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occasion for a return to be prepared. The
Government had a fortnight in which to
frame the angwers. This would have taken
up a little of the spare time of the officers
who are running about on the estate. I am
not opposing any extension of the Act to the
South-West, for the time may come when it
shonld be extended in that direction. I do,
however, urge extreme caution before any-
thing of this kind is dome. To commit one-
self at this stage would be ridiculous. The
Government should bring about a better sys-
tem of ingpeetion under the Industries As-
sistance Act. When travelling about my dis-
triet many- complaints are brought under my
notice, most of them being justifisble. Peo-
ple complain about the long delays of in-
spection. Time and again supplies have come
too late to enable settlers to put in their
erops. Iw one case a settler was compelled
to seed ground from which both he and the
ingpector kmew it was hopeless to expeet &
payable return. In another ease a man had
to put in a certain acreage to meet the re-
guirements of the board. He had to run his
drill over land which would not yield three
bushels to the acre, becanse it was wodgil
country. He knew he would not get the price
of his seed back, Jet alone any return for his
labour and super. These things are very
detrimental to the settler. The Act bas been
in operation long enough to cnable the au-
thorities to institute a proper system of in-
spection. A better method of getting sup-
plies out to the settlers should be inaugu-
rated to enable them to get their erops in at
the right time. The regulations requiring a
eertain area to be put in should not be en-
forced if the land is not there to crop. 1
trust the Leader of the House wil bring
these matters before the Government. I am in
accord with this Bill, and will support the
second reading.

On motion by Hon. T. Moore, debate ad-
Jjourned.

RESOLUTION —ESPERANCE NORTH-
WARDS RAILWAY EXTENSION.

Agsembly's Message.

Message received from the Legislative As-
sembly requesting the coneurrenee of the
Legislative Council ia the following resolu-
tion—

‘“That in the opinion of this Housc the
Goverament should obtain the necessary au-
thority as early as possible to eztend the
Esperance Northward Reilway line (now in
course of construction) so that it may junc-
tion with the existing lines of the State at
Norgeman,’’ presents the same to the
Legislative Council for ils concurrence.

House adjourned at 9.42 p.m.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER took the Chair
at 7.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTION—QUEENSLAND PROBATE
COMPANY, LOCAL CAMPAIGN.

" Mr. JOHNSTON asked the Premier: 1,
Have the Governmesnt any informatiom re-
garding the value of shares in the Queens-
land Probate Company, a campaign for the
sale of which has lately been eonducted in
Narrogin and other country centres by Mr.
J. A. Greig, M.L.C,, director for the said
eompany in Wastern Australia, and Mr,
Harold Scddon, M.L.C., inspector and sales-
man for the said Queeuslaud Probate Com-
pany under Mr. Greig’s directionf 2, If
not, will the Government institute °1nqu1r1es
as the said shares are not listed in any Aus-
tralian stock exchange listt 3, Have the
Government any information as to the sala-
ries, commissions, and other profits being
received by the promoters of this company?
4, Ts it the intentior of the Government to
introduce legislation to protect the resi-
dents of this State from exploitation in
regard to the purchase of shares in the Jarge
number of new mushroom insurance com-
panies of unknown and doubtful wvalue
which are being hawked round the country
districts by plaugible directors and their
salesmen and employees?

The PREMIER replied: 1, 2, and 3, Inm-
tending investors should satlsfy themselves
of the bona fides of a company before be-
coming shareholders. No one is compelled
to purchase shares. 4, The Government do
not know of any individual who has invested
in such comeerns.
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QUESTION—SANDALWOOD LICENSES,
RESTRICTIONS.

Myr. JOHNSTON asked the Minister for
Forests: 1, Is he aware that licenses to eut
sandalwood are now refused to local citizens
applying for same? 2, What is the reason
for this aetiont 3, To whom are licenses
to cut sandalwood now issued? 4, What
qualification is now required fo secure a
license to cot sandalwood? 35, Under what
authority are these new restrictions im-
posed? 6, What is the reason for their
impoeition?

The MINISTER FOR FORESTS replied:
It is understood that the above questions
refer to the registration of asandalwood
getters who up to the 30th June, 1923,
worked under license. Under the regula-
tions gazetted yesterday (80th Oectober,
1923), any person who desires to obtain em-
ployment in ¢onnection with the punlling and
removal of sandalwgod from Crowa lands
may be registered as a timber worker en-
gaged in such occupation on payment of a
fee of 23, 64.

QUESTION—AGRICULTURAL S8STOCK,
DEPARTMENTAL PURCHASES.

Mr. LATHAM asked the Minister for
Agriculture: 1, Is it a faet that thé Agri-
cultural Department recently purchased in
the Eastern States Guerngsey and Short-
horn bulls and ecows? 2, If so, what was the
price paid per head, and the cost per head
of getting the stock to the State? 3, Is it
not a faect that there are plenty of the
above-named breeds, available for siud par-
poses, which could be purchased locally?
4, Before making any further purchase
from the Eastern States, will he have in-
quiries made within the State for 21l such
stock?

The MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
replied: 1, ¥es. 2 (a) The average price
per head, f.o.h,, was £50; (b) this has not
yet been ascertained as all the cattle have
not arrived, and the forwarding agents have
not yet rendered their account for the three
that are to hand. 3, There were no females
of the Guernsey breed available, and only
one bull. The milking Shorthorns available
bad no official production records. 4, Yes;
this iz the usual practice and was obscrved
in this case,

QUESTION—RAILWAYS, COAL B8UP-
PLY, GOVERNMENT PAYMENT,

Hon. P. COLLIER asked the Minister for
Railways: 1, Has nny sum of money been
paid to the Amalgamated Collieries of
W.A,, Limited, pursvant to 3 claim made
by the said company in connection with the
late agreement for the supply of coal to the
Railway Department? 2, If so, what 4s the
amount of such payment? -

The MINISTER FOR RAILWAYS re-
plied: 1, Yes. 2, £3,250.

[ASSEMBLY.]

QUESTION—GROUP SETTLEMENTS,
TANKS,

Mr. HUGHES asked the Premier; 1, How
many tanks have been supplied to group set-
tlements Nos. 27, 32, 34, and 36?7 2, Were
they construeted by day lahour or by com-
traet? 3, 1f by contraet, who were the suc-
cessful tenderers, what were the prices, anil
were tradesmen plumbers engaged in the eon-
struction? 4, Were the tanks examined by a
competent officer before aceeptance of de-
livery? 5, Have there been any complainis
with respect to the quality of the tanks?

The PREMIER replied: 1, Group No. 27,
23; Group No. 32, 20; Group No. 34, 7;
Grounp No. 36, 18. 2, Contract. 3 (a), A.
3. Bosnston, £, Browa, N, Davis, F. 8. Bailey,
G. B. Bovell. (b) Material: average cost,
£4 5s.; comstruction, 30, per tank. (¢} C.
Brown, plumber—others carpenters. 4, Yes.
5, No.

QUESRTION-—-MINING LEASES ABAN-
DONED, TPAPERS.

Hon, P. COLLIER (without notiece) asked
the Minijster for Railways: Will he lay on the
Table of the Hounse ail papers relating to op-
tions granted or proposed to be granted over
abandoned mining leases?

The MINISTER FOR MINES replied: T
have no objeetion to the papers heing placed
on the Table. I suggest that the hon. memher
gives formal notice for the tabling of the
papers, and T will make them available.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Ou motion by Mr. Mullany, eave of absence
for two weeks was granted to the member for
Katanning (Mr. A. Thomson) on the ground
of urgent public business.

ASSENT TO BILLS.

Message from the Governor received and
read, notifying assent to the following
Bills:~——

1, Supply Bill Ne, 2 (£1,050,000,)

2, Electric Light and Power Agreement
Amendment,.

BILLS (5)—FIRST READING,
1. Stamp Act Amendment.
2. General Loan and Inseribed Stock Act
Amendment Act Continuance.
3. Insurance Companies Aet Amendment.
Introduced by the Premier.
4. Merredin Reserves.
Introduced by the Minister for Agri-
culture,
5. Registration of Engineers.
Introduced by the Minister for Works.
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PAPERS—RAILWAY (OAL SUPPLIES,
AGREEMENTS.

Un motion by Hon. P, Collier resolved—
*'That all papers referring to the late agree-
ment and to the agreement made on the 11th
September between the Commisgioner of Rail-
ways and the Amalgamated Collieries of W.A,,
Ltd., for the supply of coal for railway pur-
posvs ber laid on the Table of the House.’’

RILL—BRITISH 1MPERIAL OIL COY.,
LTD. (PRIVATE).

Inireduced by Hon. W. (. Angwin and read
a first time,

Referred to Select Committes.

(n motion by Hon. W. L. Angwin, Bill re-
feried to a select committee comsisting of
Hon. P, Collier, Messrs. Gibson, McCallum,
Teesdale and the mover, with power to call for
persons aad papers, to sit on days over which
the House stands adjourned, to adjourn from
pMace to place and to report on the 7th Nov.
cmber,

BILL—TRADING CONCERNS ACT
AMENDMENT,

Order of the day read for the wmoving of
the second reading.

i motion by Mr, Latham, order postponed.

BILL—ARCHITECTS ACT AMENDMEXNT.
Second Reading.
Debate resunted from the 19th September.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (ilon. 1V,
J. George—Murray-Wellington) [7.35]: A
good deal of the argument used by the mem-
her for York (Mr. Latham} in moving the
second reading oi the Bill may appeal to
mo-t members, but the Architeets Act was
passed by Parliament, not with a desire to
make the profession a closé corporation, but
to put a very unecessary profession unpon a
gstandard basis. When the Bill was framed,
we thought every precaution had been taken
to protect the interests of those that had en-
tered into the study of the profession prior
to the conditions embodied in the Bill
being promulgated, and T was assured by
those to whom the measure was re-
ferred that no difficulty whatever would be
experienced by any person that was engaged
in the profession and had only recenfly gone
in for study. The hon. member referred to
Clauge 2 of the Bill which seeks to amend
Section 14 of the Act. The amendment is
not necessary. The power sought thereunder
is provided in Section 14 of the Act, which
section is quite broad enough to earry any-
thing that may be required. Section 14 states
that & person who bas attained the age of
21 years, is of good character and reputation,
who had completed a course of study or prior
tn the commencement of the Act wag articled
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or indentured for not less than three years to
a practising architect as an architectural
pupil, shall be registered. The amendment
proposes to insert the words ‘‘or holds a cer-
tificate in writing by the practising architect
to whom the applicant was artieled or in-
dentured to the effect that the applicant has
such koowledge and experience as to justify
his registration.’?
Mr. Latham:
Act,

The MINISTER FOR WORKS: There is
no necessity for the amendment besause any
person so articled or indentured for that
period would or should have no difficulty in
obtaining the necessary documents to enable
him to appear before the board amd secure
registration.

Mr. Latham:
amination.

The MINISTER FOR WORES: That
does not make very muoeh difference. If he is
qualified as required by the Act the examina-
ticn will show it; if he is not qualified, he
has ne right to be registered. In my
opivion the amendment is unnecessary, To
the other provision desired by the hon. mem-
ber, I see no objection. Under the provisions
of the Act, the time allowed for applying for
admission may be considered rather brief and
the hon, member seeks to extend it somewhat.
No harm can be done by that.

Read om in the prineipal

But he has to sit for an ex-

Mr. PICKERING (Sussex) [8.0): The

* Architects Act was assented to. on the 31lst

December, 1922. That measure received the
consideration of both Houses of Parliament
and the result of the deliberations was the
placing on the statute book an Aet that is in
the best interests not omly of the profession,
but of the people of the State. The member
for York (Mr. Latham) has no knowledge of
the profession of architecture, and he is not
competent to judge what the requirements of
that profession are. Neither does he know
anything about the qualifications that should
be possessed by thogse who are desirous of
being registered. Regarding the second por-
tion of the Bilj, the architects themselves have
no objection to it, becaunse it is recognised
that there are certain applicants for regisira-
tion who, through untoward -circumstances,
were unable to get their names placed upon
the roster. I had the distinction of being a
member of the first board and I know that
every effort was made to offer facilities for
registration to those who were entitled to it.
There is one case that appeals particularly
to the member for York—one of his constitu-
ents—who through unfortusate ecireumstances
wag unable to obtain registration.

Hon. P. Collier: Have you not already
spoken on the Billd

Mr. PICKERING: This is the adjourned
debate.

Hon. P. Collier: But you spoke on a pre-
vious occasion.

Mr. PICKERING: No, this is the first oe-
casion. The adjournment was obtained by
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the Minister for Worka after the member for
York moved the second reading.

Hon. P. Collier: 1 merely asked the ques-
tion. I thought you had spoken.

Mr. Hughes: T know of the case of a man

who failed to secure registration through ne.

fault of his own,

Mr. PICKERING: The hon. member will
bave an opportunity of addressing the
Chamber.

Mr. Hughes: But not at such length.

Mr. PICEERING: Everyone will have a
chance to speak.

Mr. Hughes: But it iz impossible to pet
in beforc you. No one can beat you off the
mark.

Mr. PICKERING: I rose to my feet only
when it seemed that nobody else degired to
speak. I do not wish to attribute ulterior
motives to hon. members, but it is strange
for an hon. member to inginuate that one is
interestedd in the cbsatruction of the de-
bate. There ecan be no objection on
the part of the Institute of Architeets
or the Registrution Board to the second
portion of the Bill, because there is no desire
to inflict any undue injustice upon anyone
who wishes to practise the profession of an
architect. TUnder the Bill no individual will
suffer any disability because he may desire
to prepare plans or specifications. The oniy
disability, if it be ome, will be that it will
not be possible for a person to call himself
an architeet. That is what the Act really
stands for. The desire of Parliament when
it passed the Act was to place the profession
on a better and more learned footing. Tt was
never intended that anyone should be de-
barred from practising the profession if he
possessed the necessary qualifications. There
were several who were eligible for regisira-
tion, but who did not avail themselves of the
opportunity to register.

Hon, W, C. Angwin: They were not given
8 chance. .

Mr. PICKERING: They were given ¢very
¢hance. The greatest publicity was given to
the matter when the Bill was going through
Parliament, and further, the board took steps
to advertise in the leading mewspapers that
those who were eligible for registration should
make applieation. Further than that, the
board wrote to all those of whom they had
knowledge.

Mpr. Latham: Only those whom they wanted
to register.

Mr. PICKERING: The unscemly interjee
tion is quite befitting the character of the
member for York.

Mr. Latham: It is somewhat similar o
your own,

Capt. Carter: Another split on the cros?
benches,

Mr. Hughes: York is poaching on Sussex
preserves,

Mr. PICKERING: There is no objection
on the part of the board to register any
person who is entitled to registration. I
have here the copy of a document signed
by pine out of 12 of those who will be
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brought under the provisions of the Bill
The names of those studenta are

Hon. W. C. Angwin: TIs it fair to give
them?

Mr. PICKERING: They have given their
names so0 that they may be read to Parlia-
ment.

Mr. Latham: You are not within your
rights in reading them.

Mr. PICKERING: I will read the objec-
tions and the names of the students—

The £following architectural studenrs
were serving their articles to practising
architeets or the DIublic Works Depart-
ment at the time the Architects Act was
passed. Those persons whose signatures
appear opposite their names disagree with
Clause 2 of the Bill because exemption
from passing an examination would lower
their status compared with that of archi-
tects in other parts of the world. Before
the Act was passed, they would have
aspired to pass the exam. of the lnstitute
of Architects, which subsequently would
have been replaced by the exam. con-
ducted by the board: the latter would en-
title them to registration. Yf (lanse 2
of the Bill iz passed, there will be no
occasion to sit for either exam.; the legal
status of an architect could then be ob-
tained without any exam., and on the
bare certificates of the arechitects to whom
they are articled. By passing the exam.
their degree of competence would have to
he equal {o that required in the other
parts of Australia and generally through-
out the world, and they would in conse-
quence be qualified to oceupy positions
auvwhere. The signatories are:—H. O.

" AHom, G. W. Churchill Wright, O. V.

Chisholm, B. L, C. Clifton, W. L. Greea,

T. T. Lewis, M. T. Pitt Morison, T, W,

Holmes, J. 8. Sanders, B. M. Cavanagh,

L. Walters, C. Ednie Brown.

Capt. Carter: How many of those are
public servanis?

Mr. PICKERING: Three. The students
whose signatures T have given wish the
board examination to be retained, but that
the TUniversity junior certificate be not
expected from those students who wera
serving their articles at the time the Archi-
teets’ Act was passed. Tf we carry ont tha
propesal submitted by the member for York
it ie obvious that very few architects will
refuse to give qualification eertificates. If
they were to do so it would be a reflection
on their ability. T have given the names
of the nine out of the twelve who desire
to pass a qualifying examination as eet
forth in the Bill, and it is necessary that
the Act shonld be amended to permit of
that.

Capt. Carter: What pressure was brought
on those men to induee them to give their
signatures?

My, PICKERING: None at all, so far as
I know,

Mr, Latham: I am surprised at you read-
ing such a document.
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Mr, PICKERING: I had no hand what-
ever in obtaining those signatures.

Mr. Latham: Who supplied them!

Mr, PICKERING: The students’ associa-
tion. It is contemded that the eommunity
should have protection in respect of this
profession ae well as others. Plumbers are
not allowed to earry on their trade without
examination, and plumbing is only one
brapeh of architecture. Surely, if it is
neeessary that plumbers who have to carry
out ordinary sanitary services shonld pass
a qualifying cxamination before being en-
trusted with that work, it is highly peces-
sary that architects should qualify before
having the respoasibility of supervising all
the differcnt works connected with con-
struetion. The plumbing work is in the
majority of cases carried out to the specifi-
cation and under the supervision of an
architect. The architect should be in a
position to say whether {he work has been
well and faithfully earried ont. The amend-
ment proposed by the member for York
will afford opportunities for fraud. A man
might have gone through a certain period
of training as an architect, and then given
up that avocation and taken to something
else. Yot by reason of this suggested
amendment it would be possible for such a
man to be registered as an architect now.
It ia also possible that a prineipal might,
if he po desired, antedate the articles of «
student, and so defeat the object of the
measure. It would be invidious to leave the
responsibility for the efficiency of an archi-
tect to the man to whom that architect is
articled as a student. It is ridiculons to
assume that an architeet would not give the
neeessary qualifying certificate to a student
after having had the training of him for a
number of years. Tf there is one profession
which needs close study to-day, it is the
profession of architecture. The works
which are to be seen in course of construe-
tion in Perth to-day, and the greater works
being carried ocut in the cities of the East-
ern States, are suffieient proof of that, but
I might refer to the scandals which
occurred in connection with war service
homes, for instance. In the hest interests
of the people it is absoluely necessary that
the men who are entrusted with the con-
struction of our buildings should be fully
qualified. No doubt the member for York
is an authority on the subjeet of architee-
ture, but 1 wish to mention that the areni-
tecture of to-day is distinet from the
architecture of previous ages. To-day the
practice of architecture requires an in-
timate knowledge of wathematies, of
afrains and stresses, and other farctors of
that nature. Not only is the construection
of buildings at issue, but the very lives
of our people arc at issue. Quite recently
we had introduced into this 2Chamber
by the Minister for Works a Bill dealing
with seaffolding. Tn connection with that
measure great stress was laid on the danger
to the lives of workmen engaged in the con-
strinetion of bnildings. Tn conneetion with the

1249

difficult problems attending the construction
of buildings to-day, we must btear in mind
the necessity for having the man who is re-
sponsible for the structure thoroughly quali-
fied. .

The Premier: The objeet of this Bill is to
remedy an injustice.

Me. PICKERING: I contend there is no
injustice. Any stodent who is desirous of
ohtaining an assoeiateship in the Wesatern Aus-
tratian Inostitute of Architeets must to-day
pass an examination. All that the Aet lays down
ig that the student should pass such an exam-
ination. If the amendment suggested by the
member for York is carried, a man might get
in through the back door,

The Premier: He will get through in just
the same way as other people have got
through.

Mr. Lambert: How maay people have got
in through the back door?

Mr, PICKERING: I regret very much that
the two previous debates in cofnection with
this subjeet have resulted in Such density on
the part of some members. When a trifiing
measure i8 introduced to deal with the gues-
tion of seaffolding ——

Hon. W. C. Angwin: The Bill dealing with
scaffolding is more important than this Bill,

Mr. MeCallum: The scaffolding Bill only
deals with common workmen.

Mr. PICKERING: What I wish to urge
is that scaffolding iz merely a temporary
measure, If there is one man in this world
for whom [ have respect, it is the skilled ar-
tisan. I mever called artisans ‘‘ common work-
ing men.”’ Tt has remained for the member
for South Fremantle (Mr. MeCallum) to do
that. I do not admire that hon. member for call-
ing skilled artisans ‘‘common working men.’’
T am proud to grasp the hand of any skilled
artisan in this State.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: We are dealing
with this Bill now,

Mr. Me¢Callam: The hon. member opposed
a Bill to protect the lives of the skilled artis-
ans.

Mr. PTCKERING: I did not oppose a Bill
to protect the lives of working men.

Mr, MeCallum: Yes, you did.

My, PICKERING: The hon. member’s
statement is not correct. Reflections have
been made on the standard of architeets in
this State. The history of the Western Aus-
tralian TInstitute of Architects i3 worthy of
note, The institute has set out with the sole
object of improving the standard of archi-
tecture,

Mr. Hughes: That is not true. At any
rate, the object is to preserve the interests
of architects as well.

Mr. PICKERING: I am not prépared to
controvert the narrow-mindedness of the hon.
member interjecting, That would be an im-
possible task. The object of the Tnmstitute of
Architects has been not only to raise the level
of architecture. but also to educate students.
The desire of the institute has been to make
the standard high. The member for York
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secks to undermine that standard. He says
it iz pot nccessary to have examinations,

Mr. Latham: Do not apply that to me,
1 have pot spid anything of the sort.

Mr. Mann: Has the institute registered
men who have been away from the profession
for 15 vears, while vefusing to register men
who luve served their articles?

Mr. PICKERING: The statement of the
member for Perth (Mr. Mann) is not true
in fact. 1 know of the instance to whieh the
hon. member refers.  The gentleman in ques-
tion wns respomsible for the plans of the
Calyx Poreelnin Works, Those plans were
intricate.  Anyene who econld design the kiln
conneeted with those works was werthy of
‘registration.

Hon. F. T. Broun: The works are tumbling
down,

Mr. PICKERING: Knowing the gentle-
man to whom the member for Perth refers,
[ consider it my duty to refute the hon. mem-
ber’s statement. For many vyears past the
institute has insisted upon the examination
of stndents and justly so. The students who
were articled Fefore the passing of the prin-
cipal Act were expeeted to pass qualifying
examinations set hy the institute. The Public
Works Department require that now in the
ease of mwany of their officers. If students
go to the trouble of being artieled and
of attending courses in order to qualify for ex-
aminations, surely it is not right for us to give
an undpe advantage to the one man whom the
member for York has in mind. After all,
ouly one man is concerncd in the proposed
amendment.

Mr. Latham: You vead out the mames of
three men.

Mr., PTCKERING: 1 know the one man
whom the member for York has in mind. T
do not think that a principle which has been
endorsed by Parliament should be whittled
away just for the sake of one individual who
is too indifferent regarding the work in which
he is engaged to pass the qualifying examin-
ation. The institute has no objection what-
ever to remedying any injustice which may
exist as regards people who have missed re-
gistration by some nceident. Tt would be
ridiculous to-day to attempt to amend the
law governing the legal profession, for ex-
armple, We bave just passed the first reading
of a Bill 1or the registration of engineere.

Hon. W, €, Angwin: The present position
of this matter shows the danger of passing
a Bill without full discussion.

Mr. PICKERING: What danger is there
in secking to make people thoroughly ruali-
fied for their work?

Mr. McCallum: Why not have a qualifying
examination for carpenters?

Mr. PTICKERING: T do not know to what
profession the member for South Fremantle
(Mr. MeCallam) belongs.

Mr. MeCallum: So long as I am not an
architect T don’t eare.

Mr. PICKERING: Anyone who qualifies
for his trade or profession, mo matter what
it he, iz worthy of the highest esteem. I am
not one of those who seek to drag down; I
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am one of those who seck to huild up. £ we
want to compete with the world, it is obvions
that the more highly qoalified our citizens
are in c¢very profession and every trade, the
more likely are we to attain suceess. If I
may just refer to the matter of the tariff, [
would say that vonsenqueat upon the high tariff
which bhas leen imposed by the Common-
wealth Farlinwent, there is not the incentive
ihat there shoull he to improve in our
methods of manufacture, in the coudition of
aur plant, amd in keeping all our appliances
up to date. Tn this way the high Customs
tarifl operates to  prevent the advancement
nf our indnstries. That statement is jmion-
trovertibly troe. | contend thot it is desir.
able we should elevate the profession of urehi-
teeture, so that auy man going to a qualifiml
architeet will he able to do so with the wssur-
ahee of roeeiving officient service.

Mr. Lambert:  Have people that assurance
to-day?

My, PICKERING: 1 Qo not wish to cast
uny reflcetion on the hon. wember intericet-
ing, thowgh ! might do =0,

Mr. Lambert: T could retaliate.

My, PICKERIXNG: [n passing an Acr like
this, we naturally (o not wish to inflict any

injustiey.

Mr. Latham: Nor do we wish to make it
retrospective,

Mr. PICKERING: The Aot is not retros-
pective.

Mr, Latham: 1t is. That is the trouble.

Mr, PICKERING: 1t ig a pity we cannot
inake the hon. member retrospective. The ab-
jeet of the Act was not to do injustice, and
the measure hag unot done an injustice to any
of those who are coming forward. Tt may
have inadvertently imposed injustice on rer-
tain people who were not able to get regis-
tration. The architects desire to remedy any
snch aets of injustice. Therefore, T ask that
the Assembly will not extend the operations
of the Aet to the prejudice of the profession.

Mr, MONEY (Bunbury} [8.1]: The ar-
guments used by the hon. member who

has just sat down ecould have been equally
well used when the Bill of last vear was
passed.  T'oder Section 13, paragrapk (h),
any person who, during the next preceding
12 wonths had practiced as an architeet in
Westrrn Australia, or oeen enpaged ns an as-
sistant to a practiging arehitect, was entitled
on the passing of the Aet to be registered. 1
take it that provision was made in order that
existing rights should not be intertered with.
But T understand there is another class, those
who had entercd into contracts on the deter-
mination of whick they wonld be qualified to
act as architecte. That class was affected hy
the Act, for the Act interfered with thoir
contracts, supplementing them and making
it necessary for the trainees, at the end of
their articles, to pass an examination. The
prineiple of the Act of last year was that
existing rights should not be interfered with.
Yot in spite of Seetion 13, it has interfered
with existing rights, the rights of the ar-
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tielcad clerks, The intention of the amending
Bill is to make it possible for the rights of
articled clerks to be preserved, exactly the
same asg the rights of a person who had been
practising as an architect for 12 wmonths prior
to the passing of the Act, notwithstanding
that he might have had no qualification what-
ever.

My, Pickering: Why did not you put this
up before T spoke? You know T cannot reply
to it.

Mr. MONEY: Clause 2 of the amending
Bill provides that if the architect to whom
the traince is articled grants a certificate of
competency, the traince shall be eligible for
registration. 1f we recognise the principle
of noun-interference with the existing rights
of an unqualified person who happens to have
been practising for 12 wmonths prier to the
passage of the Act, it is also right that we
should not interfere with the interests of the
articled clerk if he obtains a certificate of
competency from the architeet to whom he is
articled. T know one or two articled clerks
who went to the war and who, but for their
absence at the Front, would have completed
their articles, and so come within Section 13,
in which case their interests would mot have
been interfered with. I am sure the House
would not desire to impose any injustice on
those men.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN (North-East Fre-
mantle} {8.35]: The Bill is wrongly named.
It should be entifled a Bill o repeal the
Architeets Act. Any person, whether in a
technieal school or any other school, if he
desires to pass ap examination, can be regis-
tered as an architect. The member for Bun-
bury (Mr. Money) scught to elueidate the
provisions of the Bill. He pointed out that
the priacipal clause provides for a small
number of persons who will not bave com-
pleted their articles when the Bill passes. He
said he knew one or two who had gone to the
war. But the Bill does not say anything of
the kind.

Mr. Money: It covers it.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: Yes, but it goes on
indefinitely, and if it be passed a person will
be able to work with an architeet for aix
months and claim registration, provided the
architect gives him a eertificate of compet-
ency.

Mr. Latham: Read the clause before that.

Hon, W. C, ANGWIN: At present if an
architeet fails to give proper tuition to his
apprentice, and if the board prove that the
apprentice is not qualified, the apprentice ean
claim damages from the architect to whom he
was apprentized.  But under the Bill the
architect has only to give him a certificate,
and he ean claim registration.

Mr. Money: Tt applies only to those
artieled prior to the beginning of the Aet.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: But whether 2
man be properly trained or not, provided he
holds a ecertificate of eompeteney from his
trainer, he can claim registration. A few
years ago, & gentleman tried to pass the ex-
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amination for a lawyer—an gasy job, surely!
Three times he was turned down. Then a
Bill gimilar to this was introduced in order
that that gentleman might be admitted to the
legal profession. However, the Bill did not
go through. I quote that as showing that
the gentleman alluded to had to comply with
the Act in force at the time,

Mr, Pickering: That was the law.

Hon, W, C. ANGWIN: It is the law to-
day. We all know that a member who attends
to his Parliamentary duties has little or no
time to spend in his office. What is Lo prevent
the member for Sussex (Mr. Pickering), if
he have an apprentice in his office, giving him
a certificate of competency that will compel
the board to register the apprenyice?

Mr. Mann: It applies to only those who
serve their articles befors the passing of the
Act.

Hon. W. C, ANGWIN: No Bill was so
much ¢nt to pieces as was the Architects Bill
of two years ago. By the same token, there
iy no more libersl Act in existence than the
Architects Act. The way things are going,
we shall be required presently to register
every person in the community. Already we
have promised for this session two Bills, one
for the registration of engineers, and the
other for the registration of opticians. No
man ghould have the right to say that his
apprentice ia qualified. That should be for
another professional man te say, after dn-
quiring into the apprentice’s work, Where is
the schoolmaster who would not pass all bis
pupils if he were allowed? We do not permit
that. Instead, we send inspeetors to examine
the ehildren. It is highly dangerous to allow
a man to say that his trainee is efficient. In
regard to the other part of the Bill, I think
the hon. member is justified in moving his
amendment. Whend in Committee T will go
ferther and move to leave it at the discretion
of the board for all time. I have heard of
persons who, being out of the State when
the Architects Bill was passed, knew nothing
about it on their return, and so neglected to
make application for registration, Oppor-
tunity should be afforded those persoms to
apply for registration. The board of archi-
tects, T understand, are willing to register
those persons if only they had the power to
do so. The member for Sussex said that here
to-night. To that portion of the Bill we can
all agree, but T hope members will not agree
to accept the principle of a frainer giving
his traintee a certificate of competency as an
architect.

Mr. LAMBERT {Coolgardie} ([8.45]:
When the parent Act was passed a few of
the students were overlooked and & grave
injustice was done to them. That was not
the intention of Parliament. I quite under-
stand the attitude adopted by the member for
Sussex (Mr. Pickering). It is the attitude
adopted by all people who under Aects of
Parliament have definite privileges conferred
upon them, making their calling restrictive
and protecting it.
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Mr. Pickering: I remember yon on the
Dentists Bill,

Mr. LAMBERT: My attitude on that oc-
casion was as consistent as it will be on this.

Mr, Pickering: TYou opposed all the
amendments.

Mr. LAMBERT: Yes, when I thought the
granting of c¢oncessions conflicted with tha
public safety. There is no analogy between
the passing of a Dental Aet conferring upon
cartain people the right fo practise on the
mouths of others, and allowing a man to put
up o brass plate and praetise his profession
a3 an architect.

Mr. Pickering: None at all.

Mr. LAMBERT: When we passed the
Architects ‘Act we allowed all people who
were practising. the profession of architectura
in the State—

Mr. Pickering: And dentistry.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am not going back to
the Dental Act.

Mr, Pickering: It is just as true.

Mr. LAMBERT: That was passed 30 or
40 years azo, and is too ancient for me.

My, Pickering: You are mot as young aa
you make yoursclf out to be.

Mr. LAMBERT: The Architects Aect is
fresh in my memory, I am fortified with
many facts in this matter.

The Premier: Let us take thém as read.

Mr. LAMBERT: It might be wise to
adopt that suggestion. I do not think Par-
liament intended any injustice upon & eom-
paratively few students when it passed the
Architects Act.

Mr. Pickering: Nine out of 12 are satis-
fied with the injustice.

Mr. LAMBERT: Xine ovt of 12 of the
architeets registered?

Mr. Piekering: Of the students that ave
not rezistered. .

Mr. LAMBERT:
will not be affected.

Mr. Pickering: Every one of them will be
affected.

Mr. LAMBERT: A small numbher ouly.
The member for Sussex stated there was only
one, but if an injusiice has been dome to
one, Parliament should remedy it.

Mr. Pickering: I do not think it is an in-
justice.

Mr. LAMBERT: I am surprised that the
hon. member should oppose the amending
Bill. T* is sought by an indecpendent souree
to remedy the unintentional injustice done by
Parliament.

Mr. Piekering: Say uninterested source.

Mr. LAMBERT: It is quite a disinter-
ested source. It is mot a source that desires
to sec a larger ring of preference thrown
round a profession that is characterised by
the hon. member as go noble and grand. Par-
liament is snfliciently seized of the imwvort-
ance of architecture, and all that it spells to
Western Anrstralia, to sce that it is properly
safeouarded. There was a similar case in con-
nection with the last amendment to the Dental
Act, which amended the parent Aet apd al-
lowed certain people to practise dentistry.

Those are students who
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Taintentionally, or intentionally, certain peo-
ple were allowed to he registered who should
not have heen registered, and others were not
registered who should have been registered. 1
helieve it is the iutention of the Colonial See-
retary to remedy the unintentional wrong
done through a lack of knowledge on the
part of Parliament. Parliament has a
sufficient sense of the fitness of things to
see that under this Bill no injustice is done,
I regret the attitude of the member for
SBusgex in trying to make a still closer
preserve of the profession of architects, and
to keep out tilose who are anxions——

Mr, Pickering: Who are anxious to
qualify by examination.

Mr. LAMBERT: Some of them are.

My, Pickering: XNine out of 12.

Mr. LAMBERT: Arve those who were prac-
ticising before the parent Act was passed
vlamouring to be registered as architects?

Mr. Pickering: Many have passed their
exXamination.

My, Latham:
day if they sat?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The memher
for Susscx must not keep on interjecting.

Mr. LAMBERT: Prohably not many. That,
however, has no bearing on the point. Thore
may bhe some fine architeets who eould not
Irass the examination to-day. Parliament
should concentrate on the question as to
whether an injustice has been done to certain
individuals through the passing of the parent
Act whieh placed architectnre and the pro-
fession upon a permanent and proper basis
for all time. I am sure the senze of fairness
that pervades the mind of every member will
induce him fo snpport the amending Bilt sub-
mitted by the member for York,

How many would pass to-

Mr. LATHAM (York—in reply) [8.55]:
The point raised by the member for North-
East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin)——

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I was in error. 1
understand the wmatter now,

Mr. LATHAXM: T have no desire to mini-
mise the value of the work of architects, or
to place then upon a footing with anyone
else. I want to see all the professions bene-
fited by Acts of Parliament, if that is pos-
sible, but T will not be a party to making
regulations, retrospective, as the last Act was.
This interfered with the rights that existed
between the imdentured persons and theé ar-
chiteeta themselves. [f we asked the archi-
teets that became registered under the parent
Act to pass an academical or technical exam-
ination, hardly 80 per cent. comld do so. It
is set out in the examination papers that a
man shall qualify in a2 modern language other
than English. When a man reaches the age
of 30, it is difficult for him to learn a
foreign language.

Mr. Pickering: Most architects qualify in
that direction before,

Mr. LATHAM: These apprentices——

Mr. Pickering: There is only one,

Mre. LATHAM: Tf there is only ome we
should remedv any legislative dcfect in re-
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gard to him. I wish to reply to the member tor
North-East Fremantle (Hon. W. C. Angwin).
Th: architerts have a society ealled the Royal
Institete - ¥ Architects. Tt is recognised as
the body representative ot the profession in
Wostern Auastralia, and has received the re-
cognition invelved by permission to use the word
©*Roval. " It fosters as part of its activities
the cducation of architectural students. Under
ity influence students are encouraged to enfer
into proper articles of apprenticeship for a
period of three or four years to practising ar-
chitects, and the society provides a register
of a1l such apprenticeship deeds,

AMr. Pickering: Ts the hon. member reading
Lis speech?

Mr, LATHAM: T am reading an extract,
Until the Act was passed, articles of
apprenticeship to a praetising architect duly
registered with the Society of Architects
represented the best and most approved
method of architectural education in this
State. When students completed their terme
of articles they were admitted as members
of the society. The students were mnot
called upon to undergo any examination, By
virtue of being apprenticed they automati-
cally became architeets, and were permitted
te be registered uander the parent Aet. Al
we ask is that these people should go
through the ordinary -course of study, and
at the end of their term, instead of sitting
for a purely academic examination, they
should hold a certificate from the man to
whom they are apprenticed, testifying that
they are qualified to enter the profession.
I do not think any architect would certify
that an apprentice under him was fit to
earry on as an architect if he did not think
that was the case. I do not know why it
should be suggested that the architeets
should be so dishonest ag to do otherwise,

Mr. Pickering: They should nof be given
the opportunity.

Mr. LATHAM: T am willing to leave it
in the hands of the members of the profes-
sion to give these students the certificate
necessary. This is only a temporary
measure and must go ouf of existence in three
or four years time. I hope the second reading
of the Bill will be agreed to.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a seeond time.

In Committee.

Mr. Angelo in the Cbair; Mr. Latham io
charge of the Bill.

Clause 1—agreed to,
Clanse 2—Amendment of Section 14:

Mr. PICKERING: The proposal to en-
trust to uny man training a studenf the
passing of that student as qualified to be-
come an architect, iz not right. That must
be obvious. If such a person did not issue
a certificate, it wonld be a reflection upon
his own training. Of the dozen or so men
coneerned and who will be affected by the
passing of the clause, wine desire that they
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should be required to pass a qualifying
examinatiou.

Mr. Lambert: They say not.

Me. Money: They can still do so.

Mr. PTUKERIXNG: That may be so. When
the member for Bunhury was diseussing a
Bilt to infringe the privileges of another
profcasion, he did not adopt his present
attitude. That hon. member would be pre-
pared o vonvede where architeets were con-
cerned what he wonld not agrec to where
the legal profession was concerned. The
repongibilities of an architect more directly
coicern the satety of the public than do
those of the lawyers. When we see the
public bpildings and other large buildings
in Perth, we know that that must be so.
We also see the neecessity for arehiteets
being as efficient as possible. The member
for York said that muny architects practis-
ing their profession to-day could not pass
the neecessary examinations. That may be
0.

Mr. Latham: [t s true.

Mr. PICKERING: And the same is true
of many men in other professions. They
reach a stage at which they cannot face
examinations as they could in their younger
days. They have shown their proficiency
in their profession. It is only right that
students should qualify for their profession,
and it is not imposing any injustice if we
ask that studemnts shall pass a qualifying
examination, In the ordinary course it is
necessary for studenta wishing to eater the
Government service to pass the examination
of the Institute of Architeets before they
receive their certificates.

Mr. Money: Without this Bill.

Mr. Latham: That applies only to the
Government.

Mr. PICKERING: If it is important so
far as the (Government architectural work
is eoncerned, it is as essential, if not more
s0, where the ouiside public are coneerned.
I bope members will not be misied by aay
specious argument., It is not fair to place
the onus on the architects as suggested by
the clanse. Such a practice would lead to
the encouragement of fraud, pre-dating of
articles and other actions the Committee
should not tolerate,

Hon. W, (¢ ANGWIN: Since [ spoke on
the Bill 1 have looked at the parent Act.
I find that I wag in error. The Act refers
to those engaged ‘‘at or prior to the com-
mencement of this Aet,”’ The member for
Bunbury might well examine Clause 2 to
asveriain whether, in view of the provisions
of Section 14, it is worth the paper it is
printed on. I hope hon, members will not
agree to the clauge. Do tbhey think it just
to place in the bands of a practising archi-
tect, the right to certify that his pupil is
competent? The Arbitration Court pro-
vides inspectors and examiners who report
upon and test apprentices im various trades
to aseertain whether they are receiving the
proper tuition to enable them to become
good tradesmen. There is no such rtefer-
ence in the clanse.
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Mr. Latham. There must be some provi-
sion for examinations in their indentores.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: That applies to
every indenture, but it is verr cszential
that the architect’s pupils should be
properly edueated.

Mr. Lambert: So they are.

Hon. W. C. ANGWIN: They are not any
maore s0 than in other trades or professions.
The law is sufficiently wide at present and
the system proposed in the clause is wrong.
We would not dream of agreerng to any
such propesition in professions, such as the
legal or medieal.

Mr. Lambert: Most of these architeets do
nof cven hold the certificate snggested.

Hon, W C. ANGWIN: It does not matter.
A commencement has to be made. The
examiner should pot be the man that has
tanght the apphkicant for admission.

Mr. Lambert: That is what we have in
the dental profession.

Hon. W. €. ANGWIN: The principle is
wrong. In our State schools we do not allow
the head teachers to examine the scholars.
There has been plenty of time to enable the
architect with apprentices under him to im-
part the necessary tuition.

Mr. LAMBERT : Previous to 1022 a
student was indentured to an architect, pay-
ing 100, 200, or 300 guineas premivm. After
serving three vearz, he was antomatically ad-
mitted to the Royal Society of Architects
without any examination, or any certificate
of competency.

Myr. Pickering: You cannot prove that.

Mr. LAMBERT: That was the general
procedure.

Mr. Pickering: No, he had to pass the
examination of the Imstitute of Architects.

Mr. LAMBERT: There was no examina-
tion; he was admitted automatieally, whether
qualified or not.  Parliament decreed that
every architect should be registered, but nine
out of ten architects practising to-day have
never passed an examination.

Mr. Pickering: Mere repetition does not
make your statement true.

Mr. LAMBERT: A meeting of the Royal
Society of Architeets was held, and out of
73 registered architects, only eleven attended
to record their solemn protest and opposition
against the remedying of this injustice to the
students. .

Mr. Pickering: Where did you get your in-
formation¥

Mr. LAMBERT: From Mr. Harold Boas,
an architect of standing in this city.

Mr. Pickering: Was he at the meeting?

Mr. LAMBERT: That does not matter.

Capt. Carter: Can the member for Sussex
say you are wrong?

Mr. Pickering: Yes.

Mr. LAMBERT: The member for Sussex
should adopt a more generous attitude. Nine
out of ten of the architects practising to-day
were antomatically registered. But now,
when a disinterested member seeks to remedy
a flaw in the Act, the profession plead that
to admit six or eight stedents on the same
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basis as they themselves were admitted would
lower the status of the profession. Tt is
sheer hypocrisy and humbug.  They merely
desire to keep out a few competitors. If it
is seriously contended that the admission of
a few students is going to lower the standard
of the profession, that standard must be very
low to-day. Before the Act was passed, those
stitdents entered into an agreement to serve
their term

Mr. Latham: And that contraet should be
honoaured.

Mr. LAMBERT: Quite so.

Hon. W. C. Angwin: Why not repea! the
Act?

. Mr. LAMBERT: The profession have no
right to adopt an arrogant attitude towards
those students. Members should not be led
away by the argument that this amendment
will undermine the usefuiness of the parent
Act. The profession ie on a good foundation
and while we shonld preserve its status, we
should have some regard for those who had
oentered into a contract and paid their
premium prior to the passing of the Aet,
never anticipating the legislation that now
debars them from becoming architeets.

Mr. PICEERING: I hope the Committes
will not be misled by the exuberant verbosity
of the member for Coolgardie. The argu-
ment I advanced was advanced in the best
interests of the community. The membar
for North-East Fremantle illustrated how im-
portant it was that architeets should be guali-
fied to deal with the problems that demand
their attention. Because we realise the urgent
necessity of improving the status of the pro-
fegsion, we are anxious that the existing
statute should he maintained. This is an in-
sidious attempt on the part of the momber
for York to bring about the registration of
one who will not take the trouble to pass an
examination. If the eclavse i3 passed the
status of the student will be reduced. Par-
liament decided on certain legislation in 1922,
and that legislation was the result of mature
deliberation. The Aet has not worked un-
fairly beyond the failure to register certain
individuals whe were inadvertently over-
locked.

Mr. MONEY: Section 13 of the Act con-
tains exaetly the same principle as is intended
by the clanse. Paragraph (h) of Section 13
of the Act provides that anyone whoe for 12
months has been practising as an architect
or was engaged as an assistant to an archi-
tect, shall be automatically registered. That
paragraph sets out that anyone who has been
an assistant for seven years, whether he was
an asgistant at the time of the passing of the
Act or not, is entitled to registration. That
is aff astonishing thing. Such a person may
have had no training whatever, and yet on
registration, he may pnt up his signboard.

Mr. McCallum: He may not even have had
a job.

Mr. MONEY: Such a man is entitled auto-
matieally to be registered as am architeet and
he may put up a ten-storey building in Perth
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We are interfering with the right of a per
son whose desire 19 to be thoroughiy trained
a8 an architect and who may have paid a
premium, although we did not worry
much in reference to qualifications when we
passed the Act of 1922, TUnder that Act an
assistant, who is entitled to registration, may
bave been an assistant for merely menial pur-
poses. I am reading the Aet just as it is.
The asgistant may have had no training at
all.  An assistant means one who assists.
Why do we differentiate between an articled
student who must serve three years, and an
assistant who needs to have seven years’ ex-
perience?

Mr. Pickering: He holds a position equiv-
alent to the managing clerk in your office.

Mr. MONEY: When a surveyor has an as-
sistant:

Mr. Pickering: He is a stodent of survey-

ing.

Mr. MONEY: Not necessarily. He is un-
der no agreement and neither iz he articled.
He goes out simply as an assistant to the
surveyor.

Hon, W. C. Apngwin: And you would net
license bim as a surveyor.

Mr. MONEY: Under the Act it is possible
to license an assistant $o an architect. Men
who are entirely unqualified are entitled to
practise as architeets in Western Australia.
However, we have adopted the principle of
the right of 2 man to live. I do not care
whether this measure involves the right of
one man only, or the right of two or three:
I shall do my hest to give that individual or
those two or three individuals the right which
obtains under Scction 13 of the Act.

Hon, W. C. ANGWIN: The last speaker
has really put up a strong argument against
passing any legislation of this kind in future,
I move an amendment—

That the following be added to the
Clause:—** Before such registration the ap-
plicant shall be approved as competeni to
practise as an architect by the Government
Chief Architect.'’

1 am strongly opposed to allowing an architect
to give a certificate of qualification to his own
students. I have been told that there is one
architect who has a student utterly umable
to pasg the examination, and that heaven and
earth arc being moved for the sake of that
stndent. Under the law as it stands, an un-
qualified man may practise the profession of
architecture, but cannot call himself an arehi-
teet. 1If a person is registered by the Inati-
tute of Architects, it is an acknowledgment
that he is qualified. The most independent
man to certify to qualifications is the Gov-
ernment Chief Architect.

Mr. LATHAM: I see no great harm in the
amendment, but a question of prineiple is
involved. Contracts were entered into prior
to the commencement of the Act, and I want
the Chamber to rcspeet those contracts. The
contracts do not provide for passing an exam-
ination set by the Government Chief Archi-
teet. That official might not be as well quali-
fied as the architect to whom the student is
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articted. The Bill is intended to apply only
to men who were apprenticed before the com-
mencenient of the parent Act. There cannot
bz niore than ten or twelve of them. Nime
of them ¢an pass the examination, and there-
fore only three men will be affected.

Hon, W. C, Angwin: But all those men
want the Bill.

Mr. LATHAM: Formerly any man who had
had the word '‘Architect’’ written on his
door wns admitted. I see ne necessity what-
ever for the amendment, and I hope the Com-
mittee will not carry it.

Mr. LAMBERT: 1 can hardly think the
member for North-East Fremantle is serious
over this maiter, .

Hon. W. C. Angwin: I am perfectly ser-

ious.
Mr., LAMBERT: Why should we set up
the Govermment Chief Architect asz the sole
arbiter of competency? That officer is in a
groove of such a nature as might remnder
him disqualified to bear the proposed re-
apongibility. In passing the parent Act we
desired to place architecture here upon the
same footing of dignity as it enjoys in other
countries. The parent Act embraces everyone
who could be regarded as having even the
semblance of a claim. No such person was
deharred from following the profession of ar--
chiteet, without examination and without re-
striction. Now it is discovered that by some
inadvertence a few men have been excluded,
and we seek to mend that fanlt, Bome extra-
ordinary distortion of reasoning causes the
member for Sussex to ohject to that step.
If it is the considered opinion of the archi-
teets of this State that an injustice should
not he rectified, T ¢an only regret it.

Mr. Pickering: Thesa men recognised
from the start that they would bave to pass
the certifying examination of the institute.

Mr. LAMBERT: No snch thing.

Mr, Pickering: Yes, they did,

Mr. LAMBERT: That is not so.

Hon. W, C. Angwin: How do you know?
Here is 2 man who had to do it.

Mr, Pickering: The Public Works Depart-
ment insist upon the qualifying examination
and the men vou are referring to knew
that. .

Mr. LAMBERT: If Parliument were as
bhare-faced as some in the architectural pro-
fession, we would pgo so far as te prolong
the life of Parliament for another 10 years.

Mr. Latham: In Britain, architects have
not an Act to protect them.

Mr. LAMBERT: That is so. Yet when
we find a few people have been omitted who
were intended to be included under the
patent Act, the architects, with their close
professional preserve, objest to the position
being rectified. I da not believe the mem-
ber for North-East Fremantle is serious in
his objection.

Hon. W. €. Apngwin: T woeuld not hold up
the Bill for an hour if I were not serious.

Mr, LAMBERT: The hon. member knows
that no good purpose will be served by the
amendment, which does mnot indicate how
the Prineipal Governm:nt Architect is o
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arrive at his decision that the students are
qualified. To pass the amcndment would
be to introduce a most dangerous principle
in our legislation.

Hon. T. WALKER: T do not like the
clanse, nor yet the amendmenr. Tt iz a
gsound principle of law that a man mnst
not be the judge in his own canse.

Mr. Lambert: What about tbe Barristers’
Board and the Dental Board?

Hon. T. WALKER: The Barristers’
Board approve of what T am saying. The
man responsible for training an individual
should not be the julge of iz own work.

That is sound, common sense, umd it is
insisted upon as a principle of law. I sym-

patbise with the attitude of the member for
York, for if a1 injustice has heen done to
anyone, we should open the doors to correc-
tion.

The Premier. [ think we should discharge
this Bill from the Notice Paper; it is taking
up too much time.

Hen. T. WALKER: T will not delay the
Committee for long. We should not intro-
duce a new principle absolutely st variance
with the essemcc of justice itself. Tf the
Bill were defeated and another measure intro-
duced, which would directly rectify the
injustice referred to, it would have my
hearty support. The Bill is an offence in
another sense, for it gives the lesser
authority power over the greater authority.

Mr. Latham: He can pass the examina-
tion set by the board. Provision is made
for that.

Hon, T. WALKER: Then the Bill should
be put in that form. After this the board
will set examipations for future appren-
tices?

Mr. Money: That is so.

Hon. T. WALKER: If it read, ‘‘Notwith-
standing that he bas not pasaed the pre-
Iiminary examination set,'’ it would meet
the cage. But here we arc putting up for
a few a standard that will not be imposed
upon future applicants.

Mr. Latham: There are only three of
them.

Hon. T. WALKER: T{ is introduocing a
principle that will be a menace to future
architeets, Tt becomes a very dangerous
precedent. T shall be compelled to vote
against that feature. I suggest to the houn.
member that he have the clause recom-
mitted for the purpose of redrafting it in
such a way as to remove the sound ohjec-
tions raised by the member for North-East
Fremantle.

Mr. Johnston: T move—

That progress be reported.

Motion put and negatived.

The PREMTER: We never pass a measure
of this kind without doing injustice to
some. The Acet of 1920 did <njustice,
although it seems it is limited to two or
three people. The Committee now wants
to see justice dome to those men. The Act
of 1920 interfered with certain appreatices
articled to architeets. That should be cor-
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rected. It would be wise if the member in
charge of the Bill agreed to redraft the
clause in a way that will remove the objee-
tions raised to it.

Progress reported,

BILL—FPACTORIES AXD SHOPS ACT
AMENDMENT.

Second Reading.
Debate resumed from 5th September.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY (Hon. T
S, Sampsen—8wan) [10,24]: The Bill seeks
to amend the Act of 1920, 1 have consulted
medical officers competent te advise in this
matter. It is not my intention {o offer op-
pogition to the second reading, There are cer-
tain amendments, but they can bhe attended
to in Committee. The Bill hus a twofold ob-
jeet, the main one beinp conneeted with the
cstablishment of a lead factory at Fremantle.
The member for South Fremantle (Mr. Me-
Callum) when moving the seeond reading gave
members a good deal of information in re-
spect of lead factories. T agree with him that
very careful consideration is necessary to pre-
vent the admittedly terrible disease that so
frequently follows the establishment of lead
factories. Tt was formerly the opinion that
sulphate of lead was wuot poisonous. To
an extent that is frue. But I am econ-
vinced that all forms of lead in pro-
cess of manufacture are poisonous, and that
the utmost care must be exercised to see that
those engaged in lead factories shall not be
injured. The Rill makes provigion for a
supply of lemonade made with sulphuric acid.
Some years ago this was regarded as an anfi-
dote for lead poisoning in a factory produe-
ing carbonate of lead. It was not even then
used in a sulphate of lead factory, and sul-
phate of lead is the class of lead produced in
the mnewly established Fremantle factory.
Later research work has convinced even those
interested in the produetion of earbonate of
lead that lemonade made with sulphurie acid
is of little practieal benefit. TIn 1900 this
matter was fully discussed at a conference
held in England. Frem that time'the use of
lemonade made with sulphurie acid has been
dropped. T have pone carefully into this sub-
ject, and I feel that when this particular
clause comes before the commitiee it ean be

deleted without injury to the Bill. In
Clanse 2 referemee is wmade to arsenie
or other poisonous substanecs. I sug-

gest to the hon. member in charge of the Bill
that if the production of arsenie or other
poisrmns suhstances is te be considered, it
would be better to introduce sperinl legisla-
tion for the nurpose; hecaure whereas for
instance it was considered that lemonade made

+with sulphurie arid was good for ome class

of poison, it i= n seirntific fact that even if
it were of advantaze in one ecase, it micht
he a positive irritant in another. As an anti-
dote to be used in the production of carbon-
ate of lead, chemisats hold that strong tea is
the best liquid the workers can congume,
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After all the best thing is the adoption of pre-
ventive measures. Let me enumerate some of
the measures that would do much to minimise
the evil effeet of working in lead factories,
as follows:—1, Efficient general ventilation;
7, Lacal exhanst ventilation from the point of
view of dust pretection; 8, Wetting slown
floors to lay dust; 4, The wearing of re-
spirators; 3, Eating and drinking in lead-
Iree rooms: 6, Serupnlous personal cleansing
on  leaving the point of wmanufacture,
partienlarly hefore partaking of food or
drink. Tn addition to these preventive mcas-
nres 2 further safegeard is recommended in
the shape of an antidete—Aflonr of sulphur
or caleium sulphide in very thinly-coated
pilules. The effect would be to convert in-
nested lead into the really insoluble lead sul-
phide whieh would pass through the system
without beihg absorbed into the blood. I am
informed that in the Eastern Btates where
there are lead factories, protective legislation
has not been introduced, but that is no rea-
son why it should not be bronght in here.
While T realise we have all too few second-
ary industries and must be careful not to
impose unnecessary restrictions mpon them, 1
am in aceord with the desire of the hon.
member to safegnard the lives and health of
those concermed. Subject to amendments, T
support the second reading.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commiltee.
Mr. ANGELCQ in the Chair; Mr. McCal-
lum in charge of the Bill.
Clange 1—agreed to.
Clause 2—Provisions applicable to facfories
where lead, arsenic, ete., are used:

The COLONIAL SECRETARY:- [ move
an amcndment—
That in the proposed new Subsection

(1), before the word ‘‘lead,’’ ithe words
‘‘eompounds of*? be inserted.

Withont those words it would mean that
plumbers and others using lead weuld eome
within the seope of the provision.

Amendment put and passed.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: I move an
amendment—

That in the proposed mew subgection (1)
the words “'arsenic or any other poisonous
substance’’ be struck out.

If a factory is established to manufacture
other poisons, special legislation should he
introduced.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The =ame regulations
under the British Pactories Aet cover such
works. Tt would be as well to have a compre-
hensive measure covering all dangerons trades
where disease is contracted, partienlarly
where sueh poisons as those mentioned are in
the atmosphere where men are working,

The Colonial Secretary: Arsenic is not pro-
duced here.
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Mr. MeCALLUM: But there is every pros-
pect of its being manufactured bere. There
ure big mines at Southern Cross.

The Colonial Secretary: Then I ask leave to
withdraw my amendment,

Mr, Marghall: You are getting more bumana
every day.

Amendment hy leave withdrawn.

Mr, McCALLUM: I move an amendment—-

That after paragraph (b) of the proposed
new Subsection (2) the following be in-
sertert; ‘“And if the rousting, conversion,
reduction or treaiment of lead or arsenical
ore by any process is carried om.”’

In the printing trade a levy is made to pro-
vide for the families of men who are affected
by lead poisoning. 1 de not suggest that
masks and leather gloves should be used in
the printing trade, but that they should be
confine@ to works where roasting, conversion,
reduction or treatment of lead or arsenical ara
by any process is carried on,

Amendment put and passed.

The COLONIAIL SECRETARY:
an amendment-—-
That paragraph (o) of sub-clause £ he
struck out.

Lemonade made with sulphurie aeid is not
considered as an antidote for lead poisoning.
Strong tea is of greater valuc, as the effect
of the tannin is to hold the sulpbate of lead
goluble and allow it to pass through the sys-
tem before it is dissolved in the blood.

Mr. MeCALLUM: [ have conferred with
several physicians in connection with this pro-
vision. Their advice iz that lemonade made
with sulphuric acid is an effective antidote,
and that it prevents the lead from being ab-
gorbed in the system, throngh which it passes
in a solid state. [Immediately sulpbate of
lead reaches the intestines, it bevames a car-
bonate. The acids in the system furn it
from a sulphate into a carbonate, Lemonade
myude with sulphurie acid allows the lead te
pass through the system in solid form. I have
copied this provision from the regulations
made under the British Factories Aet, a3 a
regult of the Geneva conference. This was
smbodied in the Act as late as 1922, but the
Colonial Secretary talks of the conference
which met in 1900, T am also informed that
tea and water are ineffective as an antidote,
and that ordinary lemonade is of no use. 1
appesl to the Minister to allow the paragraph
to go through. If, later on, some better pro-
vigion can be inserted the Bill can be further
amended.

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: The drink-
ing of lemonade made with sulphuric acid is,
I understand, not harmful. The authority I
am quoting holds that in this case it would
be of no use. I acknowledge that the member
for South Fremantle has very recent evidence
upon the subject. Whilst sulphuric acid may
be harmless in respect of sulphate of lead, it
may become an irritant in respect of other
roisons, and may even lead to cases of spon-
tancous combustion. If it is found on further

I move
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inquiry that it is desirable to embody this
sub-clanse in the Bill, it can be re-inserted at
a later date.

Amendment put and passed;
amended, agreed to.

Clause 3—Repeal of paragraph (d) of See-
tion 66:

Mr. McCALLUM: I move an amendment—

That the words '‘Paragraph (&),

Wine 1, be struck out, and ‘'Paragraphs

(d) and (8)'' inserted in lieu.

I shall, later, move the insertion of another
paragraph, which appears on the Notice
Paper.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: Theeffect
of the amendment will be to extend the pro-
vision generally, instead of its being limited
to lead works. The amendment means that
in every factory where the number of em-
ployees exceeds six, the employer must pro-
vide a separate Tocom in which the employees
shall take their meals. That would impose on
many employera a very heavy burden, involv-
ing structural alterations. The principal Act
already provides that separate dining rooms
must be snpplied for women and boys. “Where
a dining-room is provided, there is great diffi-
culty in inducing the workers to use it, com-
pulsion being necessary as a rule. Working
in lead is admittedly most dangerous, and in
lead works the provision of a separate dining-
room is undoubtedly necessary. But in fac-
tories where poison is not floating in the air,
a special dining-room is not necessary. 1
hope the amendment will not be carried, as it
would have a bad effect on naseent industries

Amendment put and passed.
Clauge, as amended, put and negatived.
Clauge 4—Amendment of Section 143:

The COLONTAL SECRETARY: There is
no positive objection to this clause, but it is
unnecessary, as the Tnterpretation Act of 1918
provides than an Act shall include regula-
tions, rules, and bhy-laws made under it. Con-
sequently, the desire of the hon. member is
given effeet to already.

Mr. MeCALLUM: The Crown Solicitor
advized me that the clause was most neces-
8a

the clause, as

ry.
Hon. P. Collier:
too, I suppose.

Mr. McCALLUM: It is necessary to make
provision for enforcing the regulations as
well as the measure itself. In any case, the
position cannot be damaged by agreeing to
the clause.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: The clauge
would be necessary but for the fact that the
Interpretation Act deals with the matter.
My information was not gained from the
Solicitor General, and it is only fair that T
should mention the fact.

Clause put and negatived.
Bill reported with amendments.

He advised the Minister

House adjourned at 11.8 pm.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT took the
Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

CONDOLENCE—THE LATE LADY
WITTENOOM.

Presidenit’s Acknowledgment.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The fol-
lowing letter has been received from the Hon.
the President:—

I and my family appreciate very highly
the resoluticn carried at the meeting of the
Legislative Council on Tuesday. Will you
please convey to the members our sincere
appreciation not only of the sympathy ex-
pressed in the resolution, but also in their
action of adjourning the House, It ig in-
deed comforting under such a sudden and
wholly unexpected bereavement. I am,
Yours, sincerely, E. H. Wittenoom, Presi-
dent.

QUESTION—WYNDHAM MEAT
WORKS.

Hom, J..J. HOLMES asked the Minister for
Bdueation: 1, Has any agreement been final-
ised for the disposal of the produets of the
Wyndham Meat Works? 2, If so, with whom?
3, Will the Minister lay the agreement or
agreements on the Table?

The MINISTER FOR EDUCATION re-
plied: 1, An arrangement has been made with
Sheed, Thomsen & Co., and an agreement is
now being finalised. 2, Answered by No. 1,
3, Yes, when finalised.

QUESTION—ARBITRATION COURT,
CONGESTTON.

Hon. E, H. HARRIS asked the Minister for
Education: 1, How many of the 105 indus-
trial cases, t.e., 34 references of industrial dis-
putes, 10 applications for interpretation of
awards, and 61 ecitations for breaches of
awards, that were awaiting hearing by the
Arbitration Court on the 25th September last,
are still unheard? 2, Will the Arbitration
Court go into recess for the Christmas vaca-

‘tion? 3, If so, on what date and for what



