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Adjournment. [6 OcTOBER.] Report of Inspector, Etc. 128!) 

THURSDAY, 6 OCTOBER, 1910. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER (W. D. Armstrong., 
Esq., Lockyer) took the chair at half-past 3 
fJ'clock. 

REPORT O.F INSPECTOR OF HOS
PITALS FOR THE INSANE. 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. G. 
Appel, Albert) : I beg to lay on the table the
report of the Inspector of Hospitals for the 
Insane for 1909, and move that the paper be 
printed. 

Mr. LESINA (Clermont): I would like to 
make a suggestion in regard to the printing 
of papers. In New Zealand the Government 
Printer, when printing papers ordered to be
furnished by Order of the House, states at 
the end thereof the number issued and the 
approximate cost of publication. It appears 
to me that we might adopt that plan here
with considerable profit in connection with 
papers ordered to be printed ; and I think 
the Treasurer, in whose department the 
Printing Office is, might take the matter into 
consideration. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: May I suggest 
to the hon. member that the Printing Com
mittee has charge of these matters, and if 
the suggestion made by the hon. membe~ is 
brought before them, I can give him my 
assurance that it will receive consideration. 

Mr. HAMILTON (Gregory): Mr. Deputy 
Speaker,-! would like to ask a question, and 
your remarks lead up to it. We know there 
is a Printing Committee, and I was amongst 
those nominated to it, and that is the last I 
heard of it. Is the Printing Committee ever 
called together? What are its duties? What 
are they to supervise? There are other 
members in the same position as myself in 
regard to this matter. According to your 
remarks, papers to be printed are supposed 
to come before the Printing Committee. A 
lot of papers have been ordered to be printed 
already, but, as a member of the committee, 
I have never been called upon to attend a. 
meeting. 

The TREASURER: You ought to get a move
on. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I have never been in-. 
vited to attend a meeting. If we are respon
sible for the printing, it is only right that we
should have some say in it. 

The PREMIER (Hon. W. Kidston, Rock
hampton) : There was a tone of reproach in 
the hon. member for Gregory's remarks; and 
he looked across to this side of the Chamber 
as if the reproach rested here. After this. 
House appoints a committee, it is the duty 
of the members of that committee to see 
that they do the business for which they are 
appointed. 

Mr. HAMILTON : Who is the chairman? 
Who is responsible? 

The PREMIER: No one here has any
thing to do with the working of the com
mittees appointed. This House cannot con
trol them after they are appointed. 

Mr. HAMILTON: I was just asking for in
formation. 

Mr. MURPHY (Croydon): We have heard 
of this not only in connection with the Print
ing Committee but also in connection with 
the Buildings Committee. We know that in 

Mr. Murphy.] 
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.connection with the Library Committee there 
must be someone to call them together, and 
we know there are meetings of the Refresh
ment-rooms Committee. There must be 
. someone to call these committees together. 
The hon. member for Gregory has been 
twitted with the suggestion that he ought 
to have got the committee together, but I do 
not presume it is' the duty of an individual 
member of a committee to run round trying 
to get a meeting. There should be somebody 
authorised to give notice of meeting. After 
the Printing Committee was appointed, there 
should have been a meeting, and a chairman 
should have been appointed to deal with 
these matters. The appointment of commit
tees at the beginning of the session seems to 
be merely routine business. The sum of 
£750 was spent in connection with that lift; 
and some of the members of the Buildings 
Committee did not know there was a meeting 
of the committee. There should be some 
means of bringing the members of these com
mittees together. 

Question-That the paper be printed-put 
. and passed. 

WAGES OF ORPHAN BOYS. 

The HOME SECRETARY: I beg to lay 
<)n the table· a Return to an Order, made by 
the House on the 1st September, at the in
stance of the hon. member for Bulloo, relat
ing to the wages paid to State orphan boys 
·employed on farms. 

Mr. ALLEN: I would like to ask the hon. 
member if he proposes to print that return? 

The HOME SECRETARY: If I had pro
posed to have it printed, I would have moved 
-that the paper be printed. 

Mr. ALLEN: I give notice that to-morrow 
I will move that the paper be printed. 

Mr. WHITE: It does not matter what the 
·COSt is. 

QUESTIONS. 
BUTTER MANUFAOTURELl IN BUTTER FAcTORIES. 

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo) asked the Secretary 
for Agriculture-

1. What was the total amount of butter fat 
purchased or received from suppliers by the various 
butter factories in operation in the State during 
the first six months of the year? 

2. What amount of butter was manufactured 
therefrom? 

'.rhe SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. W. T, Paget, Mackay) replied-

1. The statistics asked for arc not available. 
2. 15,025,G70 lb. 

·CHINAMEN EMPLOYED ON PRIVATE RAILWAYS. 

Mr. LESINA (Cle1·mont) asked the Secre
ta.ry for Railways-

Is there a,ny truth in the statem€nt made in 
-!-he E'c:112.te the other night by Senator McGregor 
that "At the present time in Queensland there are 
11rivate railways on which Chinamen are working, 
and which are bounty-fed"? 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
1Hon. W. T. Paget, Mackay) replied-

I am not aware of any private railways in 
Queensland on which Chinamen are working. 

Mr. FERRIOKS : What about the tramways? 

[llfr. Mu.rphy. 

A LABOUR MEMBER : What about the 
Ingham Tramway? 

Mr. FERRIOKS: There are Chinese and 
Japanese employed on the tramways . 

FERRO-CONCRETE PILES FOR PORT ALMA 
RAILWAY. 

Mr. BRESLIN (Port Gu1·tis) asked the 
Secretary for Railways-

(a) Were any ferra~concrete piles constructed 
under the supervision of the Railway Department 
for the Port A.lma Railway or wharf during the 
last six months? 

(b) If so, how many, and at what total cost? 
(c) Is it correct that, when a trial was made, 

these piles sank so rapidly in the mud that the 
idea of using them was abandoned? 

(d) If this is the case, what system will be now 
adopted, and what will become of the ferro¥con~ 
crete piles now on hand for these purposes? 

/ 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS 
replied-

( a) No . 
(b), (c), and (d) See (a). 

(Laughter.) 

SUPERINTENDENT OF SUGAR EXPERIMENTAL 
• STATIONS. 

Mr. BARBER (Bundaberg) asked the Sec
retary for Agriculture-'-

1. Did the department call for applications for 
the purpose of filling the position of superintendent 
of sugar experimental stations? 

2. How many applications were received, and 
from whom? 

3. In view of the marked hostility existing be
tween the .A..S.P.A., representing the sugar manu~ 
facturers, and the Canegrowers' Union, represent
ing th~ small growers, does the Minister not con~ 
sider it would have been wiser to have appointed a 
man outside the influence of both the abovemen
tioned associations? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
replied-

1. No. 
2. One, frmn Mr. H. BttsJ.;ervil13 Staples, of 

Mossman. 
3. The Minister is not aware that the general 

superintendent of sugar expe!i~ent atat!ons is 
influenced by either of the assomatwns mentwned. 

Mr. BARBER: Not badly put. 

REFERENCES TO AUDITOR-GENERAL'S REPORT. 

Mr. RYAN (Barcoo)· asked the Treasurer
In what part of pages 3, 4, or 5 of the Auditor

General's report can the necessary information be 
obtained as to-

(e<) Why in quoting from the judgment of Mr. 
Justice Higgins in the letter dated 6th 
September, 1910, the following words were 
omitted at the end of the sentence,--v1z., 
" That is to say, praetically until the 
appropriation lapsesn ? . . . 

(b) Whether there is any statutory provrs10n rn 
Queensland similar to section 5 of the Com
monwealth Surplus Revenue Act? 

The TREASURER (Hon. A. G. C. Haw
thorn, Enoqgera) replied-

If the hon. gentleman will again read my a?-swer 
of the 4th instant he will see that I refer him to 
the Auditor-GeneraPs report as a place where he 
will get all necessary information. 

Mr. RYAN: It is the same evasion as before. 
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'GOLD AND OTHER MINERAL FIELDS. 

On the motion of Mr. MULLAN (Cha1·ters 
Towers), it was formally resolved-

That there be laid upon the table of the House 
:a return showing-

1. Names of gold and mineral fields in Queens
land. 

2 . .Area of each such gold and mineral field. 
3. Area of each such gold and mineral field

(a) Under occupation license; (b) alien
ated; (c) held under any other tenures. 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING CHAIR
MAN OF COMMITTEES. 

The PREMIER : I beg to move that, in 
·the temporary absence of the Acting Chair
man, Mr. Grant, in accordance with Stand
ing Order No. 11, Mr. Tolmie, hon. member 
for Drayton and Toowoomba, do take the 
•chair during the absence of Mr. Grant. 

GovERNMJ£NT MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. MURPHY: Mr. Deputy Speaker,-I 
desire to call your attention to Standing 
Order No. 11, and to ask your ruling whether 
the Premier is in order in moving for the 
appointment of a Chairman of Committees 
to-day? Standing Order No. 11, dealing 
with the absence of Chairman, reads as 
follows:-

In the absence of the Chairman of Committees, or 
if he is acting as Deputy Speaker, the House shall 
. appoint another member to act as Chairman of 
Committees in his place. 
I call your attention to the fact that, owing 
to the illness of the Speaker, Mr. Bell, you, 
·as Chairman of Committees, took the posi
tion of Deputy Speaker of this House. Upon 
_you taking that position, the Government 
moved that Mr. Grant, the senior member 
ior Rockhampton, be appointed Chairman of 
·Committees. That was carried. I ask your 
ruling as to whether the Government can 
now move for the appointment of a tem
porary Chairman of Committees during the 
absence of Mr. Grant, who has been ap
pointed Acting Chairman of Committees. I 
do not think they are in the position to do 
so,. and I would like your ruling upon that 
pomt. 

Mr. LESINA: On the point of order 
raised by the hon. member for Croydon, as 
to whether this is in order, the hon: member 
,only quoted one Standing Order, and I shall 
quote another. I call attention to Standing 
'Order No. 35, which comes under Chapter 
IV., relating to motions. It reads-

A notice of motion may not be given for the same 
,day on which it is given, nor for a day later than 
the eighth next sitting day of the House. 
How does the reading of that Standing Order 
apply to this motion which the hon. gentle
man has moved, and which you O"Kpect the 
House to deal with now? I simply refer to 
-that for the purpose of buttressing up the 
point of order taken by the hon. member for 
Croydon. and in support of that point of 
order. He quotes Standing Order No. 11, and 
I quote No. 35, and I ask you to take ,the two 
together. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : With regard 
to the point of order raised by the hon. 
member for Croydon, the House has given 
notice that it requires certain work to be 
done in Committee to-day. Until the roll of 
members was called, the House had no official 
knowledge that-the Acting Chairman of Com
mittees was temporarily absent. In ordor to 
{)onduct the work of the House, it is incum-

bent upon the leader of the Ho,l·'e to act 
under Standing Order No. 11, and move that 
the House shall appoint a member to act as 
Chairman of Committees. 

GOVERNMENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order ! The 

question is that Mr. Tolmie do take the chair 
in Committee during the temporary absence 
of the Acting Chairman of Committees. 

Mr. MURPHY: I am entitled to discuss 
that motion, Mr. Deputy Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I understand 
that the hon. member did discuss tlw !!lotion. 

Mr. MURPHY: No; I merely raised a 
point of order. So far as the appointment of 
the hon. member for Drayton and Too
woomba, Jl..ir. Tolmie, is concerned, I do not 
know that I am going to take any §!TO~tt 
exception to it. So far as the business of the 
Assembly is concerned, the Government, with 
their majority, will do absolutely as they 
like. But I should like to point out, in con
nection with the appointment of officials of 
this House, that members are not selected by 
the Government party in consequence of their 
capacity or ability, but in consequence of the 
good they can do for the Government. There 
have been occasions in this Chamber during 
the term of office of the present Government 
when the gentleman who has bee'l nominated 
for the high position of Speaker has been 
dragged in from the lobby to record his vote 
in order that he might obtain the position . 
We have also seen that under this system of 
selecting members merely from the Govern
ment side of the House for the high, and 
what should be honourable, positions' in this 
Chamber, the gag has been applied on the 
casting vote of the Chairman of Committees. 

Mr. THORN: You voted for the g;ag many 
a time. 

Mr. MURPHY: I am not discussing the 
gag at the present time. I am only laying 
before the House the fact that, if a member 
wants to obtain any high position in this 
Chamber, he has only to serve the Govern
ment, or wait until the Government get into 
a corner, and then tell them that unless they 
are prepared to give him something for him
self--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order ! The 
hon. member is distinctly out of order in 
imputing motives, and he must refrain from 
such conduct. 

Mr. MURPHY : If you will pardon me, I 
was not imputing any motives to any official 
of the House. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order ! The 
hon. member will be equally wrong if he 
imputes motives to any hon. member, and 
I call upon the hon. member not to treat 
this matter in a flippant manner. 

Mr. MURPHY: I am not treating it in a 
flippant manner. I have referred to certain 
facts within the knowledge of members of 
this Chamber. I say that Mr. Tolmie, the 
hon. member for Drayton and 'I'oowoomba, 
has been selected for the position of Acting 
Chairman of Committees, not because he is 
the most canable man on the Government 
side of the House but because, I· suppose, he 
has been a loyal supporter of the Ministry, 
and is an influential party man. And the 
Government just put him in that position to
day for the same reason that they have 
appointed other members to similar positions. 
The very best men should be chosen for 

Mr. Murphy.] 
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the positions of Speaker of the House and 
Chairman of Committees, and I say that has 
not been done in the past. 'J'hat is all I 
have to say on the question. 

Mr. LESINA: I do not know by what 
process of discrimination you can discover 
which member is the best for the position of 
Chairman of Committees, unless you try 
them all in that position. I suppose that on 
this occasion we have to try someone. There 
are members on this side of the House who 
would fill the position admirably, but the 
Government have chosen the hon. member 
for Drayton and Toowoomba, Mr. 'l'olmie, 
who has studied the Standing Orders, who 
has ambitions and aspirations which may 
or may not be realised in the course of time, 
and who is an important person who must 
not be allowed to blackleg. The complaint 
that it is a political appointment will apply 
to all appointments made by the Govern· 
ment, from the Speaker downwards. 

Question put and passed. 

STATE EDUCATION ACTS AMEND
MENT BILL. 

MOTION TO GO INTO COMMITTgE-POINT OF 
ORDER. 

On the Order of the Day being read for 
the House to go into Committee on this Bill, 

The SECRETARY FOR PU~LIC IN
STRUCTION (Hon. W. H. Barnes, Bu
limba): Mr. Deputy Speaker,-I move that 
you do now leave the chair. 

Mr. MURPHY: Before you leave the 
chair, Sir, I desire. to obtain your ruling 
upon the question as to whether the Com
mittee stage of the State Education Acts 
Amendment Bill is legally before this 
Chamber? During the later stage of the 
last sitting, when the second reading of this 
measure was before the House, you had 
occasion to leave the chair, and you called 
upon the hon. member for Drayton and Too
woomba, Mr. Tolmie, to r8lieve you in the 
chair. I subm~t, or perhaps it 1s better ·to use 
the legal phrase, I venture the opinion, that 
under· Standing Order No. 10---' Temporary 
absence of Speaker during sitting"-the hon. 
member for Drayton and Toowoomba was 
not privileged to occupy the Speaker's chair; 
and, consequently, the hon. member being 
illegally in possession of the Speaker's chair, 
the House being illegally constituted, all the 
later stages of the State Education Acts 
Amendment Bill were illegal, and we cannot 
now deal with the measure in Committee. 
Standing Order No. 10 says-

When, in consequence of protracted sittings of 
the House, or from any other cause, Mr. Speaker 
is unable to continue in the chair, the Chairman of 
Committees shall take the chair as Deputy Speaker 
during the Speaker's absence. 
I hold that that Standing Order privileges 
no ordinary member of this Chamber to 
occupy the Speaker's chair. It is laid down 
very conclusively that during the temporary 
absence of Mr. Speaker, his place shall be 
occupied by the Chairman of Committees. 
M'!": Grant, the Acting Chairman of Com
mittees, being absent, I hold that there was 
no other member of the House competent to 
take the Speaker's chair, and that if the 
Speaker was unable to continue to preside 
over the deliberations of the Chamber, the 
House should have adjourned. I should like 
your ruling on that point, as to whether the 
House is now competent to deal with the 

[Mr. ilfurphy. 

State Education Acts Amendment Bill in the 
Committee stage-whether' the Committee 
£tage of the Bill is now legally before the 
House? 

Mr. HARDACRE (Lcichhardt): Before you 
give your ruling, Sir, may I ask 

[4 p.m.] whether you are prepared to h~ar 
other hon. members on the pomt 

raised by_ the thon. member for Croydon? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ~hall be very 
pleased to hear hon. members on the point 
raised. 

Mr. HARDACRE: With the hon. member 
for Croy-don, 'I think that this Bill is not 
legally before the House at the present time. 
Whilst the Standing Order to which the hon. 
member has referred applies to the question, 
it does not seem to me to be clear enough. 
Standing Order No. 10 provides that, in th& 
-absence of the Speaker, he shall call upon the 
Chairman of Committees to take his place as 
Deputy Speaker. Now, it ·so happened tnat 
last night there was no Chairman of Commit· 
tees present except yourself. Standing Order 
No. 12 .specifically lays down the procedure 
which is to be followed in such a case-

The House may from time to time appoint 
another member to be Deputy Speaker, who shall, 
in the absence of both M:r. Speaker and the 
Chairman of Committees, take the ehair as Deputy 
Speaker. 

It is to be noted that the House has to 
appoint another member to take the position 
of Deputy Speaker. That course was not 
followed at all. Last night the Deputy 
Speaker, when leaving the chair temporaril.v, 
called upon another member to take his place. 
'l'hat is not the procedure la,id down in Stand
ing Order No. 12, and therefore this Bill is 
irregularly before the House at the present 
time. There wa-s ;w doubt very good reason 
for laying down this procedure, because the 
Speaker is the supreme officer of the House. 
He lays claim to all tho: rights and 'privileges 
of this House, and he 1s. supposed to protect 
t;hooe rights and privileges. The Deputy 
Speaker can also exercise those supreme 
powers. As the procedure as laid down in 
Standing Order No. 12 was not adopted, I chtim 
that the House wa-s irregularly constituted 
when the Deputy Speaker left the chair, and 
that the House, in pa-ssing the second reading 
of the Bill and referring it to the Committee 
to-day, was not entitled to give such instruc· 
tions. As neither the Speaker, the Deputy 
Speaker, nor -another member temporarily 
appointed to act as Deputy Speaker was in 
the chair wben those instructions were given, 
the House was r:ot competent, under our 
Standing Orders, to bring this Bill before us 
this afternoon. I therefore think that the 
point of order raised by the hon. member for 
Croydon is a sound one. 

Mr. RYAN: It seems to me that the point 
of order raised by the hon. member for Croy
don goes even beyond the Standing Orders. 
There is an Act of Parliament which governs 
the position-the Legislative Assembly Act of 
1867. Section 12 of that Act reads-

The members of the Legislative Assembly shalT 
upon the first assembling after every general elec
tion proceecl forthwith to elect one of thei~ nun:ber 
to be Speaker, and in case of h1s death, resignatiOn~ 
or removal by a vote of the said Legislative As
sembly, the said members shall forthwith proceed' 
to elect another of such members to be such 
Speaker. 

And the Spealrer so elected shall preside at all 
meetings of the said Legislative Aesembly; except 
as may be_ provided. by the Standing Rules and 
Orders hereinafter authorised to be made. 
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Therefore Parliament has provided that the 
Speaker shall take the chair unle.ss the Stand
ing Orders provide that imder certain circum
stanoes someone else shall take the chair.. In 
principle it 5eems to me that the contention 
of the hon. member for Croydon is well 
founded. The policy of the Legisla.tive As
.sembly Act seems to be that the Speaker shall 
be the presiding officer of the House, and he 
must be appointed by the vote of a majority 
of the members of the House. So likewise with 
the Chairman of Committees. If it is within 
the power of the Speaker, contrary to the pro
visions of section 12 of the Legislative Assembly 
Act, to call upon any priva~te member to take 
the chair, we have the position tha.t the House 
is being presided over by someone who is 
not necessarily the choice of the House. In 
Dther words, the House has the right to choo.se 
its own pre·siding officer. If the procedure 
which was adopted last night is correct, then 
the Speaker has the right to n>1me the presid
ing officer of the House in his absence. Now, 
I can find nothing in the Standing Orders 
which permits of that being done. There are 
severa,l Standing Orders bea.ring on the point. 
Standing Order No. 9 provides for what shall 
be done in the absence of the Speaker. Stand
ing Order No. 10 reads-

When, in consequence of protracted sittings of 
the House, or from any other cause, Mr. Speaker 
i.s unable to continue in the chair, the Chairman 
·of Committees shall take the chair as Deputy 
Speaker during llir. Speaker's absence. 

Standing Order No. 11 reads-
In the abseuce of the Chairman of Committees, 

()r if he is acting as Deputy Speaker, the House 
shall appoint another member to act as Chairman 
of Committtee.s in his place. 

Standing Order No. 12 provides-
The House may from time to ti;me appoint 

tmother member to be Deputy Speaker, who shall, 
in the absence of both Jlfr. Speaker and the Chair
nlan of Committees, take _the chair as Deputy 
Speaker. 

The TREASURER : The House " may " ap
point. 

Mr. RYAN: I quite agree that it says that 
the House "may" appoint another member 
to act as Deputy Speaker. to get over the 
sort of position that arose last night. That, 
to my mind, is the reason for appointing a 
Deputy Speaker. Of cour.se, it is a thing in 
regard to which anyone might easily make a 
slip; but, on looking into the matter, I am 
honestly of opinion tha.t the House was not 
proper!"- constituted when the chair was taken 
by the hon. member for Toowoomba. I think 
that what was then done is contrary to the 
provisions of section 12 of the Legislative 
Assembly Act, and therefore that the point 
raised i.s a very . serious one. 

Mr. BLAIR (Ipswich): I regret that I do 
not see eye to eye with the previous speakers 
on this matter, and, as it is. a point of pro
<Jedure, I think we ought to take abundant 
precaution that no incorrect ruling should be 
ttrrived at. I am going to offer my opinion 
for what it is worth, but the view of the 
Standing Orders that I take leads me to infer 
that the point taken by my friend, the hon. 
member for Croydon, is in this case not well 
founded. I entirely agree with what the hon. 
member for Barcoo has said with regard to 
the section of the Legislative Assembly Act 
he has quoted-that power is there given to 
ttppoint a Speaker, and in the absence of the 
Speaker a Deputy Speaker may take his place, 
provided the formalities .of the itppointinc.nt 

are duly observed. That is a section of an 
Act which, of course, should be strictly ob
served. Now, the House in those particular 
!llatters, as in all other matters, practically 
Is master of its procedure-it absolutely con
trC!ls its oym internal management. If any 
obJectwn 1s. to be taken as to procedure in 
t)1e House, It ought to be taken at the specific 
time the matter challenged arises. If it is not 
taken at the SJ?ecific time, then it is taken that 
the House tamtly approves of any action that 
has been taken to which specific objection is 
not taken at the proper time. · 

. Mr. MULLAN:, Objection was taken at the 
time by the semor member for Ipswich. 

J).-1r. BLAIR: With regard to the objection 
be;ng taken at the time, that is the first 
pomt. If that objecti~n were ','Ot persisted 
m to the exte:1t of gettmg a rulmg, and if a 
rulmg were given which ruled that objection 
out~ and except_ion were not taken to that, 
o,r It .was n?t disagreed with, then the posi
twn. m whwh the, House is to-day io not 
an Improper or Illegal one. 

Mr. MuLLAN: That is exactly what has 
happened. He' ruled it out of order. 

Mr. BLAIR: If he ruled it out of order, 
we are dnven back to the unfortunate thing 
that the pro9edur.e of the House may, after 
all, sett!~ t!'Is pomt, .and every other point, 
by a :naJonty. The Important points in the 
~tandmg Orders are these: First of all there 
IS No. 10-

Vihen, in consequence of protracted sittings of 
the House, or fro:n an:r other cause, Mr. Speaker 
IS unable .to con-bnue 1n the chair, the Chairman 
of Committees shall take the chair as Deputy 
Speaker during Mr. Speaker's absence. 

That is perfectly clear on the face of it-
that if the Chairman of Committees be pre
sent he shall take the chair in the absence 
of the Speaker, temporary or otherwise. 
Now, in this particular instance the Chair
man of Committees was not pr~sent, there
fore we have to go further on to Standing 
Order 11, which says-

In the absence of the Chairman of Committees

which is the case here-
or if he is acting as De])uty Speaker-

Assuming you, Sir, were out, and you called 
on the Chairman of Committees to 'take your 
place--
the House shall appoint another member to act as 
Chairman of Committees in his place. 

Supposing you were called away and the 
Chairman of Committees were pr~sent and 
you called on him to take your place, a~d he 
were Deputy Speaker, and he then was called 
away, the House would then have to appoint 
another membe~ to act as Chairman of Com
mittees in his place. That is incumbent upon 
the House, because it "shall." Now an 
interesting point might arise there, ,;hich 
has not been touched upon by the hen mem
b~r for Croydon, and might creat~ some 
difficulty namely, that in this caoo it is 
really not the Speaker who is taking the 
~ction at all; it is the Deputy Speaker. That 
1s No. 11. 

In the absence of the Chairman of Committees 
or if he i.s acting· as Deputy Speaker. the Ho us~ 
shall appomt another member to act as Chairman 
of Committees in his place. 

That does not arise in this instance. That is 
only to appoint, as the hon. member for 
Croydon interjects, a member who is to act 

Mr. Blair.] 
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as Chairman of Committees, so that that does 
not help us. We have then to go on to No. 12. 
You notice the phraseology of the Standing 
Order is alte;·ed altogether. It says-

The Rouse may from time to time appoint 
another member to be Deputy Speaker} who shall, 
in the absence of both Mr. Speaker and the Chair
man of Committees, take the chair as Deputy 
Speaker: 

Mr. J\l"C"RPHY: He is a permanent official. 

Mr. BLAIR: Let us follow the phraseology, 
word by word'- · 

'rhe House may- "' 

In the first place, it has di.scretion-
from time to time appoint another member to be 
Deputy i:lpeaker, who shall, in the absence. of both 
~Ir. 8peaker-

if he is away-
and the Chairman of Committees, take the chair 
as Deputy Speaker. 

It all turns on this, as I understand it: That 
the House may from time to time do a '?ertain 
thing. You, Sir, called on Mr. Tolmre, the 
senior member for Drayton and Toowoomba, 
last night. At the time you called on him 
no objection was taken--

Mr. HARD ACRE : Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR: At the time he was called on, 
if hon. members will pardon me, no objection 
was taken. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Quite right. 

Mr. BLAIR: And he assumed the position 
of Deputy Speaker, or Acting Deputy i:lpeaker 
-whatever terms you like to use to describe 
the discharge of his functions or the position 
he held. 'rhat was the time that objection 
should have been taken. If it were not taken 
at that time, the· House tacitly agreed to 
the procedure that was adopted, and any 
technical objection was waived by it not being 
taken then. I conceive that section 20 of the 
Acts Shortening Act comes in, and that, a 
fortiori, the rule which applies to the Acts. of 
the Legislature will apply to the Standmg 
Orders of the House, which have not the full 
force of Acts of Parliament, but which 
have something of the force of Acts of Par
liament with regard to the discipline of the 
House itself-

Where in any enactment p<~ssed after the 27th 
day of :Sovember, 1858, a power is conferred on any 
officer or person-

In this instance on the Speaker or Deputy 
Speaker-
by the word "may" or by words " it shall be 
lawful'' by words " shall or may be lawful" 
applied the exercise of that power, such word 
or words shall be taken to import that the power 
may be exercised or not at discretion, but where 
the word "shall" is applied to the exercise of any 
such power the construction shall be that the 
power conferred n1ust be exercised. 

Now, the word that is applied to· the exercise 
· of that power under St.anding Order No. 12 i,s 

"may.'' which show-s absolutely that, at tne 
time the hon. senior member for Drayton and 
Toowoomba was called upon to take the chair, 
the House then might have taken exception. 
The House " may" appoint. As the House 
did not do that, I take it that it tacitly 
approved of your ruling. As no objection 
was takeh at the very time that he assumed 
the chair,. the HouBe by its inertia or acqui
escence ratified the position. Therefore, 
under all these circl}mstances-having ac-

[Mr.Blair. 

cepted your invitatioru to express our views' 
on the matter-I take it that the objection 
is ill-founded. 

The PREMIER: I agree with the hon. 
member for Ipswich--

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Of course you do. 

The PREMIER: That if objection was. 
going to be taken to this, the only proper 
time it could be taken was when the Deputy 
Speaker called upon the hon. memb!)r for 
Drayton and Toowoomba to relieve him in the· 
chair, because, if the House did net object at 
that time, the House consented to the same 
being done, and virtually approved of the 
appointment of Mr. Tolmie. 

Mr. RYAN: The consent of the House can
not get over an Act of Parliament. 

The PREMIER: But I think that neither 
of the three Standing Orders that have been 
quoted applies to the case at all, and, if hon. 
members will look at these Standing· Orders, 
they will see that nothing has been done 
which infringes any one of them. Each of 
those Standing Orders makes provision for a 
certain thing, and none of these certaill' 
things occurred last night. 

Mr. HAMILTON: The proper procedure was· 
not adopted. 

The PREMIER: No. 10 says-
When, in consequence of protracted sittings of 

the House, or fron1 any other cause, Mr. Speaker
is unable to continue in the chair, the Chairman 
of Committees shall take the chair as D~puty 
Speaker du:ing Mr. Speaker's absence. 

And what is to happen if the Chairman is 
not there? The Standing Order does not 
provide for what shall happen. 

Mr. RYAN: Then you must go back to tne 
section of the Act which says the Speaker has. 
to continue in the chair. 

The PREMIER : Then the House shall 
appoint anothecl' member to act as Chairman 
of Committees in his place. It has no bear
ing on the case that occurred last night. 

1\Ir. LENNON: The same thing could have 
been done last night. 

The PRE~HER : The first Standing Order 
is that, "The House may, from time to time, 
appoint"--

Mr. HARDACRE: "Who shall"--
The PREMIER: "Who shall," and the 

House may appoint another. 
Mr. HARDACRE: It provides for a certain 

thing in his absence. 
The PREMIER: But it does not provide 

for what happened last night, and the only 
way of avoiding it was for someone to give 
notice of motion last night. Wa.s ,gomeone to 
give notice of motion for the next day for 
the a.ppointment of a temporary Speaker for 
half an hour, and was the Speaker to leave 
the chair and the .House adjourn? 

Mr. HARDACRE: It does not need notice of 
motion for that .. 

The PREMIER: I think that in this 
matter you, Sir, acted not only in good 
sense but in a lmsiness-like, sensible, and or
dinary common-sense manner, but you followed 
the precedent of what had been done on pre
vious occasions--

Mr. HARDACRE: Never before. 
The PREMIER: Without the protest of 

this House. 
Mr. HARDACRE.: No. 
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The PREMIER: It has been done, I think, 
on two occasions. 

Mr. HARDACRE: No. 
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 
The PREMIER: I have just pointed out 

that if objection was taken to you, Sir, calling 
upon Mr. 'l'olmie at the time, then the House 
could have prcvent<od Mr. '.rolmie taking the 
chair; but the House did not do that, but did, 
in foot consent to Mr. Tolmie going into the 
chair·. ' \'V'nat position the House would have 
been in had it objected, I leave the House to 
imagine. All I claim is that no Standing 
Order has been broken. A situation occurred 
last night which none of these three Standing 
Orders provide for. 

Mr. RYAN: The section of the Act does. 
The PHEMIER: The Deputy Speaker in 

the sight of the House-and the House has 
power to correct him if they know he is wrong 
-Mr. Deputy Speaker, in the sight of the 
House, followed a precedent that has been set 
twice, I think, within the last two years. 

Mr. JIIIANN: Give a ,;ase in point. 
The PREMIER: I cannot give the dates, 

but the matt.er was called to my notice some 
time ago-long before this thing occurred
of Mr. Speaker appointing another member, 
other than the Chairman of Committees, be
cause the Chairman of Committees was out 
of the Cha;nber. 

Mr. FERRICKS: Then he was wrong. 
Mr. LESINA: Mr. Speaker Bell called upon 

the member for Logan, but he admitted that 
he was wrong in doing w. 
· The PREMIER: In Hansard for 1909, vol. 
ciii., page 499, I react-

At 8.45 p.m., the SPEAKER said: In the absence 
of the Chairman, I call upon the hon. member for 
the Logan to relieve me in the chair. 

Mr. STODART thereupon took the chair. 

Mr. HARDAOBE: That was the Speaker. 
Hon. R. PHILP: The Deputy Speaker has 

exactly the same power. 
The PREMIER: :tvir. Deputy Speaker, in 

acting as he did last night, followed a prece
dent which had been set in the House, and it 
was a sensible way of dealing with the matter, 
even if there was no precedent-the only way 
of dealing with the matter if there had been 
no precedent. He followed precedent in a 
ca.se- of emergency-a precedent which the 
House had raised no objection to. With 
regard to what. the hon. member for Leich
hardt said a.bout him being only Depnt:J>:. 
Speaker, in regard to such matters the Deputy 
Speaker is in exactly the same position and 
has all the power·s of the Speaker. That does 
not affect the matter in any way wh~<tever. 

Mr. lHURPHY: \Ve are not raising that 
point at all. · 

The PREMIER: The situation is just this: 
There is no actual provision in our Standing 
Orders to adjust ·such a case, and none of 
the Standing Orde:~;s quoted have been violate_d 
in any way. ThiS partwular emergency Is 
not provided for in our Standing Orders. 

Mr. ALLEN: What about the Act? 
The PREMIER: And the Deputy Speaker, 

with the consent of the House, followed a 
precedent that ha.d been carried out with the 
consent of the House, and it is hardly a fair 
thing to challenge the matter now. 

Mr. ALLEN: Why not? 
Mr. MANN (Cairns): I have listened very 

carefully to the argument of t~e, Pre:mier,..in 

which he intimated that the Standing Order2 
just mentioned do not provide for the cas<:> 
that occurred last night, and I quite agree 
with him-they do not. But we can infer 
something from the other Standing Orders. 
Now, the procedure in regard to the Chairman 
of Committees getting another member to. 
relieve him in the chair is clearly laid down. 
rt reads-

When, in consequence of the illness of the Chair~ 
man, or the protracted sittings of the Committee, 
or for any other r;.;r(K'i:on, the Chairman is unable· 
to continue in the chair, he may call upon, any 
member then present to take the chair, and the
member so called on shall take the chair, and 
shall, until the return of the Chairman, have and 
exercise all the powers and functions of the Chair
man. 

When that Standing Order was laid down, 
the Standing Orders Committee would have 
made the same Standing Order for thE> 
Speaker-they would have said in the absence 
of the Chairman of Committees he could eaU 
upon any other member to relieve him in the 
chair. But they did not do it, and not doing 
it, and reading it with Standing Order No .. 
12-

The House may from time to time appoint: 
ttnother member to be Deputy Speaker, who shall,. 
in the absence of both Mr. Speaker and the Chair
man of Committees, take the chair as Deputy 
Speaker. 

they left it in the hands of the Chairman of 
Committees to call upon anyone to take his. 
place in the chair. But they did not leave 
it in the hands of the Speaker, save and 
except to allow him to call in his place the 
Chairman of Committees, an officer appointed 
by the House. 1'he House clearly wished it 
left in their power to appoint the Speaker, 
though it was only for a short period. I claim 
that the proper .procedure for you, Sir, to 
have adopted last night was to have risen !n 
your place and asked, " Is it the pleasure of 
the House that the senior member for Dray
ton and Toowoomba, Mr. T'olmie, do take my 
place in the absence of the Chairman of Com
mittees?" And then it would ha.ve lain with 
the House to have either given you permis
sion or refused it. And I am quite certain 
that if you had adopted that procedure, which 
I claim is the proper procedure, that the 
House, knowing that the Speaker, after all, is. 
only human, would have rai·sed no objection 
to him leaving the chair and allowing another 
member to take his place. But this House,, 
a.nd all other Houses of Parliament, is very 
jealous of its. privileges. The Speaker is 
allowed to exercise very considerable authority, 
and I claim, before anyone can take the. 
chair as Speaker, this House must set their 
approval on the appointment. They only per
mit the one man to take the chair in the 
absence of the Speaker, tha.t is the Chairman 
of Committees.--a man who has been a)'pointed 
to his position by the House; and, failing the 
Chairman of Committees, I claim that you, 
Sir, as Deputy Speaker, should have submitted· 
to the House the question whether the Hou&J 
was agreeable or not for the senior member, 
for Toowoomba to take the chair. That is 
my definition of what took place la,st night, 
and my ruling on it. 

Mr. MACARTNEY (Brisbane North): I 
was very glad to hear the hon. member for· 

Ipswich say that the Standing 
[4.30 p.m.] Orders should be discussed by· 

either side of the House irres
pective of party. I think the House should set 
up a high standard for themselves and exact 
obedience t.o the. Standing Orders as far as 
possible. (Hear, hear!)' I think, Mr. Deputy· 

Mr. M acar:tney.] 
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Speaker, that there was no authority for the 
placing of the hon. member for Drayton and 
'roowoomba in the chair as he was placed 
lftst night. It is quite true that Mr. Speaker 
Bell on a previous occasion appointed the 
hon. member for Logan in tha~ way, but there 
was no authority for it then. The Standing 
Orders make provision for the filling np of 
temporary vacancies in certain cases, bnt such 
. a case as happened last night is not provided 
for. It is open for the House to have a 
Depnty Speaker in reserve to fill the position 
should occa,sion arise, a step that might be 
taken with advantage at the commencement 
of the .smsion by motion in the ordinary way. 
The Standing Orders re.ad b'C the l~on. me~?er 
for Cairns shows that there is specml prov!Slon 
to enable the Chairman of Committees to call 
upon any member to relieve hi_rn in the _chair. 
I do not think we have anythmg to gmde us 
in "May," because in the Enghsh J:;£o1;1se of 
Commons there is a panel of deputy cna1rmen 
elected by the House. and a temporar7 
vacancy is fill~d by. one of them,. Here 1t 
is not .so. I tl:nnk, w1th the hon. member for 
Ipswich, that the Hous~ practically ~~sented 
to Mr. Tolmie's assummg the pos1t10n of 
Deputy Speaker; and it is rather la~e now to 
raise any question. as to the. effectlven<;'SS of 
anything done while he was m the chair. I 
think tho position Iias been very aptly stated 
by the hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. Blair. 

Mr HAMILTON: I do not agree with 
what· the hon. member for Ipswich said-that 
simply because the ~ouse did not protest at 
the time, that legahses what was d-;me. and 
enabled the House to do an unconstitutional 
thing. I want to quote a ruling given by 
Mr. Speaker Cowley in ;JOnnection with thP. 
Special Retrenchment B1ll, on page 447 of 
Hansard of 1904. The Bill had gone through 
all its stages as far as the third reading; and 
when the· motion was made foT the tJ-:ird read· 
ing the hon. member for Tow_nsville, Mr. 
Philp, got up and asked a que.stwn. It says 
here-

The TREASURER moved that the third reading 
of the Bill stand an Or!'ler of the Day for to· 

m~~~~·n. P'HILP: I think we have been passing 
this Bill rath<:>-r hurriedly, and I now rise to a 
point of order. I con ten~ that this BHI is 8,n 
Anprovriation Bill, that 1t ought to hftve been 
in'troducecl by a message from His Excellency the 
Governor, and that it ought to have beEn intro
ilncecl in Committee of \Vays and Means. That 
ba.s not been done. 
The Speake.r invited discussion on the point, 
and after several members spoke, he said-

If no other hon. member wishes to address 
11im.seJf to thB point, I think I am bound to rule 
that the Bill is not properly before the House. 

The hon. member for Brisbane North .said 
there was nothing in " May " to guide us, 
but I take it that there is ,something in 
" May" at page 190, where it says-

At ali times there are Deputy Speakers, ap
-pointed by commission to officiate as Speaker dur~ 
ing the a 1Jsence of Lord Chancellor or Lord 
Keeper. When the Lord Chancellor and all the 
Deputy Speakers are alJsent at the same time, 
the Lord.s elect a Speaker pro tempore; but he 
gives pla,ce immed.iately to any of the Lords 

·CommiRsioners on their arrival in the House; who, 
in their turn, give place to each other according 
to their precedence, and all at last to the Lord 
Chancellor. 
'That applies to both House of Commons and 
House of Lords. If the Speaker and Deputy 
Speakers are absent and they want a member 
to fill the position, they have to go through the 
procedure of specially electing a member to 
the position of Deputy Speaker. Our Stand-

[.ilfr. Macctrtney. ' 

ing Orders are just as plain ; and in such a 
case as happened last night a Deputy Speaker 
should have been appointed, instead of a 
member merely being called upon to take the 
chair. 

The PREMIER: What is to happen if nobody 
else has been appointed? 

Mr. HAMILTON: The Standing Orders 
provide that nobody else shall act . 

The PREMIER: No. 
Mr. HAMILTON: It says-
The House may from time to time appoint 

another member to be Deputy Speaker, who shall, 
in the absence of both Mr. Speaker and the Chair
man of Committees, take the chair as Deputy 
Speaker. 
Nobody else shall do so. 

The PREMIER: It does not say that nobody 
else shall do so. 

Mr. HAMILTON: The procedure to be 
adopted is clearly pointed out in "May," and 
the point raised by the hon. member for 
Croydon is a fairly valid one. 

Mr. LE SIN A: I agree with the view ex
pressed by the hon. member for Ipswich, and 
support the opinion that this Chamber, as a 
democratic Assembly, is the governor of its 
own proceedings. What a ridiculous thing it 
would be for a man to bind up his own house 
with rules and regulations so that he could 
hardly act without discussing with his family 
how certain things should be done. I ·say we 
want freedom in these matters, and the more 
freedom we have the better. 

Mr. HARDACilE: Why have any Standing 
Orders at all? 

Mr. LE SIN A: As a unificationist I believe 
that the more we simplify the procedure of 
this Chamber; the more we can democratise it; 
the more we get rid of red-tapeism and en
courage' healthy deliberation, the better it 
will be for the Assemblv and for the conduct 
of business. After all, we have to go to a vote 
to determine the thing. 

Mr. HAMILTON : Your argument is in 
favour of abolishing all Standing Orders. 

Mr. LESINA: Of course it is. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Will 
the .hon. member try to enlighten me in re
gard to the point of order rather than discuss 
the general question? 

Mr. LESINA: I am supporting the stand 
you take, Mr. Deputy Speaker, and I think 
you are quite right. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am not a:sking 
for the hon. member'.s support; I am asking 
for information. 

Mr. LESINA: I think a good deal of infor
mation has been given. 

Mr. LENNON: He already knew you were a 
unificationist. 

Mr. LESINA: I take up the attitude in 
connection with this point of order that it 
cannot be sustained. Some members rely on 
Standing Order No. 12. Upon that Standing 
Order they base their opinion that the 
Assembly may select an official to act in the 
place of the Speaker as Deputy Speaker. Of 
course, the key-word of the Standing Order 
is the word "may." The Assembly may or 
may not appoint a Deputy Speaker. It is 
not mandatory. It is permissive. It has 
been 'done previously, and it can be done 
again. So long as there is no harm done, 
and so long as no wrong is done, it is all 
right. Then no wrong can be done to this 
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Assembly because one of. the lay menibers of 
the Assembly takes the chair for a time to 
relieve the Speaker. If the Speaker wants to 
leave the chair at any time, must all the 
business of the Assembly be held up? Must 
all our business stop if the Speaker wants to 
go outside and rest himself at any time? The 
Standing Order is that the House should be 
"Consulted on this matter. Before the Speaker 
can go outside and have a cup of coffee after 
sitting in that chair for nine or ten hours, he 
must take members. into his confidence, in 
order that they may appoint a lay member 
of the House to take the chair in his absence. 
Why, that is the very red-tapeism which we 
always object to. 

Mr. HARDACRE: It is our Standing Orders. 

Mr. LESINA: Yes, I know it is. But our 
Standing Orders are merely the rules which 
we adopt for the purpose of governing our 
deliberations. \Ve are not slaves to rules. 
Some of our Standing Orders may be neces
sary, and they lay down a course of pro
cedure which it is necessary we should always 
follow, but there are several Standing Orders 
which are not so necessary, and which may 
be waived from time to time to suit the con" 
venience of this Assembly. To elevate our 
Standing Orders like the American Constitu
tion, before which the people are constantly 
on their knees, is to make it a fetish-to 
make it an object of worship, instead of a 
means to do deliberative work. After all, 
the Standing Orders are only a channel 
through which we are to do our work. If a 
Speaker calls on a member to take the chair, 
and he does it without disturbing the busi
ness of the Chamber, it seems to me that it 
is an excellent thing, and I hope that the 
Standing Orders Committee will put it into 
the Standing Orders themselves. (Hear, 
hear!) 
. Mr. MuLLAN : We realise the necessity for 
It now. 

Mr. LESINA: I take the veiw, Mr. Deputy 
Speaker, that you must determine against 
this point of order on that ground, and I am 
prepared to vote to support your ruling. The 
more we can simplify our Standing Orders 
the better it will be for this Assembly. The 
more we get rid of this red tape the better 
will it be for our deliberations. 

Mr. HAMILTON : Then why did you assist 
in bringing in the Sessionai Orders? 

Mr. LESINA: Because they are simplify
ing procedure in every direction. My idea 
of the Parliament of the future is a place 
where we will not have to debate the matter 
at all, where there will be no Standing 
Orders and no speeches, . and where all the 
work prepared by the Committee ;vill be 
passed. With our ·Standing Orders we· have 
months of public time wasted through tnem
bers arguing whether they apply this way 
or that way. We find members taking legal 
opinion, consulting one another, setting one 
Standing Order against another Standing 
Order, and they talk about it for weeks. '\V e 
want a ~impler channel through which our 
legislation can flow without all this red tape 
and rules to follow, and if I see an obstacle 
in that channel I am prepared to remove 
it. I do not want the Speaker to exer
cise a dominant authority. If the Deputy 
Speaker decides against this point of order, 
it is open to any member in this democratic 
Assembly to move that his ruling be· dis
agreed with, and we settle it by majority 

191QL-4 L 

rule. Heads are counted, and the ruling is 
upheld. It takes hours to do it sometimes, 
and we should do away with that kind of 
thing. On looking into the matter very 
carefully, and taking into consideration the 
view of the hon. member for Ipswich, Mr. 
Blair, who studied it carefully, and brought 
to bear on it a legal mind, experienced in 
re~d~ng the yhr~seology of enactments-and 
this IS a legislative enactment passed by this 
Assembly and approved of by the Governor
you must decide against the point of order 
raised by the hon. member for Croydon. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In my opinion 
I must decide against the point of order 
raised by the hon. member for Croydon. The 
reason I have for giving that ruling is that, 
whilst giving attention to the point raised by 
the hon. member for Barcoo with reference 
to section 12 of the Legislative Assembly Act, 
that point may hold good, but we have to 
consider it in connection with the Standing 
Orders, which also govern the procedure in 
this Chamber. Besides the Standing Orders, 
you have also other precedents, to which I 
shall presently refer. Last night I asked the 
hon. member for Drayton and· Toowoomba 
to relieve me in the chair after ·a somewhat 
protracted sitting, as hon. members know, 
extending over seven or eight hours, and in 
doing that I followed the procedure that had 
been previously followed by Mr. Speaker 
Bell. I heard the hon. member for Leich
hardt say that a case did not occur of the 
Speaker calling on anyone else to relieve him 
other than the Chairman of Committees. I 
find, on· page 499 of H ansard for 1909, that 
the hon. member for Logan, Mr. Stodart, 
was called to the chair by Mr. Speaker Bell, 
and I find also that, on page 748 of Hansard 
for 1909, the hon. member for Leichhardt, 
Mr. Hardacre, was called upon to take the 
chair by Mr. Speaker Bell. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Not by a Deputy Speaker. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Hon. mem
bers will know that there has been no such 
peculiar coincidence which has occurred, 
either in the history of the Queensland Par
liament or, I think, in any Parliament of 
Australia, where the Deputy Speaker has 
been called upon to perform the functions of 
Speaker for so extended a period as has 
fallen to my lot, so that it is hardly possible 
that we should discover a precedent in regard 
to that. A further question was raised by 
the hon. member for Gregory, who quoted 
the House of Lords procedure, and said that 
it was the same as the procedure in the 
House of Comm'ons. As a matter of fact, 
that is not so. The House of Commons have 
their own Rules. The Chairman of Commit
tees and Deputy Chairman are appointed, 
and under the Rules of Procedure and Stand
ing Orders of the House of Commons, whicl1 
we find in the" Manual," page 252, section 9, it 
is laid down there absolutely that either the 
Chairman of Committees or the Deputy 
Chairman of Committees may relieve the 
Sp.eaker in the. chair. Coming to the point 
raised by the hon. member for Ipwsich, Mr. 
Blair, for which I thank him, and which I 
may say is the one upon which I decide this 
question, that is the point that this House 
sets up its own precedents and does ib 
own business at any time. (Hear, hear !) 
Authorities are made for our guidance, but 
we have on occasions-and we know this very 
well-that there are occasions when our 
authorities, Rules, and Standing Orders have 

M-'r. Armstrong.] 



1298 State ]!'duration Acts [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill, 

to be set aside for the rule of convenience. 
I have the ruling of Cushing in regard to 
this matter, where he lays it down-

In most of the Legislative Assemblies of this 
country it is al~o provid'ed, by a rule,, that the 
presiding officer 1f a member may. substrtute sol!le 
other member to perfm'nl the dut1es of the Cha1r, 
in his place, if he have occasion to be ~~ent for 
a part or the whole of the then present s1ttmg. 

That has been accepted as the procedure in 
the past and under the peculiar circum
stances ~hich I found myself placed in last 
night, the Deputy Cp.airman .n'?t being here, 
it would have been, m my opmwn-I may be 
wrong-an absurdity to have adjourned the 
House because I found that I could not con
tinue in the chair, after sitting for seven and 
one-half hours in it. So the only course open 
to me was to call upon the hon. member 
whom I thought fit to carry· out the duties 
and the· business of this House, as had been 
done before. No objection was taken at the 
time and I consider that the business was 
prop'er!y conducted, and this measure is 
properly before the House, and so dismiss 
the point of order raised by the hon. mem
ber for Croydon. 

Question stated. 
Mr. LESINA (Clermont): I do not think you 

should leave the chair, not that I desire to 
see you remain longer in the chair than is 
absolutely n"ecessary, but because I do not 
think you should leave the chair just now. If 
you leave the chair now, the House will go 
into Committee to consider this Bible in State 
Schools Bill, and I should like to know before 
we go into Committee whether we shall be 
permitted to consider the Bill or whether it is 
to be thrust down our throats by main force. 
If the Minister will assure us that we shall 
be allowed reasonable time to discuss the 
merumre, and that he will consider amend
ments moved by members on this side of the 
House, I am prepared to say you should leave 
the chair and that the Committee should be 
constituted. . 

Mr. WHITE: What do you consider reason
able time? 

Mr. LE SIN A: Our Sessional Orders provide 
reasonable, time for discussion in Committee. 
On each clause and on each amendment we 
are allowed twenty minutes each, so that there 
is ample provision made for discussion in 
Committee, if we' have a guarantee that we 
shall be allowed to discuss the Bill. But be
fore 6 o'clock the Premier may come in and 
apply the gag by moving " That the question 
be now put," and I suppose that if he does so 
his supporters will assist him in carrying that 
motion. Then the Bill will pass without dis
cussion. 

Mr, KEOGH •, I will not vote for the gag. 
Mr. LESINA: I know that some members 

on the other side will not vcote for the gag ; 
they are independent enough to take up that 
atti,tude, but all hon. members are not equally 
independent and sympathetic. Notice has 
already been given of some amendments, and 
if we are given an assurance that those amend
ments will be properly discussed we 'Shall be 
justified in agreeing that you should leave the 
chair and that the House should go into Com
l"littee. But if we are not to get a chance 
of discussing those amendments it will be 
simply .a farce your leaving the' chair. 

Mr. MURPHY (Croydon): The point raised 
by the hon. member for Clermont--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The 
hon. member has spoken. 

[-i!{ r . .Armstrong 

Mr. MURPHY: I have not spoken on this 
question. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I accept the 
hon. member's assurance that he has not 
spoken on this question. 

Mr. MURPHY: No, I have not spoken on 
this question; I only raised a pomt of order. 
The point raised by the ho_n. m~mber for 
Clermont is one to which consideratwn sho11ld· 
be given by the Minister in charge of the Bill. 
It seems to me absolutely absurd ~hat we 
should vote in favour of your.leavmg the 
chair, and then go into Committee to con
sider the Bill if we are to be treated m the 
same manner' as the Opposition were _treated 
last night. A member on the other mde has 
asked, ''What is reasonable discussion?" We 
answer that at the beginning of this se,ssion 
the House in its wisdom came to the decision 
that certain Sessional Orders should be passed, 
in order that reaonable discussion should take 
placed on the various matters' brought before 
the Chamber, and we argue that we are en
titled to receive an assurance from the Secre
tary for Public Instruction that if we agre~ to 
the House going into Committee to consider 
this Bible in State Schools Bill, we shall _be 
guaranteed by the Governm!"nt an '?ppo_rtumty 
for the reasonable discussiOn whiCh 1s pre
scribed by the Sessional Orders. Unless we 
get that assurance I consider that we p.ave no 
right to go into Committee, and that It would 
be only a farce going into Committee to con
aider the Bill. We should be gu":ranteed 'an 
opportunity of dealing with the varwus amend
ments which may be brought forward, of 
criticising the clauses of the Bill, .a':d of re
plying to the arguments of the M1~1ster and 
other member's on the Government side of the 
House. If the Minister wiil give us an assur
ance that we are not to be treated in the way 
we were treated last night, when the Govern
ment gagged, guillotined, bludgeoned, and 
sandbagged motions through the House, I have 
no objection to your leaving the chai_r in order 
that we may get on with what IS, usually 
called the King's business. Can the Secretary 
focr Public Instruction give us that assurance? 
Is he in a position to speak for the Govern
ment, or have members of the Cabinet to do 
simply as the Premier directs? I have no ob
jection to going into Committee to g_et ~he 
Bill out of the road, but I have an ob]ectwn 
to the House going into Committee to consider 
the Bill unless we are allowed to consider the 
Bill nroperly. It is absurd for the House to go 
into~ Committee to consider the Bill if the 
Government will no,t allow the Bill to be con
sidered at alL The, Government have decided 
that the Bill shall be put on the statute-book, 
and they showed very conclusively las,t nigp.t 
that no member on this side of the House 1s, 
in their opinion, entitled to be heard on any 
amendment which may be submitted. There 
are mernbe.rs on this side of the House who 
desire to move amendments in the Bill. 

The, PREMIER: Why don't you allow them 
to move them? 

Mr. MURPHY: Why don't you go outside 
and lose yourself? 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. MURPHY: The hon. member for 

Ipswich, Mr. Blair, has circulated an ame!'d
ment. and before I agree to the House gom2" 
into Committee I want to, know whether that 
hon. me.;:,ber and other hon. members OJ?. this 
side of the House will have an opportumty of 
dealing with that amendment-/Whether we 
shall have an opportunity for the reasonable 
discussion for which provision is made by the 
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Sessional Order, or whether, as soon as the 
hon. member moves his amendment, and before 
we have time to consider it, the Premier will 
move " That the question be now put" and 
gag tht> measure through Committee. 

Mr. THORN: I would gag you if I could. 

Mr. MURPHY: I know you would, but I 
have certain rights and privileges, and while 
the Government may bludgeon their own sup· 
porters they cannot bludgeon me, though they 
have tried to do so. 

Mr. CoTTELL: ]'hat is why you are annoyed. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The 
hon. member's remarks are entirely irrelevant 
to the question before the House. I must ask 
him to confine himself to the question that I 
do now leave the chair. 

Mr. MURPHY: I must confess that I have 
been drawn off the track. My objections to 
the motion have been stated very lengthily, 
and I have no desire to repeat them. All I 
have, to say, in conclusion, is that members of 
the Opposition are entitled to a guarantee 
from the Government that this Bill will not 
be forced through Committee with the gag. 
Unless we get that guarantee we should put 
up an objection to going into Committee. 

Mr. ALLEN (Bulloo): I have no objection 
to the House going into Committee--

The TREASURER: Well, sit down then. 

Mr. ALLEN: Provided the business of the 
Committee is carried on properly, and that 
members have a reasonable opportunity for 
cliscUllsion. Of late, business has been carried 
on by means of the gag and other fancy 
weapons, and I do not see why we should go 
into Committee on this Bill if we are to be 
treated as we were treated last night. 

The DEPUT'Y SPEAKER: Order ! The 
question is that I do now leave the chair, and 
the hon. member must confine himself to that 
question. 

Question put and passed. 

CoMMITTEE. 
{Mr. J. Tolmie, Drayton and Toowoomba, in 

the chair.) 

On clause 1-" Short title and construction 
of Act"-

Mr. LESINA said there was no necessitv 
~o rush the measure through. He had noth· 
1ng much to say upon the clause himself, but, 
as other members might w~sh to speak or 

· move amendments, be would say 
[5 p.m.] a few wmds while th'e Bills were 

being distributed. Hon. members 
had not seen their Bills yet, and had not had 
time to submit amendments on the clause. 
He hoped the Acting Chairman would give 
hon. members an opportunity of fully discus
sing the BilL It had not received adequate 
consideration in the House, and he hoped 
full opportunity would be given in Committee 
to hon. members to ventilate their opinions 
,and to move amendments. 

Mr. ALLEN thought that the Bill was very 
badly named, and it would be an improvement 
if they called it "The Sectarian Bill," as 
that would be much nearer the mark, 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! If 
the hon. member desires to move an amend
ment on the clause, he should indicate it. 

Mr. ALLEN asked if he was to rlnder
stand that he had"'no right to speak on the 
clause unless he had an amendment, to move? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
member must indicate his intention if he 
wishes to move an amendment. · 

Mr. ALLEN: I was hoping that the Minis
ter would give us some information. 

Mr. MURPHY: Before the clause went 
through, he would like to have some informa
tion from the Secretary for Public Instruc· 
tion regarding !;he Education Act of 1875. 
He had always been under the impression 
that, when that Act was passed, the people 
of Queensland decided that there should be 
secular education; and he would like the 
Minister to, inform them whether the Act 
was passed by the Legislature of Queensland 
in order to• provid,e secular education for the 
children of the State. The hon. gentleman 
might also give them some information re· 
garding the stand taken by the people of 
Queensland in 1875. lie had always been led 
to believe that the Act was a very good one,
and that the people were well satisfied with 
the system. He also believed it was recog· 
nised that the primary schools of the State 
had turned out some excellent scholars. He 
regretted to think that the passage of this 
clause and of the subsequent clause would go 
a long way towards breaking down the splen· 
did educational system upon which so much 
money had been spent by past Legislatures, 
and that, instead of benefiting the rising 
generation from an educational standnoint 
it would be absolutely the means of cr~ating 
sectarian strife throughout Queensland and 
of. causing- bitterness, ,r_tnd, he might' say, 
wwkedness, where ,prevwusly love, charity, 
and good fellowship had prevailed. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I desire to 
say to the hon. member for Bulloo that the 
intimation I made to him a few minutes ago 
was certainly a wrong' one. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Question-That clause 1 stand part nf the Bill 
-put ; and the Committee divided :-

AYES, 34. 
Cl<Ir. Allan Mr. HRwthorn 
, Appel , Hodge 
, Barnes, G. P. , Hunter. D. 
, BHrnes, ·w. H. n Kidston 
, Booker , Macartney 
, Bouchard l\forgan 
, Brennan Paget 
, Bridges , Petrie 
, Oorser , Philp 
,, Cottell , RRnkin 
, Cribb , Roberts 
, Denham , Somerset 
, Forres.t , Stodart 
, Forsyth· , Swayne 
, Fox , Thorn 
., Grayson , White 
, Gunn JJ Wienholt 

Tell ns: IIIr. Gunn and IIIr, Morgan. 

NoEs, 22. 
Mr. Alien llfr, Lesina 

, Barber ,, Mackintosh 
,, Breslin ,, 1\fann 
, Oollins , ltfttughan 
,, Ferricks ,, May 
, Foley , Muilan 
,; Hamilton , Murphy 
,, Hardacre ,, McLachian 
,, Keogh ,, Payne 

Land Ryan 
, Lennon 11 Theodore 

Te'lera: JYfr. Foley and Mr. May. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. Murphy.] 
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On clause 2-" Ameudil1,1lnt of section 5 of 
principal Act"-

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: He recognised that this was 
a question on which many members disagreed, 
and as Minister in charge of the Bill he 
wished to adopt those methods which would 
help very speedily to put the Bill through 
Committee. He thought it would be helpful 
to the Committee if he explained straight
away some of the proposals of the department 
in connection with this particular clause,. and 
it would assist them in dealing with some of 
these amendments. He noticed in looking 
through the amendments-and hon. members 
would at once recognise it-that the carrying 
of some of the amendments simply meant 
killing the Bill. 

Mr. ALLEN: Not at all. Are there not 
some good amendments? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
S'I'RUC'fTON: He wanted to .say at once tha.t 

·it would be simply impo.ssiblc for amendments 
like that to be accepted on this ·side. 

Mr. LENNON: "On this sid.e." And yet it 
is a non-party me'hsure! 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: vVell, he would say for the 
Government. It was a non-party measure, 
and hon. members would have noticed in the 
division that .some members who ordina.rily 
voted on this side had voted on the other 
side, and he thought that that was the clearest 
indication that it was a non-party measure. 
There was one amendment on line 12, which 
suggested that there should be a separate 
reading-book. He might say at once that 
that was one of the amendments. that no one 
need hesitate about. accepting. He wanwd 
to say that, because there was a desire in a 
matter where apparently people had some 
little feeling-a desire not to undnly irritate 
those who might not • see eye to eye with 
them. He would be glad if hon. members 
would allow him an opportunity of stating 
what they had done before they entered into 
a discussion of the clause. During the dis
cussion of the measure on the second reading, 
the question frequently arose a.s to what was 
a fair lesson, and hon. members seemed to 
have a feeling that these lessons. might be 
prepared by some person or persons. who 
would be antagonistic to the ri.sing genera· 
tion, as viewed from their own standpoint. 
He thought he ought to make that point per
fectly clear in connection with the committal 
stage of the Bill, and for the informa.tion of 
the House he would state what was proposed 
by the department in the event of this Bill 
becoming law. The hon. gentleman might or 
might ~not be aware that at the present 
moment there was a committee sitting which 
was busy preparing the new reading-books for 
the scholars of the State schools of Queens
land. 

Mr. ALLE~: Have they not fini·shed yet? 

The SECRETARY FOR ·PUBLIC IN
STRuCTION: Oh, no; those gentlemen 
were still sitting. He was going to tell the 
Committee who those gentlemen were; and, 
further, he W&s going to add that the depart
ment recognised that in connection with those 
gentlemen they had five experts who were not 
bonnd in any w&y by political or other ties
they were men who had been, in the main, 
in the department for years and years, who 
knew the needs of the department, a.nd he 
was going to tell hon. members that it was 

[Hon. W. H. Barnes. 

the proposal of the department that those
gentlemen should be asked to prepare these 
separate reading-books. 

Mr. KEOGH: Let us know their denomina
tion, though. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: He would state who they 
were, and hon. members would recognise that 
there had been no ·attempt made-and as a 
matter of fact the gentlemen whom he was 
going to select this afternoon were gentlemen 
who had been engaged in this work of pre
paring the books long befote there was any 
idea of this coming into the House. He 
thought the House would accept his assur
ance that there was no attempt in any w.ay 
to pack the committee. He would just read 
who they were. The present committee con
sisted of the following gentlemen :-Messrs. 
Kennedy and Canny, Messrs. Exley and 
Papi, head teachers, .assomated with Mr. E. 
W. H. Fowles, M.A. Those were the gen
tlemen they proposed to ask to do the work 
of preparing these lessons. 

Mr. HARDACRE: What Mr. Fowles is that? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: Mr. Fowles had been associ
ated with the preparation of these books for· 
months and months. He hoped hon. mem· 
hers would not be suspicious-this was the, 
committee that was at pre•sent at work, with
out anv addition whatever, in the prepara
tion of school books. 

The PRE1>1IER : The thing has been going· 
on for years. 

The SECRE'rARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: It had been going on for a 
long while, a.nd the desire of the department 
was that they should get books that would' 
be mitable for the school children of the 
State--

Mr. MuRPHY: Just one moment. Is Arch-
deacon Garland there? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: When the hon. gentleman 
put a fair question he would answer it. 

The PREMIER: A ,s.erious question. 
Mr. FERRICKS: He is a Minister without 

portfolio. 
Mr. KEOGH: ·were those names submitted 

to the Rev. Garland? 
Mr. MoLACHLAN: I would just like t<> 

ask--
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN

STRUCTION: There were inqumes a.!l 
round the Chamber, and he could not answer· 
them all at once. 

Mr. McLAOHLAN: Have those persons de· 
olared themselves publicly on this question? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: 'T.'he only aniswer he could 
give to that question was, that he had no
more idea than the hon. member himself had. 

Mr. LESINA: One of them has. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN

STRUCTION: What was the use of a.nswer
~ng- questions. .j£ hon. members would not 
accept the a•ssurance? He was not there to· 
make misstatements. 

Mr. ALLEN : vV e accept your assurance, as' 
far as you a;re concerned. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTiON: Personally, he had never, 
directly or indirectly, had a single word with 
any one of the five gentlemen whose names 
he hl!d mentioned; and the Committee should 



State Edu<'alion Acts [6 OOTO_Bl!ll!.] Amendment Bill. 1301 

be satisfied with that assurance. The ques
tion had been raised as to what was the 
nature of the lessons to be taught. Every 
hon. member would give him credit for being, 
right through the chapter, sincere in that 
ma.tter, and he would say at once that he was 
personally not fa,vourable to the lessons as 
provided by New South Wales. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: HBar, hBar! 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: Excellent in t.he main as the 
New South ·wales lessons were, some of those 
lessons) aoc:;ording to his judgment, would be 
very much better left out. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: He might say that his lean
ings went in the direction of the IV estern 
Australian lessons. He made that clear and 
concise statement, not in tne desire to irri
tate any hon. member on a matter they felt 
very keenly .about, but in the hope that it 
would help towards the peaceful getting 
through of the Committee stages of the Bill. 
He would further add, that he would be very 
pleased. ·as the Committee stages proceeded 
step by step, to give any information that he 
possibly could to hon. members. 

Mr. MANN had very strong objections to 
the passage of this clause, as practically, hi 
-the passing of it all that the]T had been fight
ing against would be carried. If the Com
mittee wiped out section 5 of the principal 
Act they wiped out the provision that only 
secular teaching would be given in the Shte 
schools, and he had very serious objections 
to any tea.ching other than secular teaching 
being given in the State schools, and in say
ing that, he thoug-ht he w&s voicing the sen
timents of a large percentage of members of 
the Committee. The ·system at present 
carried on had given every satisfaction, and 
no case had been made out for repealing 
section S of the principal Act. The Minister 
admitted that he did not like the lessons 
taught in the New South Wales schools. If the 
lessons as taught in New South Wales had 
·been submitted to the electors bf Queensland 
along with the Bill, did they think for one 
moment that the referendum would have 
been carriBd in the affirmative? It was be
"Cause the people did not know wha.t lessons 
were to be taught that the referendum was 
carried. Many people in the old country who 
had been taught Bible reading in the schools, 
where practically all the schoiar·s were of one 
denomina.tion, said in an off-hand manner, 
·"I was taught the Bible when ·I was at school, 
and it won't hurt the youngsters." That wa;s' 
all verv well when the children were all of 
Dne reiigious body, but. when they had, as 
there was in Quee·nsland, a mixed community, 
and with children of every denomination 
and creed attending the schools, they were 
going to have a great deal of trouble if they 
introduced religious teaching. It was quite 
evident t-hat thpre were not sufficient clergy
men to atrend all the schools to give instruc
tion, a.nd instruotion must be given bv the 
teacher. if it was to be effective. If they re
pealed section 5 of the principal Act, the 
churches would attempt to say what teacher 
shall be appointed to a particula.r school, and 
they woulcl' argue-and argue rightly-that, 
say, 80 per CPnt .. of the scholar~ belonged to 
a particula-r body, the teache~ ~ent to. ~hat 
school sho-uld hold the same rehgrous opm10ns 
as the opinions held by the bulk of the scholars 
.attending the school. That meant that there 

would be intriguing in regard to getting 
teachers shifted from one ·school to another. 
As soon as trouble· arose, there would be a letter 
to the Minister from the parents or the school 
committee asking for a certain teacher to be 
removed. Take, for instance, a community 
where there was 85 per cent. or 90 per cent. 
of Presbyterians, and there was a. Roman 
Catholic teacher there. The children would 
go home from .school after reading the Bible 
and tell their parents what tb.e teacher said, 
and immediately an agitation would be got 
up to remove tha.t Roman Catholic teacher. 
Or i~ might be a Church of Englimd com
mumty and a Presbyterian school teacher. 
The Anglicans always considered that every 
dissenting body had no standing whatever. 

The SECRETARY l!'OR RAILWAYS: Oh, no; we 
are a grea.t deal broader minded than that. 

Mr. MANN: They alwa.ys alleged that a 
Presbyterian, Baptist, or a.ny other dissenting 
parson had not been duly OJ.'dained, and they 
allowed them no r1ghts whatever. 'fhe Angli
cans. had always tried to persecute the dis
sentmg bodies. It was at the instigation of 
tl~e Anglican Church that King Charles the 
Frrst per-secuted the Scottish people, and 
endeavoured to force them to conform to the 
English Church. Everyone who· read history 
knew that it was Archbishop Laud who advised 
King Charles I. to commence that campaign 
against the Presbyterians, and he got every 
support from the Anglica.n Church. It was 
because King Charles I. wa-s foolish enough 
to raise trouble with the Scotch on the ques
tion of religion that allpwed the English 
Parlia.ment to win that great constitutional 
fight. 

The PREMIER: There is no doubt about that 
in Scotland. 

Mr. MANN: .Any student of history knew 
that quite well. He (Mr. Mann) held with 
no J!articular religion himself, although he 
occa;sionally went to church as a matter of 
courtesy to a friend. He stated tha.t because 
he wish-ed the Committee to understand that 
he had no bias for one religion or another. 
He was arguing in favour of secular educa-

tion because no .school teacher or 
[5.30 p.m.] clergyman could be found to give 

religious instruction that would 
be satisfactory to every pupil in the school. 
He remembered that in Scotland the people 
of the Free Church, the 'Established Church. 
and the United Church, whose fundamental 
doctrines were exactly the same, could not 
agree. And what was going to happen in a 
mixed community where the people .differ~d 
on fundamenta-l doctrines? In any v1lla.ge m 
the old countrv where there was a Protestant 
school and a, Roman Catholic school, it was a 
point of honour with the boys attending the 
two schools to have a fight when the ,school 
was over. vVhere there wa:s one school and 
the same teaching for all, there was no fight
ing amongst the scholars. 

Mr. MURPHY: It might be gratifying· to 
some hon. members to learn that the Secre
tary for Public Instruction was desirous of 
being conciliatory this evening ; but, after 
the way they were treated last night, ~e had 
no desire for any member of the Cabmet to 
confer kindness or conciliation upon him. 
The Minister sa.id that members who opposed 
the Bill did not agree with the decision of 
the people. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTjH)CTION: 
I did not say that . 

Mr. M urphy,] 
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Mr. MURPHY: He was going to attempt 
to prove that the hon. gentleman did say it; 
and he thought he would be able to convince 
the intelligent members of the Committee 
that the Minister laid it down this afternoon 
that it was not the intention of the Education 
Department to give effect to the will of the 
people on this question. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
That is not so. 

Mr. MURPHY: What was the question 
on the ballot-paper at the referendum? Was 
it 'not whether they would agree with the 
institution in Queensland of a system similar 
to, that in New South Wales? Yet the Minis
ter said they were going to provide a reading
book to be prepared by certain gentlemen in 
the department. The hon. gentleman did 
not believe in the lessons in the New South 
Wales system. 

Mr. ALLEN: That shows his wisdom. 
Mr. MURPHY: Possibly it did. But the 

Government were now dodging the question. 
They were not game to carry out their agree
ment with Mr. Garland and the Bible in 
State Schools League. The ballot-paper was 
first submitted to Mr. Garland and his execu
tive; and it was because they agreed to it 
that it was submitted to the people. If the 
Government were honest with the electors 
they would give Mr. Garland and his execu
tive what they promised~the New Soutli 
Wales system. But they knew that if they 
introduced that system into Queensland it 
would be the means of creating sectarian 
strife throughout the land. They had come 
to the conclusion that it was undesirable to 
introduce such a system ; and they were trying 
to get out of it by saying they were going to 
appoint five members of the Education De
partment to draw up certain lessons. And if 
they were going to provide religious educa
tion for the rising generation, was it not 
essential that the lessons should be drafted 
by gentlemen who believed in religion? But 
they had no guarantee, outside the Secretary 
for Public Instruction, that any of those 
gentlemen was a religious man. And they 
di_d .n?t know whether those gentlemen were 
w1llmg to accept ,the task. Possibly they 
would take a suggestion from the Minister as 
a command, and undertake the task, not 
because they believed in it or because they 
felt specially competent, but because they 
would have no desire to fall out with the 
Minister. This clause provided for the repeal 
of section 5 of the Education Act, which reads 
as follows :-

In State schools and provisional schools secular 
instruction only shall be given, and no teacher 
shall give any other than secular in.struction in any 
State school building. Provided that such restric
tion shall not apply except during school hours to 
any teacher in any school receiving aid under the 
twelfth clause of this Act. 
That was passed at the time the, State was 
doing away with the denominational system. 
~e clause they were now dealing with pro
VIded for the abolition of secular education, 
and the House having decided, under the gag, 
~hat secular education should go by the board, 
1~ fu~ure they were to have religious instruc
twn m the schools. The Minister told them 
that a book was going to be provided. He 
would like to know if the lessons in that book 
would be paraphrased or would it consist of 
passages from the Bible? 

Mr. LESINA: Expurgated--selected passages 
bowdlerised-with all the naughty words 
eliminated. 

[Mr. Murphy. 

Mr. MURPHY: The Minister practically 
said that a certain number of persons selected 
by the Education Department were going to 
write a number of moral essays, and these 
were to be read by the teacher to the school 
children. Then what was the necessity of 
going to the expense of £8,000 for the referen
dum? They could have done without refer
ring that question to the electors at all. And 
what was the necessity of the unholy alliance 
between the Bible in State Schools League 
and the Government? He saw the Chairman 
looking at the clock, so he would resume his 
seat. 

Mr. PAYNE (Ji,1itchell): He would vote 
against the clause, as he had been consistent 
in voting against the measure all through. 
The first line of the. first clause was doing 
something that would place the people of 
Queensland in an awkward position hereafter. 
Section 5 of the principal Act was to be 
repealed. That meant that their beautiful 
secular system of education which had given 
such great satisfaction for so long was to be 
wiped out in a few words. He had never 
seen any proof, nor heard any Government 
member give any logical argument, ·why that 
system should "be done away with. The 
Minister intimated that a committee would be 
appointed to draw up a book of lessons to 
be taught to the children that would give 
offence to nobody. He could say, without heat 
or bitterness, that that was not possible. The 
hon. member for Cairns told them what hap
pened in Scotland, and the same thing hap
pened in New South Wales. He, and other 
members who had been taught in the New 
South \Vales schools, knew that there was no 
Christianity in the busines-s at all. Speaking 
as a Christian man, he could say that the 
whole system of religious instruction in the 
State schools would mean that a great many 
would degrade the sacred name of Gocl 
Almighty. The Queensland Education Act 
was recognised as being the best in the world, 
and in a few words it was proposed to wipe 
it out, and it would not be possible to rectify 
it for yea~s. · 

Mr. FERRIOKS (Bowen) : Seeing that he 
had no opportanity of voicing his opinion on 
the, main question, he proposed to make a 
few remarks on the most vital part of the 
amending Bill, and that was in regard to the 
proposed removal of that provision providing 
for secular education. He had not time to. 
explain his attitude on the question, but he 
could summarise his stand and his opinions 
in no better way than by briefly recapitulat
ing the three questions which were pro
pounded to him on the public platform and 
his answers thereto. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
hon. member must confine himself to clause 
2, _and not discuss _questions which may have 
~nsen on the pubhc platform. The question 
1s that clause 2 stand part of the Bill. 

Mr. LENNON: Clause 2 is the Bill. 
Mr. FERRICKS: The first question asked 

him on the public platform waR if he was in 
favour of Bible teaching in the State schools, 
and his answer was ''Decidedly not." He said 
that he would be no party to a system that 
would be the means of having the little Pres
byterian children playing in one quarter, the 
little Methodist children playing in another 
quarter, and the little Roman Catholic chil
dren in another quarter. He was then asked if 
he would be in favour of the 'System as carried 
out in New South Wales schools, which were 
visited by the Roman Catholic priests 1,100 
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times in the previous year. His answer was 
"No, not if they paid 11,000 visits." He 
was. then asked what could be done if people 
would not go to church and children would 
not go to Sunday school, and, in reply, he said 
that that was a very fair admission that nowa
days there was too much churchianity and not 
enough Christianity preached. He further 
said; in regard to secular education, that he 
would be no party to bringing into the fair 
young land of Queensland the old feuds and 
enmities which had separated their forefathBrs 
in days gone· by, and, if they wanted to raise 
the Australian nation to the position which it 
would have to occupy in the world, they 
woud have to rise above religious differences 
and feuds and enmities. The measure before 
the House was nothing more nor less than a 
sectarian measure. WhBn the Premier was 
speaking on the Bill at its introductory stage 
he asked what was the question before the 
~ouse, . a:r;cl ~,e (Mr. Ferricks) interjected 

sectarramsm. The hon. gentleman at-
tempted, figuratively speaking, to jump down 
his throat for making that remark, and yet 
a few minutes after that the Chamber was at 
boiling heat, members on both sides were ad
dressing to one another heated arguments 
about th~ merits of different clergymen in the 
metropo!Js, and the heated condition of affair8 
was only varied by the interposition of the 
hon. member for Croydon, who turned the de
bate into a jocular vein. Sectarianism was 
very rife at the present time, especially in 
Southern Queensland, and the person mainly 
responsibltJ. for that was not Archdeacon Gar
land or any member of the Bible in State 
Schools League, but our toadying Premier, who 
had truckled to those people in his desperate 
effort to cling to office. The experience of the 
Federal election, when he came a cropper 
over his sectarian selection of candidates for 
the Federal Parliament, ought to have been 
enough for the. hon. g_entleman, but appar
ently he was gomg to r1cle the .sectarian devil 
to death. When the hon. gentleman next 
appeale? to. the count_r:j' he would probably 
IJ?.eet w1th h1s own pohtJcal death. The posi
twn of the Labour party on this matter was 
that there should be free, secular and com
pulsory education, fair and just tr~atment for 
all creeds and nationalities, with favour to 
none, and that was a reasonable attitude to 
take up. Whenever the State and church-no 
matter what church it was-became allied, it 
was bad ~or both the State and the church. 
The Angbcan Church was the prime mover in 
this matter of introducing religious instruc
ti~n into State schools, which was only the 
thm end of the wedge of State aid to the 
church. In the ranks of the Labour party 
there. was no place for the sectarian wolf, un
le.ss rt was prepared to lie clown with the 
lamb of toleration, and then the wolf would 
be shorn of its sectarianism. The Secretary 
for Public Instruction no doubt believed that 
the proposal in the Bill was a good one and 
he had every respect for a gentleman who ad
vocated such a proposal from conviction, but 
he caul!'! find no word strong enough to ex
press h1s contempt for the Premier, who said 
he_ did not believe in the measure and yet was 
gomg to vote for it. The Premier stated if 
an agnostic taught the Bible, he would im
part of his &gnosticism to his pupils. The Sec
ntary for Pu:~Jic lllsh notion had informed the 
Committee of the r·ersonnel of the committee 
or commission which had been appointed to 
?raw up a scheme of Bible lessons for teaching 
m State schools. Let him tell the hon. gentle
man that one of the members of that commis-

sion was a confirmed agnostic, unless he had 
changed hi.s views very greatly during the last 
few years. Bearing in mind the remark of the 
Premier that an agnostic would impart his 
agnosticism to his pupils, what could be said 
of an appointment of that kind? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
hon. member's time has expired. 

Mr. COJ,LINS thought it would be one of 
~he greatest mistakes of the twentieth century 
1f they repealed the. word '' ·secular " in the 
present Education Act. In every civilised 
country in the world to-day men were 
clamouring for a 1system of secular education, 
and this proposal was a backward step in 
legislation. The experience of the past proved 
that where there was a State •system of re
ligious education the people fought against 
one another, and, in order to avoid that kind 
of thing in Queensland, he would vote against 
the omission of the word " secular " from the 
Education Act. He hoped to see a broader 
sy·stem of religion e.stablished, and that was 
the religion of humanity. Another reason 
why he objected to clause 2 was that it would 
allow clerics to enter State schools for the 
purpose of giving religious instruction to 
children. He strongly objected to the clerics 
interfering with the rising generation, as, 
speaking from personal experience, he could 
say it was not good for the young. If clerics 
were admitted into the schools they would 
teach a theology which would be in contradic
tion to the• scientific knowledge imparted in 
those schools. The reason why it was pro
posed to admit clerics into the schools was 
that the Government .saw in every country in 
the civilised world the rise of progressive 
ideas which might annihilate. the present 
system of society. He was not so much con-

cerned about the parents as about 
[7 p.m.] the children. The masses had 

suffered in the past from the lack 
of education, and just as they were about to 
emerge from that state of affairs they were to 
be thrown back, instead of forward, by this 
measure. It was a reflection upon the Cler.gv 
throughout the State. They were a well-or
ganised body, and they had failed to do the 
work for which they were paid; and, having 
failed in their duty, they now asked the State 
to do it for them. He objected to that. This 
measure affected the working classes more 
than any other class. 

Mr. BooKER: Every one of us belongs to 
the working classes. 

Mr. COLLINS: It all depended upon the 
standpoint from which thB question was ap
proached. He was not going to be drawn 
into giving a definition of who constituted 
the working classes; but, if the hon. member 
did not like that expression, he would say 
that thi.s measure affected the poorer classes 
more than it affected the wealthier classBs. 
The latter were in a position to send their 
children to any schools thBy thought fit; but 
the poorer classes had no other place to which 
they could send their children than the State 
schools. To give the children of those people 
equal opportunities. they did not want any 
s?hool time to be devoted to religious instruc
twn. He objected very strongly to having 
to spend money to do what the clergy were 
paid to do. . If the Labour party only ·had as 
many orgamsers as there were clergy in the 
State, they would be over on the 'Treasury 
benches after the next election. The clergy 
were in the position of organisers and teachers, 
anclJ they ought to be able to teach the chil
dreJl religion, if they were desirous of religion 

Mr. Collins.] 



1304 State Education .A.I'ls [ASSEMBLY.] .A..mendment Bill. 

being taught. Underlying this movement 
was somethino- to the detriment of the work-

. ing classes. conservatism would alwa.ys ally 
itself with the clerrcal party when their posi
tion was in danger. They would always 
raise the sectarian devil if they thought their 
occupancy of the Treasury benches was in 
peril; and there was no doubt that this mea
sure was simply a red herring drawn across 
the trail to enable the· Conservative party to 
retain the reins of government for a consider
able time. 

The PREJYIIER : Is the sectarian devil a red 
herring? (Laughter.) 

Mr. COLLINS: Unfortunately, the hon. 
gentleman was raising the sectarian devil, and 
it might be the means of putting him out of 
politics altogether. They knew how religious 
feuds had retarded human progress in the 
past, and they were going to bring about 
religious feuds in the future, especially in the 
country districts. 

Mr. BOUCHAED: You are trying to. 

Mr. COLLINS: He was not trying to. He 
said, "Perish the whole seventy-two members 
of this House rather than that the progress 
of humanity •should be retarded in any way!'' 
His party might be in a minority on this 
question, but that did not prove that they 
were wrong. 

J\1r. FERRICKS said that he had spoken 
at as many meetings during the Federal cam
paign as any member in the"t Chamber, but 
]le had not at any of those meetings referr·ed 
m any way to the question of the referet1dum 
on the Bible in State schools. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
hon. member must connect his remarks with 
the clause before the Committee. 

Mr. FERRIOKS: Th.e question before the 
Committee was the repeal of the section in 
the principal Act which provided for .secular 
education. If the campaign were to be taken 
over again, he would probably address just 
as many meetings as before, and he would 
adopt precisely the same attitude, and would 
not open his mouth on the question of the 
Bible in State schools. It was an act of 
abject cowardice on the part of the State 
Parliament to relegate the taking of the refer
endum to the date of the Federal election. ·It 
was essentially a State matter, and, if a 
referendum had to be taken at all-he was 
one of those who contended that a referendum 
on such a question should never be taken
it ought to have been taken at a State elec
tion. If it were taken apart from a State 
election, an energetic and organised minority 
would beat an apathetic majority, as they 
did on the 13th April last. Although the 
Labour party had not sought the issue. the 
gauntlet had been thrown down by the Bible 
in State Schools League, through the instru
mentality of a toadying Premier. The Labour 
party contended that there should be no second 
referendum, but the second referendum would 
be when they went to the country at the next 
election; and he was satisfied that, if they 
went on broad and tolerant lines, they had 
nothing to fear. Previous editions of this 
same continuous Government had dragged 
politics into the gutter. But, although they 
had done that. and tlampled it deep in the 
mire, it remained for the hon. gentleman who, 
by sufferance of the Philp party, was leading 
the Government--who was the nominal leader 
of the Government-to drag religion and 

[Mr, Collins. 

nationality into the gutter with politics. In 
fact, he had trampled them deeper in the 
mud than ever the old Philp party had 
trampled politics, and that was saying a good 
deal. He had instanced a few minutes ago 
how the hon. gentleman had made a selection 
of Senatorial candidates, and how be bit the 
dust in consequence, but that had not been 
enough for him. He rode a winner at the 
last State election on the sectarian devil, but 
at the last Federal election he came in a bad 
second. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order ! The 
hon. member is not in order in discussing 
the Premier, and I must ask him to keep to 
the clause. I do not know whether he is 
""ware of the fact, but in his second speech 
he is only allowed five minutes, and unless 
he addresses himself to the clause he will 
have very little time left. 

Mr. FERRIOKS: He was endeavouring to 
show that the question of the repeal of sec
tion 5 of the principal Act was most vital 
to ,)ar State educational system, and that it 
was through the instrumentality of the 
truckling and toadying Premier that this 
had been brought about. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Mr. FERRICKS: In his last effort to cling 
to office he was clinging desperately to the 
tail of the sectarian devil. He had for the 
past three or four years hunted with the 
hounds and run with the hares, bat that 
would . not go on for ever. The people 
realised that he was being buffeted between 
the Bible in State Schools Leag·ue and the 
Licensed Victuallers' League; he was en· 
deavouring to appeal to both of them. 

Mr. MURPHY pointed out that, under 
the principal Act, clergymen had already 
had permission to enter our State schools, 
but they had to go before school hours. They 
arranged with the children of their own 
denomination to meet earlier than the school 
hours. In his ciwn district the Church of 
England clergyman alm~st every clay had 
the Church of England ch1ldren assembled at 
the Sunday school in Croydon, and imparted 
religious instruction to them before they 
went to school. Now they wore asked to 
repeal section 5, in order that the clergymen 
might be able to go and impart religious 
instruction without having to go to any 
bother at all. Returns had been furnished 
to the House showing that in New South 
Wales, in spite of the fact that these 
clergymen had had the privilege for many 
years of attending State schools for the pur
pose of imparting religious instruction, they 
had not availed themselves of the privilege 
to any great extent. The clergymen wanted 
to get away from the trouble of doing that 
for which communities paid them-of impart
ing religious instruction to the children-and 
wanted to compel the State to do it. Now, 
if the electors had decided that it was essen
tial that religious instruction should be im
parted to children attending the State 
schools, why were the Government not per
fectly honest in this matter, and insist that 
every child should attend for religious in
struction in State schools? They were not 
prepared to do that, because they knew that 
if they tried to compel all parents to have 
religious instruction imparted to their chil
dren in State schools, there would be such 
an upheaval as to quickly bring about the 
repeal of such a provision. By permitting 
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-this Bill to be carried, they were doing away 
with the system of secular education, which 
had stood the test so long in Queensland. 
Tlie Minister said he desired to do away 
with the secular education system, in order 
to introduce into the school a reading-book, 
and to practically compel the schoolmaster 
to act the part of religious instructor, and it 
was very unfair that they should be com
pelled to give religious teaching that they 
possibly did not believe in. The Minister 
pointed out that the children would read 
these lessons, and then he (Mr. Murphy) 
supposed the teacher would be called upon 
to explain them. If there was going to be 
no explanation of the lessons, what was the 
good of reading them? The- principal part 

·of teaching was the explanation of the 
lessons. School teachers had to show that 
they were competent to impart instruction to 
the young. 

Mr. RYAN: This clause seemed to be the 
principal clause of the Bill, as it contained 

-the real alteration which was proposed to be 
made in the State Education Act, as a con
sequence of the referendum which was taken 
in April last. It was said that because a 
referendum had been carried proposing a 
certain alteration in our Education Act, 
therefore Parliament should give efftJct to it. 

The PREMIER: You dissent from that? 

Mr. RYAN: He dissented from it, and he 
also dissented from the proposition laid down 
by the Premier, that, although he did not 
agree with religious instruction in State 
schools, he should vote for it because the 
people had carried it. If that was true, it 
simply meant that the man who was able to 
gauge exactly as to how the majority would 
be would shape his course accordingly, and 
would remain in office for ever-in other 
words, that was the true definition of a time
server. On the same day that this referen

, dum was carried, there was another referen
dum in regard to the adoption or otherwise 
of what was known as the financial agree
ment. The people of the Commonwealth 
rejected the proposal of the Premiers, which 
thev had entered into with the then Federal 
Pri"me Minister, Mr. Deakin. 

The TREASURER : But not in Queensland. 

Mr. RYAN: Did the hon. member there
fore say that he should change his views and 
support the attitude of Mr. Fisher? Did 
Mr. Deakin take un that attitude in the 
Federal Parliament f 

Mr. FERRICKS: It does not matter what 
they do; they don't count. 

Mr. RYAN: They were told that because 
the people had carried it, they must carry it. 
Members should come to Parliament for a 
certain purpose, and if they found the majority 
of the people were against them, then they 
ought to he prepared to take the responsi
bility and go out of Parliament if the people 
wanted them to go out. 

The PRE1IIER : Why don't you go out? 

Mr. RY.AN: He would go out when the 
people who elected him put him out-not 
sooner. And he hoped he would so conduct 
himself that the Premier would not be able 
to move tha,t he be put out. , .A certain 
amount of criticism had been levelled at him, 
and he had not, on the second reading of the 
Bill, an opportunity of replying. Certain 
.quotations were read by the hon. members 

for Woolloongabba and Rockhampton North 
which misrepresented his position in regard 
to a pledge he had given prior t0 the elec
tions. He (Mr. Ryan) did not believe in 
majority rule in connection with a religious 
matter. E,very person should have free lati
tude fer the exercise of his. religious views. 
He believed in the words of James Russell 
Lowell, who said-

They are slaves who fear to speak 
}'or the fallen and the weak; 
rl'hey are sla.ves who wiU not choose 
Hatred, sr:offing-, and abuse 
Rattier- than in silence shrink 
Prom the tru1h rhey needs must think; 
They a1·e sl •Ye::; who dare not be 
In tl1e right With two or three. 

They were slaves-·-that was a very apt phra~e 
-they were slaves who dared not to be in the 
right with two or three. The true principle 
which governed a matter of that kind was 
well stated by ,saying-

Whatsoever ye would that men should do to you, do 
you even so to them. 

If that maxim were carried out, it would do 
away with all the bigotry and intolerance, a 
great deal of which had been expressed of 
la.te. A certain question was put to him (Mr. 
Ryan) prior to the elections by one of his 
elector·> in Barcaldine, and also by the Rev. 
Garland, and he would explain the interpre
tation he placed on the question, to show 
that it was an evasive question. He was 
asked would he vote to givG effect to the 
will of the people as expressed at the referen
dum, and he replied ·'Yes." ·whom did he 
represent in the House? He represented the 
electors of Barcoo. 

The PREMIER: Not on this question. 
Mr. RYAN: Certainly on this question, 

and the will of those people as expressed at 
the referendum was "No." They were 
against religious instruction in State schools. 

Mr. MoRGAN: 'l'hat is a la.wyer's quibble. 

Mr. RYAN: He did not think the hon. 
member had the ability to make a quibble. 
Certainly he had the ability to put . the 
Government into a hole every time he rose to 
speak. 

Mr. MoRGAN: He is too honest for that. 
Mr. RYAN: The hon. member was too 

honest and too simple. Some people with the 
inteliigence of the hon. member, and perhaps 
some with grea.ter intelligence, thought that 
the nledge be (Mr. Ryan) had given applied 
to the result of the referendum in Queensland 
in general. Taking it as such, what was his 
position? To give the people who elected him 
to Parliament a reasonable opportunity of 
sending someone else, he had placed his posi
tion in the hands of those 503 people who 
voted in favour of Bible teaching in State 
schools, and said he ·would resign his seat in 
the House on the condition that if he was re
turned they paid his expense's ; and if he was 
not returned, he would pay the expenses of 
his opponent. That was a fair offer, and it 
was not accepted. He felt that he represented 
very reasonable dectors, whether they were 
for or against Bible reading in State schools, 
and not one of them had taken the trouble to 
write and say that they desired he should 
support the Bill, or that they took exception 
to his action. The Rev. Garfand had written 
to him, and also to a Barcaldine newspaper, 
as he was at liberty to do. He (Mr. Ryan) 
was not afraid of the effect of that letter, and 
was prepared, if opportunity arose, to meet 
any attack made on him. Apart from all the 

Mr. Ryan.] 
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other reasons he had stated, every hon. mem
ber was bound to vote against a. measure of 
this kind if opportunity was not given for a. full 

'and effective discussion. They were making 
an important departure from the system 
which had been .so successful in Queensland 
for a long period of years.. The Bill proposed 
to allow religious iiJ;struction during school 
hours, and a. large number of people wished to 
know what secular subject was to be taken 
out of the curriculum in order to allow of 
religious instruction. It did not appear to 
him desirable that any secular ,subject should 
be taken out, and the four hours at presen[; 
allowed for secular education should be re
tained, and with that object he moved the 
omission of the words " sections twenty-three 
and " in line 4, with the view of inserting 
the word " section." Section 23 of the prin
cipal Act provided that in every State primary 
school four hours at least in each school day 
should be set apart for secular instruction. 
He did not desire that section to be altered, 
and that wa,s the reason of the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN: Before speaking to the 
amendment--

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The hon. 
member must speak to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN: He would like to hear the 
views of the Minister on the amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
I shall be very ple.a.sed to ans>yer you when 
you give some reason why It Is proposed. 

Mr. ALLEN: The number of hours devoted 
to instruction in the State schools a.t the pre
sent time was five. Section 23 of the principal 
Act provi<;!ed that four hours at the least in 
each ·school day should be set apart for secular 
instruction. With the huge syllabus they had 
at the present time, four hours was far too 
short a time for secular instruction, and they 
should not take away one hour every day for 
religious instruction. If this amendment was 

not accepted, it would mean that 
[7.30 p.m.l the whole time of the. school 

might be given to rehgwus m
struction. \Vere 1hey going to turn the 
schools into churches? Was all ,secular educa
tion to be ca.st to the winds and nothing but 
religious dogmas taught? He was now dealing 
with the word "secular." 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : The hon. 
member, if he reads the clause, will see that 
the word " secular" is not under discussion. 
The amendment moved by the hon. member 
for Barcoo is the omission of the words " sec
tions twenty-three and," and I hope the hon. 
member will confine himself to the question 
before the Committee. 

Mr. ALLEN: If the amendment WM 
carried, it would mean not only that the 
words " sections twenty-three and " would be 
omitted from the clause, but it would also 
mean that the word " secular" would be re
tained in section 23 of the principal Act, 
which they desired to leave as it stood, 
because it provided that at least four hours a 
day should be given to secular instruction. 
The unreasonable attitude taken up by the 
Minister and the Premier was simply throw
ing down the glove. It was laid down in the 
New South Wales Act that at least four 
hours a day should be given to secular in
struction; and all they were ~asking for was 
that the Queensland system should be placed 
on exactly the same footing as the New South 
Wales system. He did not want to go as far 
as the New South Wales system-he did not 
want the thing at all; but it was better to be 
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certain that th<O-y were going to provide for 
four hours of secular instruction at least than 
to trust to chance. He hoped that what he 
had said would make the Minister see that 
the amendment would not affect the question 
of religious teaching at all; and he hoped 
the hon. gentleman would follow the example 
of the Minister for Lands, and not submit to 
the dictation of the Premier, and not sell 
himself to Archdeacon Garland. He thought 
the Minister for Public Instruction honestly 
believed that religious instruction in State 
schools would be a good thing. He (Mr. 
All en) thought the opposite; and he wanted 
to point out that this amendment was not 
going to kill religious teaching in State 
schools. All it meant was that twenty hours 
out of the twenty-five hours a week would be 
given to secular instruction, leaving five 
hours for the parsons to come in and create 
a row. Did they want the parsons to be 
there all the time ? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order, order! 
Mr. ALLEN: They only wanted to make 

sure that four hours would be devoted to 
secular instruction. 

The ACTING CHAIR.. MAN: Order! I 
must ask the hon. member for Bulloo to obey 
the call to order. 

Mr. LENNON: He was just crossing the t's 
and dotting the i's. 

Mr. ALLEN: Cannot I finish the sentence? 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN: No; the hon. 

member must obey the call to order. I think 
I have only to mention this to the hon. mem
ber to have the Rules of the House observed. 
I do not think that the hon. member is 
desirous of overriding the Rules of the House. 

Mr. ALLEN: No. 
Mr. LAND: You onght to ring the bell for 

the last lap. (Laughter.) 
The ACTING CHAI&"\IfAN: It is the rule 

of the House that an hon. member must re
sume his seat when his time has expired. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: Mr. Tolmie-

Mr. LENNON: We have drawn him at last. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN

STRUCTION: He was only too pleased to be
drawn, because they wanted to get through 
the business in the best possible way they 
could. 

Mr. MuRPHY: Are you not going to gag 
it through? 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: The hon. member sometimes 
required the gag, but he hoped he would not 
require it to-night. The mover and seconder 
of the amendment, and those who had spoken, 
had entirely overlooked the fact that a. little 
further down in the Bill provision was made 
that the religious instruction would not take 
longer than one hour. No one would an"tici
pate that the whole school time would be 
given up to religious instructiDn. Would not 
that be the very best way, right from the 
inception, of killing the whole t)ling? If h.e 
accepted the amendment, would It not practi
cally defeat the whole principle of the Bill. 

Mr. ALLEN: No. 
The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN

STRUCTION: He considered that it would, 
and he could not on any aycDunt accept the 
amendment. The referendum had been car
ried; it was necessary to carry out the pur-
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poses of that referend~m, and anythir:g that 
aimed at the destructiOn of the B1ll m that 
particular direction could not be accepted. 
He was not saying that he would not accept 
amendments from the other side. He had 
already indicated·· that he would accept the 
next amendment. Where the principle of the 
Bill was not interfered with, there was no 
desire to refuse any amendment. 

Mr. ::\IcLACHLAN (Fortitude Valley): The 
Minister said that the acceptance of the 
amendment would have the effect of killing 
the Bill. The word " secular" was mentioned 
in section 23 of the principal Act, and they 
wanted to keep it there by moving the 
amendment now before the Committee. If 
the amendment were carried it would ensure 
that four hours a day secular· instruction 
would be given. In the New South Wales 
Education Act they made it compulsory for 
four hours daily secular instruction to be 
given. Section 17 of the New South Wales 
Act read-

In every public school four hours during each 
school day shall be devoted to secular instruction 
exclusively, and in a portion of' each day, not more 
than one hour shall be set apart when the children 
of any religious persuasion may be instructed by 
the clergyman or other religious teacher. 

The Minister said the amendment would 
nullify the object of the Bill, but that was not 
so. Although the New South Wales Act made 
provision for religious instruction, it was 
emphatic in stating that four hours must be 
given to secular instruction. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
Indirectly this Bill does the same thing, as 
it provides for only one hour-'s religious 
instruction. 

Mr. McLACHLAN: If the clause were left 
as it stood, it left the door open for less than 
four hours secular instruction to be given to 
the children in one day. The Minister said 
that .lower down, in line 21, provision was 
made for only one hour's religious teaching 
each day. The part of the clause the hon. 
gentleman referred to applied to ministers of 
religion only. It said-

Moreover, any minister of religion shall, in 
accordance with the regulations in that behalf, 
be entitled during school hours to give the children 
in attendance at a primary school who are members 
of the religious society or denomination of which 
he is a minister religious instruction during one 
hour of such school day or school days as the 
committee or other governing body of such school 
are able to appoint. 

That provided only for clergymen who were 
desirous of giving religious instruction in 
primary schools, and did not refer to religi
ous instruction given at other times by the 
State school teacher. He should be very 
pleased if the .Minister could show him any
thing in the Bill which provided that not more 
than one hour in the day should be devoted 
to religious instruction, whet.her that instruc
tion was given by a minister cf religion or 
by a State school teacher. 'l'he present State 
Education Act had worked admirably for the 
last thirty or thirty-five years. The standard 
of education given was very high, the results 
which had accrued from the system were 
very satisfactory, and members should be 
very careful about interfering with the system 
in any way that would tend to reduce the 
present high standard of education. He be
lieved that the change which it was proposed 
to make by this measure would tend to low~r 
the present high standard, and sow a certam 

amount of dissension among scholars and 
teachers; and, once that sort of thing was
introduced, it would nullify to a material ex
tent the good effects of our education system. 
He trusted the Minister would be able to 
see the amendment in the same light as those 
members who advocated it, and incorporate it 
in the Bill. 

Mr. KEOGH: When the referendum was 
being taken the Bible in State Schools League 
issued a ballot-paper showing that they desired 
to introduce the New South W;:tles system of 
Scripture lessons. Since then the Minister 
in charge of this Bill had stated that he did 
not agree with some portions of the New 
South Wales Act. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order l I 
must point out to the hon. member that there 
is a question before the Committee. Probably 
the hon. member was not here when that 
amendment was submitted, so I will recite it 
for him. The amendment is that the words 
" sections twenty-three and" on page 2, line 
4, oo deleted, and the question now is that 
the words proposed to be omitted stand part 
of the clause. The hon. member must connect 
his remarks with the amendment, otherwi,se 
be will be disorderly, and I am sure the hon. 
member desires to preserve the order of debate 
in this Chamber. 

Mr. KEOGH: He was decidedly in favour 
of the amendment, because its adoption would 

insure that there would be four 
[8 p.m.] hours each day devoted to secular 

instruction in primary schools. 
If the amendment was not adopted, they had 
no guarantee that the children would receive 
secular instruction for four hours each school 
day. It had been stated that the religious 
instruction in New South Wales was not 
sectarian. He held in his hand a letter from 
the Under Secretary for Education in New 
South Wales, in which it was stated that 
clergymen of any denomination could go into 
any 'chcol and give " sectarian" religious 
instruction for one hour in the day. That wa,s 
a bad thing for the State, and it should be by 
all means avoided. Since this Bill had been 
introduced, a kind of creeping animus had 
arisen between even members of that Cham
ber, and the same kind of thing would happen 
in the country if the Bill became law. The 
giving of religious instruction in State schools, 
which made distinctions between the yellow, 
the green, and the red, would not bear out. 
the sentiment of the poetic lines-

Let the orange lily be thy badge, my patriot 
brother! 

The green for me, the orange for you, 
And we for one another. 

This religious instruction wo~ld not. tend to 
maintain the . good fe~lowsh1p whwh _had 
existed for the last thnty-five years, smce 
denominational education was done away with 
in the State schools. He regretted to think 
that this Bill would have the effect of rais
ing the old bone of contention. As he had 
said before in that Chamber, he had suffered 
from sectarian bigotry. He was, perhaps, 
the only member of the Committee who had 
spent six weeks in Her Majesty's gaol in 
consequence of it, and he was prepared to do 
the same thing to-morrow, and to stand 
shoulder to shoulder with his friends in try
ing to do away with this persecution, this 
bigotry, which was being introduced into 
their midst. 

Several HoNOURABLE MEMBERS interjecting, 

Mr. Keogh.] 
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order ! I 
would direct hon. members' attention to the 
fact that all interjections are disorderly; 
and, for the sake of preserving order, I 
would ask them to bear that in mind. 

Mr. FERRICKS would like to say a word 
in favour cf the amendment, which sought 
to preserve to the children attending the 
State schools the pri"yilege of having four 
hours' secular educatwn each day. They: 
heard a great deal from some quarters, and 
particularly from the official organ of the 
Bible in State Schools League-the Brisbane 
a ourier-about the necessities of the people 
in the country towns and on the land. Might 
he raise his voice in advocacy of t.he privi
leges of children of those people? Four hours 
a day for secular instruction was little 
enough. Three hours a day, or less, might 
be all right for the children of the aristo
cracy, who, at the termination of their State 
school career, could go to secondary schools; 
but for the children of the poorer classes, 
whose education was confined to the State 
schools, four hours a day for secular educa
tion was little enough. If the Bill took away 
one hour a day from the time allotted to 
secular instruction, those children would be 
handicapped in the battle of life. He spoke 
rather feelingly, as he happened to be one of 
those who had had to work early and late. His 
father, unfortunately, had not £22,000 in the 
bank. In those days there were no B.I.S.N. 
subsidies, and that sort of thing, to be paid. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Mr. FERRICKS: There were no £2,000 or 
£3,000 a year knocking about as palm 
grease; and, if there had been, his father 
would not have received them, consequently 
he (Mr. Ferricks) had to struggle, and that 
was the reason he felt for boys who were 
similarly situated. He might be told that 
the majority said so-and-so, but the majority 
had not said anything of the sort. He was 
surprised at the rather shuffling attitude 
adopted by the hon. gentleman in charge of 
the Bill. His department went even further 
than the department in New South Wales
which was bad enough. There they stipulated 
that there should be four hours per day 
devoted to secular instruction; but young 
Queenslanders were supposed riot to be worth 
all that time. They were to have rammed in 
amongst their secular education intermittent 
hours of religious instruction by clerics of 
various denominations. That was not only 
irrational, but it was against the very spirit 
of the referendum of which they heard so 
much. If 95 per cent., or 99 per cent., if 
they liked, voted in favour of a proposal of 
that kind, the minority of 5 per cent. or 1 
per cent. were not bound by it. They heard 
a great deal about the absence of sectarian
ism on this question, but there was no gain
saying that the whole Government was 
dominated by the clerics. It was built on 
the shifting sands of sectarianism, and what 
else could they expect from Ministers? 
Every colour of the religious rainbow was 
embraced in the present Ministry. He did 
not say that the members sitting behind the 
front Treasury berich were very brilliant, 
but he ventured the opinion that he could 
walk over blindfolded and pick out half a 
dozen men on the back benches who, in 
ability, outshone the occupants of the front 
Treasury bench. It was not denied that the 
occupants of the front Treasury bench, with 

[Mr. Ferricks. 

perhaps one exception, vrere not there be
cause of their ability. It was realised, not 
only in that Chamber, but in the country, 
that ability was the last thing that seemed to 
have counted with the Premier in the selec
tion of his colleagues. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order ! The 
hon. member is getting away from the ques
tion before the Committee. He is allowing 
himself to be carried away, and· I would ask 
him to confine his remarks to the question 
before the Committee. · 

Mr. FER RICKS: It was said by the advo
cates of the Bill that it was in the interests 
of bush children, who had been referred to as 
" bush pagans." Far from assisting these so
called "bush pagans," it was aiming at their 
detriment; and their educational destruction. 
He protested against the aspersion which had 
been ca.st on the bush children. He had been 
over a great deal of Queensland, and seen 
boys and girls growing up to maturity, but he 
had never witnessed any scenes in the country 
which he had witnessed during his nine 
months' residence in the city. It was a com
mon thing in the streets here to ·see boys and 
girls linked arm in arm on bright moonlight 
nights-here in the haunts of the clerical 
teachers. Where was the influence of the re
ligious teaching there, and why were libels 
cast upon the children of the bush? Yet the 
advocates of this measure said it was in the 
interests of the bush children that it should 
be introduced. It was remarkable, if that was 
so, that the outside districts almost unani
mously voted down this referendum with a 
very heavy thud, and the further you went 
out the heavier the thud. In Carpentaria the 
majority against it was exceedingly large. 
Around the metropolitan area, they carried it, 
but ;'urther away the majority decreased till 
it got to vanishing point, and as they passed 
out further the majority increased by leaps 
and bounds. It was altogether unfair that 
these aspersions should be cast upon the bush 
children, and that these children, whose educa
tional days were limited, should be robbed of 
an hour's instruction in the week, in order to 
allow pastors of religious denominations to 
go in and run riot amongst them. In the 
battle in after life t.he children of these 
farmers and workers had to enter the lists 
against the children of well-to-do parents, 
who were able to send their children to higher 
schools and keep them there to a much greater 
age than country people were able to do. A 
boy in the bush had to start work at a very 
early age, and when eventually he did trot 
off to school he did not always concentrate 
the whole of his powers and interest on his 
lessons before him. 

Mr. MURPHY: From what he could see 
of the amendment the hon. member for Barcoo 
proposed to try and retain at least four hours' 
secular education every day to the children 
of Queensland. In 1875, when t.he principal 
Act was passed, Parliament laid it down that 
there were to be certain things taught in our 
State schools. Section 22 of the Act provided 
that the subjects of instruction should be as 
follows:-

neading, writing, arithmetic, English grammar, 
geograpliy, history, elementary mechanics, object 
lessons, drill and gymnnstics, vo~al mnsic, and (in 
the case of girls) sewing and needlework. 

Since that time the curriculum had been 
largely increased. The Government had sand
bagged the Bill through its second reading; 
it had to be put through the Assembl_y b.Y 
brute foree-·their followers came in and voted 
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for the gag whenever the bell rang-and it 
behoved the Opposition to try and see that at 
least four hours' secular instruction was en
sured for the children of Queensland. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. :i\IURPHY: Even the New South Wales 
system provided that four hours' secular in
struction should be given to the children, but 
when a member of the Opposition asked the 
Minister to guarantee that there would be no 
taking away from the four hours provided in 
the principal Act of 1875, the Minister would 
not accept the amendment. The Bill provided 
that for an hour every day a qlergyman might 
give religious instruction \n our schoola, and 
the Minister said he had had a committee pre-' 
paring a reading-book on religious questions 
which were to be added to the curriculum of 
the schools. If a clergyman was privileged to 
give religious instruction for an hour, how 
much religious instruction was going to be 
given out of these reading-books? The Minis
ter said that he was anxious that the children 
of Queensland should be as well educated as 
they were in any other part of the world, and 
that should induce him to guarantee that when 
this Bill passed, as it undoubtedly would paoo
because thev all knew that God was on the 
Ride of the- big battalions, and they would 
put this God-fearing Bill through, this Bill to 
create sectarianism and strife in Queensland, 
by battalions which walked in on the ringing 
of the division bell, and gagged and guillo
tined member·s who opposed any resolution in
troduced by the Government. They should in
sist on a guarantee being placed in the Bill, 
because he abwlutely declined to accept any 
statement given by a member of the Cabinet. 
They had been fooled too long by statements. 
Was the Minister prepared to put it in the Bill 
-:-to do as Parliament did in 1875, and state 
that four hours a day at least was to be de
voted to secular education? Was the Bill 
going to take awav from the Education De
partment the control ·of our public schools, 
and hand them, over to clerical domination? 
They ought to keep the Bill free from any
thing like that. They would be given ·some 
privilege if the Minister accepted the amend
ment, which was moved, not to wreck the 
Bill. but to do Q"ood to the children of Queens
land. This Bill provided for the introduc
tion of religious teaching in State school3. 
They had to submit to that, not because it was 
a g-ood thing but because the big battalions 
were on the other s;de. Since the principal 
Act was passed in 187.5 many items had been 
added to the curriculum. Queensland had 
made pTorrress ]n <Jducational matters. and ar
rangements had been made by which the 
State school children were enabled to study 
for Grammar school scholarships, and he ot-
jected to the time the young people h•d to 
devote to study being ·filched from them. 
He wanted it to be distinct.ly understood that 
he wanted an assurance that .that time would 
not be taken away inserted in the Bill. If the 
amendment were' carried it would effectually 
preclude the lilching away of the time allowed 
for secular education in the schools. Time's 
up! 

Mr. P A YNE: The idea of the hon. member 
for Barcoo in moving the amendmBnt was to 
make provision that the children attending 
the State schools should get not less than 
four hours each day for secular education. 
If the Secretary for Public Instruction or the 
Premier thought that four hours was too long, 
it was necessary that some specified time 
should be laid down. During the cou:rse of 

the debate the Secretary for Public Instruc
tion and the Secretary for Railways tried to 
make the Committee believe that it was pro· 
vided for in a paragraph lower down in the 
clause, which would read-

Moreover, any minister of religion shall, in_ 
accordance with regulations in that behalf, be 
entitled during school hours to give to the children 
in atte;ndance at a primary school who are mem·
ber~ of t~e religious society or denomination of 
wh1cp. he IS a minister religious instruction during 
one nour. 

But that !Jaragraph simply applied to minis
ters of rehgwn. There was not one iota of 
evidence in the Bill showing that time would 
be given to secular education, and it waa 
highly necessary that some time should be 
specified, if not four hours: then three and 
a-half hours, and allow no loophole of escape. 
It was all very well for the Secretary for Public 
InstructiOn to assure the Onposition that it 
was all right-that no school teacher would 
be so silly as to spend two or three hours a 
day in giving religious instruction. It was 
quite poooible there might be some school 
teachers who would think it more necessary 
to devote the time to religious instruction 
than to secular instruction. A great deal had 
been said about the referendum taken on 
that question, and a great many jeers had 
been thrown across the Chamber in r~ferenoe 
to that particular referendum. A referendum 
on a religious question was not right-wae, 
not sound-and would not bear the light of 
day. E·ven if a referendum were a right way 
to settle a question of that sort, the referen
dum taken· on 13th April last in reference to 
the matter was rotten. He was scrutineer
ing at a polling-booth in Sandgate, and he 
saw prominent citizens carting in people to. 
vote, who, when they came out, admitted 
they did not know what they were voting for. 
In the Mitchell electorate there were between 
eleven and fifteen poliing-booths less than the 
number of polling-booths at a general elec. 
~ion, and there were something like 200 poll~ 
mg-bootha in the whole State in connection 
with this referendum less than the number 
at a general election. Therefore, how could 
any hon. member say the question was sub: 
mitted to the people? Then, again, the refer
endum was taken at an inopportune time. 
There were four or five questions submitted 
to the people at that time, and the whole 
thing was that conflicting and mixed up ;;hat 
scores and scores of people did not know v.hat 
they were doing. On a serious question such 
as that there should have been as many· 
polling-booths established in the State as ob
tained at a general election. 

Mr. lYIANN: If the amendment were 
carried, it would practically mean that the 
Bill would be inoperative, and therefore he. 
would support it. He would have been glad 
to hea.r the opinion of the Acting Chairman, 
who has been a teacher, on the matter of' 
allowing the clergy t-o go into the schools 
and impart religious instruction. If it was 
desired to get the Bible into the schools for· 
the purpose of teaching the simplicity and 
purity of diction of the old version, he would 
have no objection to that being done, but: 
be did not believe -in the Bible alone for 
moral teaching. He claimed that some teach" 
ing in the Bible was exwedingly bad. It 
stated that J acob deceived his father Isaac, 
and in spite of that fact he wa·s still a 
favourite of God, and in spite of all the evils 
committed by Esau and Abraham they were 

Mr. M ann.] 



1310 " ~tate Education Acts [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill. 

marked out for special favours. . The teach
ing of the Bible in many cases did not mean 
the teaching of morality or justice or e_ven 

the everyday standard of nght 
[8.30 p.m.] and wrong; and he was decidedly 

opposed to the teac!J.ing Qf the 
Bible in State schools unless It. could ?e 
shown that there was a necessity for It, 
and that there was sufficient time to teach 
reli "'ion as well as other subjects. If, as had 
bee~ alleged, there were children in the bush 
growing up as pagans, wh!;'t was there. to pre
vent the establishment or bush m1ssrons by 
religious organisations for the purpose of 
teaching religion to those children? He ':'-n.der
stood that it was the intention of _the M1m_ster 
to have certain Bible lessons put mto readmg
books for use in the schools. ·were those 
books going to contain passages sncJ:: as those 
to which he had referred? He _entirely C?n
-demned such passages, the readmg of w hwh 
would do the children no good.. If they 
wished to provide moral instruction for the 
-ehildl'en, why take passages only from the 
Bible? Why not go to the Talmud, _the 
Buddhist bible, the teachmgs of Confucms, 
.and the Koran? 

BRENNAN: Wha.t is the moral of your 

Mr. MANN: The moral of his addres>S was 
that we had a good system of education at 
present, and an attempt was being m":de to 
destroy it. If he thought the mtroductwn ?f 
religious instruction in State schools would do 
the least good, he would cheerfully support 
the proposal, but his experience showed h1m 
that it would do harm rather than goo~. He 
had a religion of his own, which he d1d not 
seek to impose on anyone else ; and_ he d~d. not 
want other people to impose thm_r rel1g10us 
views on him. If this Bill came mto opera· 
tion, he would refuse to pay taxes to help pro
vide for this religious instruction. He would 
let the Government summon him for the 
amount of his income tax; and rather than 
pay he would go to gaol. 

Mr. T:HEODORE (Woothakata) said he pre
sumed that the Minister had examined the 
results of last junior examina~ion _in con
nection with the Sydney Umversity. A 
close analv.sis of those results revealed the 
rather surprising fact that our public. sch?ols 
took a very minor part in the exammation, 
and if they reduced the time .available for the 
teaching of secular subjects-the only ~ubjec~s 
on whi'Ch the children were exammed-It 
would have a disastrous effect. What was the 
opinion of the high officials of the Educati<?n 
Department in regard to the matter? Did 
th~v recommend the cutting out of certain 
portions of the school curricu~um? He ven
·tnred to say i.hat those offimals had been 
ignored in the matter. The depa.rtment had 
-experts to draw up a curriculum. The board 
oC exnerts went thoroughly into the matter, 
and ;eoommended school papers and school 
books, but they were not aske<;l their: opinion 
as to the advisableness of makmg this altera
tion. Where did the high educational exp'!rts 
Df the State come in in the matter of havmg 
one hour's religious instruction each day in the 
-schools? If they had a Bill before the Ho~se 
expressing the advi~abl'!ne~s of constr?-ctmg 
a railway to a cert<nn dJ.strrct, the opm10n of 
the experts of the Railway Df!partment 
accompanied the Bill, but when It was a 
matter of the welfare of the future genera· 
t;ons of the State they were ignored. The 
Minister shciulcl con~,ider whether he was n?t 
jeopardising the chances of the scholars m 

[.ill r. JJ ann. 

the State schools for the University exami
nations before he made this alteration in 
the curriculum. 

Mr. MULLAN: It would be better for the 
Minister to explain the object of repealing 
the word " secular " in section 23, which 
stated that four hours in each day in primary 
schools should be set apart for secular instruc
tion. If the clause was agreed to as printed, 
it would mean that the whole day could be 
devoted to relhrious instruction. That was 
the only deductiOn that they could take from 
it. They were going to hav·e Scripture books, 
and if the word " secular " were repealed 
they might be in us-e all day at the ·schools. 
It would save· them. from wasting further 

'time over it if the Minister explained it. 
Mr. LESINA: There is no waste of time. 
The PREMIER: A little bit of truth slipped 

out. 
Mr. MULLAN.: It would waste the time 

that other Opposition members wanted to 
bring in more amendments. The curriculum 
of the school was already crowded, and if they 
put in religious lessons, then the secular educa
tiDn of the children was bound to suffer. He 
hoped the Minister would explain if he were 
wrong. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: He had purposely refrained 
from speaking, as he did nDt want to waste 
any time. In all these matters they were 
governed by regulations. Regulations were 
framed, and fresh regulations would have to be 
framed when the Bill became law. He could 
assure hon. gentlemen that when the regula
tions were framed, the utmost care would be 
taken to see that there would be no possible 
construction such as the hen. gentleman re· 
£erred to. 

Mr. MURPHY pointed out that in the case 
of the agreement between a big shipping 
company and -the Governmel)t, when the 
Premier was in England, it was provided that 
if there was no objection to the agreement by 
a certain date that it became valid. The 
agreement was poked away under a book at 
the corner of the table where no one could 
see it, and when the hon. member for Leich
hardt got up to speak about it, he was told 
that the time had expired and the agreement 
had been ratified. They were not going to 
take any assurances from the Minister that 
when the regulations, were framed he would 
give the matter his most careful attention. 
It waE! the duty of the Committe,e to give it 
careful attention and see that the Bill pro
vided for four hours' secular teaching every 
day. The Secretary for Public Instruction 
practically guaranteed that fonr- hours' secular 
instruction would be given, •SO why could he 
not put in a elanse to that effect? He remem
bered when he (Mr. Murphy) and the senior 
member for Townsville had to fight for five 
hours in trying to get the Secretary for Rail
ways to put in a clause in the Port Alma 
Railway Bill so as to make it ahsolutely c!'r· 
tain that what they wanted would be earned 
ont, and at last the Secretary for Railways 
consented to. pnt it in. · 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: I think you 
must be mistaken. 

Mr. MURPHY: He was not mistaken, as 
the hon. gentleman would find if he turned 
up the matter in Hansard. They saved the 
country something like £7,000 or £8,000 by 
the fight they put up on that occasion, and 
they should fight to get this amendment in
-serted in the Bill before the Committee. They 
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did not want the Minister's assurance that 
something would be done during the recess, 
or that it would be done by regulation. They 
wanted it made c.Jear in the Bill that four 
hours should be devoted to secular instruc
tion daily in State schools, and they were 
perfectly justified in contending for that, 
seeing that it was a right conferred on the 
children by Act of Parliament. 

HoN. R PHILP: He was not going to 
assist the hon. member for Croydon to ob
struct this Bill for five hours. He did not 
believe there was a single member in the 
House who thought for a moment that the 
children of Queensland would get less than 
four hours' secular instruction every school 
day. 

Mr. ALLEN: Why not put it in the Bill, 
then? 

HoN. R. PHILP: At present children re
ceived five hours' instruction, and the Bill 
provided that not more than one hour should 
be devoted to religious instruction. If the 
Minister was wise, he would make the time 
much less than one hour. Many people who 
went to church and heard a sermon lasting 
twenty minutes or half an hour thought the 
minister was long-winded, and some of them 
did not go again. He did not suppose that 
three or four clergymen would go to a school 
every day, so that there would be no need 
for devoting an hour to religious instruction 
each day. He would suggest that this matter 
should be taken out of the hands of the 
school committees, and left entirely to the 
department, otherwise they might find some 
committees opposed to religious instruction 
being given, and others wanting too muoh of 
it. It would be far better, therefore, to leave 
the regulating of the matter to the depart
ment. A great deal of the debate which had 
taken place that evening would have been 
very appropriate when the Referendum Bill 
was before the House, but it was rather out 
of place on the clause under consideration. 
The matter had been referred to the people, 
and a majority of those who had voted had 
decided that religious instruction should be 
given to children attending State schools. 
He did not apprehend any serious thing 
happening from teaching the Bible in State 
schools. He had always spoken in favour of 
it, and hac! done so before Archdeacon Gar
land came on the scene at all. He would 
rather that Archdeacon Garland had kept 
out of the matter, for he did not believe that 
gentleman had done much good. So far as 
he (Mr. Philp) was concerned, neither Arch
deacon Garland nor any other parson had 
got hold of him in this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN: You are one of the few honest 
men on that side of the House. 

HoN. R. PHILP : There were plenty of 
honest men on that side of the House, and 
he thought there were honest men on both 
sides. This was supposed to be a Christian 
community. Every member of the House 
listened to prayers read by the Speaker at 
the opening of each sitting, and he could not 
understand why any member should object 

·to Bible teaching in State schools. When 
the agitation in Queensland in favour of 
secular instruction in State schools started, 
Bishop Quinn and Bishop Tuffnel appeared 
on the same platform fighting for the de
nominational system of education, but they 
were defeated, and Parliament passed a Bill 
providing for secular education. Then a con
siderable section of the community built 

schools of their own, paying every shilling 
of the cost themselves, which showed that 
even then the present system of education 
was not favoured by all sections of the com
munity. We had had only two referenda in 
Queensland-one on federation and one on 
Bible reading in the State schools. The 
majority in the federation referendum was 
only 7,000 or 8,000, while that in favour of 
Bible reading in State schools was 15,000. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER : The women vote 
was strong in that case. 

HoN. R. PHILP: Women were probably 
more anxious about the welfare of their 

children than men, and he be
[9 p.m.] lieved that the woman vote was 

a big factor in the majority in 
favour of Bible reading in State schools. It 
was only an insult to the intelligence of the 
electors who voted in favour of the proposal 
to say that they did not know what they 
were voting for. Seeing that the majority 
of the electors wanted to have Bible teaching 
in the State schools, they should give the 
system a fair trial. If it did not turn out 
as the majority believed it would, there 
would be an agitation to repeal it by taking 
another referendum. It would not do any 
harm to the young people of Queensland. If 
he thought it would, he would not vote for it 

Mr. COLLINS: Will it do them any good? 
HoN. R. PHILP believed it would. 
Mr. PAYNE: Has it done any good in New 

South Wales? 
HoN. R. PHILP thought the people of New 

South Wales were a very good lot of people. 
Mr. PAYNE: On the population basis, there 

is more crime there than here. 
HcJN. R. PHILP: He did not think that 

was because there were Bible lessons in the 
State schools. New South Wales had been 
settled by not the best class of people from 
the old country, and there was a good deal 
of the old hmven still in New South Wales. 

Mr. FERRICKS: The 'next election will settle 
it. 

HoN. R. PIDLP: It was no use the hon. 
member for Bowen talking about the next 
election, because the hon. member would not 
be here after the next election. 

lVIr. FERRIOKS: I am referring to the next 
election in New South Wales. 

HoN. R. PHILP: So far as the principle 
was concerned, he hoped the debate would 
cease. Instead of devoting an hour each day 
to religious instruction, it was more likely 
that it would riot amount to mme than one 
hour a week. 

Mr. RYAN thought the senior member for 
Townsville did not understand what the 
amendment meant. If he really felt what he 
had just said, he should support the amend
ment. One of the things the Bill proposed to 
repeal in the Education Act of 1875 was the 
word " secular" in section 23. That section 
provided that there should be at least four 
hours a day devoted to secular instruction, 
and they wanted a guarantee that that time 
should not be reduced, and it could be done 
by allowing the word " secular" to remain in 
the section. 

Hon. R. PHILP : You know that there will 
not be less than four hours. 

Mr. RYAN: He did not, and the attitude 
taken up by the Government made him 
sceptical as to what the regulations would 

Mr. Ryan.] 
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really do. He had had a good deal of ex
perience in teaching, and he felt that the 
measure would give rise to a lot of confusion. 
The ·proper people to consult with regard to 
the arrangement of time-tables were not the 
school committees, but the head teachers, as 
tlie latter were the mDst competent to deal 
with the matter. The Government had pro· 
mised the people that they were going to get 
the New South Wales system. That system 
provided for certain Bible lessons being taught 
and for fDur hours' secular instruction per 
day: Now, why did the Minister desire to do 
away with those two things? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I 
would direct hon. members' attention to the 
fact that there is too much conversation going 
on in the Chamber. There are groups carry
ing on animated conversations; they can be 
distinctly heard, and the speaker has con
siderable difficulty in placing his views before 
the Chamber. I ask hon. members to observe 
the rule that members are entitled to be 
heard in silence. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

1\Ir. RY AN: The Secretary for Public In· 
struction had already intimated that he did 
not agree wth the Bible lessons that had 
been inserted in the New South Wales books, 
and yet he had told the people of Queensland 
that he was going to give them the New 
South \Y ales system. He had gone back on 
that, and now he wanted to go back on the 
four hours' secular instruction. The com
pact that had been made with the electors 
when the question was submitted to them 
should be kept. Did the neonle realise that 
in the Bill there was no guar>;.ntee that four 
hours would be devoted to secular instruC'
tion? It was all very well to say that that 
would be provided for by the regulations, 
but it was better to have the matter fixed by 
a sect10n <Jf a statute. There must be some 
object in proposing to make this alteration in 
section 23. He desired to reply to the inter
jection d the hon. member for Townsville, 
when he spoke on this 'referendum. The 
Premier told the people of Queensland from 
his place in the House that those who did 
n?t agree with the principle of settling reli
giOus matters on the referendum should not 
vote at all ; and now, when he had persuaded 
these people from voting, he came and said 
that the referendum represented the majority 
of the people who wanted it. By that argu· 
ment it would mean, if they followed the hon. 
gentleman's advice, that all those who did nDt 
believe in such matters being settled by re
ferendum sllould not vote at all. 

The PREMIER: They should have allowed 
those who did believe it to sett.le it. (Opposi
tion laughter.) 

Mr. RYAN: That, of course, was merely 
quibbling, but it was a complete answer when 
the hon. gentleman got up and said the 
referendum must be taken as a guide to what 
the people wanted. 

Mr. LE,SINA said the ame·ndment .appeared 
a very good one, and he would vote for it if 
it came to a division. If the word " secular" 
was struck out, it was practically placing in 
the hands of the Government the whole of 
the power of saying what particular time 
should be devoted to religious instruction by 
teachers. That was altogether too great a 
power to be placed in the hands of the 

[JJr. Ryan. 

Government, because it imposed no finality .. 
A Government elected during a wave of 
religious enthusiasm might take up two hours 
a day, whereas a Government, more inclined 
to secular instruction, might devote five 
minutes a day to religious instruction. It 
would be better to put the thing in the Bill, 
so that there could be no doubt about it. 
It depended on Government members whether 
that could be done. He understood there were. 
not ten men in the House who realiy favoured 
any departure from the present system of 
secular education. Here was an insincere 
House passing a Bill that it did not believe 
in because a number of people outside had 
declared they wanted a change, and on the 
Premier's advice, as mentioned by the hon. 
member for Barcoo-he deliberately advised 
those who had conscien.tious objections not 
to vote on the referendum, and the result 
was that little more than half on the roll 
voted. The meaning of the word "secular"· 
ever since it was introduced into our system 
of education had been debated. In Collins's 
Graphic English Dictionary "secular" was. 
defined to be-

Coming or observed once in an age or century; 
appreciable only at long intervals; pertaining to 
this present world, or to things not spiritual or 
holy; worldly; not bound by monastic vows or 
rules; a layman; in the Romish church, an 
ecclesiastic not bound. by monastic rules-

and so on. On lDoking up the debate of 
1875, he could imagine the spirit of every· 
member who spoke on that occasion-the men 
who fought hard to establish on our statute
book this glorious system of national educa
tion-pDinting a finger at the men who were
now trying lo tear down that system. Mr. 
Macrossan spoke on this very motion. On 
that occasion Mr. Macrossan asked what W<>S 
meant by "secular," and later on he said-

-He believed that many of those in favoi1r of the 
Bill were under the impression that some kind of 
religious instruction would be given in the schools; 
but he could assure them that, if that was so, it 
would not be purely secular instruction. 

There was some doubt right from the start· 
as to what was meant. The then Attorney
General, Sir Samuel Griffith, after admitting 
that he was not prepared to give a philological 
definition of it, said-

He believed it was generally understood that 
secular instruction excluded from being taught in 
the schools what was commonly termed religious 
instruction or religious dogma, and every hon
ourable m.ember would know that it was impossible 
to teach religion without giving some dogmatic 
instruction. 
Mr. Ivory also said-

The Honourable Attorney-General had confessed 
himself unable to define the meaning of the word 
n secular," but he thought, before proceeding fur
ther, it would be advisable to attach some meaning 
to it, as otherwise one administrator of the Bill, 
when it became law, might give one definition t<> 
it, and another another, and thus lead to con
fusion. He thought himself that "unsectarian" 
was a better word than "secular." 

The Attorney-General then got up and said-
He should be very glad to find a word conveying 

the same idsa, but he confessed that he was unable 
to do so. The word re nn.sectarian" would hardly 
do, as one Minister might hold the opinion that' 
the views he held were common to others, whereas· 
"secular" meant the opposite of religious teaching, 
or, rather, the exclusion of religious teaching. 

Mr. Macrossan again spoke, and gave his 
reasons-

There was one reason especially that had made 
him anxious to have a proper definition of the 
·word "secular,u and it was this :-rrhat> according 
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-to the Education Act in Victoria, secular instruc
tion was only to be given; and yet, within tht> last 
three months, he noticed that a teacher had been 
-discovered in that colony giving religious instruc
tion and even attempting to proselytise. When 
discovered, the JYiinister for Education had im
posed a fine of £1; but he thought that, if the 
teacher had understood that he was g·iving religi
ous instruction, he would not have attempted it, 
""nd that if the J\finister thought that he was 
intentionally giving that instruction, he would 
have dismissed him for life. 

There was a danger of that. He believed 
that only recently a statement had been made 
that prDselytising had been indulged in by 
teachers in another State. Some men had 
an unconsciDus theological bias, and could 
not help imparting it into the lessons they 
gave the children, and the moment we opened 
the door we gave free rein to that kind of 
thing, and th~ laying Df a charge of prosely
iism against these persons. Sir Thomas 
Mcilwraith said-

He believed that many honourable members held 
with himself that "secular'' meant "non~sec
iarian/' and he thought that a definition should 
be given to it so as to detach it entirely from 
religion. 
Mr. Buzacott also thought that-

If thev omitted n secu1nr," and inserted nun
sectariall," they would be opening the way for 
religious instruction, and that was just the thing 
the promoters of the Bill were anxious to avoid 
in the State schools. 
Mr. Douglas, the father of the present member 
·for Cook, in this Chamber, said-

The woTd '' secular'' wa.s used by persons in 
reference to schools where no religious instruction 
was given. 
That was the consensus of •Opinion, and 
finally Mr. Kings.ford said-

'rhat .secular instruction might mean, "That this 
standard of common school instruction shall not in 
any way be associated with the beliefs and 
opinions of any religious sects.'' 

'That was the meaning he (Mr. Lesina) at
tached to it, and he proposed to support the 
amendment for the reason that it would re
tain that word, and the consensus of opinion 
expressed by the parents of the Act-men who 
put it Dn the statute-book thirty-five years 
ago .. -was the meaning he attached to it no':'. 
He wa•s afraid if they left out that word It 
would leave the matter to the domination of 
the Minister, and the bias of political party 
might lead them to interfere in the matter. 
As they vo·ted £400,000 a year for education, 
and it was proposed to take Dne-fifth of the 
time for religious instruction, one-fifth of the 
national expenditure was to be devoted for 
the purpose, and he was not prepared to vote 
£80,000 a year in order to subsidise the 
teaching of any particular dogmatic theolDgy 
of any particular sect in the community. 

,. The PREMIER: He would like to point out 
to hon. members who were pressing for the 
;acceptance of the amendment, that they had 
.emphasised the wrong word in section 23. If 
they would read section 23 of the Act they 
would see that it did not mean that the in
struction shall be secular during those four 
hours, because the Act provided only for 
secular instruction. As a matter of fact, the 
Act provided that only ·secular instruction 
should be given, so that what the section did 
was not so much fixing the secular instruction 
.as fixing the number of hours that instruction 
must be given. He would point out that the 
people of Queensland at the referendum ex
press·ed their desire to take away that word 
"'secular." A very big change was being 
made in the educational system-it was no 
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good to try and disguise that fact. They were 
adopting a system of religious instruction in· 
stead of a secular system-whether they ap
proved of it or not, it was no good disguising 
that fact. Not only did they introduce a 
system of religious instruction in place of 
purely secular instruction, but they did two 
things in that referendum-they stipulated 
that not only should there be up to an hour's 
direct religious instruction given hy clergy
men or authorised ~eacher, but that there 
sho1;1ld also be rea~mg lessons on religious 
subJects. It was qmte clear that if the school 
committee. in anyway permitted some clergy
man to gr ve an hour' a religious instruction 
and the teacher had also to give a readin~ 
lesson, there oo';!ld not .be four hours given te 
purely secular mstructwn, and therefore the 
people who pushed the amendment were dis
regarding the instruction g!ven by the referen
dum. It. was not a questron whether it was 
good or bad-whether it was right or wrDng
he was merely pointing out that those mem
bers who were asking for the insertion of the 
amendment were refusing to carry out the in
structions given at the referendum-that such 
ar~angements would be made that would per
mit of an hour's religious instruction by a 
person of some denomination, and in addition 
to that the teacher would give a reading 
lesson on a religious •subject. 

Mr. HARDACRE: Both in the same day? 

. The PREMIER: Not necessarily, but provi
sion had to be made for it. He did not know 
what a,rrangements wo!lld be made by the school 
commrttees, but prov1sron had to be made in 
the ~ill to permit them if they so wished. 
He drd not suppose an hour would be taken 
up by both. He agreed with the hon. mem
ber for Townsville that the clergyman who 
lectured the children for an hour would find 
he did very little good. Hon. members should 
make nq pretence about the matter. If they 
were gomg to accept the verdict given at the 
re.ferendum, then they should honestly pass a 
Brll that would g'IVe ~ffe;;t to it and they 
should not alter the Brll m any way which 
w~uld preyent the judgment of the people 
bemg earned out. 

M!. RYAN: Will this amendment prevent 
the JUdgment of the people being carried out? 

The PREMIER thought he had made that 
clear enough to any ordinary intelligence. 

Mr. RYAN: To your own satisfaction. 
The PREMIER said he would do it over 

a(l'ain. The present schoDl curriculum pro
VIded for five hours' instruction and to 
younger children four hours. The r~ferendum 
pr~wided that one hour's religious instruction 
migJ;t be given. and, in addition to that, a 
readmg lesson was to be given by the teacher. 

Mr. LENNON: You do not say for how long. 
. The PREMIER: Suppose the reading 

lesson was only to take five minutes then it 
broke into the four hours, and the h.;n, mem
ber who mo.ved the amendment hadi intelli
gence enough to know that if he got the 
amendment inserted it would break down the 
whole Bill. 

Mr. THEODORE: The member for Towns
ville said otherwise. 

The PREMIER: They were no longer hold
ing a representative character in regard to this 
particular subject. 

Mr. RYAN: You advised the people not to 
vote .. 

The PREMIER : Surely it ~vas good advice 
to a man who claimed that he had no right 

Hon. W. Kidston.] 
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to vote on a subject, not to vote-not to out
rage his conscience, but allow those whose 
conscience would permit them to vote and 

·settle the matter? The hon. member for 
Townsville also referred to a matter which 
had been overlooked. A very large section 
of the people who did not agreE? with the 
ordinary schools of the State bemg purely 
secular felt so strongly that religious in
struction should be given to children day by 
day that they made a sacrifice, and got 
schools where religious instruction would be 
given, and he said all honour to the men 
who made a financial sacrifice of that sort for 
the sake of carrying out their idea in the , 
matter. The people decided that the purely 

secular system should be altered; 
[9.30 p.m.] and the clergymen of that church 

would have the same right as any 
other clergymen to use the State schools for 
the purpose of giving religious instruction. 
There could be no complaint of unfairness in 
the matter, because every sect would have 
exactly the same right. The hon. member 
for Clermont pointed out that, a,s one-fifth of 
the time would be taken up in religious 
teaching, we would be paying £80,000 a year 
for religious instruction. He would remind 
the hon. member that it was the people 
paying the money who had decided that they 
would spend the money in that way. As to 
the people not understanding the question 
when the vote on the referendum was taken, 
it was an imper~inence to say the people did 
not understand 1t. The bulk of them under
stood it quite as well as hon. members. Some 
of them might have the hardihood to dis
agree with the verdict of the people, and 
there was no reason why they should not 
disagree with the majority in this matter, 
but there was every good reason why they 
should not attempt to come between the 
majority of the peonle of Queensland and 
their way of governing Queensland. It was 
their clear duty. to carry out honestly the 
verdict of the people. 

Mr. LENNON: The Premier tried to 
make out that the advice he gave to the 
electors in regard to the referendum was 
good advice; but it must be borne in mind 
that a great many people held the opinion 
that this was a matter that should never 
have been submitted to a referendum: He also 
tried to shaw that ministers of religion of all 
denominations would have the right to give 
religious instruction in the schools one hour 
a _day by arrangement with the school com
mittees. They were also aware that a com
mittee had been appointed to draw up a 
suitable book of moral lessons or Bible 
lessons for the children, but there was not a 
word as· to when that lesson-book might be 
used, and they wanted a guarantee that four 
hours at least would be devoted to secular 
instruction. The hon. gentleman talked 
about a particular class who deserved credit 
for the sacrifices they made in providing for 
the education of their children; but by this 
amendment of the Education Act they would 
be Protestantising the State schools-and 
most unfairly. There were in Queensland 
about thirty-nine religions, and they were 
assured that no religious tenet would be 
taught in the State schools. If the proposed 
religious teaching was not to be founded on 
any one of those thirty-nine religions, it 
must be a perfect haggis of religions. Gentle
men in the Education Department were to 
prepare this book of moral.lessons or Bible 
lessons, so that it would be a scheme pro
pounded by State officers; and if that was 

[Hon. W. Kids#on. 

not a State religion, he would ask what kincf 
of religion it was. Where there was a State 
religion, the State must see that it wa.s pro
perly maintained, and that meant that they 
must employ capable teachers. That implied 
that the teacher must undergo a religious 
test; and if a religious test was not going 
the whole way in establishing a State church, 
he was a very poor judge of what was likely 
to happen under such a Bill. In time to 
come they might see the Secretary for Public 
Instruction a mitred abbot; and he and his. 
friend, Archdeacon Garland, might be bat
tening and fattening on the State church in 
Queensland. They ought to keep church and 
State distinct, and he appealed to members. 
on both sides to support the amendment. 

Mr. THEODORE: '.rhey heard the senior· 
member for 'l'ownsville on that matter, and 
also the Premier on the same subject; and as 
their views conflicted with each other, he 
would like to hear the Secretary for Public 
Instruction on the same subject. The senior 
member for '.rownsville was definite in his 
statement that four hours ,a day would be 
devoted to .secular subjects. The Premier said 
there could be no doubt that the people had 
instructed members of the Chamber to allow 
the ministers to enter the schools and give, 
one hour's religious instruction each day, and 
in addition to that, on the same day the 
teacher of the school might give Bible le,ssons. 
There was a conflict of opinion, and he would 
like to hear the Minister. 

Mr. LESJNA: The Premier had pointect 
out that it was an impertinence on the part 
of members of the Chamber to attempt to
lecture the people on this matter, as they hact 
made their selection and the choice had fallen. 
But if the Premier was such a devoted admirel' 
of the principle of the will of the people, why 
did he not put it into practice a little oftener ?· 
He had a splendid following returned bv the 
people on the Rockhampton programme, 
which contained the 'rrades Disputes Bill. 
What had become uf that Bill, on which they 
had received a mandate from the people? 

Mr. D. HUNTER: Not by .a referendum. 
Mr. LESINA: A general election was a. 

referendum of mixed is·sues. There were 
150,000 people .who did not vote at all at the· 
referendum. 'l'hey took the Premier'.s advice 
and abstained from voting; they were totar 
abstainers in the matter. A large number of 
young unmarried men voted ,a,t that referen
dum, and tohey had no responsibilities in the 
way of educating young children. '.rhere 
were also a lot of young unmarried women 
who voted, who had come straight from the 
bands of hope and Sunday schools. Thev had 
been ,steadily and activel:f trained by the par
sons for three or four years how to deposit a 
vote in the ballot-box for the purpose of alter
ing Queensland'·s educa.tional system. The 
way the question was put was a deliberate 
ruse to bamboozle the electors, and he be
lieved that Archdeacon Garland was practi
cally the framer of that ballot-paper. The 
big informal vote showed either ignorance on 
the part of the voters. or it illustrated the 
difficulty of taking a vote on such a question. 
If the House had accepted his amendment 
when the Bill was going through and put the 
question this way-" Are you in favour of an 
alteration in our secular system of education 
so as to provide for religious instruction, Yes 
or No''.:_it would have been better. 

The PREMIER: If it had been put that way 
and had been carried, would you have voteit 
for the Bill? 
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Mr. LE SIN A: No. (Laughter.) He ob
jected to a referendum on the question at all. 
It was not true statesmanship to submit to 
tl:ie counting of heads a question of con
science: It cost £400,000 for education in 
Queensland, and to take one-fifth of that each 
year for religious instruction was a burden 
on the taxpayers. 

Mr. FERRICKS: Unless they allowed ·at 
lea.st four hours for secular instruction, the 
bush children would be robbed of that educa
tion altogether. He had .some experience of 
school teaching, and he knew that there had 
been a complaint about the cramming that 
had gone on amongst the children, and they 
were going to add to that cramming by having 
religious les~ons of one hour's duration. In 
the early part of the year he was ono of a 
deputation that wait.ed on the Minister for 
Works and the Premier to ask for the intro
duction of an Eight Hours' Day Bill, but the 
Premier said there would be no time to intro
duce it this session. In •spite of that, they 
found this Bill introduced at that late hour of 
the ·session, when so little business had been 
done. There was time to introduce sectarian
ism, but no time to improve the conditions of 
the workers. Did not the Minister think it 
would be more humanitarian and Christian
like to improve the conditions of men who 
had ·to work twelve hours ,a day for the 
princely wage of £1 5s. a week? The proper 
place to give religious instruction was from 
the parents, as those who were crammed with 
religious lessons in their school days aban
doned it in after life. He .spent some time 
and money in going round the polling-booths 
of Brisbane on Federal election day to see 
the voting, and he became convinced of the 
fusion that existed between the Government 
and the Bible in State Schools League. 
The officials of the league wore the People's 
Progressive League badge as well &s their 
own ribbons. The clers-ymcn in the country 
districts who were vrce-presidents of the 
People's Progressive League were also con
nected with the Bible in States Schools 
League. He noticed a fusion between the 
Government, the licensed victuallers, and the 
Bible in State Schools League to down the 
Federal Labour party. A referendum should 
never have been taken on this question, as it 
was one which no majority should decide. 
l\1embers were sent to the House to make or 
revise Jaws, and not to manufacture religion 
for other people. In Nornh Queensland 
people did not care what a man's creed or 
nationality was, but accepted him for his. own 
worth; but in South Queensland if a man's 
creed or nationality was sufficiently pro
nounced it would get him a portfolio. If a 
man worshipped at a particular shrine or be
longed to a particular nation, and there was 
no man of his brand in the Ministry, the Pre
mier would see that he got one of that colour 
into his Cabinet pretty quickly. 

Mr. COLLINS supported the amendment, 
because he thought it was desirable that chil
dren should be assured of four hours' secular 

·instruction each school day. If the word 
"secular," in section 23 of the principal A et, 
was repealed, then the Bible lessons drawn up 
by the five gentlemen named by the Minister 
might comprise fifty or sixty chapters, and the 
whole four hours of school time be occupied 
in reading them. No religious teaching 
should be given in primary schools by State 
school teachers:· It was not the duty of the 
State to teach religion, or to give even Bible 
reading in State schools. He did not worry 

about what was done in New South Wales 
or Western Australia. It did not follow that 
those States were the most progressive States 
in the world because they had religious in
struction in their primary schools. We, in 
Queensland, should seek to carve out a future 
for ourselves. 

The ACTING CHAIRl\'IAN: Order! I 
would point out to' the hen. member that he 
is wo.rrying me by .keeping away from the 
questiOn before the Committee. The hon. 
member should confine his remarks to the 
amendment before the Committee. 

Mr. (JOLLINS: Without disputing the 
ruling of the Chairman, he would say that if 
he was getting away from the question, a lot 
of other members had done likewise. 

The ACTING CHAIRJVIAN: Order! 

Mr. COLLINS: He objected to the repeal 
of the word "secular" in section 23 of the 
Education Act of 1875. 

Mr. D. HUNTER: After the decision at the 
referendum? 

Mr. COLLINS: He was not worrying about 
the referendum. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I 
must ask hon. members on the Government 
side of the House to allow the hon. member 
who is speaking the privilege that he is en
titled to-to. be heard in silence. The hon. 
member has only a limited time at his dis
posal, and it is altogether unfair that he 
should be deprived of his full opportunity for 
putting his views before the Committee in the 
way he thinks best. (Hear, hear!) 

Mr. COLLINS: He was not worrying about 
the referendum, but was arguing in favour of 
retaining four hours for secular instruction. 
A large number of people abstained from 
voting at the referendum, probably from con
scientious or religious scruples, and members 
might be voicing their sentiments in advocat
ing the retention of the present system of 
secular education. He hoped the Minister 
would accept the amendment. 

Mr. MURPHY: There was a difference of 
opinion between the Premier, who had come 
int-o the Chamber and! taken charge of the 
Bill, and the Secretary for Public Instruction, 
who introduced the measure, regarding what 
was likely to be the effect of the amendment 
if carried. If any member would go into the 
library and look up certain newspapers, he 
could get evidence which would convince the 
Committee-if there was any possibility of 
convincing members on the other side-that 
the organising 0ommittee of the Bible in State 
Schools League laid it down very clearly that 
if the people decided in favour of religious 
instruction in State schools they were quite 
prepared to see that four hours' secular in
struction was accorded to the children. 
The Premier told them that, as the people 
had agreed by a majority to have religious 

instruction in State schools, any
[10 p.ni.] thing that might have been said 

by either the advocates or the 
opponents of religious instruction must go by 
the board. He failed ·to •see that. The execu
tive body that was fighting for breaking up 
their national system of educa.tion, having laid 
it down very clearly to the country that they 
were not anxious to reduce the four hours 
aJ!owed at present for .secular instruction pro
vided by the Act of 1875, that Chamber had 

Mr. Murphy.] 
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very good grounds for insisting upon the Go
vernment giving them a guarantee that they 
would not reduce the time for secular instruc
tion to loss than four hours a day. The Sec
retary for Public Instruction said that he 
would trv to deal with the matter in the 
regulations, and that he would not allow less 
than four hour·s to be devoted to secular in
struction. The Premier said. on the other 
hand, that, the referendum having been 
carried, as much time a,s they liked could be 
devoted to religious instruction. It was a 
matter of indifference to the hon. gentleman 
whether the whole five hours a day was talren 
up with religious instruction. It w&s. evident 
that the head of the Government and the 
hon. gentleman in charge of the Bill differed 
on the subject, and it wa.s, therefore, the duty 
of the Committee to obtain some definite in
formation on the subject. He regarded the 
amendment as the crux of the Bill. If the 
Government would insert a c1ause providing 
at lerust four hours per day for secular in
struction, a great deal of the objection to the 
Bill would be removed, not because they d1d 
not believe the Bill should be fought, but 
simply because they realised that the Govern
ment had a majority. The matter should be 
decided by the Committee, and they should 
not allow the Minister to fix it up , in the 
regulations. The hon. member for Barcoo 
did not try to flout the will of the people by 
introducing thi·s, amendment, but he simply 
proposed that the Committee should safeguard 
the children as much as possible. It had to 
be remembered that quite a. number of hon. 
members on that side of the Chamber repre
sented electors who were totally opposed to 
any change in their educa,tional system. 

Mr. HARD ACRE: The Premier's speech 
contradicted the understanding of many mem
bers on the Government side. The senior 
member for Townsville assured hon. members 
that there was not going to. b.e m9re tha~ an 
hour per day devoted to rehgwus mstructwn; 
but the Premier made it quite clear that that 
was not wha.t wa.s intended at all by the omis
sion of the word " secular " in the Education 
Act. The Premier'•s explanation w&s that it 
meant that whatever time was taken up by 
clergymen in giving religious instruction 
would be in addition to the time taken up by 
the Bible lessons given by the teachers.., Now, 
that went very much further than the ques
tions submit.ted to the people, which were--

Are you in favour of_ introducing the following 
system into State schOols--namely, thle State 
schoolmaster, in school hours, teaches selected 
Bible lessons from a reading-book provided for the 
purpose, but is not allowed to give sectarian teach-

ing. · 1· · · t"tl d · h ol Any minister of re 1g10n IS e~ 1 e , 1n se . o 
hours to give the children of h1s own denom1na· 
tion ~n honr1 s religious instruction on such day 
or days as the school committee can arrange for. 

According to the Premier,_ it meant that, on 
the days when clergymen entered th~ :scho~1s, 
two hours might be devoted to rehgrous m
struction-one hour by the teachers and one 
hour by the clergymen. That. was n?t how 
the electors construed the questwn whwh was 
submitted to them at the referendum. He 
thought that. on the days when clergymen 
entered the schools, the Bible lesson given by 
the teachers should be dropped. For that 
reason he intended to vote for the amend
ment. 

Mr. ALLEN had not heard one argument 
against the amendment th.at would hold 
water. It was rather amusmg to hear the 
contradictory speeches of hon. members on 

[Mr. Murphy. 

the other side. The Premier and the Secre
tary for Public Instruction were in conflict. 
Then they had the hon. member for Towns· 
ville expressing his opinion. He did not 
think the Cabinet liad given any attention to 
this subject at all. It appeared to him that 
the Bill was the work of Archdeacon Gar
land, who had taken up his pen, and said, 
"I am the leader of these 74,000 electors, and 
I am going to blot out that word 'secular,' " 
and out it went. This Bill had been handed 
on to the Ministry, with a threat that if they 
did not swallow it holus-bolus, and force it 
down the throat of Parliament with the gag 
and the time limit to speeches, the Premier 
would not have the 74,000 votes which Arch· 
deacon Garland was supposed to carry in 
his pocket. The Premier sheltered himself 
behind .the referendum, but what was the 
position? All Archdeacon Garland and his 
followers wanted was the same system which 
was in force in New South Wales, but the 
Minister was not prepared to accept the New 
South Wales conditions to-night. The 
Minister pleaded the will of the people, but 
did not the people say they wanted to have 
the same Act as they had in New South 
Wales? The Premier was supposed to be 
bringing in the Bill to satisfy that section of 
the people which wanted the New South 
Wales Bill. 

Mr. LESINA said the Minister should 
exercise his independence in this matter, and 
not be bound hand and foot by the Premier, 
who said that no amendment should be 
accepted. This was the most vital amend
ment in ·the Bill. The Minister had not 
manifested that independence which he 
should have done. Where was the Under 
Secretary and those persons upon whom he 
should rely for advice? They were pushed 
away to the back of the building, and in the 
front they found some clerical gentleman 
and other gentlemen connected with the 
Bible in State Schools League, to whom the 
Minister always referred when they wanted 
an amendment. Was not this reducing legis
lation to a farce? It was a most humiliating 
position for this House to have reached-that 
the Minister of a responsible department 
gave his ear to persons from outside the 
Chamber, who had no other claim than the 
fact that they were associated with one of 
those pestilent organisations which con
sidered it their business to interfere in other 
people's creeds. 

Mr. ALLEN: 'Vhen he was forced to 
resume his seat a few minutes ago, he was 
just going to touch on the question of the 
syllabus. Even if there were not a similar 
clause in the New South Wales Act to the 
one they wished to insert in the Bill, hon. 
members would be justified in urging the 
acceptance of the amendment on the ground 
that already the secular syllabus was over
loaded-that in twenty-five hours a week 
the requirements of the syllabus could not be 
fulfilled. The annual report of the depart
ment was bristling with criticisms-" work 
not up to the mark"; "too much expected," 
and so on. Inspector Ross, in his report, 
stated that many conscientious teachers com
plained that they could not devote the time 
to reading and composition that they would 
like, owing to the increase of work in other 
directions ; and yet they were going to make 
it worse. 'l'he Committee opght to make 
things as easy as possible for those teachers 
instead of allowing the parsons to go along 
and create chaos. The teachersdid not have 
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an easy time at present, and could not keep 
up to the standard that the inspectors desired 
and hoped for, and yet they were asked to 
take 20 per cent. off the time now allowed 
for secular instruction. Inspector Canny in his 
report, dealing with reading and composition, 
said he hesitated to make any recommenda
tion towards still further over-weighting the 
schedules. And yet the Minister would not 
tell the officers under him what time would 
be given to them to deal with secular edu
cation. They had to get on as best they 
could, .and be bossed about by any pettifogging 
committee or parson. If a teacher got into 
any of those localities that were extra
ordinarily religious-where religion was 
everything-he would not be able to do the 
secular work, and when the inspector came 
rou~d he . would get a black mark placed 
agamst his name, and the only way the 
teacher could get out of an awkward position 
was by a transfer. Surely five hours a week 
for teaching dogmas ought to satisfy the 
most un.reasonable religious fanatic in the 
commumty. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
omitted (211"r. Ryan's amendment) stand part 
of the clause-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

AYES, 31. 
Mr. Allan 

, Appel 
Barnes, G. P. 

, Barnes, W. H. 
Booker 
Bouchard 
Brennan 

,1 .Bridges 
, C0rser 
, Cot.tell 

Cribb 
Den ham 
l!1orrest 
Forsyth 
Grayson 
Guun 

ifir. Hawthorn 
, Hunter! D. 
., Kid~ton 

Macartney 
1\-iotgan 
Paget 
Petrie 
Ph'lp 

" Rankin 
H Somerset 
,, Swayne 

Thorn 
, 1Valker 
, White 
,, Wienholt 

Tellers: Mr. Bookct' and ilfr. Graysou. 

NoEs, 24. 
Mr. All en Jllr. J,ennon 

, Barber ,. Lesina 
Blair , Mackintosh 

, Breslin , Mnnn 
Collins , Maugban 

,, Douglas ,. l\'Iny 
Ferr.cks ,, JHullan 
Foley .. 1\Iurphy 
Hnmilton , :::\IciJachlan 

,. u~~rdacre , Payne 
Hunter, ,J. ~.i. l> RyA.n 
Land , Theodore 
Tellers: Mr. Alien and Mr. Collins. 

Jl.AIR. 

Aye-1Ir. !Iodge. No-Mr. Kcogh. 

Resolved in the aflirmative. 

Mr. MULLAN moved the insertion after 
"a," in line 12, of the word "separate." The 
Minister had already stated that the depart
ment was preparing a new reading-book, and 
the object of the amendment was to provide 

that the Bible lessons to be given 
[10.30 p.m.] to the children should be put into 

a ooparate reading-book. Those 
who objected to their children receiving reli
gious instruction in the ·schools would object 
to the use of books containing those Bible 
lessons. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
I have already said I would accept the amend
ment. 

Mr. MULLAN: He wished to state the ob
ject of the amendment, and make himself 
appear intelligible. The purpose they had in 
view was to prevent these lessons from being 
embodied in the books used by children whose 
parents did not want their children to be given 
religious in-struction in schooL As the Minis
ter had said he would accept the amendment, 
he would not labour the argument. 

Mr. LE SIN A: He was opposed to the Bill, 
and he would vote against every amendment. 
It was proposed to have separate books for reli
gious instruction, as they had in New South 
\Vales. The Minister for Public Instruction 
said the New South ·wales books contained 
some things that should not be put into the 
hands of a child. He had some of those books, 
which he would lay on the table; and he 
defied contradiction when he said they con
tained questions which the Minister would not 
permit to be asked of his child. How would 
any hon. member like his daughter to be asked 
questions about the s-eed of man, the ·seed of 
woman, and circumcision, such as were a,sked 
in New South Wales? If not, why vote for 
a clause which would permit ·such questions 
to be asked? Why should member's opposite 
have the ineffable effrontBry, the cold-blooded 
blastiferous arrogance, to push down the 
throats of his children questions of that 
description? This prurient literature was in
tended for the moral delectation of the boys 
and girls in New. S_outh W !Lies ; and if th~y 
examined the stat,stws relatmg- to antenuptial 
and illeo:itimate births they would find a 
chaper of revelatior:s showing the effect of this 
extraordinary teachmg. He would vote agamst 
the amendment, and against any proposition 
to make the Bill any better. It was bad as 
it was, and could not be made better, and the 
only way to make it better was to throw it 
out altogether. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION thought he had made it per
fectly clear at the opening of the Committee 
stages of the Bill that he would accept the 
am'endment of the hon. member for Charters 
Towers. He thought he had made himself 
perfectly clear that whilst he, personally, 
thought the majority of the New South Wales 
lessons were .satisfactory, there were some of 
them which he, as Minister for Education, 
could not approve of. 

Mr. LllSINA: Fancy Barnes editing God's 
work. (Laughter.) 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: Having accepted the amend
ment, the Committee might very well proceed 
with the other amendments. 

Mr. MULLAN agreed with the remarks 
of the hon. membBr for Clermont, a11d his 
amendment was to prevent these lessons being 
included in the general reading-book. He 
wanted a separate book, so that those who 
obj-ected to it need not have it. 

Amendment (Mr. J..Iullan's) agreed to. 
On clause 2, as amended-

Mr. McLAC:IILAN moved that after the 
word "purpose," on line 13, the words "pro
vide(\ that such selected Bible lessons .shall 
have re<ceived the approval of Parliament'' 
be inserted. He agreed with the remarks of 
the hon. member for Clermont about the New 
South \Vales books, arid that showed the nBces
sity of having the text-books that were to be 
nsed in Queensland added as a schedule to 

Mr. McLachlan.] 
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the Bill or laid- on the table of the House. 
He presumed that the Minister had also read 
them. 
• The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION; 
I read them long ago. 

Mr. McLACHLAN: ThBre were passages 
in the New South Wales books which should 
not be placed in the hands of the children, 
nor in the hands of the teachers to teach to the 
children. The Minister said that a committee 
of ex]:Jerts were going into this matter of 
supplymg text-books. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION; 
Not religious lessons. They will n<Jt do that 
until the Bill passes. 

Mr. McLACHLAN: The committee were 
compiling other school books, and they would 
also compile these text-books, because the 
Bill was going to pass, the Government hav
ing the majority behind them to pass any
thing. Parliament should have .some choice 
or control in the books they were going to 
place in the hands of the teachers to teach 
the children. The Minister ,should have 
~ad the text-books he proposed to place 
111 the Queensland schools laid on the table 
<lf the House when the Bill was first intro
duced. The Committee should not permit 
any further progress to be made with the Bill 
until the Minister laid on the table of the 
House the actual lessons that were to be 
handed to the teachers to teach the children. 

Mr. WHITE: Would this House be a com
petent judge? 

Mr. McLACHLAN: The House would be a 
coml?etent judge. The Minister evidently 
considered he was a competent judge in the 
matter, smce he. had taken it upon himself 
to say that certam lessons taught in the New 
South Wales schools should not be included 
in our text-books. If the Minister was com
petent to judge whether certain lessons. should 
be included in those text-books surelv the 
collective wisdom of the House' should be 
better able to produce a book which would 
be acceptable to the people of Queensland 
tha.n five men with the censorship of the 
Minister. The New South Wales text-books 
should not be admitted into any school. P.ny 
member who had not read thooe books should 
acquaint himself with their contents and he 
w_as perfectly ·satisfied that any ffi<l~ber who 
dtd so would be prepared to vote for his 
amendment, providing that the text-booi<s to 
be used _in Queensland should first be approved 
by Parliament. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STHUCTION: He regretted that he could 
not accept the a.mendment. · 

Mr. LESINA: Why not? The Premier is 
absent. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: He could not accept the 
amendment, becau.se it would snnply mean 
shelving the Bill, a,nd he was not prepared to 
take that responsibility. The hon. 111ember 
who moved the amendment had referred to 
certain lessons in the New South Wales text· 
books. He wished to say at once that no 
men of self-respect who were appointed to 
draw up a scheme of lessons for our primary 
scho?ls W?J.'!ld draw them up at the dictation 
of the Mtmster. As he had already said, he 
thought the New South Wales Je>eon.s were 
in the main, satisfactory, but there were som~ 
of them t'f:at he could not personally approve 
of. He dtd not hesitate to give his opinion 
as to what kind of lessons should be adopted, 

[Mr. M cLachlan. 

but hon. members must clearly undersrtand 
that it was only his own personal opinion. He 
thought that no person could cJ.vil at lPosons 
on the children of the Bible, leading facts in 
the life of our Lord, and simple lessons from 
His life, lessons from the parables of the 
talents, the good Samaritan, the lost sheep, 
the lost piece of money, the prodigal son, and 
the Pharisee and the publican. Practical les
sons might also be derived from the teaching 
of Moses with reference to the poor, the 
stranger, the fatherless, the widow, parents, 
and children. He did not think anybody 
could object to the twenty-third psalm. His 
preference went rather in the direction of the 
Western .Australian ,system, and the lessons 
he had indicated were included in the \Vest
ern Australian text-books. No doubt r-nyone 
preparing lessons for our 'ch0ols would con
sider those lessons as well as others, but he had 
no right to direct the gentlemen .3.pp~inted 
to frame a scheme of lessons what partwular 
lessons they should adopt, though as Minister 
he would have the right to final decision with 
regard to them. He hoped the explanation he 
had given would he satisfactory to members 
of the Committee. 

Mr. P A YNE thought it wa,s possible for the 
House to decide in a calm, honest 

[11 p.m.] way what lessons would be 
acceptable quite as well as any 

body of men that might be appointed to make 
the selection. The more the question was de
bated the more convinced he was that, if the 
Bill was pa.ssed, a lot of harm would be done. 
A qnestion arose as to what Bible the lessons 
were to be selected from. A difference of 
opinion would at once arise on that question. 
Instead of wasting precious time in discussing 
the Bill, it would have been much better if 
the Government had introduced some of the 
legislation that they were doubly pledged to 
pass, such as a Trades Disputes Bill, a, State 
Insurance Bill, and a Workers' Compensation 
Bill. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! The 
hon. member must confine his remarks to the 
question before the Committee. 

Mr. P A YNE: There was nothing wrong in 
suggesting that the Committee should select 
the lessons that were to be taught to the 
children attending the State schools. As the 
representatives of the people, they should be 
in a better position to make a selection than 
any outside body of men. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER (11£aranoa) intended to 
support the amendment. Seeing they had 
decided to· alter their educational system, it 
was a wise thing that they should also decide 
what the lessons were to be. It was regret
table, on the whole, that such a decision had 
been come to, but it would be equally regret
table if the selection of the lessons was left 
in the hands of the Minister or the Under 
Secretary for the time being. If Parliament 
made the selection, it would be a sort of 
safeguard that, when Ministers changed places 
with the Opposition, they would not have 
alternating lessons. As Ministers or Under 
Secretaries changed, so they might have altera
tions in the lessons. He thought the Com
mittee should insist upon having control in 
the matter. 

M;. BARBER also intended to support 
the amendment. He regretted very much 
that there was to be any alteration in their 
educational system; but, since that had been 
decided, he contended that, before the Bill 
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;vent through, hon. members should have 
·.samples of the lessons submitted to them. It 
·.should be left to Parliament to ratify the 
lessons. Members of the Committee were just 
as capable of expressing an opinion upon the 
Scripture lessons that were to be taught to 
their children as anybody else. The Minister 
should have had the lessons drawn up long 

.ago, and had them placed on the table of the 
House. He had obtained a set of the lesson 

.-books in use in New South Wales, and he 
was shocked that some of those lessons were 
being taught to the children of New South 
Wales. He did not pretend to be a saint, 
but he would never think of allowing his 
.children to read some parts of those books. 
After all, however they might differ on some 
things, there was sufficient in the Sacred Book 
which they could all admire, and which, if 
acted upon, would help to build up nobility of 
-character in the community. One of the 
paragraphs under the heading of "subjects 
for instruction," showed that moral le·ssons 
must also be given in truthfulness, honesty, 
cleanliness, perseverance, modesty, and other 
-things. An agitation had been going on in 
New Zealand in this matter, of the same 
character we had here. The Bible in State 
Schools League there wished to introduce 

. .Scriptural lessons, and they had the good sense 
to appoint a conference to draft a table of 
lesson.s, which they presented to Parliament. 
They had tabulated a list of lessons which he 
·n.e did not think anyone, of whatever creed 
be might be, could take exception to at all. 
So far, the New Zealand Parliament had not' 
passed a referendum Bill, thong h the people 
had been a.gitating for it for some time. Then 
.a. list of les~ons was drawn up by a commission 
:appointed by the Victorian Parliament in 
1900, which practically represented all the 
Dreeds there were in Victoria. He had gone 
·carefully through the list, and there Wall 
nothing which anyone could cavil at. It in
cluded the Lord's Prayer, portions from the 
Psalms, and other portions of Scripture which 
·were non·dogmatical, and that ·system was as 
good a one as we could adopt here. The other 
States had been wise enough to insist upon a 
list of lessons being drawn up and submitted 
to Parliament, and he thought that such a 
1ist of le•ssons should have been presented to 
the House for ratification: 

Mr. COLLINS: It was the intention of the 
'Minister to have a committee of five indepen
dent gentlemen to draw up the lessons, but 
he thought that when the lessons were drawn 
up they should oome before Parliament for its 
approval. He did not think it wa.s right that 
they should have the lessons drawn up at all, 
'but, all they could not get what they wanted, 
they would bave to accept Lhe inevita.ble. He 
pointed out that the lessons would have to be 
-very carefully drawn, in view of the conflicting 
opinions of scientists and theologians with 
oregard to religion. He also hoped that the com
·mittee of five gentlemen would endeavour to get 
into the reading-book some socialistic ideas that 
were taught in the Bible. He drew attention 
to the teaching embodied in the Book of 
James, chapter v., which could be strongly 
recommended, because it was quite true even 
in the twentieth century. If t,hat lesson were 
~ncluded, it would let the children see at once 
that as far back as 1, 900 years ago there was 
11> certain set of conditions existing which 
.J ames at that time tried to expose. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC INSTRUCTION: 
You are evidently becoming a convert to 
Bible reading. 

Mr. COLLINS: He had read the Bible 
from Genesis to Revelations over and over 
again, and it was because he knew something 
of the Bible that he objected to Bible reading 
in the State schools. It Wall one of those 
books from which you could argue from every 
conceivable standpoint, and the five gentle
men forming the committee would have a 
yery big ~ask to say what lessons should be 
mcluded m the book. Seeing that the re
ligious denominations throughout the world 
disagreed in regard to the Bible, there could 
be no finality. In the American civil war the 
me.n ·who believed in slavery quoted! from the 
Bible in defence of slavery, and the men who 
believed in the abolition of slavery also 
quoted the Bible in support of their beliefs. 
At the present time the clergy wanted to 
make the young mind slavish-he could re
member the time when they were supposed.to 
raise their hats to the parson. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I 
would like the hon. member to show how he 
connects his remarks to the question before 
the Committee-that the selected lessons 
should be submitted for the approval of Par
liament. 

Mr. COLLINS: He was pointing out that 
the selected Bible lessons might have a ten
dency to make the children slavishly inclined. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question 
is that the lessons receive the approval of 
Parliament. 

Mr. COLLINS: The amendment read " pro
vided that such selected Bible lessons" and to 
his mind, no matter what part of the Bible 
the lessons were selected from, they would not 
help in the education of the children of 
Queensland. Therefore, he was opposed to 
Bible lessons in any shape or form. 

Mr. MURPHY would also support the 
amendment, because it was an eminently rea
sonable one. The people having decided that 
there should be an alteration in the educa
tional system, they, as representatives of the 
people, had a right to decide whether the book 
prepared by the committee mentioned by the 
Secretary for Public Instruction was a suit
able one. The Secretary for Public Instruc
tion had told the Committee that he would 
practically have the final approval as to 
whether it was a suitable book to be placed irt 
the schools. Why should a party Minister for 
Education have the right to finally deal with 
a matter of such vital importance as the plac
ing of a religious book in our schools? He 
would like to have an assurance from the 
Minister that the gentlemen who had been 
se.!ected to prepare those Bible lessons were 
absolutely competent to do the work, a.nd he 
would like to know what position the Minister 
would take up if there was a dispute amongst 
those gentlemen as to which lessons should be 
included in the book. Were the Bible lessons to 
be selected by a majority of that committee? 
And if the Bible lessons were to be selected 
by a maJjority of the committee, that was a 
good argument why the selected reading-book 
should be· adopted by a majority of the House. 
Supposing the committee appointed to pre· 
pare this book decided that all the lessons 
in the New South Wales books should appear 
in the Queensland book though the Minister 
said he could not approve of some of those 

lessons, was that a reasona.ble 
[11.30 p.m.] state of things to permit? The 

committee might not be able to 
come to a decision under several months; 

Mr. Murphy.] 
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and it would not much retard the new system 
if members of that Assembly had the privi
lege of deciding what lessons should be 

·included. A very sensible suggestion had 
just been made by interjection by the hon. 
member for North Rockhampton. The hon. 
member said that if the Minister was not 
prepared to wholly accept the amendment 
he might give an assurance that a draft 
copy of the reading book prepared by the 
committee would be laid on the table before 
it was finally printed. If that suggestion 
were adopted, they would be able to criti
cise the book before it was issued; and the 
majority having decided that it was suitable 
for introduction in the State schools, the 
minority would have to submit to the will of 
the majority. 

Mr. FERRICKS was surprised that the 
Minister did not accept the amendment, 
which was a reasonable one. He was not 
prepared to take any assurance from the 
Government in regard to the Bill, because 
in this matter they were not their own 
masters, but were dominated by a league 
independent of Parliament. 

The ACTING CB AIRMAN: The ques
tion before the Committee is not the domi
nation of the Government by an outside 
league, but the amendment moved by the. 
hon. member for Fortitude Valley. 

Mr. FER RICKS: He was endeavouring to 
show that it was necessary to bring these 
lessons before the representatives of the 
people. That league threatened that if the 
Government did not take action in a certain 
direction they would, at the first opportunity, 
take action against the Government; and the 
Government succumbed to the threat and 
brought forward this Bill. The crocodile 
sympathy which the Premier profes,sed to 
show for the people who had their own schooh 
for the education of their own children was 
not borne out in other respects. The Minister 
in reply to a deputation refused to permit the 
children attending Roman Catholic schools to 
be on the same fooling as State school chil
dren with regard to passages on the rail
ways, and the Education Department refused 
to allow them the ,same privilege of attending 
the technical colleges by qualifying for ex
amination the sa,me as State school children. 
How, then, could they expect hon. members 
in opposition to take the assurance of the 
Minister as to what would be done? They 
should not remit the selection of the lessons to 
three men who were responsible to nobody, but 
should leave it to the representatives of- the 
people. There wore two of the names men
tioned ivho did not voluntarily act, and, as they 
were high up in the public service, it meant 
that if thev wore asked to do it thev would 
have to ad. A lady constituent of his wrote 
to him asking him what he was going to do 
about obeying the will of the people, and he 
wrote back saying that if he voted for the 
Bill he would cease to be a. member of the 
Labour party. 

At 11.46 p.m,, 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Under Stand
ing Order No. 171 I call upon the hon. mem
ber for Musgrave, Mr. White, to, relieve me 
in the chair. 

Mr. WHITE took the chair accordingly. 

Mr. FERRICIZS: His letter was afterwards 
<ijuoted by Archdeacon Garland at an intimi
dation meeting held at Fortitude Valley, and 

[Mr. Murphy. 

he did not quote it properly. He said that a. 
member of the Labour party: sa,id that if he 
did not vote for the Bill he would be turned 
out of the Labour party. 

Mr. ALLEN: Garland will do .anything. 

Mr. FERRICKS: The attitude of the Min
ister in not accepting the amendment was 
most unreasonable. He did not think the
Premier had the power to accept an amend
ment without consulting the executive of the 
Bible in State Schools League. It was a 
recognised fact that the Ministry and the· 
whole Government party were dominated by 
clerics outside, who threatened members with 
what would happen if they failed to do this 
or dared to do that. It would be a sorry day 
for Queensland if the Parliament allowed itself 
to be dominated by clerics and lodges; and if 
that happened it would be the present Premier· 
who was responsible for it. Once the clergy 
got a footing· in this matter, they would, to use· 
the words of the official organ of the Govern
ment, drive home the wedge, and realise their· 
ideal of a State church. Should that happen, 
the public life of Queensland would be: 
dragged down into the gutter. 

Mr. MULLAN considered it almost im
possible to have Biblical teaching without 
sectarian teaching. In his opinion, scriptur& 
teaching and sectarian teaching were in
separable, but if there was any possibility of 
separating them, then Parliament, as the
highest tribunal in the land, should have an 
opportunity of trying to separate them by 
reviewing the scripture !essons before they 
were submitted to the children. 

Mr. COLLINS did not think that th<l five· 
gentlemen who had been mentioned by the 
Minister could draw up lessons which would 
be satisfactory to the people of Queensland. 
In support of that view, he wonld give a 
brief quotation from a writer who was recog
nised throughout Europe as being one of 
the foremost thinkers of modern times. In 
his "Conventional Lies of Civilisation," 
page 47, Dr. Max Nordau said-

Centuries will be required to produce' a human_ 
being who from his birth up is prepared to 
comprehencl life and the universe from the point
of view of reason and natural science, without pre
judlce or superatitution, because a hundred genera~ 
tions before hin1 had been convincing themselves
of the correctness of this point of view. 

His contention was that the man of scienc& 
was in conflict with the theologian, and that 
Max Nordau was correct when he said that 
centuries must elapse before they would. b& 

able to shake off the old behefs 
[12 p.m.] which were held. to-day. There-

fore, he contended that the fiv& 
men nominated to select those Bible lessons 
would, perhaps unconsciously, be prejudiced 
by the influence of their ancestors. It was 
not the duty of the State to teach religion 
when theologians differed on the subject. 
They would be imposing an impossible task 
on any five men, if they asked them to draw 
up a series of lessons for the rising genera-
tion. 

Mr. LESINA said that, as it was not pos
sible to submit the lessons to the whole of the 
people, it was a question whether it would 
not be better to submit them to the seventy
two members of that House for approval than 
to the five officials referred to by the Minister. 
Probably it would take several days for hon 
members to do that work. 

At eight minutes past 12 o'clock, 
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Mr. MuLLAN called attention to the state 
of the Committee. 

Quorum formed. 

Mr. LESINA, continuing, pointed out the 
difficulties of selecting suitable lessons, and 
referred to some of the results of Higher Criti
cism in regard to the books of the Bible. 

Mr. THEODORE: The Minister's tacit 
disapproval of some of the lessons in the 
New South Wales Scriptural lesson books 
was one of the strongest arguments why the 
lessons should be submitted to Parliament. 
Hon. members might not be the best possible 
body of men for the work, but they would 
be in a position to exercise beneficial super
vision. If the Minister wished. to see the 
Bill productive of any good at all, he might 
accept the amendment. 

At twelve minutes past 12 o'clock a.m., 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN (Mr. Tolmie) resumed 
the chair. 

Mr. MANN approved of the amendment. 
He referred to certain passages in one of the 
New South Wales lesson books to prove that 
it practically taught the children that the 
Almighty permitted the assassination of a cer
tain Roman emperor because of his persecu
tion of the Church. If such doctrines were 
taught in their schools, they might have some 
fanatic who had been educated in their schools 
attempting to assassinate the Premier of 
Queensland. A study of the Bible led him to 
believe that the Jews were more savage than 
some of the people they conquered. While 
there were some beautiful passages in the 
Bible, there were some objectionable ones, 
and suggested thing'S that should not be 
placed before children. 

Mr. ALLEN was r&ther surprised the 
Minister had refused to accept the amend
ment. The hon. gentleman had taken up a 
most unreasonable attitude. If he accepted 
the amendment, it would go a long way 
towards meeting the wishes of the people. 

Parliament was responsible to the 
[12.30 a. m.] people of Queensland for the les-

wns to be taught. The Minister 
had no guarantee that the gentlemen whose 
names he had mentioned would be prepared 
to draw up a series of Scripture lessons. They 
might shirk the task of attempting to draw 
up lessons which would not wound the suscep
tibilities of any of the numerous religious 
denominations. If ·they refused to undertake 
the work, the hon. gentleman might offer the 
job to Archdeacon Garland. 

Mr. LESINA quoted a list of distinguished 
scientific and professional men in Great 
Britain who signed a declaration in favour of 
secular education. 

Mr. MURPHY regretted the Minister had 
not accepted the amendment. The teaching 
of the Bible, as a whole, was good. It was 
proposed that certain gentlemen connected 
with the Education Department should select 
passages which they considered suitable; but 
those passages might not commend themselves 
to the parents of some of the children, and, if 
they withdrew their children from the school 
while the lessons were being given, it miglit 
lead to conflict among the children. If hon. 
members selected lessons that the people of 
Queensland did not approve of, they could 

reject them at the next election; but they 
could not express their disapproval in the 
same way if the work was done by the Educa
tion Department. 

Mr. P A YNE said that the onus of selecting 
the lessons should be left to members of Par
liament. If they did the work badly, they 
would have to take thB responsibiljty. 

Mr. LESINA: If the choice of lessons was 
left to hon. members, there was some cer
tainty that some of the lessons in the New 
South Wales books would not be selected. He 
proceeded to comment upon some of the 
lessons which appeared in one of the New 
South Wales text-books, whi.ch he considered 
most unsuitable for use in the State schools. 

Mr. LENNON thought the amendment a 
reasonable one. Lessons might be selected 
that would give offence to a certain section, of 
the people, and that might be avoided or 
minimised by submitting the lessons to Par
liament for approvaL If the lessons were 
ha:;h,ed up in the Education Department, the 
MmJSter would have a controlling voice in 
regard to them, and it was better that Parlia
ment should be in that position. What quali-

. fications had the gentlemen in the 
[1 a.m.] department to prepare Bible les

sons calculated to meet with the 
acoeptance of the people of the State? 

Mr. FERRIGKS : Besides Labour electors, 
a large !Section of the Nonconformist bodies 
were oppos<?d to religious instruction in the 
~tate schools,, and they should have some say 
m the selectiOfl/ of the lessons. ·when the 
lessons were drawn up, were they to be ac
cepted without any revision? If the represen
tatives of the people were not allowed to per

·form that duty, a privilege was being taken 
away from them. 

Mr. COLLINS entered his protest against 
the Bible lessons because the result "'ould be 
to cast a gloom over the minds of the rising 
generation such as was cast over Scotland in 
the seventeenth century by the domination of 
the clergy. 

Mr. MANN: The hon. member for Burke
was altogether wrong in his conception of the
condition of affairs in Scotland. He protested 
against such a slander being hurled at his 
country. He was in favour of the amend
ment, and suggested certain parts of Scrip
ture which could be selected. 

Mr. MURPHY urged that the Minister 
should accept the suggestion made by a mem
ber of his own side, and suJ;>mit a draft copy 
of the lesson books to Parhament. He sug
gested certain lessons which might be incor· 
porated teaching children not to take advan
tage of their fellow-creatures. They might 
inculcate socialistic doctrines; and there were 
hon. members who would be only too pleased 
to collaborate .with the Minister in placing 
before the children of Queensland truths, 
whiqh would make them better citizens. 

Mr. ALLEN repeated that he was surprised 
the Minister would not acoopt the amend
ment. Every precaution should be taken to 
ensure that the lessons were free from sec
tarianism. He hoped the committee to whom 
the work was to be entrusted would pay heed 
to the suggestions made by hon. m3inbers. 
He suggested some lessons for incorporation 
in the text-books. 

Mr. B. F. S. Allen.] 
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Mr. BARBE·R advocated the inclusion o£ 
lessons such as were dealt with in 

[1.30 a m.] the pamphlets issued in England 
by the Moral Instruction League 

in England. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted (Mr. McLachlan's amendment)-put; 
~nd the Committee divided:-

Jlfr. Allen 
H Barber 
, Blair 

AYES, 21. 

Breslin 
, Collins 
, Ji'erricks 
1 , Foley 
" Hamilton 

Hardacre 
Hunter, J. M. 

, Land 

Mr. J,ennon 
, Le:-:ina 
, :MHnn 
u 1\1aughan 
,, :Mullan 
Jl Murpl1y 
11 1\J cLachlan 
,. l)ayne 
, Ryan 
, TheodorB 

Teliers : }fr. Breslin and :11r. Theodore. 

NOES, 27. 
Jllr. Allan 

, Appel 
, .Harnes, G. P. 
, Barne~, W. H. 
,, Eooker 
, Bouchard 
, Brennan 

Bridges 
Corser 
Cribb 
Denbam 
Gray son 

, Gunn 
Hawthorn 

1\Ir. Htllller, D. 
,~ Kidston 
, l\1organ 
, l'aget 
H Petrie 
, Rankin 
,, Roberts 
, :Somerset 
, Swayne 
,, Thorn 
, Walker 
, 'White 
, , ·wicnho1t 

Tellers: Mr. Guiln and ~fr. Walker. 

PAIRS. 

Resolved in the negative. 
Ayes-Mr. Keogb, Mr. ~fackintosh, and Mr. Douglas. 
Noes-:\lr. Hodge, Mr. Philp, and ~lr. Cottell. 

Mr. LENNON moved the insertion, after 
the word "denomination," in line 15, of the 
word~ 

And such instruction shHII only be given immediately 
preceding the close of the d:ty's work, and no child 
not receiving religious instruction :-hall be 1 equire11 to 
.attend the school while such religious instruction is 
.being given. 

At eighteen minutes to 2 o'clock a.m., 

The AcTING CIIAIR1IAN called upon Mr. D. 
Hunter, the hon. member for \Voolloongabba, 
to relieve him in the chair. 

Mr. D. HUNTER took the chair accordingly. 

Mr. LENNON said the object of the amend
ment was to fix the most suitable time for 
giving religious instruction. By having it in 
the closing hour, those children who wished 
1;o remain could do so, while those whose 
parents did not wish them to attend the lessons 
·could go home. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
·STRUCTION thought the principal object in 
moving the amendment was to make it as 
difficult t.o get the Bill through the Chamber 
as possible. He could not accept the amend
~ent, a:s the most s1;1itable time for religious 
mstructwn to be gtven varied in different 
·oases. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER thought the amend
ment was a very good one, and ·it would not 
lla-v;e the effect the Ministor suggested. 
Netther was there any ulterior motive in 
moving it. He did not care whether the fir.st 
hour of the morning or the last hour of the 
oafternoon was chosen, but one or other should 

[Mr. Barber. 

be decided upon. Minister·s of religion should. 
not be able to come in at other times and upset 
the school work. 

Mr. HAMIL'l'ON thought the amendment 
was a very reasonable one. It was 

[2 a.m.] only right that there should be a 
stated period of the day when the 

ministers could attend to give religious in
struction, otherwise the lessons might be 
broken in upon to the disadvantage of the 
children. 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: This will be 
in the hands of the committees. 

Mr. MANN said that a clergyman having 
several schools to visit in ,·ountry dis1ricts 
would be irregular in his visits unless some 
definite period was fixed for the Bible lessons. 
It would be better that the last hour of the 
day Should be fixed for the purpose, as if there 
were several schools in the district, the 
minister might visit each school in rotation 
during the day, and there would be no cer
tainty when he would get there. There were 
800 country schools in Queensland with only 
one room, and was the schoolmaster to permit 
all the children who did not desire to take 
part in the lessons .to go outside for the time 
being? It might be very awkward on a wet 
day. 

The SECRETARY FOR PuBLIC INSTRUCTION : 
In all the other States, if it were a wet day, 
the children are not asked to go c'ut ; the 
lessons are not held. 

Mr. MANN: The same difficulty would 
occur if it, was a very warm day, and there 
were no shelter-sheds. He hoped that even 
yet the Government would state firmly that 
they would not alter our good system of 
education. 

Mr. LESINA: I£ the amendment were ao
cepted it would mean that the clergyman 
would be able to enter the school at the close 
of the afternoon and give his lessons, but 
some children had to leave school, say, at 3 
o'clock, to bring in the cows to be milked, 
and they could not attend at that hour. The 
same difficulty would occur to those children 
if the lesson were to be given befor~. ~chool 
hours, as they had a lot of work to do early 
in the day before school time. 

Mr. ALLEN pointed out that if this amend
ment were accepted the teacher would be able 
to give the lesson at the close of the day, and 
his attention would not be distracted with 
other school work. If the religious instruction 
was not given at a de.finite time, a few 
children might be receiving instruction, while 
the bulk of the children would be playing out
side and causing disturbance. He thought if 
the Minister were free to exercise his discre
tion he would accept this reasonable amend
ment, but he was bound down, and had to 
please Archdeacon Garland. 

Mr. MULLAN said the amendment was 
most essential, but, unfortunately, the Pre

mier and the Minister had got 
[2.30 a.m.] 'their orders and could not accept 

it. It was deplorable v/hen a 
Government had to sink their independence 
in that way. 

Mr. LAND supported the amendment. He 
took exception to the statement of the Minis
ter that the amendments were merely moved 
for obstructive purposes. He had heard 
many expressions of opinion as to what hour 
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•of the day was most suitable for giving this 
:instruction. Some people thought the school 
committee should decide, and they were 
·certainly the most familiar with the con
ditions in the district. Some were in favour 
of the morning, as the children could best 
attend then; but others thought that just 
previous to the dinner hour was the best 
time, as most of the children were present. 
Others favoured the last hour of the day, 
as then all those who were not to receive 
the religious instruction could go home, and 
there would then be no friction caused. A 
lot of the children got up early to milk, and 
then rode 4 or 5 miles to school, and it would 
be impossible for them to receive the religi
·ous instruction if the class was held before 
the opening hour of the school. The amend
ment would do away with a lot of trouble, 
as it would fix the hour definitely. It would 
relieve the school committee from the respon
sibility. and there would thus be no local 
'friction. He understood the Minister yester
day to say he would accept reasonable 
amendments; but what was the use of tneir 
moving amendments when the Minister de
dined to give them any consideration? 

At 2.45 a.m., 

Mr. ToLMIE resumed the chair. 

Mr. MURPHY contended that the House 
·should have adjourned at a reasonable hour, 
so that they might have come back prepared 
io calmly consider the measure. Unless they 
.specified the hour for the lesson, there was 
a possibility that the school committees 
would fix it at such inconvenient times that 
it would cause great friction between the 
committees and the parents. This applied 
'<lspecially to agricultural districts. 

Mr. FERRICKS expressed his dissatis
faction at the tactics of members on the 
Government side in keeping members of the 
Opposition here during the early hours of 
the morning. The boys and girls engaged 
in the dairy industry had to milk the cows 
early in the morning before going to school, 
and it was these young people who would 
suffer if the amendment were not adopted. 
If the hour of instruction were fixed at the 

·"<Jnd of the day's work, it would enable the 
children to time the hour of their arrival and 
departure. He thought if the matter had 
boon left to the Minister he would have 
accepted the amendment, but he evidently 
had not the power. 

Mr. FOLEY argued that the amendment 
•was most reasonable. Suppose the lesson 
was given at 11 o'clock, those children who 
did not receive the religious instruction 
wo_uld be )l:ept about the premises simply 
demg nothmg, and they woulil not be as fit 
for work as if they continued their studies 
without the break. The amendment would 
give a chance· to the children who were 
debarred from receiving this instruction to 
get away from the school altogether, and 
would prevent the children from quarrelling 
and calling each other names. 

Mr. ALLEN pointed out that Archdeacon 
Garland knew that if there was no pressure 
exerted there would be no attendance, and 
thus, in an indirect way, there would be com
pulsion; but the amendment would obviate 
that evil. Certain clergymen wanted to get 
into . our State schools for the purpose of 
proselytising, and to further their own reli-

gious fads. He pointed out that there were 
74,000 votes rec'Orded in favour of the Bible 
teaching, and 56,000 against it. 

The ACTING illiAIRMAN: Order! The 
hen. member must confine his remarks to the 
amendment, which has reference to the time 
of the clay at which religious instruction has 
to be imparted. 

I\1r. ALLEN continued to argue in favour 
of the amendment. 

Mr. LESINA could not add much to what 
had been so clearly put by previous speakers. 

The question was whether the 
[3.30 a.m.] lessons should be given at a pre-

scribed time, and have it fixed in 
the Bill, as suggested by the leader of the 
Opposition, or whether to leave it to the school 
comm;ttees, as suggested by the Minister. 
He hoped the Minister would reconsider the 
matter. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER could see that a good 
deal of trouble would arise if the school com
mittees were left to fix the hours, as they 
could not suit everybody; but all trouble 
would be obviated if the House itself were to 
definitely fix the time. They should be 
allowed to frame this legislation in such a 
way that there would be no doubt as to what 
was intended. He urged the Minister to 
reconscder the amendment. 

Mr. MANN and Mr. LESINA again spoke 
in favour of the amendment. 

Mr. COLLINS supported the amendment, 
as it would be in the interests of the children, 
though he thought religious instruction was 
of very little use to fight the battle of life 
with. There were about 800 one· room schools, 
and where were those children who did not 
desire to stay at the lesson to go during 
the lesson? When the children went to 
school fresh in the" morning, let them have 
the benefit of secular instruction, and the 
religious instruction at the close of the day. 

Mr. MURPHY contended that it was the 
duty of the Committee to insist on the inser
tion of the amendment., as although it wa& 

eminently desirable that religion 
[4 a.m.] should be impa.rted to the scholars, 

it was more desirable that they 
should be educated in such a manner as to 
fit them to take any position in life. 

Mr. LAND: It was generally recognised 
that the best schools to-day were the Catholic 
schools, and in those schools the religious in
struction was given at the close of the day, 
and the Protestants attending those schools 
were allowed to go home. 

Mr. MURPHY pointed out that religious 
instruction was taught in the schools in Portu
·gal in the morning, and that might have had 
some influence on the revolution going on in 
that country. If the Minister would give the 
amendment a little more consideration, ·he 
could not fail to come to the conclusion that it 
was a very desirable one. 

Mr. BRESLIN said by giving the religious 
instruction at the end of the day, the children 
who did not wish to receive that religious 
instruction would be enabled .to go home. He 
wa.s sure that the country would endorse the 
Minister's action if he agreed to accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. BresZin.J 
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Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted (lfir. Lennon's amendment) be so in· 
serted-put ; and the Committee divided :-

Ans, 22. 
}Jr. Allcn Mr. Land 
, Barber , Lennon 

Blair Lesina 
" Brrslin ~1ann 
, Collin~~ Maughan 
, , Corser ?¥1 ullan 
., l!1errinks , Murphy 
" :r'oley 1\:t:cLachlan 
,. Hamilton , Payne 
H HRtdacru ,, Ryan 
, Hunte•, J. ~L 'rheodore 
1'e le··s: ~Ir. Breslin ancl Mr. ;~crcLachlan. 

:No:gs, 26. 
Mr. _·Ula.n Mr. Hunter, D. 
,, Appel ,, Kidston 
, Barneg, r;.. P. , Th'lorgan 
, Barnes, W. H. , Pagct 
,, Booker Pet,·ie 
, Bonelmrd R:-tnkin 
~' B1ennan Robert.s 
, Bridges " Somerset 
,. CriUb " Swayue 

:: ~~~1J~~[~~ :: r~~~~~~r 
,, Gunn , 'Yhite 
, Hawthorn \Vienholt 

Telle· s: )fr. Roberts and l\Ir. Wienholt. 
PAIRS. 

Ayes-~Ir. Keogb, ~rr. Thinckintosh, and Mr. Douglas. 
Noes-Mr. 1Iodge, Th'Ir. Philp, and Mr. Uottell. 

Resolved in the negative. 

Mr. MANN moved to further amend the 
elause by omitting the word "moreover," on 
line 16, with the view of inserting " with 
the consent of the school committee." The 
only reason for the Bill was that the majority 
of the people had voted for religious in
struction in the State schools, and he was 
seeking in another form to allow the 
majority of parents of the scholars to say 
whether religious instruction should be given 
in the school or not. He intended moving 
later on that the word " shall" be omitted 
in the same line, with a view of inserting 
"may," so that it would not be mandatory. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCT'ION said that the amendment WM 
another attempt to wreck the Bill. The 
question embodied in the Bill had been ap
proved of by a very large majority of the 
people in the State, to whom it was referred, 
and on that account alone there was very 
little chance of him accepting the amend
ment. 

Mr. MURPHY: It must not be supposed 
that because a member of the Opposition 
moved an amendment, it was moved for the 
purpose of wrecking the Bill. The members 
of school committees, who were elected· by 
the parents, were entitled to some considera
tion in an important matter like the giving 
of religious instruction in the schools. He 
appealed to hon. members opposite to deal 
fairly with the school committees. 

Mr. ALLEN asked why had the Minister 
stated the amendment was moved to wreck 
the Bill, when he had given the school com
mittees, further on in the clause, greater 
powers than those asked by the hon. member 
for Cairns? Was this religious instruction 
to be rammed down the throats of the people 
of the North and West, who were almost 
unanimous in opposing it? The regula· 
tions at the present time prevented the 
school teachers from teaching religious dog
mas outside the schools, and now it was 
proposed to ask him to teach religion in 
the schools. 

[.ilfr. M ann. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN : I must ask 
the hon. member to confine himself to the 
amendment, otherwise I shall have to call 
upon him to resume his seat for tedious 
repetition. 

Mr. ALLEN said there were times when 
it was necessary to repeat arguments. 

Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted (Mr. Mann's amendment) stand part 
of the clause-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

Mr. Allan 
, Appel 

AYES, 27. 

, Bnrnes, G. P. 
,. :Barnes) W. H. 

!looker 
Bouchard 

, :Brennan 
, Fridges 

CorF:er 
Cribb 
Den ham 

, Grayson 
, Gunn 
,, Hawthorn 

Mr. Hunter, D. 
, Kidston 
,, M.organ 
,, P<lget 
,, Petrie 
, Rankin 
,, T:.oberts 
, Somerset 
H Swr.yne 

'rho m 
, 1Valker 
, 1Vhite 
, Wienholt 

Tellers: Mr. Bouchard and )ir. Thorn. 

!fr. Allen 
Barber 
Blair 
Breslin 
Collins 

,, Ferricks 
, Foley 

Hamilton 
,, Hardacre 

NOES, 21. 

11 Hunter, J. M. 
,< Land 

Mr Lennou 
,. J,esina 

M ann 
, ~Iaughan 
,, ::\Iullan 
, 1\!urphy 
, McLachlan 
,, Payne 
" Ityan 
, 'l'heodore 

Tellers: ~ir. Foley and l\Ir. J. )L Hunter. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. Hodge, Mr. Philp, ancl Mr. Cottell. 
Noes- Mr. Keogh, Mr. 2\o.lackintosh, and Mr. Doughs. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

'At three minutes past 5 o'clock a.m, 

The ACTING C:FIAIRMAN: Under Stand
ing Order No. 171, I call upon the hon. mem
ber for WooUoongabba to relieve me in. tlie 
chair. 

Mr. D. HUNTER took the chair accordingly. 

Mr. BARBER moved that the 'VI ord "one," 
on line 21, be omitted with the view of in
serting "half an." He thought half an hour 
would be quite sufficient to give religious 
instruction at one time, and he moved the 
amendment out of sympathy to the children. 

Mr. MURPHY objected to gag the clergy, 
and, therefore, could not possibly vote for the· 
amendment. 

Mr. MANN did not beli .. ve in shortening· 
the time allowed for religious devotion, and 
could not support the amendment. 

At 5.28 a.m., 
Mr. ToLMIE resumed the chair. 
Mr. MURPHY asked why should the:y try 

to limit the time allowed ministers of rehgion 
to give religious instruction? 

Mr. ALLEN said half an hour was quite· 
long enough for a lesson ~m any one subject. 
If half an hour was suffiment for a lesson on 
mathematics and) subjects of that nature, it 
was also sufficient for a lesson on religion. 

:Mr. McLACHLAN was opposed altogether 
to any minister having the .right to go into· 
the schools and give religious instruction; and 
while he could not prevent that, he would do 
all he could to limit the time to half an hour. 
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He pointed out that under the West Aus
tralian and Tasmanian Acts a clergyman was 
·only allowed half an hour in which to give 
religious instruction. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION said he could not accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN asked why the Secretary for 
Public Instruction would not be guided by the 
experience of Western Australia? If half an 
hour had been found sufficient to give re
ligious instruction in the schools in that State, 
it should be quite sufficient in Queensland. 

Mr. MURPHY: After listening to the 
arguments adduced in favour of the amend
ment, he· must confess he had changed his 
mind, and would vote for it. 

Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted (Mr. Barber's amendm.ent) stand part 
of the clause-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

::\fr. Allan 
, Appel 

AYEs, 27. 

., Rarnes, G. P. 
n Barnes, \V. H. 
" Booker 

Bonchard 
Brennan 

, Bridges 
1, Oorser 
, Oribb 

Den ham 
, Grayson 
, Gunn 
11 Hawthorn 

Mr. Hunter, D~ 
,, Kidston 
, Morgan 
, Paget 
, Petrie 
, :Rankin 
, Roberts 
, ~omerset 
,, Swayne 
., 'rhorn 
, Walker 
, White 
, Wienholt 

Tellers: Mr. G. P. Barnes and !it•, Crib h. 

Mr. Allen 
, .Barber 
, Breslin 

Collins 
, Ferricks 
, Foley 

Hamilton 
Hard acre 

NOJ<S, 20. 

, Hunter, J. ]If. 
Land 

~fr. Lennon 
, Lesina 

M ann 
, Manghan 
, Mullan 

:lfurpby 
McLacblan 
Pay ne 
ltyan 

" 
Tbeodore 

Tellei's: ~rr. Oollins and Mr. Ferricks. 
PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. Hodge, :lfr. Pbilp, and Mr. Cottell. 
Noes-l1r. Keogh, Mr. Mackintosh, and Mr. Douglas. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

Mr. ALLEN said the Minister's refusal 
to accept amendments was getting monoton
ous. He had a most reasonable amendment 
to propose-one suggested by the ,hon. mem-

ber for Townsville, Mr. Philp. 
[6 a.m.] He moved the omission of all 

the words after "hour," in line 
21, down to and including "are," with the 
view of inserting " in each week on such 
school day as the head teacher is." The 
object of the amendment was to transfer 
the power of arranging the time for religi
·Ous instruction from the school committee 
to the head teacher. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION said he could not accept the 
amendment, by which it was proposed, in the 
first place, to reduce the time allowed for 
religious instruction to one hour a week; 
and, in the second place, to make the head 
teacher instead of the school committee 
responsible. 

Mr. MURPHY asked whether the Minister 
would allow the power to be transferred from 

the school committee to the head teacher if 
the time allowed was one hour a day, instead 
of one hour a week ? 

Mr. ALLEN: He was prepared to alter 
his amendment by inserting " or school days" 
after the word "days." He wanted to have 
only one authority in the school. 

Mr. BLAIR pointed ,out that, as the clause 
stood, the school committee might appoint 
one hour a month, or one hour a year, for 
religious instruction by clergymen; but the 
amendment would provide that one hour at 
least in each week should be allowed. It 
would be better to leave the matter to the 
discretion of the school committee. who repre-
sented' the parents. · 

Amendment put and negatived. 

Mr. FERRICKS moved the insertion after 
"appoint," in line 23, of the words "but 
in all cases the pupils receiving religious 
instruction shall be separated from the other 
pupils of the school." This provision was 
contained in the New South ·wales Act. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION said the object of the amend
ment was already provided for in the clause . 

;ff· 

Mr. FERRICKS contended that it was the 
duty of the department to separate the chil
dren. There would be a difficulty in the 
case of one-room schools, of which there 
were over 800 in Queensland. 

Mr. LENNON supported the amendment. 
The variety of children in his electorate 
made it all the more necessary that this rule 
should be provided. If the proposed amend
ment to take religious instruction at the 
end of the school day had been accepted, 
there would have been no difficulty in this 
matter. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: In New South Wales there 
were 1,500 one-teaeher schools, and the course 
followed was to take care not to sacrifice the 
majority in favour of any particular denomi
nation. That course would be followed here. 
In cases where it was not practicable to 
separate the children, religious instruction 
would have to go by the board for the day. 

Mr. BLAIR said that during the debate on 
the Address in Reply he referred to the one
room schools, and the Secretary for Lands 
gave an implied promise that religious instruc
tion would be given at a later hour than the 
ordinary school lessons. The Minister might 
accept an amendment, providing that in all 
cases the pupils receiving religious instruc
tion should be, as far as possible, separated 
from the other x:>upils. 

Mr. MURPHY argued that what was prac
tically a promise made by the Secretary for 
Lands, who might be regarded as the deputy 
leader of the Government, ought to be ful
filled. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION gave the assurance that, in the 
event of the Bill passing, all head teachers 
would be requested by the department to see 
that, when religious instruction was being 
given, the children whose parents did not wish 
them to receive those lessons should be kept 
as far apart as possible from the others. 

Mr. ALLEN supported the amendment. It 
was not well to take the hon. gentleman's 
assurance in everything, because in three 
months' time he might not be the Minister. 

Mr. B. F. S. Allen.J 



1326 State Education Acts [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill. 

Question-That t.he word propoqed to be in
serted (1l1r. Ferrieks's amendment) be so inserted
put; aml the Committee divided:-

AYES, 18. 
Mr. Alien Mr. Hunter, J. M. 
, :B:trlJor ,, Land 

Blalr , Lennon 
Breslin , Lesina 
Collins. , Mulhtn 
Ferrieks )) :;}Iurphy 
Folev , Pn, ne 
Ham-ilton , Rvan 

, Ilarda.cre ~'heodore 

Telle•·., : ~1r. Barber and Mr. i\1urphy. 

Mr jJJan 
No:v.s, 29'. 

Appel 
, Barnes, G. P. 
, Barnes, W. H. 
,, Bonchard 

Bt'ennan 
, Bridges 
,, Cm·ser 

Oribb 
Den ham 

,, Forsyth 
Fox 
Gunn 

H Hawthorn 
}' Hunter, D. 

Mr. Kidston 
Macartney 

,, M01·gun 
Pagct 
Petrie 
Philp 
Itankin 
Rnberts 
Somerset 
Sway}le 
Thorn 

" \Valker 
White 
Wienholt 

Telle>·s: Mr. Alhn and Mr. Boucbard. 

PAiRS~ 

Ayes-Mr. Keogh and ~Ir. Douglas. 
l'\oes---)lr. Hodge and :llr. Cottell. 
Resolved in the negative. 
Mr. THEODORE moved the insertion, 

after "appoint,'' in line 23, of the words-
Provided that no cldld shall receive any religious in~ 

struction unlesfl: and until tbe parent or gunrul:-m notifies 
to the head teacher in writing that suell instruction is 
desired. 
The object of the amendment was apparent. 
Even the Bible League never advocated that 
religious instruction should be given to chil
dren whose parents were not willing that 
such instruction should be given to them. 
The provision in the clause in this connec
tion was a negative provisi-on, and he wanted 
it to be made positive. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: He could not accept the 
amendment, for the reason that in framing 
the Bill the object was to keep it in line w_ith 
the refeTendm;n. Any parent or guard1an: 
could request that no religious instruction 
should be given to a child, and that request 
would be respected. 

Messrs. CoLLINS AND ALLEN supported 
the amendment. 

At 7.45 a. m., . 
The ACTING CHAIRMAN said he would 

resume the chair at 9 o'clock. 
The Committee resumed a.t the hour named. 
Mr. LENNON argued that the obnoxious 

proviso in the clause was a. drag-net one, and 
those who were engineering the Bill through 
would look on the children as members of the 
incipient State church. The teachers should 
not lay sacrilegious hands on the· children to 
wean them away from their beliefs, or non
beliefs, if they did not have any belief. In tlie 
country the so-called neglected children and 
their parents would not submit to the patron
aO'e that was bestowed by professional philan
thrupists on the children in the metropolitan 
districts. The Minister would not accept the 
amendment, but it was their duty to show that 
they were a live Opposition. They had ex-

hibited a. watchfulness and a. de
[9 a.m.} termination to fight the Bill all 

the way, and if he had the physical 
strength he would fight every line and every 
word of it. 

[Mr. Theodore. 

Mr. MURPHY: They should deal with the· 
clause without any warmth, and while he was• 
not going to be annoyed over the Bill, he· 
would go on fighting it all the way. When: 
the Government's supporters asked for mm;e 
money for the hospitals, the Government said, 
"No," so it was no wonder they said "No:'· 
to the reasonable amendments of the Opposi
tion. It might happen that the parent could 
not write, and they would find the children 
writing notes, asking to be excused from at
tending religious lessons, so instead of the Bill 
doing the children good it would lead them 
to commit forgery by signing the names of the 
parents to the notes. Would the Premier look 
at the amendment from a shrewd, Scottish,. 
financial point of view, and he would see that 
it was a reasonable one? 

Mr. CORSER: People outside treated tlie 
matter seriously, and there was too much 
levity on the other side. He saw the Minis
ter's difficulty about accepting the amend
ment, as it was at variance with the referen
dum. The question should have been raised 
at the time of the referendum; but, as the will 
of the people had been expressed, it was the 
Minister's duty to carry it out. He suggested 
that after the word "parent," in lines 25 and 
29, the words " or guardian" should be in
serted, and then any need for the amendment 
would largely disappear. 

Mr. HAMILTON: The amendment was to 
make the Bill as acceptable to those who did 
not believe in religious instruction as it was 
possible to do. Nut more than five who voted 
for the referendum knew they were voting to 
permit ministers of religion to enter the 
schools, but they thought they were voting 
just to permit the teachers to give Scriptural 
lessons. The Premier was like a. Czar or Em
peror, and since he had come on his throne he
had not been so courteous or reasonable in 
accepting amendments as his predecessors in 
that office. 

The SECRE.TARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION pointed out that the amend
ment would practically override what thee 
understanding was at the time of the referen
dum, and he could not accept any amendment 
that would have that effect. With regard to 
the one-room ·schools, he would see that re
gulations were issued so that children whose
parents objected to them getting religious in
struction would be removed as far as possible
from the school, and every care would be exer
cised. The amendment defeated the whole 
scope and purpose of the Bill, and he could 
not accept it. 

Mr. FOLEY did not agree with the Minis
ter that the amendment was against the inten
tions of the Bill. The Bill had been drafted 
bv Archdeacon Garland, and that gentleman 
had not been working for fifteen years on this 
matter without having all these amendments 
prepared. The Minister would not accept the 
amendment because he wanted to throw the 
onus of the children not receiving religious 
instruction on to the parents. The assump
tion by the Minister was that the children 
wished to have religious instruction because 
they did not bring letters from their. parents. 
'What man would be game to wnte to a 
teacher, asking that his child should not !'e
ceive religious instruction? The Premier 
would not do it. 

The PREMIER : My word, I would. 
Mr. FOLEY: Such a. man would be de

scribed as a. heathen and an atheist, and it 
n:Ught prevent him from !j<'l~ting work_. If a 
child refused to accept rehgious teachmg, he
should not be punished for so doing. 
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Mr. vVHITE said the amendment was 
moved with the intention to destroy the Bill. 

Mr. THEODORE: Was the hon. member 
in order in imputing motives? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: To impute 
motives at any time is not in order. 

Mr. WHITE: They were told that Mr. 
Garland framed the Bill, but who framed the 
amendments and speeches of members of the 
Opposition? They 'were all framed outside. 

Mr. LENNON: 'That is a deliberate misstate
ment, and vou know it. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: Order! I 
must insist on the Standing Order that mem
bers be heard in silence, being obeyed. 

Mr. WHITE: 'fhe Labour party were ask
ing for another referendum to , give them 
another chance, but when the financial agree
ment referendum was carried the State Pre
miers did no-t ask for another chance, but 
accepted the voice of the people. Seeing that 
the referendum was a plank of the Labour 
platform, the Bill should have gone through 
in ten minutes. 

Mr. MULLAN: The Premier interjected 
that if he did not want his son to be given 
religious lessons he would write to the teacher 
to that effect, but when the Premier signed 
the LabDur platform, which he did not believe 
in, he did not send a letter along to the Trades 
Hall, saying he did not believe in it. 

Mr. BLAIR refuted the statement that the 
amendments and speeches from 

[10 a.m.] the Opposition were drafted out-
side. He supported the amend

ment because it would improve the Bill. It 
threw the onus on the -parent to write and 
say that he wanted his child to receive re
ligious instruction. 

HoN. R. PHILP thought they should settle 
the matter without further d<Jlay. They were 
&cting like a lot of children. There were 
seventy-two members in Parliament, supposed 
to represent the brains of. Queensland, and 
what would the country thmk of them when 
they could not settle a small matter like this? 
The question had been settled by a majority 
of 15,000, a much bigger majority than Mr. 
Fisher gDt, and yet Mr. Fisher's majority was 

-referred to as a glorious victory. He (Mr. 
Philp) promised to bring in such a Bill him
self, and because he had not done it, the hon. 
member for Bundaberg said it was a broken 
promise, hut that hon. m£mber should be the 
last to talk about broken oromises, a.s he pro
mised to vote for the Bill and then voted 
against it. 

Mr. MULLAN : In this referendum there 
was only one party active, but in the Federal 
referendum it was a big fight Q(ltween two 
parties. They did not want another referen
dum, and would not accept it if it were 
offered. 

Mr. BRESLIN was surprised at the Govern
ment members stonewalling the measure. The 
amendment was a reasonable one, and would 
simplify matters a good deal for the teacher. 

Mr. McLACHLAN pointed out that it 
would have simplified matters if the Minister 
had accepted the amendment the previous 
night that the religious instruction would be 
given in the last hour of the day. 

Mr. LAND contended that the amendment 
would be a great improvement to the measure 
if it were adopted. 

Mr. J. M. HUNTER: The amendment was 
a oonsciBnce clause,< and should be inserted in 
the Bill. The clause, as printed, was a semi-

compulsory clause, as the parent must writS' 
asking that lessons should not be given to his 
child to prevent it. being done. He (Mr. 
Hunter) had been a Sunday schDol teacher 
and believed in the Bible being taught to 
children in the Sunday school, but not in the 
State schools. It was a farce the wa-y the 
Government carried out business, and a waste 
of money paying members of Parliament when 
no notice was taken of their suggestions. It 
would mean that an amending Bill would 
have to be brought in next year. 

Mr. LESINA argued that members on tne· 
Government side were engaged in an act of 
vandalism in pulling down the splendid super
structure of secular education erected by the· 
giant minds of the past. They were like white· 
ants engaged in destroying that edifice, and 
the amendment was something in the' nature
of a "white ant destroyer." It was a reason
able amendment, and it was distinctly un
christian of the Minister to call it an obstruc
tive amendment. The Government had 
reached the ne plus ultra of parliamentary 
existence, and any Bill intr<Jduced by them 
must go through as drafted. as no amend
ments would be accepted. The statutes were 
piled up with amending Bills which only a 
lawyer could understand, all b£cause amend
ments were· not received when Bills were 
being considered. 

Mr. THEODORE saw nothing in the ques
tion submitted at the referendum that wa<> 
contrary; to the amendment now proposed. 
The people did not give a negative vote on 
the question that the parent should write and 
say he wanted his child to be given religious 
instruction. 

Mr. MURPHY drew attention to the fact 
that the amendment was supported by Mr. 
Blair, who supported the second reading, and 
who was a member of the Government which 
agreed to submit the question to the people, 
and that ought to lead the Minister to accept 
it. 

Mr. LESINA urged that the amendment 
should be accepted, on the ground that, in 
giving religious teaching, the teacher 

might wound the religious sus-
[11 a.m.] ceptibilities of parents; and 

complained that the Minister 
was deaf to logic, to reason, to sentiment, 
and to appeal; and had made up his mind 
to refuse the amendment, no matter by what 
arguments it might be supported. 

Mr. LENNON challenged any member to 
prove that the amendment was not a reason
able and proper one, deserving of the most 
serious consideration of the Government, 
and claimed that if Ministers acted in a 
statesmanlike manner they would embody it 
in the Bill. 

Mr. ALLEN argued that the attitude of 
the Government towards amendments pro
posed by members opposed to them implied 
that, in their opinion, the Opposition had 
no right to move amendments. He protested 
against such assumption on the part of a. 
gagging Government. 

Mr. FERRICKS expressed astonishment: 
at the obstinate attitude adopted by the
Government towards all amendments pro
posed, and said he could only explain it. 
by the fact that the whole of the members 
of the Cabinet were under some mysterious. 
outside influence, and ,Pare not accept any 
modification of their proposal. · 

Mr. MURPHY argued that if religion& 
instruction was to be given to children at
tending primary schools, it should only be 

Mr. Murphy.] 
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done with the consent and at the bidding 
·of their parents, and, therefore, the amend
ment was necessary. 

Mr. ALLEN submitted that the amend
ment would protect the teacher from petty 
annoyances arising from scholars endeavour
ing to shirk ordinary class work by attend
ing Bible instruction classes. 

Mr. FERRICKS contended that if parents 
wished to 'have religious instruction given 
to their children they should ask for it, and 
that it should not be forced upon the 
scholars. 

Mr. LESINA again complained that the 
Minister had made no attempt to answer 
the arguments of the Opposition. , 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
inserted (Mr. Theodon's amendment) be so 
inserted-pur,; and the Committee divided:--

l\fr. Allen 
,, Barber 
, Blair 
,! Bre8:.1in 
;o Ocllins 

l•'erricks 
lPoley 

, lhtmilton 

AYr:s, 19. 

, Hunter, J. M, 
,, L)tnd 

"Mr. Lennon 
Lesina 
Mackintosh 

, :vray 
, l\1ullan 
, Murphy 
, McLachlan 
, l>a.yne 
, Theodore 

Teilers: Mr. Breslin and }lr. McLachlan. 

1\fr. Allan 
, Appel 
, BRrnes, W. H. 
JJ Booker 

Boucbard 
, Brennan 
, Bridges 
" Corser 
., Cribb 
, uenbum 
H Forre~t 
,, Forsyth 
, Gunn 
,. 1-I:twthorn 
, Hunter, D. 

Mr. Kidston 
Jl ~lacartney 

Paget 
Petrie 
Philp 
Ran kin 

" Roberts 
, Somerset 
o Stodart 

Swa.yne 
Thorn 
Walker 

, White 
,. Wienholt 

Teller.~: Mr. Bouchard and ::\Ir. Walker. 

PAIRS. 

Aye;;:-".:\'Ir. Keogh and Mr Douglas. 
Koes-~fr. li•Jdgo and ~[r. Cottcll. 
Resolved in the negative. 

Mr. BLAIR moved that after the word 
"parent," on lines 25 and 28, there be in
serted the. words " or guardian." 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: I accept that amendment. 

Amendment agreed to. 
Mr. BLAIR moved that the following 

words be inserted after line 28 :-
Provided fl-l~o that any teacher may mak.e and trans

mit to the Mh1ister a st<ttutorv declaration under his 
-<>r her hand, made before a juStice of the peace. that 
he or sbe conscientiously ohjects to give religious 
instruction under the provi,.ions of this section, and 
thereuvon such tPnchf-r !-hall be exempted from the 
<luty of giving snch inf'trnction as aforesaid and shall 
not be l'Ubject to any dis•-tbility by reason only of such 
-objection. 
This amendment might well be termed a 
"conscience clause." It was not designed to 
-defeat the BilL It was simply an honest 
attempt to harmonise this proposed legisla
tion with the wishes of the people, and at the 
-same time protect those teachers who had 
<Jonscientious scruples against imparting the 
instruction provided for by the B'll. In 
a previous part of the Bill the Government 

[Mr. Murphy. 

recognised that a parent might have con
scientious objections to his children receiving 
religious instruction, and it would be illogi
cal to refuse to recognise similar conscienti
ous scruples on the part of teachers. More
over, unless some provision in the nature of 
the amendment was inserted, there would 
arise in some cases the extraordinary 
anemaly that a teacher who had a son 
attending his own school who conscientiously 
objected to that son receiving religious in
struction and withdrew him from the class 
during religious lessons, would still have to 
teach the lessons to which he objected to 
the children of other parents. The amend
ment was a logical and reasonable one, and 
would improve the Bill, and he hoped it 
would be accepted by the Minister. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: He could not accept the 
amendment, for three reasons. The first 
was that there was no such provision in 
similar measures. in other States. The 
second reason was that the amendment 
seemed to be a covert attempt to defeat the 
effect of the Bill, as it would render its 
operation impracticable, since there were, 
so it was stated, 895 schools in the State in 
which there was only one teacher, and, if 
those teachers claimed exemption under the 
proposed amendment, no religious instruc
tion ceuld be given in those schools. The 
third reason was that teachers would not 
be asked to explain the Bible lessons read by 
the children. The lessons would be read 
without explanation or comment. 

Mr. BLAIR repudiated the suggestion of 
any unworthiness of motive, and pointed out 
that he had made clear his position with 
regard to t4is Bill in his speech on the 
Address in Reply. He maintained that a 
conscience clause for parents having been 
inserted in the Bill1 the necessary corollary 
to that was a consCience clause for teachers, 
who were only differentiated from other 
parents by the fact that they were em
ployed by the department. 

Mr. MULLAN contended that to compel 
teachers to teach religion was a repudiation 
of the contract the department had made 
with them, and that it would practically' 
result in imnosing a religious test on this 
class of pubiic servants. 

Mr. ALLEN supported the amendment 
on the ground that it was a poor religion 
which depended for its success on compulsory 
teaching by public servants, and scouted as 
sublime nonsense and ridiculous rot the 
suggestion that teachers could give a, lesson 
in Bible reading without explanation or 
comment, if they complied with the require
ments of the department. 

Mr. MACKINTOSH favoured the inser
tion of a conscience clause for teachers, and 
was surprised at the Minister refusing to 
accept the amendment. 

Mr. HAMILTON urged that it would be 
useless to read Scripture lessons to children 
unless those lessens were interpreted to them, 
and that it would be foolish and wrong to 
compel teachers to give lessons on matters 
they did not believe in, and to the inculca
tion of which they had conscientious objec
tions. 

HoN. R. PHILP expressed the opinion 
that if the amendment, was carried they 
might as well drop the Bill, and contet•ded 
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that, as th~ Bible lessons' would be simply 
readings without comment there was no need 
for a conscience clause for teachers. 

Mr. BOOKER was not prepared to sup
port the amendment, because teacher& would 
not be required to do anything more than 
listen to the children reading the selected 
Bible lessons, and because such a provision 
would nullify the object of the Bill. 

Mr. ALLAN expressed surprise that those 
members supporting the amendment did not, 
if they were sincere in their professions, 
carry their objection further, and object to 
the Deputy Speaker, no matter what his 
religious opinions might be, opening the 
proceedings of the House every sitting with 
an invocation to the Supreme Being. 

Mr. MURPHY pointed out that the 
amendment was not proposed because it was 
thought that teachers were irreligious, but 
because teachers might have conscientious 
objections to teaching religion. 

At five minutes to 1 p.m., 
The PREMIER moved-That the question 

be now put. 

Mr. ALLEN asked the Acting Chairman: 
Do you consider the question has been suffi
ciently discussed ? 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I do. 
Question-That the question be now put-put; 

and the Committee divided :---;-

llir. Allan 
AYEs, 31. 

, Appel 
,, Barnes, W. H. 
, Booker 

Bone hard 
:Brennnn 
Bridges 
Corser 

, Cribb 
, Denham 
,, Forrest 

Forsyth 
,, Fox 

Gunn 
,; Hawthorn 

Hunter, D. 

Mr. Kidston 
, :fi.Iacnrtney 

Morgan 
, Pnget 

Fetrie 
Philp 
Ran kin 
Roberts 
Somerset 
Stodart 
Swayne 

,, Thorn 
Welker 
White 
Wienholt 

TeUers: J\Ir. Cribb and Mr. Forsyth. 

Mr. Allen 
, Barber 

El air 
" Bres1in 

Collins 
, Ferricks 
n Foley 
, Hamilton 

NoEs, 20. 

u Hunter, J. :Th-I. 
, Land 

Mr. Lennon 
, Lesina 

Mackintosh 
May 
MulJan 
Murphy 
McLachlan 
Payne 

,, Ryan 
Theodore 

Telle>·s: Mr. 1\IcLachlan and Mr. Ryau. 
PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. Hodge and Mr. Cottell. 
Noes-i\Ir. Keogh and Mr. Douglas. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
added (Mr: Blair's amendment) be so added-,. 
put; and the Committee divided:-

;I:Ir. Allen 
Barber 

, Blah· 
, Breslin 
, Collins 
, Corser 
., Ferricks 
, Foley . 
, Hamilton 

AYEs, 21. 

, Hunter, J. :Thf. 

" 
Land 

Mr. Lennon 
,. Lesina 

Mackintosh 
, May 

;l:!ullen 
, J\rlurphy 

McLachlan 
Payne 
Ryau 

, Theodore 

Tellers: Mr. J. M. Hunter and Mr. Payne. 

1910<-4 N 

No~:s 1 30. 
Mr. Allan Mr. Kidston 
, Appel , macartney 
, Barnes, W. H. ;, "'\f organ 

Booker H Paget 
Rouehard Petrie 

, :Srennan , i>hi.lp 
Bddges Rankin 
Cl'ibb Roberts 

, Denham Somerset 
Forrest Stodart 

, Forsyth , Swayne 
Fox , Thorn 

, Gunn , Walker 
Hawthorn , White 

H Hnnter, D. , 1Vienholt 
Tel.ers: Mr. Gunn and )fr. ::\Iorgan. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-l\Ir. Keogb "n•l }fr. Douglas. 
Noes-:Ur. Ifodge and Mr. Cottell. 

Resolved in the negative. 

At ten minutes past 1 o'clock p.m., 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: The question 
is that clause as amended--

Mr. LESINA: Mr. Tolmie-

Mr. THEODORE: Mr. Tolmie---

The PREMIER: I move-That the ques
tion be now put. 

M:r. LESINA rose to a point of order, and 
urged that the question had not been stated. 

The ACTING CHAIRMAN: I do not 
think I stated the question. I will state it 
now. The _question is--" That the question 
be now put." 

Mr. ALLEN: J\!Ir. Tolmie---

The PREMIER: I move-That the question 
be now put. 

Question-That the question be now put
put; and the Committee divided:-

~Ir. Al!au 
, Appel 

AYES, 31. 

, Barnes, W. H. 
Eooker 
llouchard 
Brennan 

, Bridges 
Corser 
Cribb 
Den ham 

, Forrest 
,, Forsyth 

Fox 
Gunn 
Hawthorn 

, Hunter, D. 

Cla:r. Kidston 
, , llilarartney 
,, ~'iorgan 
,, Paget 

Petrie 
Philp 
Rankin 

,, Roberts 
, Somerset 
, Stodart 

Sway ne 
Thorn 
Walker 
White 

, Wienholt 

Tellers: Mr. Ilrennan and Mr. Swayne. 

NOES, 20. 
~fr. Al!eu Jlir. Lenuon 

Barber , Lesina 
.Blair , Mackintosh 
Breslin , May 
Collins , l\IulJan 
Ferricks H l\furphy 

, Foley , '.McLachlan 
Hamilton .; Payne 

u Hunter, J. M. , R.yan 
Land " Theodore 
1'ellets: Jlir. Ferricks and Mr. Land. 

PAIRS. 
Aye~-llfr. Hodge and Mr. Cottell. 
Noes-Mr. Keogb and Mr. Douglas. 

The tellers having reported the numbers to 
be Ayes, 32-; Noes, 20, 

Mr. P A YNE called attention to the fact 
that there were only 31 Ayes. 

Mr. Payne.] 
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The ACTING CHAIRMAN directed the tellers 
to recount the votes, which they accordingly 

• did, and then reported "Ayes, 31; Noes, 20.'' 
Question resolved in the affirmative. 

Question-That clause 2, as amended, stand 
part of the Bill-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

AYES, 32. 
1\fr. Allan Mr. Hunter, D. 

, A.ppel n Kidston 
,, Barnes, W. H. , Macartney 
, Blair , ~forgan 
, Booker , Paget 
,, Bouchard Petrie-
,, Brennan , Philp 
,, Brirt ges ,. Ran kin 

Corser Roberts 
, Oribb Somerset 
, Denham , Stodart 
,. Forrest ,, Swayne 
, Forsyth Tborn 

Fox , Walker 
, Gunn White 
,. HawtJ:Iorn , Wienholt 
Tellers: Mr. Walker and Mr. Wienholt. 

Mr. AEen 
:Barber 
Breslin 

, Collins 
Ferrioks 

, Foley 
h Hamilton 

NOES, 19. 

, Hunter, J. M. 
, Laud 
1, Lennon 

Mr. Lesina 
::I'Iackintosh 

, May 
Mullan 

, ~furphy 
McLacblan 

, Payne 
R'fan 

,, Theodore 

TellerB: Mr. Collins and Mr.May. 

PAIRS, 

Ayes-Mr. Hodge and Mr. Oottell. 
Noes-Mr. Keogh and Mr. Douglas. 
Resolved in t.he affirmative. 
The SECR$TARY FOR PUBLIC IN

STRUCTION moved that the Acting Chair
man do now leave the chair, and report the 
BiH to the House with amendments. 

Mr. LENNON said there was a grave 
reason why the Chairman should not leave 
the chair, and that was that important and 
necessar:v amendments had been rejected by 
means of the gag. He hoped the Bill would 
be recommitted for the purpos<;o of further 
considering those amendments. 

Mr. MURPHY hoped that when compiling 
the new reading-books the Minister would see 
that a lesson in courtesy was included in 
them. He obj<Jcted to the Chairman leaving 
the chair until the gag was applied. 

At twenty-seven minutes to Z p.m., 

The PREMIER moved-That the question 
be now put. 

Question-That the question be now put-put; 
and the Committee divided:-

An'", 30. 
Mr. Allan Mr. Hunter, D. 

, A-ppel , Kidston 
, Barnes, W. H. , Macartney 
, Booker , Paget 
, Bouchard " Petrie 
, Brennan ,, Philp 

Bridges , Rankin 
, , Cor~er , , Ro berts 

Cribb , Somerset 
, Denham , Stodart 
, Forrest , , Swayne 
;, Forsyth , , Thorn 
, Fox ,, Walker 

Gu-nn ,, White 
, Hawthorn ,. Wienholt 

Tellers: Mr. Gunn itnd Mr. White. 

[Hon. W. H. Barnes. 

NoEs, 20. 
Mr. Alien ::lk r,ennon 

, , Barber Let-'ina . 
, Blair Mackintosh 

Brfslin H ~ray 
n Oollins ,, ~1ullan 

l!1erricks ,, )iurpby 
Foley ~rcLrwhlau 

, Hamilton , Payne 
Hunter, J. M. , Ryan 

, , Land , , Theodore 
Tellers: Mr. J. M. Hunter and }1r. PaJ'ne. 

PAIRS. 
Ayes-Mr. Hodge ;~ud Mr. Cot tell. 
Noes-Mr. Keogh and Mr. Douglas. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

Question-That the Acting Chairman do 
now leave the chair and report the Bill 
with amendments-put; and the Committee 
divided:-

Mr. Allan 
, Appel 

AYEs, 31. 

Barnes, W. H. 
, Elair 

Booker 
llonchard 
Bre11na.n 
Bridges 
Corser 
Cri ob 
Den ham 
Forrest 
l'orsyth 

,, Fox 
H Gnnn 

Hawthorn 

Mr. Hunter, D. 
Kitiston 
Mncartney 

, Paget 
, Petrie 
, Philp 

R;mkin 
Robert~ 
Somerset 
Stodart 
Sway ne 
Thorn 
¥\'"<t1l{er 
White 

, Wienholt 

Tellers: Mr. D. Hunter and ~fr. Roberts. 

~fr. Allen 
, Barber 

Breslin 
, Collins 
,, Ferricks 
,, Foley 
, Hamilton 

NOES, 19. 

H Hunter, J. M. 
,, Land 
, Lennon 

Mr. Lesina 
Mackintosh 

, May 
, Mullan 
, Murphy 
, ::\1c Lachlan 

H Payne 
, Ryan 
,~ Theodure 

Tellers: Mr. Lesina and Mr. Murpby. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-:l[r, Hodge and Mr. Oottell. 
Noes-Mr. Keogh and Mr. Douglas. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

The House resumed. The Au:rrNG CHAIR
MAN reported the Bill with amendments. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION moved-That the Bill,. as 
amended, be now taken into consideration. 

Mr. LENNON asked the Deputy Speaker 
if he thought it was the proper thing abso
lutely to ignore the common decencies of life 
a,nd carry on business during the luncheon 
hour, practically starving members into sub
mission. (Laughter.) 

Mr. MURPHY took excention to the con
tinuance of the sitting, and he appealed to 
the Deputy Speaker to announce that he 
would resume the chair at a later hour of 
the day. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There ie no 
principle involved in the question before the 
House, which is always accepted as purely 
formal. If hon. members wish to rise, there 
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is no reason why they should not do so 
within the next five minutes, as soon as this 
mqtion is passed. 

Mr. LESINA did not resent the lecturette 
that had been delivered by the Deputy 
Speaker as to the prc:per course of action in 
dealing with the motiOn before the House. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I 
13hall not allow the hon. member for Cler
mont on any future occasion to make any 
remark regarding the Cha.ir, which, in my 
opinion, is impertinent. I have asked him 
before not to do so; and, if such an imperti
nence is a~ain directed by him towards the 
Chair, I sna!l ask hon. members on both 
sides to protect me. The deputy leader of 
the Opposition and the hon. member for 
Croydon courteously asked me to consider 
the phvsical requirements of hon. members, 
and I' merely suggested an easy way of 
satisfying those requirements. 

Mr. LESINA apologised if he had been 
guilty of any seeming. impertinence. He 
took his stand on the Standing Orders, 
which permitted him to discus,s any question 
-submitted by the Chair, and he rose to 
support the motion, and to resent the rather 
sordid spirit in which it had been regarded 
by the deputy leader of the Labour party 
and the hon. member for Croydon, who con
·sidered it merely from the point of view 
<Jf the gratification of their carnal appetites. 

Mr. ALLEN also desired to enter his 
protest against going on with business at the 
;present time. 

The PREMIER : I beg to move-That the 
,question be now put. 

Question-That the question be now put-puu; 
cand the House divided :-

Mr. A!lan 
, Appel 

AYES, 31. 

, Barnes. W. H. 
., Booker 
, Bouchard 
n Brennan 
,, Bri1ges 

Corser 
, Dribb 

Den ham 
Forrest 
Forsyth 
Fox 

., Gunn 
u Hawthorn 
, Hunter,D. 

Mr. Kidston 
, }facartney 

Paget 
, Petrie 
, Philp 
, Rankin 
, Roberts 
,, Somerset 
, Stodart 
, Swayne 

Thorn 
Tolmie 

,, Walker 
, White 

Wienholt 

Tellers : Mr. Corser and Mr. Wienholt. 

NOES, 20. 

Mr. Alien Mr. Lennon 
, Barber , Lesina 

Blair , Mackintosh 
:Breslin 1\tlav 
Collins Mu.llan 

, Ferricks Murpby 
, Foley McLacbl"n 

Hamilton Payne 
Hunter, J. M. Ryan 

n Land , Theodore 
Tellers: Mr. Collins and Mr. Ferricks. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. Hodge and Mr. Cottell. 
Noes-}fr. Keogh and Mr. Douglas. 

Resolved in the affirmative, 

Question-That the Bill, as amended, be now 
taken into consideration-put ; and the House 
divided:-

An:s, so. 
Mr. Allan Mr. Kidstou 

., Appel H l.'Iacartney 
, Barnes, W, II. H Paget 
, Booker "' , l>etrie 
, Bouchard , J>hilp 
, Brennan , lfankin 
J' Corser •l Roberts 
, Crib b , Somerset 
, Denham , Stodart 
, F01·rest , Swayne 

H Forsyth , ~'horn 
, Fox , IJ.,olmie 
, Gunn ,. ·walker 
, Hawthorn , ·white 
, Hunter, D. , 1\'1enhol 
Tel(ers: Mr. Bouchard and Mr. Walker 

NoEs, 20. 
Mr. Alleu Mr. Lennou 

, Barber Lesina 
, Blair ::\'Iackiutosh 
, 13res1in , :nay 
, Collins , 11fullan 
, Ferricks , l\furphy 

Foley McLachlan 
, Hn.lnilton Payne 
, Hunter, J. M. :; Ryan 
, Land H 'f beodore 

Tellers: Mr. Barber and Mr. Breslin. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-Mr. Hod~e and Mr. Cottell. 
Noes-Mr. Keogh and Mr. Douglas. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC IN
STRUCTION: I beg to move that the third 
reading of the Bill be made an Order of the 
Day for the next sitting of the House. 

Mr. LENNON appealed to the Secretary 
for Public Instruction not to persist in his 
determination to rush the Bill through, but 
to reoommit it for the purpose of reconsider
ing two very important amendments. 

Mr. LESINA: If the third reading was • 
taken when the House again met, the ques
tion would be discussed at considerable length 
to the detriment of those who wished to 
discuss the Estimates. He hoped the third 
reading would be put off until Tuesday. 

The PREMIER: It will be purely formal. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. LESINA: Every stage of the Bill would 
be fought, and would have to be marked by 
the brand of the gag, so that the pious folk 
outside, who were waiting expectantly for the 
measure, would see the brand of the gag all 
over it. 

Mr. ALLEN rising to address the Chair--
The PREMIER said: I beg to move-That 

the question be now put. 

Question-That the question be now put
put; and the House divided:-

Mr. A!lan 
Appel 

AiEs, 31. 

Barnes, W. H. 
Rook er 
Bouchard 
Brennan 
Bridges 
Oorser 
Cribb 
Denbam 
Forrest 

, Forsyth 
,, Fox 

Gnnu 
Hawthorn 

, Hunter, D. 

Mr. Kidston 
,, l\facartney 

Paget 
, Petrie 
, Pbilp 
, Rankin 

Roberts 
Somerset 

, Stodart 
, Swayne 

Thorn 
,., Tolmie 
" ':Valker 
, White 
, Wienholt 

Teller•: Mr. White and Mr . .A.l!an. 

Hon. W. Kid8ton.] 
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~fr. All en 
, Barber 
, B!air 

J3reslin 
Collins 

, :Perrlcks 
, Foley 
, Hami.lton 

Xo>:s, 20. 

, Hunter, J. 1\:1. 
Land 

Mr. Lennon 
,. Le:::inn, 

:llackintosh 
~by 

l\:Iullan 
~!nrphy 

~~~' McLaehlan 
j) Payne 

H Rvau 
, Theodore 

Tellm·s: Mr. Lesina and Mr. :I>Iurphy. 

PAIRS. 

Ayes-llr. Rodge and ~ir. Cottell. 
~oes-)lr. Keogh and ::\lr. Douglas. 

Resoh·ed.in the affirmativE'. 

Question-That the third reading of the 
Bill be made an Order of the Day for the next 
sitting of the House--put; and the House 
divided:-

This division was identical with the previous 
one. " Ayes," 31 ; " Noes," 20. 

Resolved in the affirmative. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

The PREMIER: I beg to move that the 
House do now adjourn. The first businBss at 
the next sitting of the House will be Supply. 

Mr. LENNON appealed to the Premier to 
state what time he would consider the next 
sitting of the House should commence. 

The PREMIER : The Sessional Order fixes 
that. I have no more control over that than 
th~ hon. member has. 

Mr. LENNON suggested that, taking into 
account the exertions of the past twenty-four 
hours, thB Premier should fix 7 o'clock as the 
time at which the House should resume. By 
that t.ime they would probably return re
freshed, and would do much better work than 

_if they r·eassembled at half-past 3 o'clock. 
Mr. HAMILTON did not see why they 

should adjourn at all. The Premier had kept 
them there to suit his own convenience. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have, 
as the hon. member is aware, ruled that on 
the motion-" That the House do now ad
journ"-the leaders on either side may answer 
one another, but a general debate is not per
missible. 

Mr. HAMILTON rose to a point of order. 
He considered that every member of the 
Chamber had a right to speak on the motion. 
The Deputy Speaker's ruling was wrong, and 
he ruled that he was out of order. · 

The DE,PUTY SPEAKER: Then the hon. 
member must give notice of motion in the 
usual way that my conduct in the chair is not 
correct. 

Mr. HAMILTON: He had a right to debate 
the question; he dirll not care what anyone 
said. He had been in that House for many 
years--

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The 
hon. member must obey the ruling of the 
Chair. The question is-.-

Mr. HAMILTON: I move that your ruling 
be disagreed with. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is 
-That this House do now adjourn. As many 
as are of that opinion say "Aye;" the con
trary, "No." The "Ayes" have it. 

The House adjourned at twenty minute>~ 
past 2 o'clock_ p.m. 

[Hon. W.J(idston. 

Supply. 




