone by. Had our present Governor-
tiencral not been permitted to earn his liv-
ing  while serving his articles, he would
never have become a lawyer, and so perhaps
never i Governor-General. It was only
through his own ability and industry that
lie was able i go out and take on little odd
Jjobs so as to earn n few shillings to sec
him through while he was serving kis
articles.  Another man, Judge Real, of
Quecnsland, served his time as a carpenter
and studied law while not working at the
beneh. He was called to the Bar, and even-
tually became a judge. So if the system
of making things easy had heen overhauled
i vears gone by, it would have been bad
for some of Anstralia’s brainiest men. I
hope the House will pass the Bill so that
the young people of this country shall have
at least a sporting chance of entering the
legal profession hy being permitted to earn
something while serving their arvticles.

Question put and passed.

Bill vead a seeoud time,

In Committee.

Mr. Hegney in the Chair; Mr. Sleeman in
charge of the Bill

Clause 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Amendment of Seetion §:

Hon. N. KEENAN: The eclavse would
serve to lower the standard of the profes-
sion, which necessarily must be kept pretty
bigh. There could be no greater danger
te the public than to permit ill-traired law-
vers to practise the profession. To lower
the standard would be doing a dis-serviee
to the public. The clanse will certainly
lower the standard, because it will permit
a man of pnrely academie fraining to gunal-
ify for the profession. A man who does no
more than go to the University and get a
degree has no praetical knowledge. In
order that sueh a man might qualify to pro-
teet the public, e requires a: least two
vears of practical work in a solicitor's
office. I ean assure the Committee {hat n
very large part of the work I get arises
from the hlunders made by men nol pro-
perly trained, who have done a very great
ill to their clients simply hecause they were
not properly trained. Then, when the harm
is done, it hecomes necessary to take steps
in a court of law—a very expensive matter.
So T say that to lower the standard of the
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profession is fo do the public a great dis-
serviee, Under this clanse the mere lapse
of time would entitle a man tg be called to
the Bar, released from any examination
which would test hizs practical knowledge.
Mr. SLEEMAN: T cannot follow the
reasoning of the hon. member. First he
gays that men should not enter the profes-
sion without a qualifying examination, and
then he goes on to say that half the work
he gets arises frow inefficiency on the part
of badly trained lawyers. Of course, those
badly trained lawyers Lave all passed their
quaiifying examinations. If it were not
for the many obstructions there are to being
called to the Bar in this State, some of the
brainier of the young fellows of poor fami-
lies might be in the legal profession, in-
stead of those who have got there merely
because their parents could afford to give
them an expensive training. T lope the
Committee will agree to the clause,

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1£ o man from abrosd
can tike up the legal profession in ihis
State without an examination, it Is equally
desirable that the same privilege should be
extended to a leeal man.

The MINISTER ¥TOR EMPLOYMENT:
I hope this clause will not be agreed to.
A larger principle is involved than appeurs
on the surface.  The question of appren-
ticeship is bound unp with the prineiple
contained in this elause. When n youth is
engaged in learning o trade ns an appren-
tice, he has to produce a certifleate show-
ing the standard of edueation to which be
has attained. From then on he is exam-
ined from time to time to se¢ that he is
still preficient as far as he has gone. As
the proficiency inerenses, the necessary
certificates are issued until the young ap-
prentice becomes a tradesman, This clanse
proposes that when a person has reached
a certain standard he need not be educated
any further. That prineiple iz subversive
to the whole system of apprenticeship. Tn
the ease of the engineering tradz2 an ar-
rangement is made wheveby a younz men
gets continuous edncation al the Univer-
sity. Tf we take away the principle that
ensures practical experience in any trade
or calling, we cannot successfully support
our apprenticeship ideals.

The MINTSTER FOR JUSTICE: In
Fngland and Treland the Tegal profession
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is separated into two paris, tha barrister
and the solicttor. A solicitor has te be
trained to secure his LL.B. degree, and has
to serve for some time apd pass an ex-
amination before he iu alluwed to ao the
practical work associnted with the profes-
sion. The barrisier, however, takes his
degree and is then admitted to the Bar, He
does not praciise as men do here, but is
only a pleader, n person who has a know-
ledge of the lauw, the ability to conduet a
case, and other necessary attributes. In
this State the profession is not divided
into twa parts. We should not make the
conditions appertaining to eatering the
profession too easy. We shonla ensnre that
persons received training on the practical
side. The man whe takes his 1.1.B. degree
need have no idea of draving up a will or
making a deed of partnevship. We believe
that people shonld make themselves rea-
sonably efficient in the frade or calling
they intend to adopt in order that the
public may be protected against inefficieney.
The effect of this elause is that what ap-
plies to the admissicn of a barrister to the
profession in Great Britain shall be suffi-
cient fo enable a man to become a solicitor
as well as a barrister in Western Austra-
lin Tf we want a member of the Jegal pro-
fession to be qualified for the practieal
work he has to do, we can only ensure
that by providing that he shall pass
an examination of the renuisite standard.
I consider it absurd that anyone who merely
has an academie degrec in law should he en-
titled to set up as an all-round legal prac-
titioner. 1 have known of Rhodes srholars
eoing to England and being admitted to the
Bar there, and then coming out here to prac-
tise; but most of them had learned the soli-
citor's side of the profession. I am with the
membeyr for Perth, in part, as to the amend-
ment he proposes to move. If the law were
nbrogated as proposed by the clauge, it
would be a distinet lowering of the standard
of the legal profession. I agree with the
member for Fremantle that men should be
permitted to earn money during their period
of artieles, Further, T consider that articled
clerks shonld he entitied to remuneration
People who are trained for the teaching
profession are paid during the period they
are learning to teach.

Mr. SLEEMANXN: T do not think the argu-
ment ag to practical experience carries much
weight. The eclause does not provide for
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practical experience. The examination by
the Barristers' Board is largely an academic
examination. On the argument of the Min-
ister for Justice, the passing of the Public
Service examination should not qualify a
candidate for appointment, but he should
be subjected to another examination in prac-
tteal work. A man who bas the degree of
Bachelor of Laws should, according to the
Minister’s view, undergo a further examina-
tion by the Barristers’ Board; hut an Eng-
lish harrister can practise here without pass-
ing any further examination. To interfere
with Rhodes scholars would be to make our-
selves ridieulons in the eyes of the world.
The local man should have the same oppor-
tunity as the lawyer coming from abroad,
who need merely possess a residential quali-
lication.

Clause put, and a division taken with the
Following results:—

Ayes . .. - .. 13

Noes - . . .. 25
Majority against .. Lo 12
AYES.
Mr, Clothler Mr. Sleeman
Mr. Covertey Mr. J. H. Smlth
Mr. Cunningnem Mr. Tookin
Mr. Moloney Mr, Wilson
Mr. Munsie AMr. Withers
Mr. Needham Mr. Raphael
M. Rodareda (Teller.}
NOEB.
Mr. Brockman Mr. North
Mr. Collier Mr. Patrick
Mr. Ferpguson Mr. Piesse
Mr. Griffiths Mr., Seward
Mr. Hawka Mr. IF. Co L. Smith
AMlIss Helman Mr. J. M. Smith
Mr. Keennn Mr. Stubbs
Mr. Kennenlly Mr. Troy
Mr. Latham Mr. Waraer
Mr. McDonald Mr. Welsh
Mr. McLarty Mr. Willeock
Mr. J. 1. Mnon Mr. Doney
AMr. Millington {Teller.,)

('lause thus negatived.

Clause 3—Suhstitution of new section for
Section 13; Articled clerks not to engage
in other employment during office hours, and
may be remunerated:

Mr. McDONALD: 1 desire to have this
clause amended by the striking out of the
word “repealed” in line 1, and of the words
“substituted therefor” in line 2, and by
striking out Subsection 1 of proposed See-
tion 13 and inserting in lieu the words “See-
tion 13 of the prineipal Aet is hereby
amended, and a new section is added there-
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to.” The new seetion would be as per pro-
posed Snbsection 2, referring to remunera-
tion of articled clerks. TUnder the amend-
ment, students would be entitled to engage
in outside employment during their term of
arlicles, with the permission of the Barris-
ters’ Board. I move an amendment—

That the word ‘‘repealed’’, in line 1, ha
struck out.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: I hope the amendment
will not be carried. The section whieh the
clanse seeks fo amend is most vicions in
prineiple, and T do not think many members
would support it. Under it, no articled elerk
is to engage in any other occupation except
with the sanction of the Barristers’ Board.
I have produced evidence here that during
the past 20 years only one arvticled elerk
bas obtained the permission in ruestion.
Diligent scarch failed to disclose more than
one such case. The late Attorney-General
asked me why I had not gone to the right
place to obtain the information. He was
quite dumbfounded when I said I had gone
to the secretary of the Barristers’ Board.
The secretary could not, or would not, af-
ford me information of any case execept that
one,

Mr. F. C. L. Smith: Had there been many
applications?

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 know of three.

Hon. N. Keenan: The secrelary of the
Barristers” Board told mie that not a single
applieation from an articled elerk had heen
refnsed.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I members look up
last year’s “Hansard,” they will find the
particulars that { gave in this House. It
amounted to a confidence trick. If a stu-
dent were to deposit £33 with his applica-
tion for permission, there wounld be no rhance
of the money being refnnded. What hap-
pened was that young fellows, before heing
articled, wrote to the Barristers” Board to
aseertain whether they would be pevmitted
to earn their livelihood at some other ocen-
pation, and the Barristers’ Board refused
those applications. That enabled the Board
to say that they had never refused a single
application from an artieled clerk. On
the other hand, the Board do not say that
they have not refused applications from
other young fellows. The late Mr. Davy,
when Attorney General, admitted that the
young fellaws would not he ahle to et their
£13 back if their application were turned
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down. ‘That can be substantinted by a refer-
ence to last year’s “Hansard” The whole
thing is rotten to the core, and 1 hope the
Committee will not agree to the amendment,
but will repeal the section so that youny
fellows will have an opportunity fo earn a
living while they are stndying for admis-
sion to the Bar. In Queensland, a vouny
fellow worked as a earpenter at his heneh
and later on he beeame 1 judge of the
Supreme Court. In New Zealand voung
men stndying law ave permitted fo do what
they like so long as their avocation does not
interfere with their legal work.

Hon. N, KEENANX: 1 am afraid the mem-
ber for Fremantle has not obtained the cor-
vect information, because the statement he
has made flatly contradicts the answer I was
given by the same individual—the secretary
of the Barristers’ Board. That gentleman
informed me that not a single applieation,
made by an articled clerk for permission to
earn his livelihood at some ocenpation, had
been refused. Now it would appear fromn
what the member for Fremantle has stated,
that young fellows, hefore hecoming articled
law clerks, have made applieation fo the
Board. Naturally the Board could not desi
with such applications. The member for
Fremantle seems to suggest that the £13 ix
retained by the Barristers’ Board, but that
is not the position. That amount has to he
paid as stamp duty on the articles entered
into.

The Premier: Then T think that amount
should he paid!

Mr. Raphael: There is one vote for vou
on this side of the Touse!

Hon. N. KEENAN: It is compulsory for
stamp duty to the amount of £13 to be paid
on the articles. Tt is absolutely necessary
that someone—the Commiitee may remove
the responsibility from the Barristers’ Board
and hand it over to a judge, if 1t ix =0 de-
sired—should have some say regarding the
occapation to be followed by a prospective
legal practitioner.

The Minister for Jusiice: Nob at all.

Hon. X. KEENAX: T think so. A young
man might desire to become a hookmaker’s
clerk.

Mr. Sleeman: Would that be any worse
than being a punter?

Mr. Raphael: There might be more moeney
in it.

Hon. N. KEENAN : IF punting is un ececu-
pation and is remunerative, it might be so.
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1f a young man were to earn his living as
a punter, he would be endowed with more
knowledge than most people. It must be
obvious that there should he some resfric-
tion imposed regarding the form ol oceu-
pation to be followed. Would a young man
who aspired to be a legal praetitioner, be
allowed to run a starting price bookmaker's
shop? Surely it will be admitted that there
15 need for some disciplinary covenant gov-
erning this sitnation. I am not wedded to
the hoard bhaving the authority to exercise
supervision over the occupation to he fol-
lowed, and would not object if that appli-
cation were made, as in England, to a judge.
It would be wrong to allow an articled clerk
to select whatever oeecupabion he thought
fit.

Mr. SLEEMAXN: It is strange to hear
the member Tfor Nedlands advocating
that we should follow the course adopted
in England now, whercas a little
while ago he was urging that we should get
awiy trom the practice followed in England.
| shall now furnish evidence to prove that
the Barvisters’ Loard definitely and repeat-
edly refused a man’s application to earn a
fiving. The only man to whom permission
was granted to earn his living while studying
law and serving his articles, was the late Mr.
Thomas Walker. He was an eminent man
and if the Barristers” Board had refused per-
mission te him, the fat would have been in
the fire. Mr. Walker would have shown up
the action of the Board on the floor of the
House, hut Mr. Walker was entirely ignorang
ol what was happening to others. Here is a
letter from the Barristers' Beanl—

I duly placed your letter of the 23rd ul.
before my hourd for its consideration on the
13th .June last. Whilst appreciating the Aiffi-
culty of your position, the members of the
hoard present at the meeting direeted me to
point out to you that at present you are not
an articled clerk, consequently the meeting
gould not deal with the subjeet matter of your
letter

That applieation was placed hefore the
Roard.
Hon. X. Kecnan: Was the applicant an

articled clerk?

Mr. SLEEMAXN: If the hon. member will
wait, he will see. The letter continues—
..... The cxercise of the board’s statutory
discretion can only be invoked by an articled
clerk on an application made under the pre-

visions of the Aet and Rules. Such appliea-
tion would bhe dealt with by the board at n
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mgeting of the board, and such meeting may
ho attended by members of the board wha
were not present at the meeting above men-
tioned., For your information, however, I may
state that, as a matter of prineiple, the mem-
bers present at the meeting were of opinion
that an articled elerk cannot satisfactorily
sorve two masters

The Board contend that o voung fellow can.
not serve two masters. That applies to some
young men, but it does not apply to the son
of o wealthy man who eun afford to allow
his son to do anything he likes while he is
serving nrlicles, without the necessity to earn
money. The letter concluded—

and that any articled clerk, cven with your
University degree, must necessarily devote the
whole of his time and attention tp his study
and practice of law during the period of his

articles in order satisfactorily to qualify him-
self for admission to the Bar.

Members ean see for themselves whether the
statement made by the secretary of the Bar-
risters’ Board to the member for Nedlands
was, or wus not, correet. 1 hope the Com-
mittee will not agree to the amendment.

Mr. McDONALD: The Barvisters’ Board
appear to have beecn enfirely candid in the
case the member for Fremantle has referred
to, and even went out of their way to furnish
the yvouny man with an expression of the
Board’s opinion hefore he was even artieled.
It iz very hard for the Committee to arrive
nt a decision in such a case in view of the
faet that we do not know the name of the
individual.

Mr. Sleemnn: What difference would that
make?

Mr, McDONALD: Tt might make ali the
world of difference,

Mr. Raphael: He might be a Labour sup-
porfer,

Mr. McDONALD: That sort of talk will
not get us anywhere. The legal profession
is one of the cheapest and casiest to enter.

Mr. Tonkin: You do not believe that.

Mr. MeDONALD: I do. There is a free
University,

Mr. Sleeman: The University is not free.
‘3‘[:'. MeDONALD: Tt is as free as ever a
University could be. There is only one per-
son who has a grievance regarding this par-
ticular section of the Aect, so far as I have
been able to rscertain. The Committee can-
not decide the issue without knowing what
that man proposes to do, or the extent of the
h:me that will be oeccupied in another avoca-
lion and s0 on. The Barristers’ Poard have
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o desive to keep people aut of the profes-
sion.

Mr. SLEEMAN: [ do not know that it
matters what the name of the individual
may be. I know two young fellows who are
about to pass their final law examination.
One is the son of a tramway employee, as
respectable a citizen as could he found any-
where.

Mr. MeDonald: T do not wamt to kuow
that. What I want to know is what ocen-
pation the applicant intends to follow?

Mr. SLEEMAN: What does it matter
what occupation he follows, so long as he
is prepared to earn a decent livelihood while
qualifying for law,

Mr. Tonkin: More power to him if he
does.

Mr. SLEEMAN: Of course. I should
{hink the member for West Perth would
wish sueh an individual good luck and ex-
press the hope that he would get through
his examination.

Mr. MeDonald: So I would.

Mr. SLEEMAN: There should be no oh-
jection to a voung fellow following whatever
ocenpation he chose, so long as it was an
honest one. Tt would be ridieulous to think
that such a voung chap would desire to fol-
low in the footsteps of Bill Sykes. The
member for West Perth talked about a free
University. It may be free to go to, but
parents have to struggle to keep their boys
at the University. It may he free, but it
eosts a darned lot of money to go there, If
the member for West Perth had his way, a
man would not be allowed to qualify for the
profession unless the Barristers’ Board de-
#ired him to do so.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: 1 sup-
pork the member for Fremantle. There is
evidence of absolute snobbery in the atti-
tude of the Barristers’ Board. To anyone
who can make his way in the world against
natural disadvantages or against the advan-
tages others enjoy by veason of having
wealthy parents, we should say “geod Iuck!”
Under the conditions snggested by the mem-
her for West Perth, what hope would any-
one have of entering the profession unless
his parents were wealthy? If anyone is
prepared to do the legitimate work to fit
himself for the profession, he should be
allowed to help himself by taking work in
any honourable calling. The profession is
ather exclusive, and will be exelusive be-
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canse only people of wealth can hope to get
their children into it. A musician would not
be debarred from utilising his spare time to
supplement his means in order that he
might pursue his studies. To lighten the
sacrifice made by parents 1s a trait that
ghould be commended, I would not prevent
o man from selling papers between G a.m.
and 9 am. to finanee himself while studying
forr the profession.

Mr. Sleeman: That wounld be deprading!

Mr. MeDonald: T do not think it woeuld
be any bar at all.

The MINISTER FOR JUSTICE: I do
not think it would meet with the approval
of the Barristers’ Board.

Hon. N, Keenan: Wounld it meet wiih the
approval of a judge?

The MINISTER FFOR JUSTICE: Yes. 1
have great confidence in our judges, because
they nie guided by commonsense and equity.
Why should anyone be subject to the dicta-
tion of another in this respect, particularly
when tbat sonteone might not be aetuated
by the hest motives. There is no reason why
the Loard should restrain students from
earning money in an honourahle way.

Hon, N. Xeenan: Who would determine
what was un honourable way?

The MINISTER F¥OR JUSTICE: If a
student engaged in any dishonourable call-
ing, he would not be admitted. The legal
profession is an honourable profession,

Mr. Raphael: There are some dishonour-
able people in it.

The MINISTER IFOR JUSTICE: 1 do
not know anything about that. Tf anyene
acted dishonourably dering the period of
serving articles, he woald have little
chanee of being admitted.

The MINISTER ¥FOR FMPLOYMENT:
The Act prohibits any articled eclerk from
holding any office us well as from engaging
in any employinent. There appears 1o be
no interpretation of the term ‘‘office,’’ and
the guestion arises as to how far that pro-
vision would cextend. Holling office in an
organisation might disqualify an artieled
clerle or prevent his heing admitted. Could
it be taken that the office of president in
the Nationalist organisation or in the
Labour organisation would incur disquali-
fication? Tt might be an office carrying
no remunecration. Who 15 the better man,
the one who slides through Iife depending
on the money provided by his parents, or
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the ene who tries to help himself by work-
ing for himse!f? We should net give pre-
ference to a man who is prepared to lean
on others ns against one who is prepared
te wwork in order o keep himself.

Amendment put and negatived.
Ulause pnt and passed.
Clanse 4—Amendment of Section 14.

Hon. X. KEENAX: This is an amend-
ment in which we should reduce by one-
half the length of time by which an artieled
clerk who has obiained his LL.B. degree
shall he obliged to serve before presenting
himself for examination. T have not been
personally able to get into touea with the
profession on the matter, but T have learnt
the views of not only the profession ltself,
but of Professor Beaslzy, whe is in charge
of the law classes at the University. His
view is that the two years’ practical ex-
perience ave essentinl, but that one of
those two years might well be served by
still preparing for the LL.B. degree. It
takes a certain number of years for a
stndent to present himself for the LL.E.
degree. Professor Beasley suggests that
the last of those years could be used nol
anly for attendance at lectures for
the purpese of getfing that degree, but
also for attendance in an office of a legal
practitioner to acquire practical experience,
So that the suggestion is if the clause is
siruck out, to provide that students in Jaw
at the University may serve articles in one
vear during the period of aitendance at {he
University.  That would mean that they
would serve two years in all and only one
vear after taking the LL.B. degree. The
last year of the University preparation
conld thus be spent by the student in pre-
paring himself not only for his cxamina-
tion but also in praetical work in the
office of a vpractitioner. That would mean
that he would not he called upon to wait
one day longer than if the hon. member’s
amendment were passed. At the same
time he wonld get his greater experience
which it was considered very essenttal in
order that he might properly qualify for
his work.

The Premier: If he fails?

Hon. X. KEENAX: Paragraph (e¢) re-
fers only fo a person who has taken his
LL.B. degree; therefore, if he fails, as sug-
gested by the Premier, he will not come
under paragraph (e), but he could present
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himself again for examination. I am pre-
pared to move the amendment, or leave it
to the hon. member to do so.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I should like to see the
clause pass af is it. The Committee has de-
cided that the student has to pass another
examination after satisfying the University,
and now we propose to say that he shall
serve two vears in articles hefore he can
plead a case hefore even an ordinary jus-
tice of the peace. In the medical profes-
sion a wan can take his degree and praetice
as a doctor immediately afterwards.

Hon. N. Xeenan: That is not so.

Mr. SLEEMAX; If 15 s0. 1 have made
inquiries and found that it is so. When L
was passing through Adelaide a little while
back, T heard of a man wheo had taken his
degree as a doctor on one day and sailed for
Western Australia on the very next day
where an appointment in a hospital was
awaiting him. In that hospital there would
be quite s number of people whose lives
would be entrusted to his eare.

Hon. N. KEENAN: A medieal student
does not follow a purely academie conrse.
He attends a hospital and watelhes opera-
tions, so that from heginning to cod his
training is practical. Here we are dealing
with a purely academic ease. My proposal
will not mean an hour longer; it will mean
that the student would have the Lwo years,
one of which will eoincide with his last vear
in the academic course.

Mr. Raphael: Would you agree that a
man should have time off to attend the Uni-
versity ?

Hon. N. KEENAN: Professor Beasley
said last year of the academic course that
it would be quite possible for a student to
do that hecause his University work in the
last year would not he heavy.

The MINISTER FOR EMPLOYMENT:
The memher for Fremantle would be well
advised to aceept the suggested amendment
of the member for Nedlands. Constant ap-
Plications have been made to reduce the
term of apprenticeship and throughout the
many years that that has been attempted,
it has been agreed to on only one oecasion
and that was when the men returned from
the war. Here it is proposed to reduce by
half the practical apprenticeship that is pro-
vided at the present time, and after all it is
a practicel apprenticeship that coonts.
We are asked to cut down the period by
12 months. Thke proposed amendment
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reaches the same position as the hon. mem-
ber desires, but the 12 months experience
will be gained in the last year of the Uni-
versity course, and so there will be no saeri-
fice of practical knowledge, and no exten-
sion of the period served. Without that
amendment I would vote against the redue-
tion of the time devoled to the acquiring
of practical knowledge. I suggest to the
hon. member in chavge of the Bill that he
should adopt the suggested amendment.

Mr. SLEEMAN: I understand the mem-
her for Nedlands is prepared to move an
amendment. I will aceept that amend-
ment.

Hon. N. KEENAN: If we negative the
elause, may I then move a new clause?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes, at the end of
the Bill.

Clause put and negatived.
Clauses 8 and G—agreed to.
Clanse 7—Amendment of Section 49:

Hon. N. KEENAN: This is the clause
which the member for West Perth said
would produce chaos. If we pass this clause
it will be impossible for the profession to
he earried on, for we have not reached the
stage where the profession in Western Aus-
tralia can be dirided into two sections—har-
risters and solicitors. We have not vet
advanced sufficiently, either in numbers or
in the volume of legal business available, to
justify a division of the profession into two
sections. Consequently under the clause it
will be necescary for a solieitor to employ
someone else fo appear for him, and so add
to the costs of the case. I do mot object to
a provision being made to put an end to
the ridiculous farce of a solicitor consulting
himself and making a charge for it; but
that could be effected by the Rules of Court,
by a revision of the scale of costs.

Mr. RAPHAREL: 1 hope the clause will
be agreed to. T had a legal action, and I
was with my solicitor when his pariner came
and sat in the room without saving a word;
vet eventually T found I was charged about
£60 for his presence. The public should be
warned of that sort of thing. The member
for Nedlands said the clause will create
chaos in the legal profession, and that there
was not suflicient legal work to warrant a
division of the profession inio two sections.
Jf that be so, T should imagine it is heeaunse
of the high fees eharged by lawyers, in con-
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seyuence of which they do not get more
work. The elanse will prevent the filehing
of the publie’s money by the so-called solici-
tors of the State. I hope it will be agreed to,

Mr. SLEEMAN: 1 expecied that this
clanse would be objeeted to by mewhers of
the profession. 1 explained to the drafts-
man what I wanted, and this is the clause he
produced, Here is an extract from a letter
I have reecived from a friend, covering a
hill of ecosts—

Mr. is the solicitor, counsel and eclerk
mentioned in the bill of costs, Ttems 88 to
13, inelusive, refer te that gentleman as -«
solicitor taking statements from witnesses and
making obscrvations thereon. He then, us .
solicitor, attended upon himself as counsel
with his own obsecrvations, Tle then consiid-
cred he had done a pgood day’s work, so he
deeided to split his fee with his clerk (bim-
self again), his fee heing £21 158, making n
total of £39 6s. for a portion of a day’s work.
Again in Items 103, 104 and 105, the same
gentleman attended with himself st the hear-
ing, £3 #s., and he attended himself for w
refresher, Gs. 84, And his fee for doing the
job of attending with himself—which fee he
again splits with himself (his clerk)—is £11,
or £14 9s. 8d. for his day’s work . . ... When
he had charged me all he could think of, he
evidently reckoned his charges for attending
on himself were a bit light, so he increascd
them by 25 per cent., then, g¢vidently making
provision for bad debts or something I'ke it,
he put another 25 per cent. on to the bill

That gentleman was both counsel and clerk.
1 hope the Committee will agree to the
clanse. Some members of the legal profes.
sion have been getting ai the public for
many years, and it is time we put them in a
position where they will not he ahle to
treat themselves as counsel just to get higher
costs from the client. We are here to pro-
tect the public, and T hope the clanse will
be agreed to.

Clause put and passed.
_Clanse 8—agreed to.

New clause:

Hon. N, KEENAN I move—

That a new clause he inserted, to stand as
Clause 3, a2s follows:—

Seetion fourteen of the prineipal Aet ia
hereby amended by adding after paragrapn
(a) thereof the following words:—** Providad
that a barrister applying to be admitted under
subsection (a) hereof shall not be admitted
unless lie shall have passed to the satisfaction
of the hoard an examination similar to that
from time to time required by the board to he
passed by a Buachelor of Laws, or shall have
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satisfied the board that by reason of his ex-
. perience or traiming such examination shoull
he dispensed with.”’

This will fit the case of a Rhodes schoisr,
or anyone else, who comes here from Eng-
land ar Ireland, snd put him on exaeclly
the same footing as the loeal chap, as the
member for Fremantle calls him.

Mr. SLEEMAX: I bhave no objection fo
the new clause, although it will not pro-
vide for the imported individual spending
two years of his time in arbicles, as will
be the case with the local vow.

New
New clause:
Hon, N. KEENAX:

That a new clause be inserted, to stand as
Clause 4, as follows:—-'Section 14 of the
principal Act is hereby amended by adding to
paragraph (e} the following proviso:—'Pro-
vided that in the case of students in law at the
University of Western Australia one year
of such articles may he served during the
period of attendanee at the TUniversity.” 7’

clause put and passed.

I move—

New clause put and passed.
Title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendmenss.

BILL—LOTTERIES (CONTROL) ACT
AMENDMENT (No. 2.)

Council’s Message.

Message from the Couneil received and
read notifying that it did not insist on its
amendment No. 4, bul insisted on its
amendments No. 3 and 5, with which the
Assembly had disagreed.

ADJOURNMENT—SPECIAL.

THE PREMIER (Hon. P. Collier—
Boulder) [9.8): T move—

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Tuesday next at 4.30 p.m.

Question put and passed.

Honse adjonrned 9.9 p.m.
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Question : Cattle consignments
Assent to Bills 2a03

Bills: Fire Bflgudes Act Amendment As'!embl.ys
message 2508
Purchasers Prulection, an. 2510
loan, £3,946,000, Su. 2312
State L‘mnsporb Co-ordination, Com. ... e 2518
LEmployment Lrokers Act Amnndmt.nt Com. ,,. 2527

The PRESIDENT took the Chair at 4.30
p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—CATTLE CONSIGN-
MENTS,.

Hon. W. J. MANN asked the Chief Sec-
retary: 1, What was the number of cattle
landed at Fremantle from other ports—(a}
during the year ended the 30th June, 1933,
(b) during the pericd between the 1st July
and the 30th November, 1933; (¢} the ports
of shipment of such cattle; (d) the cost per
head of transhipment from each port? 2,
What was the number of cattle landed on
the Eastern Goldfields by the trans-Austra-
lian railway from Port Augusta—(a) dwing
the vear ended the 30th June, 1933; (b} dur-
ing the period hetween the st July and the
30th November, 1933; (c¢) the cost per head
of transhipment of such ecattle? 3, What
was the number of cattle railed from Mid-
land Junection and Fremantle to Coolgardie
and Kalgoorlie—{a) during the year ended
the 30th June, 1933; (b) during the period
between the lst July and the 30th Novem-
ber, 1933; (c) the cost per head of railway
transport? 4, What was the aggregate num-
her of cattle received at Coolgardie and Kal-
goorlic from railway stations within the
State—(a} during the year ended the 30th
June, 1933; (b) during the period between
the 1st July and the 30th November, 19332

The CHIEF SECRETARY repilied 1, {a)
11,193; (b) 4,315; (e) Derby, Broome, Port
Hedland, Beadon, Carnarvon; {d) from
Derby to Fremantle £3 13s. per head, from
Breome to Fremantle £3 15s. per head, from
Port Hedland to Fremantle £3 per head,
from Beadon to Fremantle £2 17s. 6d. per
head. 2, (a) 2901; (b) 1,292; (e} not
known. Owners do own transhipping. 3,
(a) 98; (b) 167; (e) £1 6s. 7d. 4, (a) 895;
My 404,



