WHAT IS A
“EPECIA_IJIST?"

INTERESTING DENTAL CASE.

e hm.{tﬂﬂl!ﬂ'ﬂ,. il 13.
_ imp cabe, IMVoIvIng mMany
technicalities, and ome in which the de
cision wis awaited with great interest by
.ﬁ' dm% profession. was hronght hefors
. W. J, Hinde, BM., and R. J.
Cavanagh, at the istrates’ Court to-
day, H. W. A. Barratt, described as &
l‘_hgunrer. of mt.h[‘]:‘“ Itruth.&dehide.
(was charged wi ving, an R ]
last, advertised in The Port A
\Pateh, and unlawfully used a title, descrip-
tion, or word (the word “specialist”),
connection with words published in the
same advertisement—"artificial teeth, pin—
lem extractions, gold crowns, fillings,” and
/80 on—aot bug registered under the pro-
f!’lllnmndel:l!ih! fnl;tﬁlfll Aet of 1902 snd the
amended Act o . and not possessin
any qualifications entitling him to sdver-
‘bise, practise, or hold himself out as a
Specialist in den of any branch of the
rofesison. Mr. T. Hewitson appeared for
esers, Varley & Evan, solicitors, for the
Dental Board, and Mr. W, J. Denny for
Barmutt

Mr. Hewitson, opening the case, said it
would be p-raruf,‘ first, that defendant pub-
lished the advertisement, which on his own
el e i i by o,

, that in tion of his notice
he claimed {0 be a specialist in all branches
of dentistry; and, thirdly, that he was gn-
registered. The information was laid under
section B of the Dental Act Amendment
Act, 19, That denied the right h:'u Ly
unregistered o Or company, sigm,
nameplate, advertisement, handbill, letter,
paper, or billhead, to display the name
or title, “dentist,” “demtal surgeon”
“surgeon dentist,” “‘mechanical dentist,”
and “dental practitioner,” either in singu-
h!-ﬂ:rr phrlll. or slone, or in com! .pl 10m
with any term or description, implying
that be was qualified co practice. Thtrnr
tion crested really five offences. of which
two were contained in the first part of the
section, corvesponding with the provisions
of the English Act. and the origmnal penal
provision in the Act of 1002. Bubstan-
vially, three offences were added in the
Amending Act of 1004, and pot enacted in

the Englih . It was under ope
of these wions—concermng the
use of “the title, or description” to

which he was not properly entitled. that
d:;len{hnt was tihu:ril The objects ?I

Act to ter ¥ Oumt-
ﬁu'i- d:nt;ft: I.I'ld‘fL to protect the pnihh
from being imposed upon spurious
qualifications. Particular promsions

of the statute were to be comstrued wi
reference to the mischiel the Act was ie-
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reference to the mischiel the Aet was o
cended to remedy. Thers was no excuse
for non-registration. The Act offered an
open door to every person possesming
qualifications—first, IE bing certain
qualifications, then, finally, by t oﬂnr-
tunity of examination by the board. More
significant etill was the fact that the pemal
profisions of the South Australian  Act
went far beyond the Fﬁl-h provisions,
and enacted, in the second part of the see-
tion, snother substantive prohibiion to
which a different meaning and effect must
be given, in comparing the amepded Act
-'it{lthat of 1002. The eonstruction was
tat, even if registered, defendant could
ke no word, tt:r,ﬂ. or deseription )
those actually possessed by him.
If unregmtered, he  could olaim
no  qualification,  either actoally
o ils . hi e jﬂ:-undnmsﬂli
or i 1 im an equ

ﬁmﬂ'ﬁ} t!.:ll.hnt recognised under the Acl,
Either defendant was actually a ¢ pecialist
ar le was }:mi. ] }Thf.- onus u:;l :Enir:I 11{1;:

show why, with every prov .
Efﬂ to conform 1o the standard fixed by
the diploma or examinition, he had failed
1o do w0,

Mr. Denny said he had (ntended to take
ohjection ut the owset that no offence was
dieclosed in the information, but he had
chameed his mind in view of an appeal.
The prosecution had nat proved the case
at all. The information had no merits,
and obvirusly would be dismiesed. H:E‘
agreed with everything in Mr. Hewitsom 2
apening adaress,  There wis much in the
information which had no application to
4lie offence with which his clenl wae
charged.

The % M.—Does Barratt eay more Lhap
that he is a specialist in the work he does?
| feel he simply advertises he is a very
clever man. and a better than any other
man in Port Augusta, (Laughter.) U
he smply says, 1 nﬂn lhnpu:l:q:‘m the

rork [ do.” that i all right: hut 1f ne savs
"'llu:Lml linﬂ)ﬂi-l.rﬂl" he is claiming a title
to which he 1 not entitled.

lr. Hewitson—That s what he does say.

The S.M —It i very awkward for the
Court to devide a case such aa this. and |
hope that whatever decwson i arrived al
an appeal will be made. [ am

stale a4 oase. : n
l‘ﬂln dismissing the mformatian the SM.
said the question the Court had to con-
sicer was whether the word mpecialist’
as used by defendant, reierred to himself
or his work, 1f the former. it was an
offence against the statute. If the latter
there was no offence. The Court  Tad
come to the conclusion that defendant in
this case referred only to himeelf and mot
w0 his work. :

A stay of proceedings was granted.
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