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

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Colonial Secretary: 1, Report
of the Under Secretary for Lands for
1908-9. 2, By-law of the Guildford
Municipality. 3. By-laws of the Wiluna
Loeal Board of Health.

BEPORT—TROPICAL CULTURE.
Hon. R. W. PENNEFATHER
{North) moved—
That the reports on lhe North-West
" furnished by the tropical expert, Mr.
Despcissis, to the Agrieultural Depart-
ment, be loid on the Table of the House.

It wounld be in the memory of members
that abount four meonths ago Mr. Despeis-
sis was sent to the North-Western por-
tion of the State as a tropical expert to
report upon the facilities for enltivating
tropical products. Mr. Despeissis had
furnished many rveports to the Agricnl-
tural Department, and it was thought
right that these reports should, at the
earliest opportunity, be laid on the Table
of the House, and with that abjeet in
view (he moption had been snbmitted. It
was gralifying to observe that sinee the
motion had been tabled one of Mr. Des-
peissis’ reports had been published in one
of the daily papers. and it was to be
hoped that it would be followed by others.
The House required all the information
that it conld get abont the resources of
that part of the State. which. as members
knew. possessed great potentialities. The
Colonial Secretary and the Government,
no doubt. wonld see that it was advisable
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that these reports should be submitted to
the House.

On motion by the Colonial Secretary,
debate adjourned.

B -— METROI'OLITAN WATER
SUPPLY, SEWERAGE, AND
DRAINAGE.

Second Reading.

Tdehate resumed from 16th November.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD (Metro-
politan-Suburban) : T think I may offer
my congratulations to the Government
and those who have had anything to do
with the intraduetion of this scheme.
Theve is no doubt that our samitary sys-
tem at the present time and in days gone
by las been a reproach to ihe State.
People who have come here from other
places where the best of conveniences
have been supplied, have noticed the want
of sanitary ayrangements and a sewer-
age scheme in conneetion with Perth and
suburbs.  The Government, of course,
had to take into consideration the num-
erous schemes which were in  force in
other places and adopt what they thought
was the best, and we find that they de-
¢ided some few yemrs ago to adopt the
septic prineiple, and provision has now
been made for eonnecting houses with the
scheme which has already been started.
I think i will be easily recognised that
it is the biggest scheme of its kind, at
any rate, in Australia, and we shall watch
its progress with a great amount of in-
terest. One of the features in connec-
tion with the scheme will be the way in
whieh the rates for the ecity of Perth,
and where the scheme will apply, will
operate, and it will be interesting to see
whether the rates will be increased. But
I suppose we must all pay for being up-
to-date, and it is to be hoped that we
shall, in addition to the eonvenience, reap
the reward of an improved health rate
and also an improved death rate. The
investigations which the Royal Comumis-
sion made a few months ago led them to
the conelusion that the work had been
well done, that it reflected credit on
those who had anything to do with i,
and that it furnished a basis for exten-
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sion and for the future demands which
will be made vpon it by the growing pop-
ulation of the City. I understand this
scheme will meet the necessities of the
population of Perth and districts to the
extent of about 100,000, so that it will
be a very considerable time bhefore we
shall need to enlarpe the scheme I
think it is well that provision has been
made for a larger population, because
we all hope that Perth, as well as the
State which is being developed will in-
crease in size. The proposal in the Bill
and the intention of the Government to
keep each district separate is, perbaps,
a wise one under the -eircumstances.
There will be separate schemes for Perth,
Fremantle, Guildford and Claremont, and
until we can lrave one general water snp-
ply for the metropolitan area which we
have not at present, and until the rates
are the same, which they are not at pres-
ent, perhaps the suggestion to keep
the districts separate is a wise one.
The capital cost and the actual charges
of the work construeted in each distriet
will be a charge against that district. The
original proposal to place this work in
the hands of a board has evidently been
departed from. We know there wa
great agitation some little while ago
amongst local anthorities to have this
work controlled by a board, but the Bill
as it comes to us provides that the work
shall be under the control of a Minister.
Of the sewerage schemes in foree in other
States board control seems to meet with
more favonr than eontrol by a Minister.
I think in Melbourne, Sydney,
Hohart the schemes are controlled by
boards elected by the local authorities,
and partly nominated by the Government.
However, in Adelaide where the popula-
tion more nearly approximates the popn-
lation of Perth, the scheme is under the
control of a Minister and works very
well indeed. I think the Bill in this re-
gard places upon hon. members of this
Honse, and more particularly upon those
who represent the City and suburbs, the
responsibility of carefully eriticising and
looking after the actions of the Govern-
ment who control this work. It appears
to me the introduction of a sewerage
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scheme will make move pressing than
ever hefore the need for an increased
water supply. We have had no figures
presented to us as to the increased con-
sumption per head of population which
will be necessitated by the introduction
of this scheme, but I imagine it will be
something considerable.  Provision will
have to be made for a very much in-
creased wafer supply for the City and
suburbs when this sewerage scheme is in
complete operation. There are two or°
three clauses in the measure io which I
would like to refer. Clanse 39 provides
that no charge shall be made for meters
supplied to private residences. T cannot
see why that prineiple should not be en-
larged so as to take in all businesses
where meters are fixed. They are cer-
tainly ficed for the benefit of the Gov-
ernment, and the big majority of con-
sumers, of eourse, will be private resi-
dences, I cannot see why those who use
the water and have meters fixed in con-
nection with their businesses should not
have them without being eharged meter
rent.

The Colonial Secretary: Tt does not
follow there will be a charge.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD: I think
we may take it for granted that if we
give the Government power to charge
they will use that power to the fullest
extent, and I do not blame them. Tt will
make the harmony of the whole system
quite complete if there bhe no charge
made for meters. The cost of connect-
ing the houses with the sewerage sys-
tem will be an important ifem; and as
we know the rates will be increased, we
should take very great pains to make this
cost as light as possible. The Bill pro-
vides in Clause 61 that where the work
is done by the Government payments can
be extended over not more than 24
quarterly payments. I think that is teo
short a time to give, T think we might
easily raise it to eight or 10 years. The
provision made in Melbourne is for 40
quarterly instalments, with interest; and
when we know that the rating in Perth
and suburbs will be considerably in-
creased, I think it is our deiy to make
this provigsion as light as possible, I
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understand that to eonnect even the
smallest four-roomed cottage with the
sewerage scheme will run to about £14
or £15, and we can easily realise what
the cost for larger premises wili come
to. 1 am in favour, and I hope the
House will take the step, of inereasing
the lime, at any rate up to 32 quarterly
payvmenls, and even then we shall be
very much short of what they are doing
in some of the Eastern States. Of course
the Government are providing that in-
terest al the rate of 3 per cent. shall be
paid, which is probably a very fair
eharge. The annual rating in connection
with the water scheme will be the same
as at present. namely, 1s. in the pound
maximum. This Bill provides, however,
that the stormwater and the =sewerage
rates shall po together and shall not ex-
ceed 1s. Gd. in the pound. I eanuof un-
derstand why the siormwater and sewer-
age rates are lumped together and the
water supply kept separate. Why not
have them all separate?  Because in
some districts there will be no storm-
water provided for.

The Culonial Seeretary: Then they will
only pay one rate.

Hon. JJ. W. LANGSFORD: What is
that rate to he? I think we should sep-
arate them in the Bill. If we have a
separate waler rale I cannot see any
reason why the maximum rate for storm
water and sewerage shall not be stated
separately. [t appears (o me it is likely
to lead to confusion. and we know that
in some plaees sewerage only will be
provided, while in other districts there
will be sewerage and stormwater facili-
ties provided. I think they should be
separate unless there is very good reason
why they should vot be. In regard to the
increased rates for Perth, it is presnmed
that the present sanitary rate of 6d, will
nof be further needed, although, of
course, the health rate of 214d. will prob-
ably continue. That is a possible in-
erease of 1s. in the pound on the present
rate in regard to Perth. The sewerage
scheme and stormwater have not even-
tuated n Claremont and Guildford so
far. and we can deal with the rate for
those disfricts when we are nearer the
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time when we shall have the facilities.
Provision is made for the raising of
loans in eonnection with this work, but
no provision further than the rating
clause I bhave mentioned is made for an
inereased rate on account of sinking
fund or interest. I presume that the re-
venue derived from the general rate will
not only furnish all the expenses of the
seheme, but will also provide sinking
fund and interest in conneetion with any
loans that may be raised, as no provision
seems to have been made in the Bill for
an increased loan rate, Clause 132
leaves the guestion of investing the sink-
ing tfund at the disposal of the Colonial
Freasurer. I do not know whether that
is quite usual, to leave the guestion as
to how the fund should be invested to one
individual. T should think that provision
should be made that it he invested in
certain stocks. It does mention that it may
be used in the redemption of debentures,
but the other question, that of investing
the sinking fund, I think ought not to be
left to one individual. If “Governor-in-
Couneil” be inserted, I think it would
meet with the wishes of the House.
There are some alterations I would Like
to see puf in the Bill in Committee, Tt
is a very nmporiant measure as regards
Perth and the suburbs, and again I would
like to congratulate the Government on
taking another step in the history of pro-
viding for the sewerage and stormwater
drainage of Perth. I support the second
reading.

Hon. W. KINGSMILL {Metropolitan-
Suburban): It does not appear to me
that the Bill is one that will lend itself
to any very long orations on the second
reading. We recognise it is a sort of Bill
that has to be brought forward, and that
it is one for consideration in Committee.
T would not have spoken on the second
reading were it not for the faet that I
shall not bave an opportunity of speak-
ing in Committee; but there are one or
two points to which I would like to draw
the attention of some members in the
hope thai those who agree with me may
move in the direetion I now propose to
indicate. In the first place, in Clause 9,
cerfain appointments ‘may be made. As
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hon. members are aware there has been
a number of gentlemen employed in the
administration of the metropolitan water-
works scheme, some of them for a great
mumber of years. These gentlemen, I
presume, at all events some of them, will
be reappointed, and I would like a state-
ment from the Minister as to what extent
(if any) the Government propose to
make allowance for the privileges aceru-
ing to these officers when they are re-
appointed under this Bill, or under the
Aect as it will be. It would be an ex-
tremely harsh measure if on reappoint-
ment these officers were to lose their pri-
vileges which should acerune to them for
their previous services with the Metro-
politan Waterworks Board. Of ecourse.
though pominally in the employ of that
board, really and nndoubtedly to all ef-
feets they have been civil servanls as they
wll be de facto and de jure under the
proposed Bill. It is a matter of interest
to me, and it must be a matter of great
inlerest to the officers affecied to learn
what the intentions of the Government
are in ihis respect. I hope the Minister
will assure the House that proper con-
sideration will be given to the claims of
the officers who start their serviee uader
the new Act; whether the serviees which
they have rendered under the old Aet
will be credited to them.

The Colonial Secretary: They are un-
der Lhe Minister now.

Hon, W. KINGSMILL: They have
been under many different schemes during
the last few years and are somewhat
anxious, I presume, to know what is going
to happen to them. TUndoubtedly the
long and efficient serviee which some of
them have rendered to their employers
enlitles them to consideration in this res-
peet.  Another point, which I ara almost
inclined to believe iz due to a clerieal
error, is in Clause 23. It may be an
error or it may be exeessive eauntion on
the part of the draughtsman. In Clause
23 members will see, in regard to the con-
struction of new works, the Minister may
construet sueh works, “Tf at the expira-
tion of one month after such publication
the Minister is satisfied (b) that the re-
venne estimated to be derived from the
proposed works is snfficient to justify the
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undertaking.” I do not know what the
word “estimated” is doing in there.
If the Minister is satisfied surely he
can be satisfied that the revenouwe to
be derived is sufficient to justify the
undertaking without the word “es-
timated.” It is, as I said, either a
clerical error or has been inserted through
excessive caution on the part of the
draughtsman. It may, however, give a
loophole for the Minister to escape.

The Colonial Secretary: It can only be
an estimate,

Hon. W. KINGSMILL:: The estimate
has to be made and the Minister has to
be satisfied that the revenue to be derived
from the undertaking is sufficient to
justify it. That is sufficient, and the
word “estimated” only ecomplicates the
meaning, it does not add to the security.
With relation to Clause G1, which deals
with the period of payment and the ex-
tended time of payment, I am quite in
aceord with the hon. Mr. Langsford that
the time given—six years—might bhe with
benefit lengthened, and I think the time
given should be nof less than the time
allowed in Vietoria, which is not less
than 10 years. I already see indications
that the words “twenbty-four” will be
struck out with the view of inserting in
lien thereof ‘forty.” 1 have no further
remarks to make. 1 hope the Bill will
go through. It is a very long Bill, and I
am sure any amendment moved will be
intended to improve it. I beg to support
the second reading.

Hon. J. F. CULLEN (South-East):
There are two matters of principle that
may require to be looked into more closely
in Committee. One is giving power to
the Minister for the time being to deecide
whether the basis of assessiment shall be
on the annual value or the unimproved
capital value. It has been customary to
give that option to municipal anthorities,
I presume, hecanse they are always con-
trolled directly by the ratepavers. In
this case it is a changing Ministry, chang-
ing diametrieally, and a Minister with
strong opinions as to unimproved value
may follow, and may by a stroke of the
pen, or hv a minute alter the basis of
assessment in the distoet. T think it i
important enough to look very earefully
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into the question whether it is wise to
leave the power of makiug such an enor-
mous change to the Minister who may be
Jn one extreme of mind to-day and may
be followed by a Minister of a diametri-
cally opposite eonviction to-morrow. It
is a question whether so great a power
should be left to the Minister.  Then,
under the Bill we are giving the Minister
unlimited powers of construction, and we
are giving him unlimited powers of bor-
rowing. It may be necessary to give the
Minister unlimited powers of eonstrue-
tion, but it is necessary to authorise the
Minister with the consent of the Govern-
or to borrow to an unlimited extent whilst
Parliament is there to consent to any
large loan that may be necessary? I
think it is a dangerous power to give the
Minister and utterly unnecessary—the
unlinvited power of borrowing. DPossibly
it may be wise to give unlimited power
of construetion within the scheme, but
certainly if any large extension is neces-
sary there would be no unnecessary delay,
no serious diffieulty, in applying to Par-
liament for the neeessary borrowing
power. ] would commend to the House
the wisdom of looking very closely into
Clauses 19 and 128 which give these un-
limited powers of construction and bor-
rowing. It is too late now to follow Mr.
Langsford in his all-round approval of
the scheme that has heen adopted; that,
of eourse, is finished. I think it would
be open to very serious debate and would
have been debated—whether it was a good
scheme. We have now to do with the
machinery, and T certainly think the Bill
has been greatly improved by placing the
eontrol under the Minister rather than
under a haphazard committee. In several
of the Eastern States the administration
is in the hands of a board, partly elective
and partly nominated, but in snch cases
the real safety depends on the permanent
officers, and not only will the administra-
tion be more amenable te Parliamentary
eriticism but it will be a strong power in
seeuring the expert skill of permanent
officers. Certainly the Bill has been
greatly improved by having the admini-
stration left in the hands of a responsible
Minister. T bave pleasure in supporting
the Bill, and I hope the Minister will lock
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very earefully into the clauses T have re-
ferred to.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY (in
reply): I do not intend to reply any
more than to say, as it has already been
stated, that the Bill is purely a machi-
nery Bill for the government of the
water supply and sewerage of the met-
ropolitan area. Therefore, as has been
remarked, the Bill can be better dealt
with in Committee. There is no need for
me to reply to any argument that has
been raised, but when we come to the
clanses in Committee I shall be able to
give to hon. members the information
they desire.

Question pui and passed.

Bill read a second time.

RILL—NORTH PERTH TRAMWAYS
ACT AMENDMENT,
Received from the Legislative Assem-

bly, and read a first tinie,

BILL—LEGAL PRACTITIONERS
ACT AMENDMENT.
Third Reading.
Hon. M. L. MOSS (West) moved—
That the Bill be now read a third
time.

Hon, A. G. JENKINS (Metropolitan)
moved as an amendment—

That the Bill be recommitied for the
further consideration of Clause 7
{new).

His reason for so doing was that the Bill
as passed by another place was praciic-
ally a compromise between the parties
who for some years past had been op-
posed over the measure. For four years
the Bill had been trying to get through
Parliament and on this oceasion it had
reached this House as the result of com-
promise. To leave in the Bill the amend-
ment sueccessfully moved by Mr. Drew
would be to wreek the Bill altogether.
Had he (Mr. Jenkins} heen in his place
when the amendment was moved he
would have strenuously opposed it. He
could not nunderstand hew an amend-
ment of such far-reaching consequences
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had been allowed to go through the Com-
mitiee <with so little discussion; becanse
after all it constituted one of the most
important principles ever brought be-
fore Parliament in respect to the legal
profession, The main question to be
considered was that of reciprocity be-
tween Western Anstralia and other eoun-
tries and Austrvalian States. In the
Dominion of New Zealand and in one
State of the Commonwealth women were
admitted to the Bar, although in the State
in question it was a dead letter. There
was always a danger that the Courts of
the various States would not make rules
eranting admission to practitioners from
those places where women were admitted,
and it was ecommon knowledge that the
Borristers’ Board of Western Australia
world not admit practitioners from New
Zealand, one of the grounds for this re-
fusal being that women were admitted
in the Dominion, and the other that the
qualifieations were not sufficiently high.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: Would they ad-
mit practitioners from the Australian
State involved?

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: There were
practising in Western Australia two or
three praetitioners from the State re-
ferred to, but he was not aware as to
whelher they had applied for admission
since the Full Court of Victoria had de-
cided upon the question.

Hon. J. W. Kirwan: But the reci-
procity still exists between that State
and this?

Hon. 8. J. Haynes:
reciproeity.

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: Probably the
Barristers’ Board at the present time
would not reeognise the qualification,
Those who, wainly, were going to be
affected by the Bill were the managing
clerks., in whose interests the Bill had
been  infroduced.  The Bill had been
brought iu for one purpose alone, and
if Mr. Drew desired to introduce so im-
portant ar amendment it should be done
by means of a separate Bill so that the
matter wight be fully debated in both
Houses. At the present time there was
sufficient debateable matter in another
place to occupy honourable members un-

No, there is no
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til the end of the session, and if this im-
portant amendment were to be allowed
to remain in the Bill it would be the end
of the Bill. It was his desire to see the
Bill passed into law, and with that ob-
ject he had moved to recommit the Bill
with a view to striking out the new
elanse introduced by Mr. Drew.

Hon. W, KINGSMILL seconded the
amendment.

Hon. J. M. DREW (Central): It was
searcely conceivable that hon. members,
having already given the subject full and
ample consideration, would reverse their
decision of a fortnight ago. The amend-
ment had been on the Notice Paper for
something like a month, and had been
fully discussed amongst members; eon-
sequently it was to be assumed that when
members had supported the amendment
they supported it with a full knowledge
of what it meant. Now Mr. Jenkins
came along with an amendment, and if
anybody was to be held responsible for
the wrecking of the Bill—if wrecked it
shonld be—it must be Mr. Jenkins. As
to the question of reciprocity, it was a
matter coneerning the Barristers’ Board,
but it was not likely to very largely in-
fluence members of the Chamber. The
principle he wished to affirm was that
women should bave an equal opportunity
with men of attaining to high intellee-
tual positions. He was certain that if
the amendment were submitted to the
consideration of another place it would
be passed. Mr, Jenkins should have
been able lo bring forward in support
of his amendment some argument more
substantial than that of reeiprocity, No
further light was going to be thrown
upon the subjeet, and to further discuss
it would be little better than a waste of
time.

Hon, W, KINGSMILL (Metropolitan-
Suburban): The arguments used by
Mr. Jenkins had appealed to him and,
he hoped, 1o otherss He was not
going to touch upon the question of
the admission of women to the Bar, be-
cause that was a subject which might be
debated at considerable length; but he
thought the questions raised, namely, the
probable destruction of reciproeity be-
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tween this and other States of the Com-
monwealth, and the almost certain des-
truetion which the retention of the amend
ment would bring upon the Bill consti-
inted sufficient warrant for further con-
sideration of the elauvse. The pertinacity
of lhose behind the Bill deserved a bet-
ter reward, and he for one would ab-
stain from placing an obstacle in their
path. He intended to support the amend-
ment moved by Mr. Jenkins.

Hon. J. W. LANGSFORD (Metro-
politan-Suburban): No one had been
more surprised at the passage, withont
debate, of the elause objectionable to Mr.
Jenkins than Mr. Drew. That member
had left the Chamber wondering what
could have happened in a Committee not
given to precipitate action. All that Mr.
Jenkins was asking for was that the
matter should he further considered, and
it was not easy io see why Mr. Drew
should not agree to that. If Mr. Drew’s
contention was as strong as it was said
to be, then further consideration should
only increase its strength. He (Mr.
Langsford) was not arguing the admis-
sian of women as barristers, but merely
that the principle should have further
eonsideration.

Hon. R. W. PENNEFATHER
(North) : The time had come when
we onght to take advantage of legis-
lation to show that the days when
women were subjeet to the serfdom
of man had Jong since passed by.
That the civilisation of a community
could be gauged by the rank its women
held was a principle tbat admitted of
very few exceptions. What was econ-
tended was that women had as much
knowledge as the bulk of the other sex,
and were enjoying equal opportunities of
education; and that if Nature had en-
dowed her with the faculties for exer-
cising those edueational advantages, why
then should it be said that she shounld not
be permitted to use them. It did not
follow that if a healthy amendment such
as that introduced by Mr. Drew were to
pass it would drive women into the
legal profession; but it certainly fol-
lowed that it would give to women who
had qualified themselves an equal oppor-
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tunity with their brothers of making their
living in am honourable profession. He
failed to see what reason could be urged
against that proposition. It had been
said that if we were to give this privilege
to women it would break down any chance
of reciprocity existing hetween this State
and the other States and New Zealand.
He did not think it was so. Already in
Victoria women were admitted to the Bar,
and if he recollected rightly it had been
announced in the Press some time ago
that one lady had been so admitted. It
was the law also in New Zealand. He
had been sorry to hear the hon. member
make rather a slighting observation on
the qualifications required in New Zea-
land. Assuredly the hon. member had no
personal abject in doing so.

Hon. A. G. Jenkinz: I said the Bar-
risters’ Board did not recognise the New
Zealand qualifications.

Hon. R. W. PENNEFATHER.: That
was solely on the question of no articles.
In New Zealand the law used to be that
articles were required, bui that was al-
tered afterwards, and they were dispensed
with.  Since then that fact had been
raised against the admission of New
Zealand lawyers. 1f we were to he the
second State in the Commonwealth to
have safficient inielligence and sufficient
generosily to welcome our sisters to the
Bar, why not take up the positiony In
France women were admitted to practice
the profession, and even now in England,
so far as the conveyancing branches were
concerned, women practised. England,
of eourse, was a slow moving country in
the matter of reform, all knew how pain-
fully slow they were !n this respect. They
had been so slow in fact that he regretted
to see they had provoked some outrageous
condnet on the part of the suffragettes
who demanded the franchise. In time
to come, however, if these suffragettes
overcame such unruly conduet they would
greatly strengthen their case, and ulti-
mately have their objeet fulfilled. Of late
years men bad entered into competition
and, in fact, rushed into competition with
the women in such work as dressmaking
and laundry work, and such being the
care, surely it was only reasonable that
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the women should say that if their do-
mains were attacked in this respect and
men were taking up oceupations which
previously had belonged to them, why
should they now be prevented from com-
peting in work now done solely by men?
Women should have equal opportunity
with men in the struggle for existenece
which was getting keener every day. At
present women stood pretty well on the
same level as their brothers, and why
shonld they be debarred from endeavonr-
ing to make a living? Assuredly, there
was sufficient manly intelligence in this
House to support the amendment which
was proposed by Mr. Drew.

The PRESIDENT: I wish to draw
attention to the question before the
House, which is that the Bill be recom-
mitted for the further consideration of
Clause 7. Much has been said that
might have been said with more foree in
Committee.

Hon. 8. J. HAYNES (Socuth-East):
When the new clanse was inserted in the
Bill he was, he must admit, engrossed in
reading another Bill. The measure was
in charge of Mr. Moss, and he was under
the impression that that gentleman was
going to oppose that particular amend-
ment strongly. The clause was in ne
wise discussed by the House, and mem-
bers had no opportunity to deal with it
on its merits. He had listened o what
had fallen from Mr. Pennefather and al-
though he was equally generous and gal-
lant towards the fair sex, he was totally
opposed to them entering the profession
of the law. The next move that might
be made wonld be that the fair sex should
join the military. It was only right that
an amendment which was passed without
the consideration of members should be
given further attention to. Members
should allow the clause to be recommitted
for reconsideration. It had been strongly
put forward that if the clause were ap-
proved of, the relief to certain deserving
managing clerks, which was the sole rea-
son for bringing forward the Bill, would
not be obtained as the amendinent in
question would result in wreeking the
Bill. Tt was to be hoped nothing of the
sort would ocenr. The Bill was for a
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specific purpose, but here was a matter
entirely foreign to il. If it were desired
te bring forward the gquestion of admit-
ting women to the Bar, let it come for-
ward in a separate Bill and be treated
on its merits. He intended to support
the amendment.
Amendment put and passed.

Recommitial.

Clause 7—Admission of women =sa
practitioners:

Hon. A. G. JENKINS: It was not at
the present time a question of whether
the legal profession should be open to
women or not, but it was a question of
whether il was possible to get the Bill
through if the amendment remained in it.
He was safe in saying it would not. The
most important question of gll was that
reciproeity with the other States would be
endangered if the clause became law as
the conrts over there would not make
rules admitting the practitioners from this
State if the clause under discussion re-
mained in the measure. It was not a
question of whether we had a manly feel-
ing concerning women or whether we con-
sidered the opposite sex were equal to
men, for no doubt they were greatly su-
perior to many of us, but the point was
whether this Bill should be imperilled by
the insertion of the elause. He bad no
desire to shut women out from the pro-
fession if there were not the chance that
by admitting them at the present juncture
a great injustice would be inflicted on
others. The amendment was foreign to
the Bill which was introduced for a
special purpose. By introdncing at this
late hour an amendment seeking to admit
wormen. the effeet of the Bill would be
practically destroyed.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: Tn this and in
other debates it had been fregnently ar-
gued that certain matters which had been
bronght forward were foreign to the ob-
ject of the measure before members.
None eould say that the proposal in the
clanse was foreign to the object of the
Bill. Tf so it would have heen ruled out of
order. It was a perfeetly relevant amend-
ment. It was not because the mover had
defined the objeet in view in introducing
a Rill that he should expeet it to go
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through either branch of the Legislature
without relevant amendments. It was
not to be expected that the proposed pri-
vilege would be availed of to any ex-
tent. It had been in existence in New
Zealand for 20 years, and only one lady,
he believed, had been admitted to the Bar
there. He would not vote for the strik-
ing out of the clause for this reason.
Women bad become qualified medical
practitioners, and nearly every avenus
was open to them, and there was no legi-
timate reason why they should not be
admitted as legal practitioners. No doubt
a large amount of work took place in
solicitors’ offieces and in courts which it
would be injudicious for women to mix
up in, but there was a vast amount of
work that they could transact just as well
as, and in some ecases better than, men.
Mr. Haynes was evidently under the idea
that he (Mr. Moss) was strongly opposed
fo the clause. They had had a conversa-
iion with regard to the Bill, but he did
not think he had said anything to mislead
that gentleman.

Hon. S. J. Haynes: Not in the least;
that was my impression.

Hon, M. L. MOSS: When called upon
to vote on the question, in order to he
consistent with his idea that there was
no legiimate reason why the advantage
should not be extended to women, he
would vote for the retention of the clause.
It would not imperil any prineiple laid
down in the Bill. While he was in charge
of the Bill he could tell the House that
the main provisions would only affeel
two or three men; therefore, the House
- need not believe that the Bill was a burn-
ing present necessity. In justice to those
twa or three men who would avail them-
selves of it, however, it was to be hoped
that it would be carried, and personally,
he hoped that the clanse under discussion
wonld alse be accepted by members,

Hon, T. F. 0. BRIMAGE : If the
Bill did not go through a great in-
justice would he done to several gentle-
men in the State who intended to take
advantage of the measure to beeome soli-
citors, and for that reason he would op-
pose the amendment moved by Mr. Drew.
With regard to women practising, he had
no great objection to them appearing as
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advocates, although a matter of that kimd
should form the subject of an amendment
by itself. If that were done he would
give further consideration to the matier.
If, for instance, the hon., member at some
future time moved to introduce a Bill,
having for its objeet the admission of
women as practitioners to the Supremc
Court, it would receive his support. On
the present occasion the Bill before the
Conmnittee wonld be jeopardised if the
clause were carried.

Hon. J. M. DREW: If as the hon.
member had suggested a separate Bill
were introduced, it would have exactly
the same title as the Bill before the Com-
mittee, It would be as well, therefore,
for Mr. Brimage to vote in accordance
with his convietions at the present time.

Hon. W. PATRICK: The admission
of women to practice before the Courts
had his sympathy and he agreed, to a
large extent, with Mr. Pennefather, but
the position was whether the clanse
was foreign to the Bill or not. It had to
be remembered that the measure had been
introduced for a special purpose. It
had passed the other House, and if it
passed the Legislative Council in an
amended form justice would not be done
those gentlemen who had been battling
for years. There should be no misunder-
standing about the manner in which he
intended to vote. He was persnaded that
if the Bill went back to the other House
amended that would be the end of it.

Hon. J. M. DREW: The position
seemed to be (hat it was necessary to
introduce a Bill for one purpose only,
and that then no amendment which
might be in any other direction could he
made to it. The intention of those who
introduced the measure in another place
was to enable certain managing clerks
to become legal practitioners; well and
good, but it did not follow that the ob-
ject which it was intended {0 serve
should not be extended when the Bill
was before the Legislative Couneil. There
should be no necessity at all for a sep-
arate Bill for the purpose of admitting
women as practitioners.

Hon. & J HAYNES : The clause
wonld receive his opposition on three
grounds. One was that it would have
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the effect of wrecking the present Bill;
the second was that it would bave
the effeet of retarding reciprocity be-
tween the States, and then he opposed
the amendment straight out on its merits.
He was dead against ladies being ad-
mitted to practise the profession of the
law. There were certain avenues of em-
ployment that women were betier fitted
for than men and other avenues in which
they were equally fitted, but there was no
great demand for women to practise the
profession of the law. In the solitary in-
stances in which they had been admitted
they had made no particular headway.
Tor the protection of the women them-
selves the clause should be rejected.

Hon. M. L. Moss: We heard this when
the women asked for the vote.

Hon. 8. J. HAYNES: The women
were better off withont the vote, and the
exhibitions which were taking place at
the present time in England would not
induce people to support the extension of
the franchise o women. He had opposed
the extension of the franchise to women,
and the effect had been anything but sue-
cessful,

Hon. M. L. Moss: Yon opposed the
Married Women’s Property Act.

The CHAIRMAN: The question be-
fore the Commiftee was that the elanse
stand part of the Bill.

Hon. S. J. HAYNES: Before a clause
like the one under eonsideration was
earried there should be more notice given
so that members of the profession might
have an opportunity of saying what ef-
fect it would have,

Hon. R. W. PENNEFATHER: The
new clanse moved by Mr. Drew had been
on the Notice Paper for some three
weeks.

Hon., S. J. Haynes:
did not see that.

Hon. R. W, PENNEFATHER: It had
been published in the Press. There had
been specious argumenis nsed that it
would desiroy reciprocity., He had vet
to learn that reciprocity had been estab-
lished between the States, and doubted
very much whether it was established
between New South Wales and this
State; it certainly was not established
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between Vietoria and Western Austra-
Hia. The only State which had reciproeily
with Western Australia appeared to be
South Australia. It was argued, too, that
the inclusion of the clause would imperil
the passage of the Bill, but if the amend-
ment had heen proposed in another place
it would have been carried by an over-
whelming majority. The Bill had for its
object the admission of some gentlemen
who were not educationally qualified to
be members of the Bar. The plain ob-
Jeet was to enable them to eseape ex-
amination. ‘The clause merely re-
quired that equal opportunities should
be given to women who had qualifiea-
tions to be admiltted to practise the pro-
fession of the law, What should be
pointed out, too, was that the Bill only
proposed to deal with those who had
completed a term of 10 years in an office;
it said nothing about the future, so that
these gentlemen after being admitted
wonld have power to close the door be-
hind them, and stop others from being
admitted subsequently.

Hon, F. CONNOR: Regarding the
main  question as to whether women
should be admitred to practise in a Court
of law he was opposed to it. It shonld
not be the province of a woman to ap-
pear in a Coort as an advocate; woman
had other duties to perform which at
certain times would prevent her from
appearing in Court. Tt might be at that
particular time when the lady counsel
for the plaintiff or the defendant would
not be able to attend and so an injustice
might follow to the party who had re-
tained her. To admit women to praectise
would be a retrograde step. An appeal
to the intefligent women of the country
would result in an overwhelming vote
againsl the proposal. That should be
suflicient reason for striking ont the
clavse. 1f this matter was fo be dealt
with by Parliament it should have been
given more notice and more prominence.
[t was certainly premature to introduce
it inte a Bill not brought down for the
parlicular purpose, especially as the
principle sought to be included was so
far reaching.

Hon. V. HAMERSLEY : There was
no request on the part of the women of
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the country for the passing of a clanse
of this nature. He did not know a single
person in the State who would take ad-
vantage of the provision if it were
passed, and it was a question whether it
was in the provinee of Parliament to
open the door so wide. The legal pro-
fession were now prepared fo nccept the
Bill as it came to us; and as the in-
clusion of the clanse might imperil the
passage of the Bill. it would be well to
adopt the suggestion to leave the clause
for some future occasion when there was
a demand made for it by the women of
the country. There were other duties for
the women of the country to perform. If
we were to bring them into the legal pro-
fession we shonld ecertainly arm them
with rifles and send them out to defend
the country. For this there was no need;
and there was no need to eall upon them
for law. We were already snfficiently well
catered for in that respeet,

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: 1In
voling for the deletion of the clanse he
had no wish to be misunderstood. It
was not that he did not sympathise with
the ladies. Tf a Bill were before the
House to admit women as legal praeti-
tioners he wonld vote for it.  Again, he
did not oppose the clause because it
might strike out the reciprocity with Vie-
toria. or any other State. His oppaosi-
tion to the elause was on the ground that
eertain people had endeavoured for vears
to get this Bill through for a partieulsr
purpose and it was not fair to them to
endanger the passage of the measure by
the inelusion of this clanse. There was
no doubt the clause would he aceepied by
another place. but this was a private Bill,
and, owing to the quantity of Govem-
ment business on the Assembly Notice
Paper. the chances were the Couneil’s
amendment would not be before the As-
sembly until the last week of the session;
and as tliere was sure to be considerable
debate upon such a elause as this. it would
endanger the passare of"the Bill

Clanse puat and division taken with the
following result :—

Ayes . .. .
Noes .o

ol B o

Majority against

[COUNCIL.]

AYES,
Hon. J. F. Cullen Hon. B. C. O’Brien
Hon. J. M. Drew Hon. R. W. Pennefalher
Hon. J. W. Hackett Hon. G. Thbrosseil
Hon. J. W. Kirwan Hon, M. L. Moss
Hon. R. D. McKenzie (Teller).
Nogs,
Hon. T. F. 0. Brimage |don. J. W. Lavgsford
Hon. J. D. Connolly Han. R. Laurle
Hon. F. Connor Hon. W. Patrick
Hoa, J. T, Glowrey Hon. 5. Stubhs
Hon. S, J. laynes Hon. V. Hamersley
Hon. A. G. Jenkios ! {Telter).

New clause thus struck out.
Bill again reported with a further
amendment.

BILL — AGRICULTURAL MACHIN-
ERY SALE AND PURCHASE
BILL.

Second Reading—Withdrawn.

Debate resumed from the 11th Novem-
ber.

Hon. J. M. DREW (mover): It wall
save a great deal of time if T announce
my intention in regard to this Bill. I
zee no possible opportunity of getting
it through this session. BEven if it passed
this Chamber I see no chanee of getting
it through another place. Cousequently
it will be simply a waste of time of mem-
bers tn continue the debate on the second
reading. I have consulted other members
in regard to the measure. Some think it
iz a Bill that should go before a select
committee, but it would be impossible to
get a select commitfee appointed to talk
it over and to have their business com-
pleted within the necessary time. Then
when the Bill went to another place it
would have to be taken in charge by a
private member; and so far as I can see
there wounld be no prospeet at all of its
reaching finality. Consequently if it is
the wish of honourable members I desire
to withdraw the Bill.

Bill by leave withdrawn.

ADJOURNMENT—-EXPLANA-
TIONS.
The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I
move—
That the House do now adjourn.
Hon. M. L. MOSS: I object to the
House adjourning. I have two Bills on
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the Notice Paper, one of which, for the
same reason Mr. Drew mentioned just
now, 1 do not propose to go on with,
that is the Money Lenders Bill, as we will
not see it on the statute-book. The other
Bill, the Landlord and Tenant Bill, has
been at the bottom of the Notice Paper
on nearly every oceasion since I moved
the second reading, and it is a measure
of considerable importance.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Let
me say that I simply moved the adjourn-
ment of the House and now I ask leave
to withdraw it; but the honourable mem-
ber in his remarks wounld lead one to
believe that T have put his Bill low down
on the Notice Paper so that it conld not
be discussed. That is wrong. Two days
last week the Bill could have been dis-
cussed, and now to-day Mr. Kingsmill,
who moved the adjournment of the de-
bate, is not prepared to go on. It is
at his request that I moved that the
House be adjourned. However, I now
ask leave to withdraw my motion.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: Sir——

The PRESTDENT: This question can-
not be debated.

Hon. M. L. MOSS: T wish to explain.

The PRESTDENT: On a point of per-
sonal explanation the honourable mem-
ber can proeeed.

Hon, M. L. MOSS: I have no ubjee-
tion to the House adjourning, but I want
the Colonial Secretary to promise that
he will give this Bill & prominent place
on the Notice Paper so that there will he
an opportunity of dealing with it this
session. I understand now that Mr.
Kingsmill has no desire to speak on the
second reading, All T wish to say hy
way of reply is to quote the judgment of
Chief Justice Parker on a case which ne-
cessitates this very important amend-
ment. It canh be got through the second
reading and taken to another place. I
think the Bill is of sufficient importance
in the public interest to have it on the
statute-book.  Therefore the Minister
will probabhly give me an opporiunity of
having it in a prominent place on the
Notice Paper.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: Yes:
it will not he taken ont of itz nrder.
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Leave to withdraw motion refused.

Question  (adjouwrnment) put and
passed.
House adjourned at 6.I7 pm.
Legislative Hsgembly,
Tuesday, 23rd November, 1909.
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THE SPEAKER took the Chair at
4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—JAM FACTORY,
STATE ASSISTANCE.

Mr. ANGWIN asked the Minister for
Agrieulture; 1, What is the amount of
money the Government propose to loan
to the Tlounybrook Co-Operative Fruit
Preserving Company? 2, What security
does the company offer for the loan,
whether persounal or buildings and plant?
3, If buildings and plant, what is the
value of same?! 4, What wonld be the
commercial value of buildings and plant
if they were not used in aecordance with
the intentions of the company when the
loan was applied for, or ceasad to be
nsed for such purpose after loan is
granted. 5, For what term is the loan to
be granted? 6, What rate of interest is
to he charged? 7, Does the (Fovernment
intend to assist the company with trading
capital?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICUL-
TTURT replied: 1. Pound for pound on the



