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1804 State Education Acts [COUNCI~.] Amendment Bill. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

WEDNESDAY, 2 NoVEJII!JlER, 1910. 

The PRESIDENT (Hon. Sir Arthur Morgan) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

ROCKHAMPTON HARBOUR BOARD 
ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 

FIEST READING. 

On the motion of HoN. A. H. BARLOW, 
this Bill, received . by message from the 
Assembly, was read a first time. The second 
reading was made an Order of the Day for 
to-morrow. 

STATE EDUCATION ACTS AMEND-
MENT BILL. 

SECOND READING-RESUMPTION OJ!' DEBATE. 

* HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL said: I was 
hoping that last week, when I availed myself 
of the opportunity of speaking on the second 

[Mr. Land. 

reading of the Bill, I had said all that I 
should be called upon to say on this ques­
tion before the Bill went into Committee; 
but, by an amendment having been proposed, 
and many things having since been said in 
opposition to the Bill and its intentions, it 
seems necessary that someone should have 
.something to say in favour of the Bi~l an.d 
against the amendment. I do not thmk 1t 
would be very difficult for anybody who really 
gives his attention to this question to say 
something contrary to this amendment. But 
before I deal with that part of the subject, 
there are some preliminaries which I must 
give to the House, with its indulgence. We 
had yesterday some extracts from letters, 
newspapers, and books, and various things 
presented to us to show that there had been 
something like misrepresentation of opinions 
held in some quarters with regard to this 
Bill. I have received since the sitting of 
yesterday a number of communications of 
one sort or another. Some I had received 
previously, but I think that these should, in 
all fairness, follow those which were pre­
sented to us yesterday, and which in the 
ordinary course will appear in Hansarrl. 
Something has been said about the Lutheran 
body, and a good de'al of capital adverse to 
the Bill has been made from the fact that 
some very few ministers bearing that desig­
nation have expressed themselves in opposi­
tion to the Bill. I am going to give the 
Council two or three items also coming from 
the Lutheran body, or from representatives 
of that body-

Brisbane, 
2nd November, 1910. 

Dear Sir,-'fhough a stranger to you, I am writ· 
ing to ask you to correct the unjust impression 
given of the Lutherans in Queensland by the letter 
of Messrs. Darsow and others, quoted by the Hon. 
A. J. Thynne in the Council. The writers of that 
lBtter represent a body of Lutherans known as the 
Missouri Synod in America, and, so far as Queens· 
land is concerned, have, as far as I know, t;hree 
ministers-according to the published list there are 
only two-I believe not half a dozen churches, and 
in the same list are announced a,s holding services 
only in seven small centres. 

I am writing on behalf of the German Lutheran 
Synod of Queensland, representing the largest num­
ner of Lutherans in this State, having over fifty 
churches and twelve ministers. This synod has for 
years past consistently supported the Bible in State 
schools movement, and, by resolutions of the synod,_ 
unanimously decided to give its full and unreserved 
weight in favour of Bible in State schools as pro· 
~osed. · I do not know one of our ministers who 
differs from the opinion of the synod, nor have I 
heard of a single member of our church who did 
not support the proposal. 

Members of Parliament who desire to be impar­
tial will judge whether Lutheran opinion is for or 
against the proposal from these facts. If a mere 
handful not associated with the German Lutheran 
Church are to be quoteii! as representative of 
Lutheran opinion, the great body of German 
Lutherans should equally be quoted as in its favour. 

Yours sincerely, 
C. F. TREUZ, 

Vice-President German Lutheran Synod. 
To the Hon. F. T. Brentnall, M.L.C. 

I am not going to make any comment on 
that letter~ it speaks for itself. We have 
been told that a Lutheran Synod in Vic­
toria had pronounced a decision upon this 
question. I do not know that it much con­
cerns us what the Lutheran Synod in Vic­
toria may do with regard to our State legisla­
tion; but this possibly is of some concern to 
us, because it refers to the Lutheran Synod 
of Queensland, which was held somewhere 
about 18th November, 1908, as the report 
appears in a paper dated 20th November, 
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1903. "\Vithout giving unnecessary details, I 
will just read the passages which bear upon 
the guestion-

The question was brought forward by the parish 
of Beenleigh as to what stand the synod should take 
on the referendum of the Bible in State schools. 
.After some discussion it was decided unanimously 
tnat the synod should support the proposal. 

On Monday night there was a well-attended meet­
ing to hear Archdeacon Garland speak on · · The 
Bible in State Schools." Pastor Langebecker pre­

·sided, and introduced the subject and the speaker. 

With regard to the Presbyterian Church of 
Australia, there has been a considerable 
diversity of opinion. There has been some 
apparent conflict of testimony as to what 
really is the opinion of the Presbyterian 
Church. The following communication refers 
to the Presbyterian Church of Australia, and 
not particularly to the Church in Queens· 
land. It is written from St. Stephens Manse, 
Ipswich, and is signed "Peter Robertson"-

You are doubtless aware that the General Assembly 
of Australia, which met at Adelaide in September 
o_f last year, unanimously resolved-" That the 
Assembly approve of the use of the Scriptures in 
public schools, and of the access of ministers to 
t.hese £chools for the purpose of giving denomina­
ticnal teaching to the children of their own con­
gregations, and hope that members of the church 
in Victoria and Queensland may use their influence 
to promote legislation in this direction." 

Then there is a reference to the intention to 
submit the matter to a referendum during 
the following year, which I do not think I 
need read. On the 27th December, 1909, the 
following appeared:-

Re BIBLE IN HTATE SCHOOLS LEGISLATION. 
Dear 'Sir,-At the meeting of the General As­

sembly of Australia, held in Melbourne in Sep­
tember of this year, the following finding was 
unanimously recorded :-

"Approve of the action of the ex-Moderator in 
issuing a circular to the church in Queens­
land on the Bible in State schools question; 
commencl the churches in the States in 
which the law permits to make full use of 
their opportunities for giving Bible instruo­
tion to our children in the State schools; 
and urge the ministers and people in Vic­
toria and Queensland to aid to the full 
measure of their influence the securing of 
a like boon in their States." 

Having regard to the· great importance of this 
matter as relating specially to the State of Queens­
land, I- haye been instructed by the Public Ques­
tions Committee to issue a circular containing the 
foregoing finding of Assembly, and to urge upon the 
ministers and people in Queensland to act together 
in this matter, and to advance the efforts of all re 
endeavouring to secure Bible instruction for chil~ 
dren in the State schools, so that the object aimed 
at may be speedily attained. 

Allow me to emphasise the clause which was put 
before you by my predecessor-namely, that ''' the 
knowledge of the Word is the foundation of· our 
Protestant faith and practice, and without such 
knowledge the work of the church is made increas­
ingly difficult from year to year." 

By the formation of a branch of a Bible in State 
S"chools League in your district, or by supporting 
such branches already formed., and by· other means 
which you may think of, you may be able to do 
effective work in your particular district for the 
advancement of the common cause. 

With fraternal greetings, 
I am, yours sincerely, 

JOHN FERGUSON, 
Moderator. 

The next is a letter from the Manse, Esk. It 
is signed by William J ames Stevens, whose 
name has been mentioned here once or twice 
already in connection w!th this part!cular 
subject, and I am not qUit~ .sure that 1t has 
not been claimed by both s1des. 

Hon. T. 0. BEIRNE : He is put down as 
"Doubtful" or "Views unknown." 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I had to 
apologise the other day for my slight deaf­
ness, and I shall have to apologise again. 
I will just go on, and hon. members can 
correct anything I may have to say after­
wards. This letter is dated 29th October, 
and was signed by William J ames Stevens, 
and addressed to the Rev. D. J. Garland, 
Brisbane, and reads as follows:-

Your wire of 26th instant only reached me this. 
morning, as I have been away for a month's holiday.­
! regret this, as I should have liked to contradict 
Mr. Beirne at once. 

HowevN', I wired him this morning (at the same 
time that I wired you) contradicting his statement 
and assm<ng him emphatically that my entire 
efforts wen heartily in support of the Bible League. 
I hope he will be honest enough to admit publicly 
Iiis mistake. 

Yours fraternally, 
WILLIAM J. STEVENS. 

The following is from the Ministers' Asso­
ciation of Brisbane churches between Break­
fast Creek and Sandgate. I have received 
another letter on the same subject, which 
will cover the same ground. This is from 
the Rev. Cyril Mayhew, the vicar of Clay­
field. It has been handed over to me, 
although not originally addressed to me. It 
is as follows:-

I have pleasure in forwarding you resolutions 
passed to-day at the local Ministers' Association, 

. and wish to explain that it consists of Anglican, 
Baptist, Congreg'ation, Lutheran, Methodi·sts, and 
Presbyterian ministers working from Breakfast 
Creek to Sandgate, Pinkenba, Eagle Farm, Hamil­
ton, Eagle Junction; Olayfield, Hendon, Nundah, 
Zillmere, Chermside, Deagon, and Cabbage-tree 
Creek. It is felt that no amendment ought to be 
passed, and that the will of the people as shown 
in the referendum should be carried out. 

I have, etc., 
O'YRIL MAYHEW, Vicar. 

And I think he is also chaplain to t,he 
Defence Force. The resolution is a's fol­
lows:-

This association, comprising ministers of all the 
Protestant churches between Breakfast Creek and 
Sandgate, view with concern the attempt of some 
members of the Legislative Council to thwart the 
will of the people so expressly shown in the recent 
referendun1 on the Bible in State schools as an 
unwarranted interference with our democratic 
government, and especially unfitting that gentlemen 
not elected by the suffrages. of the people should 
attempt to render nugatory the direct mandate of 
the electors of Queensland, taken with such care and 
expense. The association earnestly urges the Legis~ 
latiYe Council to pass the Bill as submitted to the 
voters of Queensland, unamended, and deprecate the 
sectarian spirit that may spread outside their Cham­
ber if unauthenticated lists of names of supposed 
opponents and other methods be continued, and trust 
that the Council will be Di-,inely guided to aot 
righteously and in the interest of future genera­
tions. 
The following is from Warwick, and signed 
Canon Hay:-

Warwick branch league resent attitude in Legis~ 
lative Council regarding Bill on which people have 
expressed their will Arranging meeting Inform 
Brentnall and others if strengthen their hands. 

That telegram came down a day or two ago. 
'I'he next communication is addressed to me 
directly, and reads as follows:-

The committee of the Bible in State Schools 
League of Toowoomba and district desire to record' 
their strong indignation at the attitude of certain 
members of the Legislative Council in attempting 
to suppress the voice of the people in the recent 
referendum. 

As representing a section of the State in which 
a heavy vote favourable to the introduction of reli­
gious teaching in State schools was cast, they desire· 

Hon. F. T. Brentnall.] 
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to make it known that at the present time feeling 
here is running very high at the treatment of the 
Bible in State Schools Bill. 

They therefore fervently hope that the Council 
-will recognise the will of the people by passing the 
Bill without amendment. 

That is signed by T. W. Cockell, as presi­
dent, and then by two others, orie of them A. 
G. Weller, who is a Baptist minister residing 
at Toowoomba. I have here three resolu­
tions passed by three distinct Methodists' 
Synods last month, which was the month for 
holding these synods all over the State of 
Queensland. The first is for . the Brisbane 
district, which was concluded in the West 
End Methodist Church on the 22nd October. 
The resolution, which was proposed by the 
Rev. W. H. Harrison, and carried unani­
mously, was as follows:-

That this synod expresses its appreciltlion ol the 
action of the Government in relation to the Bible in 
State schools referendum in secur1ng the pal:'!sin~ of the 
Bill through the Legislative Assembly, and_ sincerely 
hopes that the Legislative Council will grant the wishes 
of the peop1e by passing the Bill now under considera­
tion in that part ofthe Legislature without amendment-

At the Wide Bay District Methodist Synod, 
a motion wa.s unanimously carried expres­
sing pleasure at the result of the Bible in 
State Schools referendum, and a1so with the 
action of the Government in taking steps to 
carry out the will of the people and urging 
the Legislative Council to pass the Bill with­
out amendment. At the Downs District 
Synod, which includes Ipswich, and was held at 
Ipsw~ch, a resolution was passed "emphati­
callv protesting agains.t the attempt being 
made in the I,egislative Council to amend 
the Educational Act Amendment Bill in such 
a w<ay as to defeat the intention of the 
people as expressed in the recent referendum." 
The resolution was. ordered to be •sent by 
wire to the President of the Legisla.tive Coun­
cil. I suppose they did not quite know what 
was the proper procedure, and they adopted 
that as being the only procedure they did 
know. However, a telegram came to me the 
same day, and I made some inquiry about it, 
•and the President was good enough to hand 
it over to me to he read here. On the evening 
of the day on which that resolution was passed 
by the Ip.swich Synod, a publio meeting was 
held in Ipswich, and several hundreds of people 
were present. At that me<)ting the follo.wing 
resolution was passed by a standing vote-

This public meeting strongly pTOtests against the 
attempt to wreck the Edncation Act Amendment Bill 
in the Legislative Council, and urges tbat effect be given 
to the will of the people clearly expressed in the refer­
endum. 
I have another communication; it is from 
Warwick. It reads as follows:--

At a meeting held at St. J\fark's Church at the end of 
last month the hope was expressed that the Bill would 
not be thrown out, and would not be mutilated by 
amendments. Evidently some members of tbe Legislaw 
tive Council needed to bn reminded of their functions. 
They were not there to thwart or block the expressed 
will of the people. Canon Ray also stated that in the 
near future a public meeting of those interested in the 
matter would be held. 

I think that this will indica.te to hon. mem­
bers t-hat a good deal is being thought, and a 
good deal is being expressed, on the opposite 
side to that indicated. by the letters and ex­
tracts which were read here yesterday and 
on one or two other days. It is quite mani­
fest that the chief Lutheran body in Queens­
land >s unanimous in their approval of this 
Bill. It is quite clear tha.t the Presbyterian 
General Assembly in two successive years 
passed practically unanimous resolutions in 

!Hon. F. T. Brentnall. 

favour of religious teaching in State schools, 
and there has been no sort of communication 
between me and any section or portion 
or part of the body with which I am gener­
ally rec-ognised to· be more or less associated. 
I have had no communication wlith any of 
them, minister or the people. They have just 
done this on their own accord, without any 
instigation from me, and without any insti­
!)'ation from any other member of this Coun­
cil, so far as I am aware. Those· letters which 
I haveread have been quite spontaneous, and 
they seem to indicate, or at anv rate to con­
firm, what I indicated a week ago yesterday, 
that this question h.aving been raised, and a 
kind of challenge having been thrown down, it 
would be taken J:W·. I was quite certain it 
woul~ be taken up. It wa·s taken up the very 
day It was thrown down. On the evening of 
the day that challenge was announced here 
resolutions were passed at two important 
meetings expressing regret, and promising a 
fUJrther earnest and vigoroUJs campaign in the 
futu~e if this . Bill were not allowed to paqs 
P.arha~ent tlus year. I felt certain, without 
consultmg anybody, that would be the effect 
of speeches delive1'ed here, and the effect is 
now pretty manifest. I ask the indulgence 

of the House to refer to one er 
[4 p.m.] two more directly personal matters 

.-1.10t of my own provoking or 
my own brmgmg up, but, when I am alleged 
to have changed my views, I want some 
proof that on an important question like this 
I have changed my views. 'Vben I am 
accused of prevaricating, and pursuing a 
Machiavellian policy-that word was not used, 
but that was what it meant-when I am ac­
cused of twisting about in order to serve my 
own purp_o,se:s, or the purposes which ma.y be 
under consideration here, I repeat what I 
said to the face of the hon. member who 
made those accusations-that it is a libel. 
I say now what I .said then, that that is not 
my practice. In the course of my life I have 
suffered a very greab deal from my frank 
expression of opinion-from my outspokenness 
--from what I might call, if it were not a 
little vain-my blunt honesty. But I do not 
kno.w t.hat I was eyer accused before of pre-­
vancah!Jg-of_ evasiOn, of twisting things, and 
of makmg thmgs appear in a different light 
from what I should make them appear. In 
order that I may justify the remarks ·I am 
making, I will read what was stated. The 
Hon. P. Murphy said-

VVJ-tether he is with me or whether he is against 
me, I like a.fighter. TJ:lehon. member has a nasty 
hab1t sometimes of tw1stmg facts to dovetail into 
hiS arguments, and that is not fair. 

Hon. F. T. BnENTNALL: That is a libel. 
Row. P. MURPHY: I am sorry if I have hurt 

~he .susceptibilities of the hon. member, as I had no 
1ntentwu of dorng so. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: That is not my practice. 
_HoN. P. llflJRPHY: The hon. member did it on 

~his occasion. Th~ hon. member said, or the mean~ 
mg of what he said was, that, wheu the agitation 
was being' Cal;'ried on before 1875 for the establish­
ment of the present system of secular education the 
Roman Catholic Church was fighting in suppo;t of 
the teaching of religion in the State schools. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: I cannot connect it. 

My trouble then was that the hon. member 
said I had made ·a certain statement and I 
s~ated that I co)lld not recollect it. IIe per" 
8Isted, and I said, "I cannot connect it." I 
could not connect it with any part of my 
speech. It was not relevant to any part of 
my speech. Then the hon. member assured 
me that I should find it in H ansa,.d when I 
came to look through the proof. Well, I have 
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read the proof of my speech twice, and I 
cannot find a single word in the report of that 
speech that bears any such construction as the 
hon: member put upon it. Now, I would like 
the hon. member to prove his words. Talk 
about my twisting things and misrepresent­
ing things ! When a man charges me-and 
appeals to me to confirm his charge-with 
having made certain statements which I 
never made, and which he cannot adduce a 
scintilla of proof that I ever did make, who 
is it that is twisting facts, I ohould like to 
know? I do not want to get angry or to 
make the hon. member angry, but really, 
when one's honour is touched in that way, 

-it is enough to provoke one. But let us go 
just a wee bit further back. The Hon. Mr. 
Murphy Baid-

I may be permitted to say, ,shortly, that the Hon. 
Mr. Brentnall, in speaking on one point-I am not 
going to refer to any other point in his speech-was 
very ingenious. Nearly forty years ago, when this 
agitation was going on, if my memory serves me 
aright, the hon. member took up a very different 
position to that which he is taking up now. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALI,: I was not here forty years 
ago. 

HoN. P. MURPHY: The hon. member was here 
thirty-five years ago. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: That is true. 
HoN. P. MURPHY: I put it to the hon. member 

now. Did he take up the same position theu that 
he is taking up now? He knows he did not. Yet 
he twitted the Roman Catholic people with taking 
up a different position now to what they did then. 
He twisted a fact, as it were, and twisted it l:iadly 
to suit his own ends; and that is not a fair thing 
to do in a debate on an important question like 
this. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: I have no recollection of 
doing anything of the kind. 
With regard to the episode of thirty-five 
years ago, the hon. member ·accuses me of 
having altered my views. and changed my 
position, and taken up a different side on this 
question from what I d'id then. The event 
to which he refers was my appearance before 
the Royal Commission which was appointed 
to inquire into the condition of the educa­
tional system then in existence, with a view 
to bringing in a new Education Bill. I gave 
my evidence before that commission. I am 
accused by the hon. member of having 
changed my own views with regard to reli­
gious teaching in State schools. He also 
referred to State educa,tion and to a· State 
church, and eo on. I .said I wo.uld vote 
against a State church. I must now, with 
the permission of the Council, clear up that 
particular accusation. During the series of 
questions put to me by the Royal Commis­
sion, of which the late Sir Charles Lilley 
was chairman, this question was asked-

Has any action been taken by that meeting-
A meeting of the minister.s of the body in 
Queensland~ 
on the subject of education? Yes; last month we 
pv,ssed a formal vote on one particular aspect of 
education-that is, ou the religious aspect of it. 

Have you any record of the vote? We were quite 
unanimous in passing the following resolution:­

~'That, in the opinion of this district meeting, 
the time has arrived when all State support 
to denominational schools should cease." 

I held that opinion still. 
HoN. P. MuRPHY: vVhat wa,s the next ques­

tion'/ 
HoN. F. 'I'. BRENTNALL: The hon. mem­

ber can read it afterwards if he likes. I am 
not going to read the whole thing. (Laughter.) 
Well, if the hon. member will give me the book 
I will read any questions he likes. (The Hon. 
Mr. Murphy handed the hon. member a volume 

of "Votes and Proceedings".) I thought it 
was only necessary to rea.d those that were 
relevant to the accusations made against me. 
The question the hon. member wants me to 
read is not the next question. Somebody 
has been at this volume, picking out paS'S­
ages, and making little crosses in the margin, 
I •suppose to indicate my weakne.sse,s. It so 
happens that the very next morning I came 
here for some information, and in walking 
through the Chamber I found this handy 
little volume lying upon the very place where 
t..'J.e Hon. Mr. Murphy sits. (Laughter.) I 
had the curi<i<sity to look at it. It has some 
bearing upon some remarks made to me yes­
terday. I looked at it, and I found a mark 
at the pages where my evidence ap.Pears. and 
I found those marks in the ma.rgm. There 
is one at this que,stion by Mr. Douglws-

I suppose you have a complete system for follow­
ing up the relig·ious education of your young people, 
apart altogether from that in the public schools? 
Yes; we are particularly careful about the religious 
education of our children by means of Sunday 
schools, etc. 
The next question has a double mark against 
it--

But you would deem dependence \1pon such lessons 
as the Scripture and general lessons as insufficient? 
I think we should consider it advisable that our 
own children should be educated in what other 
people might regard as our own particular views 
of .some portions of Scripture, but that would be not 
only to make them g-ood Christians or good citizens, 
but to make them g·ood Methodists. 
And why should we not? 

Hon. C. F. NIELSON: Quite right. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: If I have 
children of my own, and they are baptised 
into the same churoh as I belong to, why 
should I not try to make them as good 
Methodists as I am myself? (Hear, hear!) 

Hon. P. MunPHY: There is another ques· 
tion. You have got a long way from the 
question I want you to read. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I will read 
any question the hon. member likes to point 
out to me. 'l'here is nothing here that I 
am afraid to read. There is a mark against 
this question put by Dr. Prentice-

I understand, then, that you disapprove of non· 
vested schools? Yes; we have not been able here 
to agree on the sentiment expressed in the second 
r_esolution; some of our people would, I think, go 
l5eyond it, and do away with relig-ious teaching in 
the public schools altogether. I could not support 
such a proposition as that myself. 

That is an answer to remarks of the Hon. 
Mr. Murphy about my having changed my 
views. It express-ly confirms my views. I 
could not vote for the doing away altogether 
of religious teaching even now. The second 
resolution which I referred to was this : It 
was w resolution passed by the Educational 
Committee <)f New South 'Wales, because at 
that time Queensland had not a separate con­
ference of its own. It reads as follows:-

That this committee could not recommend to the 
Methodist Church to accept any general system in 
which less religious teaching shall obtain than is 
found in the Scripture lessons now used in all our 
public schools because it believes that in a pro~ 
fessedly Christian country provision ought to be 
made for teaching the general principles of the 
Christian religion taught in these lessons, and that 
any alteration in the Public Schools Act in this 
particular would be opposed to the best interests of 
the youth of the land, and to the good order and 
prosperity of the State. 

That is the second resolution emanating from 

H.on. F. T. Brentnrtll.] 



1808 State Education Acts · [COUNCIL.] Amendment Bill. 

the Educational Committee of the Methodist 
Church in New South Wales. Mr. Douglas 
then asked-
. 'Have you ever heard any complaints against the 
schools under the .Board of .fJduca.uon on tt.e ground 
that they intel"fered lll any wxy with the religiuus 
opinions of the young people P ".No, sir." 'l'hen, iu that 
respec~, the pre.':'lent sy.stem is sati.\:i_ractory to your body? 
"I believe tnat our lH::ople gem.'ral!y are quite satbfied 
with things as they arcJ iu thi.s culoay iu reterence to 
!~~~~~~.~~ teachiug-I 1:uu speakiug of t1Je primary 

Is there any other extract from that book 
that hon. members would like? I think the 
extracts I have read pretty well confirm the 
attitude I a)U taking up now in regard to 
this Bill, and I think my evidence given in 
December, 1894-if I had had to, speak and 
vote in the first month of the following year 
I could not have taken up a stronger attitude 
than I am taking up now ; and I think, there­
fore, I have just reason to feel aggrieved that 
I should be accused, firstly, of changing my 
views, and, secondly, of having macle some 
reflection upon the Roman Catholic body which 
I never did make, That iS" what I complain 
of. And, in the third: place, I did not like to 
be accused of twisting about and ingeniously 
putting a different construction on words as 
has been done in this debate. If this debate 
is to be continued: at all with good feeling, we 
must put away every kind of sectarian pre­
judice which is likely to interfere with our 
judgment. Let us act like honest men one 
towards another, and not make accusations 
against one another which we are not able 
to prove. · I think I have said enough on that 
line. There are juS"t two or three sentences 
I would like to say with regard to an ex­
pression I made use of at the close of my 
previous speech. I hope I may be permitted 
to refer to it. It was on the second reading 
of this BilL I was drawing to the close of 
that rather lengthy speech-there were at 
least four frolicsome politicians all practising 
upon me with their popguns, and they were 
firing their shots one after another rucroS"s 
the floor, and when a man is bombarded in 
that sort of way, or shot at, it is a little dis­
concerting. I did make one remark which, 
if correctly reported, I ought not to have 
made in that exact form. That is the one 
remark in that speech with regard to which 
I ha'Ve to express a single word of regret. I 
have seen it reported in one of the papers 
that I said an alliance had been formed with 
socialists who were atheists. If the opinion 
was conveyed by that that I thought all 
socialists were atheists-nothing was further 
removed from my mind. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I know some 
of these men who are associated with the 
socialistic party and are socialists them£elves, 
and they are just as good Christians and have 
just as much reverence for the Bible as any 
member of this Council. 

Hon. B. FAHEY: No such alliance as you 
mention exists. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I say it ap­
peared in one of the daily papers, and I should 
be sorry for an expression of that kind to 
get about, as I am like some other hon. 
members, I do not think a man's religion 
altogether d_epends on the singing of psalms 
and the .saymg o;f prayers. That is the only 
explrunat1on I wish to make. What is the 
purport of the amendment now before the 
Council? In dealing with that I am not going 
into any long, meandering speech. I do not 
think a second-reading speech is required of 
me. If other people think differently with 

fHon.l!. T: Brentnall. 

regard to. this, I am. not going to dictate to 
them1 _but I think we ha~e had quite enough 
repetition of second-readmg speeches during 
this debate. What I want to say is, I am 
not going to circle round the main question 
as sometimes mosquitoes circle round my 
head, draw a drop of blood, and then go awruy. 
Let us stick to the point, and let us understand 
what we are doing with regard to this amend­
ment which is now proposed. If we carry it, 
we will dday the passage of this Bill, and 
delay it for a considerable time, because it 
must be well known to the clear judgment 
of the mover of this amendment and of those 
who are supporting him that, if the amend­
ment were carried out, there is not the ghost 
of a. chance of this Bill passing this session ; 
and he knows it perfectly well, just as well 
as anybody else. If the amendment were 
carried somebody must appoint a selection 
committee. It will take a little time to make 
that selection. Then I would like to know 
where you are going to find four or ha;!£ a 
dozen men competent to make that selection. 

Hon. C. F. NIELSON: The committee has 
been appointed. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I do not know 
whether they are appointed or not. I go on 
the supposition that they have to be ap­
pointed or oome new members added. Are 
you going to set these men to rush through 
the Bible-the whole of that series of books­
within the next three or four weeks and make 
the necessary judicious selection of lessons 
for our public schools, and expect those 
lessons to be printed and submitted to uS" 
during the present session? We are 'now in 
the first week of November. In seven weeks 
we shall be at Christmas, and it is physically 
impossible, unless you mean those men to 
work all night after doing their day's work, 
to accomplish what this amendment proposes. 

Hon. B. FAHE"Y: It can be accomplished in 
one week. · 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I would not 
like to have to do it. The hon. member who 
has just interjected yesterday read-! say 
nothing about whether he acted with judg­
ment, discretion, or wisdom-he read, as he 
said, eJn extract from the New South Wales 
book of lessons. I maintain with him that 
that was an improper lesson to be put before 
young children. I stated when I laS"t spoke 
that there were many lessons in the New 
South Wales school book that I could not 
approve of, 'and I would not approve of 
putting anything into the hands and minds of 
children which is contrary to the beliefs of 
the age or the discoveries of science. Let 
us at least take the book for all it is best 
yrorth, and we c_an easily enough find lessons 
m that book whiCh are good for our children 
aS' they are good for ourselves. If I were 
disposed to talk a little bit religious I would 
say th~t right in the very heart of that book 
there Is one word, and it is a word which I 
and every other hon. member attaches great 
importance to. It is a word that we believe 
s'!J.ould regulate our daily life, our commercial 
hfe, and our moral life, and that one word 
is "righteousness," and it is there right in 
the very centre of the book; it is there in the 
first book and it is there in the, last book. 
You will find it in one form or another from 
beginning to end-it runs like a silver thread 
through every book of the Bible. The word 
" righteousness " is there, and I take it it is 
the best word in the book so far a!l it can 
affect human conduct and human morality. 
What was said of Noah? That "he only was 
found righteous among men." And he was 
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put in the ark of safety. Then what was said 
about" Abraham? That " he was upright 
and feaxed God, and would train his family 
after him in the right way." And when 
that old patriarch prayed for the salvation 
of Sodom. He asked, " If there were ten 
righteous men there, would the city be 
spared?" " Yes it would be spared if there 
were only ten ;ighteous men in it." I could 
take you right through the books- of the 
Bible-through the Psalms where you scarcely 
find a page in which the word does not occur. 
Can we do any wrong whatever by selecting 
passages of Scripture which will impress upon 
the minds of our children the duty of righteous 
dealing towards their fellow-men and righteous 
conduct towards each other? 

Hon. T. C. BEIRNE: That is what the 
amendment proposes to do. 

Hon. B. FAHEY: The hon. gentleman's 
argument is in favour of the amendment. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I would give 
the Government or the Minister for Educa­
tion credit enough for common discretion and 
common sense not to appoint men to make 
selections for our public schools that would 
be improper for our children to have. That 
is my position. 

Hon. B. FA HEY: That is what they did in 
New South Wales. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: In a matter of 
this kind we must leave something to the 
authorities. We do it with other Bills. How 
many Bills have we passed here and have 
left the regula.tions to bE), approved by the 
Governor in Council? I am told I am speaking 
in favour of this amendment. The wonder 
about this amendment is. just this: That a 
number of members of this Chamber who do 
not want religious teaching in the schools at 
all, who do not want Bible lessons in the 
schools, who do not want selected lessons of 
any kind--

Hon. P. :MuRPHY: In public schools. 
HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: Yes; I am 

speaking about public schools. I am not speak­
ing of private schools or church tSchools. 
Why should hon. members who digapprove 
of these lessons come here and try to wreck 
this Bill by bringing forward an amending 
motion to produce these lessons in which they 
do not believe and never will believe? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: And then Parliament 
would have ·to revise them. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: If the lessons 
came here, every hon. member would want 

to have a hand in revising them, 
[4.3(Yp.m.] and it would take another session 

to get the Bill through. The Go­
vernment are taking the right course. and I 
hope it will be persi.sted in. We find our­
selves faced with this obstructive amendment, 
and are asked to take an action which 
directly !louts the people, and throws out of 
the window of the Council the expres.sed will 
of the people. -

Hon. B. FAHEY: The hon. member is 
taking an unrighteous stand. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I am taking 
the stand dictated bv my own conscience, 
and mv own view of what is right for the 
education of our children. and I presume the 
hon. member is doing the sa-me. so tha.t in 
that rE'spect we may agree to d;ffer. A con­
stitutional process has been pursued for as­
certaining the mind of the people, and that 
mind has been emphatically expressed ; and, 
as some of these resolutions which I ha,ve 
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read have stated, it is not for this branch ef 
Parliament, not elected, or sitting here by 
the suffragee of the people, to deny the people 
the right they have asked for and voted for. 
I know that sometimes it may be the duty 
of this House to reject an immature measure, 
unauthorised by public opinion. 

Hon. A. H. l3AnLow: That is rejecting the 
vote of the people's representatives, who may 
misrepresent the people. · 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: The action all 
through was deliberate and constitutional. 
We were told ]a;st evening by the Minister 
in charge of the Bill that the referendum wa-s 
authorised by a Rpecial Act of Parliament. 
It passed by majorities in both Chamber.s. 
It went to the people, and the people have 
expressed their views upon it. Is it for us to 
say to the people at this stage that they had 
no right to expr?~'S their views, or, having; 
expressed their vrews, they made a mistake, 
and that we are here to put them right, and 
to protect the country from the effect of that. 
mistake? Is that our function? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: We dissent from 
the Assembly because we sometimes think the 
Assembly does not repre·sent the people .. 
Now WE) have the direct voice of the people. 
themselves. That is a point that seems to b<J; 
missed. 

· Hon. P. MURPRY: Our contention is that 
this Bill was never before the people. 

HoN. F. T. BREN'I'NALL: Yesterday the. 
Hon. Mr. Fahey for some time referred to 

_the j'aucity of this vote, and he sneered at 
a pa try 74,228 people carrying a motion like 

. this out of 260,000 voters. 'If a vote of 7 4 228 
wa~ ·so. p~It.~y that no notice should be ta'ken 
of rt-rf It Is only fit to be kicked about as a 
worthless and worn-out football or something 
hl~e that-what about t..lle vote g:ven to Mr. 
Grvens? 
~ON. B. FAHEY: What has that to do with 

thrs? 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I will show the 
h?n. member if he is patient. The vote 
given to Mr. Givens was 82,234, or 8,006 more 
than thrs. The vote for Mr. Turley was 
81,719, or 7,491 more than this. The vote 
for Mr. Stewart was 80,339. or 6,111 more 
than the vote for this. 

H~n. B. F AHEY : 'rhi·s does not refer to the 
electwn of Federal members. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: Did not the 
hon. member repeatedly sneer yesterday at 
the small number of votes that were polled 
for the referendum? 

Hon. B. FAHEY: Quite right, and I do 
here. 

HoN. 1<'. T. BROO'TNALL: Now the hon. 
member wants to know what thi,s has to do 
with it? It has this to do with it-that 
the highest of these thre& representative~ of 
the Labour-Socialist party-whom some mem­
bers of this House voted for-despite all the 
public meetings, all the harangues, and all 
the house-to-house canvassing for votes, only 
got 8,006 votes more than we got in this 
referendum. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Hear, hear! And the 
" Great Iniquity" was carried by 5,000 votes. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: What is the 
use of treating the decision of the people like 
that? It is their decision, not mine. There 

Hon. F. T. Brentnall J 
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is another paradox which creeps in here, and 
that is that the decision of the people is being 
opposed by mean artifices by men who pose as 
leading democrats. I do not think I need 
enlarge upon that. I say deliberately that it 
is a mean artifice to try to defeat the will of 
the people by such an amendment as this--

The PRESIDENT: Order, order! 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: Because hon. 
members know that there is hardly the ghost 
of a chance of getting the Bill through if this 
amendment is passed. 

Hon. B. F AHEY : That is denied. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: The majority 
-whether it was good, bad, or indifferent­
>Vas obtained in a thoroughly constitutional 
way, and the referendum was on the specific 
issue of the teaching of religion in the State 
schools. Hon. members do not want to pass 
the Bill to give the Government the power to 
select the lessons and bring the will of the 
people into actual operation for the benefit 
of the juvenile portion of the people. Not a 
single member who supports the amendment 
believes in it, because they do not want re­
ligious lessons in the schools at all. 

Hon. B. FAHEY: That is the hon. member's 
opinion. 

Hon. F, MoDoNNEU: \V e want to make 
the Bill as little objectionable as possible. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: You want to 
· defeat the Bill. 

Hon. F'. MoDONNELL: Yes; if possible, we 
do. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: The hon. mem­
ber just brings me to what is, perhaps, 
the best climax. He wants to make the Bill 
as futile as possible, and, as an alternative. he 
would be delighted to throw it out altogether. 

Hon. F. MoDoNNELL: Of course we would. 
There is no doubt about that. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: We were ex­
horted last night to persevere with the debate 
until it came to a final issue, and' until we 
either passed or rejected this amendment. If 
it is rejected I presume we shall go on with 
the second reading- of the Bill; but I think 
there was a g-reat deal of justice in the re­
mark made by the Minister in charg-e of the 
Bill last night-that we are simply wasting 
time. I have. carefully avoided making replies 
which I could have made to arguments which 

·have been used by those supporting the amend· 
ment with reg-ard to the education which is 
being given in certain denominational schools. 
I could sweep fhe whole continent of Europe, 
and g-ive hon. members :.> series of replies to 
that argument, if it suited my purpose, but 
I shall not do that just now. There may be 
other opportunities of doing it, and I shall 
not hesitate to do it. I do not want to pro­
voke any irascible feeling-, as·there is no neces­
sity for it. Only do not be continually saying 
that there is no education on earth equal to 
that which you· wish to continue. 

Hon. P. MURPHY: We believe in the educa­
tion given under the present Act, and we do 
not want it altered. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: That is the 
view o£ one side. Hon. members supporting­
the amendment will not allow us to have our 

[Hon. F. T. Brentnal1. 

views. The people outside, by a very sub­
stantial majority, showed that they want this 
Bill. 

Hon. B. FAHEY: You insult the people by 
making that statement. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: Who are the 
people? 

Hon. B. FAHEY: The people of Queensland. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: But I want 
to know who are the people? 

Hon. B. FAHEY: The whole of the people of 
Queensland. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: When you ap­
pealed to the people of Queensland to put 
members of a· certain type of politics into 
the Federal Parliament, the highest of them 
only g-ot 8,006 votes more than we got for this 
Bill. And this is a local Bill, not a Federal 
Bill. 

Hon. B. FAHEY: I have already informed 
the hon. member that this amendment has 
nothing to do with the Federal Parliament. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I wonder if 
the hon. member thinks I am such a dunce as 
not to know that without being told. I wonder 
whether we heard anything yesterday after· 
noon that had nothing to do with the amend­
ment. That sort of thing- comes very incon­
sistently from the hon. member. I agree with 
the Hon. A. H. Barlow that the time has 
come when the Council should come to a de­
cision upon this matter, and the country ex­
pects us to come to a decision. That is 
evidenced by the resolutions and letters which 
I have read, and I think we are prepared to 
come to a deeision, and the sooner we come 
to it the better. Some hon. members talked 
about amending the Bill, and I said, "We do 
not want to amend the Bill. We want to 
carry it; and, if we are not going to carry 
it, defeat us, and we shall be satisfied with 
the vote. If we can defeat you, play the man 
and be satisfied with your defeat." (Hear, 
hear! 

-* HoN. C. F. NIE·LSON: I shall endeavour 
tc address myself particularly to the amend­
ment before the House, and I regret I have 
to continue the debate, as I have had a very 
strenuous time during the last few days, and 
I do not feel at all welL I want it clearly 
understood that I am against the Bill in toto. 
I wish hon. members to understand I do not 
take up the attitude expressed by the Hon. 
Mr. Gibson last week. He said, "You can 
talk till doomsday and you won't convert 
me." That was a very uncompromising 
kind of attitude, and it is not a correct atti­
tude for any hon. member to take up. What 
are politics, after all, but a matter of com­
promise. I am perfectly prepared to com­
promise so far as this amendment goes, and 
I was most astonished this afternoon to hear 
the Hon. Mr. Brentnall get up and tell us 
that he intended to give us reasons why the 
amendment should not be carried. I list­
ened to the hon. member for an hour and a­
quarter, and I did not hear one reason why 
the amendment should not be carried, ex­
cept this : He said, " If this amendment is 
carried, you are flouting the will of the 
people." I think I can explode that reason 
in a very few words. What was the will of 
the people, may I ask, so far as these par­
ticular lessons are concerned? Did they 
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know what lessons were to be taught? In 
the ballot-paper all they were asked to do 
W!'S this : They were asked-

Are yon in favour of introducing the following 
system into State schools, namely:-

'fhe 8ta.te schoolmaster, in school hours, teaches 
selected Bible lessons from a reading-book 
provided for the purpose, but is not atlowed 
to gi' e sect.nrian teaching: 

Any ministet' of l't·•tigion is entitled, in school 
hours, to g-ive the eillldt•cn or his own 
denomination an hour's religious instruc­
tion on such day 01' d:t\ s as the school 
committee can atTange ror: 

Any parent is entitled to withdraw his child 
·from all religious tc:.H~hing if be chooses to 

do so? 

YES. 

:>0. 

/Jl1'edions (to be printed in 1'ed lnlc). 

If you dAsirt4 Ilcligious Instruction in State Schools, 
vote thus-

YES. 
N-G, 

If you object to ltelTgio!lS Instrrlction in State Schools, 
vote thus-

:+.gg~ 

NO. 
vVhat I want to know is this : Did the 
people, or did the majority who voted on 
this referendum, get any secret tip from the 
authorities that be, because there appear to 
bo authorities that are above this Chamber 
and above the Government? Uid they get 
a tip as to what kind of lessons were to be 
taught? I was not informed, and in that 
respect there is no such thing as the voice 
of the people, not even the voice of the 
majority who voted. I submit that there 
was not one person who had any idea of 
what was to be taught. I submit there was 
not 5 per cent. of the persons who voted who 
had any idea of the lessons being taught in 
New South Wales, and I am astonished at 
the Hon. :Mr. Brentnall, after his speech on 
the second reading of the Bill-and in that 
respect I think the hon. member is particu­
larly qualified to speak as to what portions 
of the Bible would be good or would not be 
good for State school children. The hon. 
member was satisfied that the New South 
Wales lessons were not well selected. He 
said-

For instance, I wonld not teach 1 hem the chronology 
of the !look of Chronicles. There tt.ight be some things 
in the Bible which it wonld not be a wise thing to 
include in the Scripture lessons, bnt that Holy Book 
'Contains le~sons fo~ human conduct and helps to the 
spiritual life of humanity which may be very wen 
tau~ht to the children of this State, no matter what 
particular creed they may belong to. 

Then the hon. member wanted to know to 
which part of the Bible tlie opponents of this 
Bill objected. He said-

Is there any objection to the excellent doctrines and 
principles that-may bfl tnught from the PentP~teuch? 
Is there any objection to the Decaloglle P I should like 
to know from these hon. members who are opposing 
these Bible lessons what le<sons they do object toP no 
thev object to the devout spiritn"lism of the Psalms P 

Then he proposed that the Ten Command­
ments should be included in the lessons,· and 
I believe if Bible lessons are to be given in 
the State .schools that the Ten Commandments 
should certainly be included. When the 
Hon. :Mr. Power spoke on this question, he 
suggested, before ·any amendment was pro­
l)Osed from this side of the House, that the 

amendment moved by the Hon. :Mr. Beirne 
should be moved in Committee-that the 
lessons, after being framed, should be put 
before both Houses of Parliament, and 
passed by them before they were put into 
operation. The Hon. :Mr. Brentnall made 
no objections to the Hon. :Mr. Power's idea. 
Then we had more theological food from the 
Hon. :Mr. Gibson, and he gave us an idea of 
the lessons which he thought should be taught. 
He said he would be satisfied to have the four 
Gospek Therefore, we have an instance 
among our own members that there is a dif­
ference of opinion as to what ought and what 
ought not to be taught. So far as I am 
concerned, I am labouring under some dis­
adv:a:t;ttage. I have not had the theological 
trammg of some speakers. I am not inun­
dated with letters, petitions, and telegrams 
from various clerical bodies, or the heads 
of bodies, asking for my support. I stand 
here quite indep<mdent of any church or 
class or religion. I have my own idea in 
this matter, and I have also my own idea as 
to what is and what is not the will of the 
people. It is wonderiul how the will of the 
people is a good thing to shield oneself 
behind at times., I want to know what is 
going to be taught before I consent to with­
draw any opposition to the Bill, and I think 
I am entitled to know. When we come to. 
reflect, this referendum is the second referen­
dum which has ever been taken in Queens­
land. In the first referendum, which was 
taken ten years ago, we were asked to vote 
on the question of federation. What was 
the procedure adopted when the electors of 
Australia were asked to vote on the question 
of federation? A full copy of the Constitu­
tion of the Commonwealth of Australia was 
placed in the hands of every elector. Every 
elector had full details, and if the Government 
in this instance-if they were really anxious 
and sincere in their desire that the children 
in our public schools should get Bible 
instruct.ion-if they wanted New South 
Wales books, why not have ordered 2(){),000 
copies, and placed them in the hands of 
the electors before thev took a referen­
dum on this Bill, and ·have stated, " \V e 
propose introducing these books into our 
schoole"-or else have compiled a new 
set of books of their own, and placed them 
in the hands of the electors? After all, 
these books will have to be printed and dis· 
tributed. If the people of Queensland had 
any indication at all of what it was intended 
to teach in the schools, they could only have 
had the indication that we intended to follow 
the New South Wales system, because that 
was preached by the Government in 1906-
that was the gist of the Bill when it was in 
another Chamber at that time. The New 
South Wales system was preached inces­
santly-that great" and glorious system was 
what was required. As I said before, that 
is the only indication of the quality of the 
lessons which the electors of Queensland 
could possibly have had. They had no 
opportunity as a body to see the New South 
Wales lessons. I venture to say, judging by 
the speeches I have heard in this House, that 
a number of members of this House have no 
idea of what is being taught in New South 
Wales. They have not taken the trouble to 
read the books which are being used in the 
New South Wales schools. What the Bill 
provides for i,s selected Bible lessons. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : Exactly. 
HoN. C. F. NIELSON: If the Govern­

ment did not choose, prior to taking the 

Hon. 0. F. Nielson.] 
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referendum, to compile the lessons proposed 
to be taught, then I am satisfied that we 
haye no mandate from the people to allow 
anybody to choose lessons-it does not matter 
whether it is an inspector of schools or any­
one else. The Hon. Mr. Brentnall suggested 
that the heads of the churches should come 
together and formulate the necessary lessons. 
So far as I am concerned, my attitude has 
been consistent on this question. I opposed 
i~ when I was in another place four years 
ago. I also opposed the referendum on this 
question, and I am opposed to this Bill also. 
When I was opposed to the Bill four years 
ago, I happened to meet in Queen street the 
leading person in connection with the Bible 
in State Schools League, the Rev. D .. J. F. 

Garland, together with the Hon. 
[5 p.m.] W. H. Barnes, and they tried to 

prevail upon me to withdraw my 
opposition to the Religious Instruction in 
State Schools Bill. I said, " If the heads of 
all the churches will come together and agree 
upon ·a set of lessons, and will formulate 
those lessons, I will reconsider ·my attitude 
on the question." Wl;tat did one of those 
gentlemen say? "You know very well, Mr. 
Nielson, that they would never agree on a set 
of lessons." · · 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : That is right. 
HoN. C. F., NIELSON: Here is a lovely 

position. If ministers of religion could not 
agre·e on a simple set of Bible lessons, what 
is this going to lead to outside? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : It is going to lead 
to the lessons being compiled by men who 
are not ministers of religion, and who will 
agree. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I want to know 
what· particular qualifications those gentle­
men possess? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : What qualifications 
do the ministers possess? 

Hon. F. McDoNNELL: They will be ap­
pointed by the Ministers. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Have the people 
of Queensland voted for or against this Bill? 
A~ they had no opportunity of seeing the 
details, it is not only our _Privilege but it is 
our duty to settle the details. 
· Hon. A. H. BARLOW : Ilk they were not ' 

satisfied, they should have voted against the 
proposal. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The amendment 
has been moved in the right spirit. I believe 
the suggestion came first of all from the 
Hon. Mr. Power. It was followed up by the 
Hon. Mr. Brentnall, and, much to my sur­
prise, this afternoon the hon. member op­
posed it. It was also followed up by others. 
The amendment is absolutely reasonable, and 
it is moved in that fair spirit of compromise 
which usually pervades .the body politic. I 
believe it would do the Minister good to 
take the New South Wales books and read 
them. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I have read every 
word of them. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The hon. gentle· 
man has given us no indication of what the 
proposed lessons are to be. He has not 
referred to the books ilhat are in use in New 
South Wales. Apparently they were not 
compiled in New South Wales. They are 
called." The Irish National School Books," 
and are printed in Londqn and Glasgow. 
As we have· no indication as to what is in· 
tended to be taught, there is a duty cast 

[Hon, 0. F. Nielson. 

upon the Council to see that that part of the, 
work shall be submitted to us. The Hon. 
Mr. Brentnall said it would be useless teach· 
ing the chronology of the Bible. That may 
be. I am not well versed in that matter 
myself. The Hon. Mr. Jensen proposed. 
that the lessons should be read in a phono­
graphic kind of style, because he proposed. 
that they should be read without comment. 

Hon. W. H. CA:MPBELL: That is how the· 
lessons are read in the churches. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON : I do not know 
much about that. There are two of the New 
South Wales volumes taken from the Old 
Testament, and two from the New Testa­
ment. At t.he end of every lesson there are· 
a number of the more difficult words. I pre­
sume t}1ey are selected to be explained to 
the children. Then there are questions on 
the _lessons t~ ascertain what proficiency the· 
pup1ls have. m the particular lessons. Now 
let "!JS take the Old Testament series. Volume 
1 gives you the story of the creation. That 
I shall not comment upon. Even distin­
guished clergymen differ as to the story of 
the creation. I should like to know the 
views of the Minister in charge of the Bill 
upon that question. I am quite sure they 
are not orthodox. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : I was not there so 
I do not know. (Laughter.) ' 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Then there is a 
lesson on the fall of Adam. ThPn you 
come to the first item which should not be· 
taught to children, because it is of no use. 
It tells about Larnech-a brother of Cain, 
who was also a murderer-and was the first 
man who had two wives. 

B;on. A. H. BARLOW : But we are not pro­
posmg to teach from that book. 
Ho~. C. F. NIEf.SON: 'rhe hon. gentleman 

ha~ given us no mformation as to what is 
gomg to be taught, and we are entitled to· 
know. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: The information I 
gave was that the referendum was carried 
by. a majo_rity of over 17,000 votes. I am 
satisfied With that. 
. HoN. 9· F. NIELSON: If that is all the 
mformatwn the hon. gentleman has to a-ive 
he is easily satisfied. Then we get 0~ t~ 
Abraham and Isaac. It tells about the birth 
of Isaac, and of how they held the great 
feast when he was weaned. Prior to that 
when he >yas a f~w days old, we are told that 
he was ?Ircummsed. The teacher is asked 
to explam that to the children. I want to 
know w~at would ~he Minister expect any 
young_ gnl teacher. m the bush to say in ex­
planatiOn of that nte? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I would not permit 
such a thing to ~o into the book, but I would 
not allow Parhament to tamper with the 
books. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The hon. member 
, ~a:vs he would not permit such a thing- to go 

mto the book. Is the Minister going to 
select the lessons himself? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: If the Government 
allowed such a thing- to g-o into the books, 
they would deserve to be turned out of office. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: That is a totally 
different question. 

"f!:m. A. H. B<~RLOW: We do not behead 
M1mst,ers now. We turn them out of office. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: We know perfectly 
well that the Minister is not going to havO. 
the right to make the selection. 
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Hon. A. H. BARLOW: A much more 
:religious man than myself 1s to have the 
ri_ght. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: There are religious 
:men who would think that the relation of 
that very religious rite would be a very good 
thing to put in. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Oh, no. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: What guarantee 
'have we that this particular lesson is not 
going to be taught in Queensland? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: The guarantee is 
"Common sense, and Minister's responsibility. 

HoN. C. F. NIE·LSON: It is the Minister's 
"Suggestion that the people who compiled these 
four books in use in New South Wales were 
possessed of common sense? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I do not think they 
were. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: It is the hon. 
·gentleman's suggestion that the Minister for 
Education and his colleagues in New South 
Wales who adopted these books were not 
possessed of a 10ense of Ministerial responsi-
bility? ' 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: Well, they ought to 
"ha'Ve been brought to book for it. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: It is too late to 
think of bringing them to book when this 
kind of literature has been taught for so 
long. Now is the time to see that, if our 
children are going to have Bible lessons, they 
should have something beneficial. The 
Minister need not be afraid that I am going 
to read the whole of these four books. 

Hon. A. II. BARLOW: I am not afraid. 
"They are very entertaining. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I have no doubt 
that to some minds they may be entertaining. 
I can show that thiS' kind of .thing runs 
through the books from beginning to end. 
This is not a solitary quotation that I have 
g-iven. There could not be a worse selection. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I do not think there 
uould. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Then it goes on to 
the time when Isaac grew up to be a young 
man. He met Rebecca1 at the well. The book 
tells how Rebecca was a virg-in whom no man 
had known and who was beautiful to look 
upon, and how Isaac wanted Rebecca to 
become his wife. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: And then they were 
decently married. 

HoN C. F. NIELSON: Yes; after a great 
deal of difficulty Isaac had to wait seven 
years. (Laughter.) 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: You are all wrong. 
That was Jacob. (Laughter.) 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Yes; I am thinking 
of Leruh and Rachael. That juS't shows what 
I have already! said, that I am very weal<: in 
theology. I was not taught it when I was a 
boy. 

Hon. W. H. CAMPBELL : There is something 
in the history that is taught in the school 
books a;bout the wives of Henry VIII. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSQN: If Henry VIII. 
got rid of his wives, he only had one at a 
time, a.comding to Eng-lish history. 'Ilhen 
there is the story of Jacob. He agreed to wait 
seven years for Rachael, and to work for her 
father during the period. When the seven 
years we·re up, her father palmed off :hiS' 
other daughter, Leah, on to Jacob, and, as 
he still wanted Rachael, he had to work for 
another seven years. Then he had both 

wives. Then· the lesson tells that by these 
two wives and their two handmaids he had 
twelve sons. 

Hon. V'T. H. CAMPBELL: It was necessary to 
people the country in those days. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: That may be. 
These ar·e not by any meanS' isolated instances. 
I could give plenty of the same kind of thing 
out of these books. There are sentences 
which I could not explain. There is one 
which says " Circumcise, therefore, your 
hearts, a.nd be no more stiff-necked." Fancy 
a girl teacher in a: mixed bush school being 
asked by a boy, "Please, Miss, what is cir­
cumcised?" Is she to sa.y, " I do not know"? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: You are making a 
protest against bringing in" these books. 

HoN. C. :B'. NIELSON: \Ve ha"ve no guar­
antee what they will be. We did not get 
one word form the Minister in favour of this 
Bill. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Ye,s; I said a major­
ity of 17,577 were in favour of it. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The J,on. member 
&imply informed the Hou,se and the country 
that last year )ve pa~sed a Bill providing for 
a referendum. A referendum was taken, and 
a ce>'tain majority voted for it; hence this 
Bill. Then the Minister sat down, and that 
is all the information we got. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: Because that is 
the only ground we have got for introducing 
the Bill-the will of the people, nothing more 
and nothing less. 

HoN. 0." F. NIELSON: Will the Minister 
inform the House wha.t is the will of the " 
people with regard to these leooons? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: The people propose 
to tru,st the Government. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I submit that the 
people are not asked to trust the Govern­
ment in a matter of this kind. The, people 
should trust Parliament. That" is where the 
trust should be reposed. If a referendum i,s 
to be taken at all, it ou,ght to be taken in a 
complete style, •and when it is taken in an 
in<JOmplete manner, then it is for both Houses 
of Parliament to complete it, and not to have 
it completed by regulations by the Govern­
ment or by outside influence" If the refer­
endum "i,s going to be a settled part of our 
Constitution, then I say either completH it 
outside-, as wa;s do!'e at the time of federation, 
when every detarl was placed before the 
electors. or else complete it by the people's 
representativ~s in Parliament. 

Hon. "A. H. BARLOW: I would not give 
Parliament the job of making up this book. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Because the Minis­
ter does not feel he is qualifiHd to compile 
this religious book that does not sity that in 
thi,s Chamber there are not persons so quali­
fied. I am quite •satisfied, from the 1speech~s 
I have heard here, t.hat there as ,several 
members pre-eminently qualified to compile 
theoo books. 

Hon. A. H. BARL.!)W: And you would move 
a lot of amendments when the lessons, were 
brought in. 

HoN. 0, F. 'NIELSO::"f: I give the hon. 
member my promise that I will do nothing 
of the kind. I know nothing at all a.bout 
theology, and I am satisfied if the framing 
of these les,sons is left in the hands of thio 
Chamber that nothing of the nature I have 
qu,oted would be included. My objections to 
leaving the lessons to be settled after we h\w~ 

Hon. C. F. Nielson.] 
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passed the Bill are these: I want to makf' 
sure that there is nothing included in the 
nature of the extracts I have read w hi eh are 
not fit to be put into the hands of children. 
So far as anv reLgious creed or rehgwu" 
belief goes, I have no predilections. It ios per­
fectly immaterial to me. I can attend any 
church with equal equanimity-! have no 
prejudice's in that respect at all; but I do 
not want improper literature to be placed in 
the hands of the children of Queensland, and 
I say. without any hesitation, that the books 
in use in New South ·wales, contain a great 
deal of improper literature. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: There is no doubt 
about that. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: A lot of useless 
stuff-JSomething the children should .not be 
taught at all.,-that the young mind is much 
better without. It is no good teaching chil­
dren of twelve or thirteen years of age who 
is the first man who had two wive,s, or who 
had concubines. So far a's the morality of 
the Bible goes, the B,ble, as has been stated, 
contains the wisdom of all ages. There is no 
dispute about t,ha,t. The question in dispute 
is this: As the whole of the Bible is not to 
be put into the schools-if the referendum 
had been taken on Bible reading in the 
schools-that the whole Bible was to be put 
in the •schools, and it was to be left in the 
hands of the teacher in the oohool to select 
what he thought fit and proper extracts, it 
would have been all right. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: You would allow the 
teacher to select the lessons, and yet you will 
not allow the Government? 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Again, in the New 
South Wales book, in the New Testament 
series, yoll cannot teach ~ome of the New 
South Wales le,ssons without teaching sectari­
anism. There, again, the lesso!lis have to be 
selected in such a way that they can be ex­
plained to the children, and yet explained 
without a..'ly sectarian colouring. There, 
again, it is necessary that we should know 
who are to ,s,elect the lessons and what the 
lessons are. I am certain if there were a 
set of lessons put before us now there a.re 
hon. members in t<his Chamber who could 
tell us whether there wa's, anything in them 
which could come into conflict with the 
teaching,s of the various religious bodiE's. Thq 
Bill provides that lhere is to be no sectarian 
teaching by the teachers. The teachers are 
compelled to teach. and in order to teach 
they have to explain the les,sons to the 
children. Each teacher will probably be an 
adherent of -some church or another, 
although it has been said-I do not know 
whether it ~s so--that many of the State 
school teachers are freethinkers and atheist>. 
Those teachers will probably do less harm i•1 
expounding the Bible, because they will have 
no sectarian influence. But each teacher 
will probablv belong to ,some church or 
another, and the teacher could only explain 
those lessons according to the particular 
creed he has been taught, therefore he will 
naturally and unintentionally teach in a sec­
tarian ma<nner. These are- all reasons why 
the amendment is a reasonable one, and why 
we ,should see the proposed lessons. Whether 
the amendment is carried now, or whether the 
Hon. Mr. Power come'S into this Chamber 
when we are in Committee on the Bill and 
move's a similar amendment, should be abso­
lutely immateriaL The Hon. Mr. Brentnall 
objected to the amendment on the ground 
that we are so late in the se•ssion-it would 

fH on. C. F. N ielson. 

take so many weeks to compile these lE\sson,J 
and that by the time they were ready the 
Bill would be shelved. The Hon. Mr. Power 
promised to move a .similar amendment in 
Comn1ittee. 

Hon A. H. BARLOW: That i's, not the same 
thing.' 

HoN. C. <F. NIELSON: It i,s exactly the 
same thing. 'I'he hon. member said he' would 
move a.n amendment to the effect Lhat these 
le~sons should be compiled and approved of 
by Parliament. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Before they were 
put before the children. 

HoN. C. F. NfELSON: Su12posing the second 
reading of this Bill< wa.s carried, and these 
lcs,sons were placed before us ;for approval, 
would there be any discussion on the matter 'I 

Hon. A. H. B.<RLOW: Does not Parliament 
approve of the regula Lions? If Parliament 
said they were no~ fit they would have to go. 

HoN. C. 1!'. NlELSON: There would be 
an opportunity of amending them. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: No; Parliament 
would have to take them or leave them­
they would be laid on the table of the House. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: If there were any 
members here who were not in favour of the< 
lessons they would natllrally move that they 
be rejected. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: There could not be 
a,ny amendment. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I do not want to 
move any amendment, as I would not under­
take anything of the sort, because I think it 
would be presumption on my part to attempt 
anything of the kind. The Hon. Mr. Gibson 
stated he would like the children to be 
taught manliness, wisdom, and generosity. 

Hon. C. S. McGHIE: They do that already. 
HoN. C. F. NIELSON: That may be so,. 

but there are any amount of illustrations in 
the Bi'ole--good illustrations•, and if the hon. 
member wanted to make sure that those 
qualifications were taught to the children-­
manliness, wisdom, and generosity, and the 
other cardinal virtues-I sav he would have 
a perfect right to demand to see the le•ssons 
before the Bill was passed. A good ide'a 
might be to elect a Select Committee of the 
House to approve of the les,sons after they 
have been compiled, but to say that the 
people of Queensland had any idea of what 
was to be taught is eheer nonsense. The 
people of Queens1and are not sati,sfied to take 
a leap in the dark, and allow the Government 
to appoint anyone they like to frame any oort 
of lesson they like. 

Hon. A. H. BARWW: Then why did t-hey 
not throw out the Bill on the referendum? 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Because they have 
Parliame.nt to look after their interests. They 
still have sonwbody to look after their in­
terests. Thev do not leave it to the Minis­
ter or to the' Government or to some persons 
a,ppointed by the Government or some per,sons 
sugge,sted or nominated by any political per­
son or an:v. outside influence; thev absolutely 
depend on Parliament to see that' their inter­
est.s-that the peace of the State and the good 
feeling at pres;mt existing--are safeguarded 
and would not be jeopardi~ed by the inclu~ion 
or objectionable lessons. We would be shJrk-

ing our dutv if we did not insist 
[5.30 p.m.] on the compilation of the tessone 

before we pass the second read­
ing of the BilL But if the ::\:Iinister will give 
me an a,ssurance that he will accept an 
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amendment of this nature in Committee, I 
will ·sib down, and de:1l with the question 
when we get into Committee. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I cannot do that, 
because I want this piece of paper to pass 
into law. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON : The hen. member 
\Vants this piece of paper to pass into law, 
although that it is nominally a non-party 
House, and that hen. members are supposed 
to exercise their own judgment without being 
intimidated or threatened by such telegrams 
or letters as the Hon. Mr. Brentnall read 
this afterneon. Some of these letters actually 
told hen. members that if they did not pass 
this Bill without amendment they could say 
good-bye to this House. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: There is a great deal 
of truth in th<'lse assertions. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: It does not worry 
me in the slightest. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: It might suit you. 
HoN. C. F. NIELSON: It might suit me, 

but it would not worry me a bit if the Bible 
in State Schools League and some political 
outsiders joined forces to sweep away the 
Upper House. You will not find me stand­
ing in the road with a bludgeon. That 
should not worry, any hen. member. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: No; it is a plank 
in a certain platform. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: Yes; and they are 
getting good adherents from the hen. mem­
ber's friends. We are told that if we do not 
accept this Bill without amendment there 
will be another great force outside. I cannot 
understand where the hon. member finds the 
will of the people, so far as the lessons are 
concerned, expressed in his figures. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : The lessons are not 
referred to. General principles only are 
referred to in the referendum. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: We have a duty 
and a right to deal with more than general 
principles. Take the hen. gentleman on 
federation. What a beautiful thing it would 
have been if voters on that question had 
simply been confronted with one question­
" Are you in favour of federating with the 
other Australian States? " 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: \Ve had to swallow 
the whole Bill, and we were not permitted 
to make one amendment in it. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: We were asked, 
"Are you in favour of federation as con­
tained in the Bill which has been passed?" 
That Bill contained sev~eral hundred clauses, 
and embraced a multitude of questions. If 
5 per cent. of the people objected to one 
clause, fifteen to another, and so on, it would 
have been absolutely impossible to carry a 
Bill of such magnitude; yet, despite the 
magnitude of the measure and the diversity 
of subjects, the Bill was carried. That was 
a wonderful thing. It is nothing very won­
derful that this referendum was carried. 

Hon. F. McDoNNELL: The point is that the 
Hon. Mr. Brentnall and the Hon. Mr. 
Barlow refused to accept the will of the 
people on the question of federation. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I take no notice 
of hon. members making use of the expres­
sion " will of the people." I have seen their 
political history for a great number of years, 
and I know that is merely playful expres-

sion, and that they do not use it sincerely. 
I do not think the will of the people bothers 
them very much. The Hon. Mr. Brentnall­
not tf.at I object at all-assumes the role of 
lecturer of this Chamber. He knows per­
fectly well that it is impossible for me to 
object to the Bill and support the amend­
ment. He says it is paradoxical. I am totally 
opposed to the Bil[ I shall speak on the 
question later. So far as the amendment is 
concerned, it has been moved in a spi~it of 
compromise such as I offered to accept four 
years ago. But we will get no compromise 
from certain hen. members-they have said 
so. I hope that the Hon. Mr. Brentnall will 
see fit to compromise, if an amendment similar 
to this is moved in Committee by the Hon. 
Mr. Power. I should be nerfectly satisfied to 
accept any lessons which the hon. member 
would suggest. I should be perfectly satisfied 
to let the hen. member select the lessons for 
my children. 

Hon. W. H. CAMPBELL: Why will you not 
allow the committee b do it, then? 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The hen. member 
forgets that I am not here to get lessons for 
my own family. I am here to see that the 
whole of the people of Queensland get a set 
of lessons to which no objection can be taken 
on conscientious grounds. From my know­
ledge of the Bible, I do not think there 
could be any difficulty in framing such a set 
of lessons ; but there are some people who 
want to double-bank the thing, and to impart 
a church flavour to it, and to select lessons 
which will be of no real benefit to the chil­
dren as a good exercise in English or any­
thing of that kind. In that 'respect I submit 
the amendment is a most reasonable one. 
When the Hon. Mr. Power and the Hon. Mr. 
Brentnall spoke, I had no idea that this 
amendment was going to be moved. I would 
not be surprised if it had been moved through 
the suggestion made by the Hon. Mr. Brent­
nall, who said that the lessons in New South 
Wales were badly selected. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: I said so this 
afternoon. The West Australian lessons are 
vastly better. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I have not had 
the privilege of seeing those lessons. The 
Hon. Mr. Gibson also suggested lessons. 
After the suggestion that fell from the Hon. 
Mr. Brentnall, I was surprised at his opposi­
tion .to the amendment. The hon. member 
read a threatening communication from a 
certain religious body-a piece of presump­
tion, I consider it-from St. Mark's Church, 
somewhere or other. The opinion expressed 
was that the Council should be reminded of 
their function, and that they were not here 
to thwart the expressed voice of the people. 
They failed to remind the Council of what 
their function was. I do not know whether 
the hen. member read the whole of the letter. 

Hon. F. T .. BRENTNALL: Don't insinuate 
anything of that kind. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I certainly failed 
to hear any function mentioned. I am try­
ing to remind hon. members that it is our 
function, and the function of the other 
Chamber, to settle the details of this Bill, 
whi_ch the electors had no opportunity of 
settl~ng. That IR our fun:::tion and olJr dutyt 
not our rig-ht. It is our duty to settle these 
details. 'fhe hon. member objects to that, 
and the Minister has p-;ven ·us nu reasonab!e 
objection to the amendment. 

Hon. C. F. Nielson.] 
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Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Yes, I have. It is 
· absolutely obstructing the wishes of the 

pflople. 
HoN. C. F. NIELSON: That is no reason 

-that is a, mere expression of opinion, no 
doubt .strengthened by similar expressions of 
opinion by irresponsible per.sons outside. No 
doubt the Minister gets his ideas from them. 

Hon. B. F AHEY : He gets inspired by 
them. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The Minister ·says 
you can take thi,s Bill or leave it-he did 
not advance one reason in favour of it. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Yes, I did-the re· 
ferendum. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: YBs; the hon. 
member said, "Here it is. I do not believe 
in it myself. It ha·s. nothing to do with me. 
The people want something. Here is the 
Bill; you can take it or leave it. I will have 
no amendment. The .Bill provide,s for -some­
thing I do not know anything about, and I 
won't allow you to alter it." 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: If I can help it. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: That is not a 
correct position to take up. The Minister 
should be ready to assist hon. members in 
making very necessary amendments. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: And dest-roy a Go­
vernment Bill. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The Bill is abso­
lutely incomplete. This Bill is supposed to 
be verbatim et literatum-the net result of the 
mandate which the Government got at the 
recent referendum. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: And put into parlia­
mentary language. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I hope it will never 
be varied from that. If this Bill was com­
plete, it should have the selected Bible lessons 
included in it. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: That i·s begging the 
question. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: What .did the per­
sons who voted for this referendum do? They 
voted for the teaching of Bible lessons to be 
selecte<.t for that purpose. \V e are now try­
ing to complete the matter by insisting .that 
the Bible lessons should be selected before 
we pass the Bill. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: '!:hat 1s where we 
differ. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: It is not that I dis­
tru,st the Governmont-I sav the Government 
do. not trust themselves. ·They are p&ssing 
th1s duty on to somebody else altogether. 
The Education Department dc€•S not want to 
take the responsibility. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: ThBy will be approved 
by the Governor in Council. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: They will be ap­
proved, because the department will shelter 
themselves behind the fact that the lessons 
were selected by independent persons. 

HoN. A. H. B.ARLOW: I do not want to 
interrupt the hon. member, but I would like 
to point out---

The PRESIDENT: Order! Mr. Nielsen has 
po•ssession of the floor. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I have no objec­
tion to the Minister interrupting me if I 
gain any information from him. At the 
same time, I wish to •Eay the Minister is ap· 
parently purposely withholding information. 

[Hon. C. I!'. Nielson. 

If he ha.s no information to give, then I 
say it is time he obtained :some. I again 
subm1t that this amendment is absolutely 
fair, and it is a compromise which ought to 
hB accepted by the Minister, •and it cer· 
tainiy oug.ht to be accepted by those who 
have ,spoken so strongly in favour of the Bill. 
It ought to be accepted by all sides, and if 
that were done, I am quite satisfied that the 
progre&S of the Bill will be much greater 
than it h&s been during the last few weeks. 
I do not wish to .speak at any greater length 
on thi,s amend.'l'lent. If the amendment is re­
jected-and I trust it will not be rejected­
! shall again speak to the motion. 

HoN. W. v. BROWN: I have no intention 
of making a long speech on th>s vexed ques­
tion, but I wish to say a few words to ju~tify 
the vote which I am going to give. I shall 
certainly vote against the amendment and in 
favour of the Bill. I am not going to enter 
into the religious aspect of the question at 
all beyond mentioning that my information 
is to the effBct that a similar provision exists 
in three of the Australian States, and it has 
been found beneficial, and I am told on very 
good authority that the clergy of all deno­
mination,s ha.ve visited the schools and in­
structed the children. And I am also told 
on very good authority that the Roman 
Catholic clergy visit thB· schools, and that in 
New South Wales during the last five years 
the aggregate visits of the Roman Catholic 
clergy reached thousands. I am of the 
opinion that what is good for the other States 
is good for QueensL1nd, but I do not intend 
to follow the speaker·s over the ground they 
have taken in discussing the religious a.sl?ect 
of the question, because I do not cons1der 
that that is a question we ought to consider. 
We have had some very lengthy and import­
ant ,speeches from either r>ide of the House, 
but I really think the question before us is 
one whether we .should abide by the referen­
dum. We know in past years the Council 
h&s frequently rejected Important measures, 
and we at times have been sev81rely critici,sed 
for doing so. What was our justification for 
rejecting those import.ant measure•s? We 
have justified ourselves on the ground that 
the measures had been passed by the Legis­
lative Assembly without having been sub­
mitted to the people for their consideration. 
But we cannot plead any •such justification 
in this case. The teferendum was passed in 
1908, aJJ.d it wa,s then decided to submit the 
matter to the people for" t,heir consideration, 
and the result was a majority in favour of 
the BilL In the year 1909 there was a general 
election, and the •same Premier that passed 
the Referendum Bill in 1908 was returned to 
power. I think the fact that the general 
election took place after the Referendum Bill 
was passed ·shows ,sufficiently that the people 
of Queensland were in favour of Bible lessons 
being given in State schools. Then we have 
the voting giving a. considerable majority in 
favour o·f thios BilL Some hon. member's con· 
tend that the majority was insufficient. I 
cannot agree with !hat view for a moment. 
I do not think it is within our province te> 
consider what the majoritv was. The fact 
remains that we ·submitted the matter to the 
people by a, refer·endum, an<;[ I consider it 
is the dut.v of Parliament to g!Ve effect to the 
wi,shes of the people as expressed at that 
referendum. That is all I have to say on the 
matter. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I beg to move that 
the debate be now adjourned. 
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HoN. A. H. BARLOW: I am sorry to 
learn the hon. member is not very well, but 
I distinctly stated last night that I would 
ask the House to sit to-night. We have had 
a great number of speeches, and we are likely 
to have a great number more. Business is 
coming out from the other Chamber. \Ve have 
the Local Authorities Bill before us, and we 
,expect the, Land Bill. I must therefore ask 
the House to neg<ttive th<s motion and go 
on with work to-night. I do not want to ask 
tho liousn to sit to an unrcat:;onable hour, 
but I do ask the hon. member to withdraw 
the amend1ncnt, as I gave fair notice yester­
day, and it is not a fair thing to spoil my 
work 

Hon. G, W. GRAY: I think it is too im­
portant a Bill to be rushed through in the 
way you intend. 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: There is no rush· 
ing about it. This Biil may last a consider· 
11ble time--it mav last a week. When we 
have disposed o( this amendment we have 
the second reading to consider, and when the 
second reading is over we have the Com· 
mittee stages, and goodness knows when it 
will be finished. Really, the busines,s of the 

. country demands that we should go on. I 
dislike, sitting at night as much as anyone, 
but I gave fair notice lust night, and it is 
not fair to ,spoil the arrangements. If the 
hon. member will not withdraw the amend· 
ment, I must ask the House to negative it. 

HoN. A. J. 'l'HYNNR]: I think with re­
gard to the business before the Council-the 
Local Authorities Bill-that is a measure 
which will not take very long. I have gone 
very carefully through it, and I· think there 
will not be much objection to it in this 
House. I do not know that there is any 
,other measure of importance on the business­
paper, and I think it would be very much 
better if we took a day or so longer on this 
Bill, so a•s, to allow members to ,speak fully 
and freely on the matter. They feel very 
·strongly on it, and let them let a little steam 
off. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: That is what I want 
them to do. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE: The Hon. Mr. 
Gr·ay has not had an opportunity of ex· 
pressing his views, and r think that hon. 
member is a gentleman who is likely to throw 
additional light on the matter. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: It >s. taking the busi· 
ness out of my hand.s, and I cannot permit it. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE: No one wants to 
take the business out of the hon. member's 
hands. I make thi,s appeal, not to oppose 
him in any way whatever in what he pro­
poses to do. I make it with the very best 
intention on my part. This is a ma.tter which 
requires a thorough investigation, which it 
has not had yet. There is a good deal more 
to be said on it. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: The hon. member ~s 
a past master in that sort of thing. 

HoN. A. J. 'rHYNNE: If the hon. mem­
ber chooses to take it i11 that w•"y, then he 
will have to accept the consequences of , any 
attitude members may take towards him. 
But I do •say the Government representative 
is making a very great mistake in refusing 
to give an hon. member like the Hon. Mr. 
Gray and other hon. members an opportunity 
of continuing the debate at their own plea­
sure. 

Hon. A, H. BAru.ow: I ·am not refusing­
he can speak to-morrow. 

HoN. A. J, THYN NE : On this motion? 
Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Nobody thinks this 

will be settled to-night. 
HoN. A. J. 'l'HYNNE: If it is not to be 

settled to-night--· 
Hon. 'I'. C. BEIRNE: Can you give any 

guarantee thac there will not be a division on 
thi,s motion to-night? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I will not give any 
guarantBe. 

Ho;;r. A. J. THYNNE: I think the hon. 
member, in respect to the minority if not to 
the majority, should extend the courtesy asked 
for to the Hon. J\;Jr. Gray. 

HoN. A. H. BA.RLO\V: If I had not made 
H1is arrangement last night, I would not have 

objected. But I made t'his ar· 
[6 p.m.] rangement, and my friends are 

here at considerable inconveni­
ence, having put off engagements to be here. 
The Hon. Mr. Gray will have an opportunity 
of speaking to-morrow; and why should the 
control of the House be taken out of my 
hands? 

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member has 
alread.Y spoken . 

Hon. F. McDONNELL called attention to 
the .state of the Gounoil. 

Quorum formed. 
HoN. A. H. BARLOW: I would like the 

permission o£ the Council to make a state­
ment. 

The PRESIDENT: Is it the pleasure of the 
Council to let the hon. gentleman be heard? 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
HoN. A. H. BARLOW: I desire to say that 

this Bill deals with a very important but not a 
complicated question. It has· been debated­
second reading unfinished and amendment un· 
finished-on Tuesds,y, 18th October; Thurs­
day, 20th October; Tuesday, 25th October; 
Wednesday, 26th October; Tuesday, 1st 
November; and Wednesday, 2nd November, 
which, I think, is an unprecented time for 
such a Bill, and I do not think that the de· 

bate should go on ad infinitum. 
[7.15 p.m.] I wish to say, ,'Vith all respect to 

the Council, that if this debate is 
adjourned to-night the House will be held by 
the Go·vernment to have rejected the Bill, 
for which rejection the Government will ac· 
cept not the slightest responsibility. 

HoN. F. J\lcDONNELL: The hon. gentle­
man has stated that this debate has occupied 
six sittings, and viewing the importance of 
the measure I do not think that is too long a 
time. .So far as the .debate has gone, the 
speeches have been confined to the subject, 
and I stronglv protest against the statement 
that a stonewruil has been setup . .,It is unbecom· 
ing on the part of the. hon. gentleman, who, 
on more than one occasion, has fought for the 
tights of mi.norities on this Co~n?il. It. is 
unfair, knowmg that he has a maJonty· behmd 
him, to take up such an att1tude, and I am 
sorry he has not. accorded to the opponents 
of the measure the consideration which they 
should have received. The Hon. Mr. Gray, 
who is not at all well, wishes to speak to this 
amendment, and he asked for an adjournment 
of the debate; and I am sorry that hon. 
gentleman has •not received that consideration 
which his position in this, Council and the 
country deserves. The Hon. Mr. Barlow, by 
the force of numbers, is forcing on this debate 
against what I may term all good taste. He has 
threatened this House that if the debate is 

Hon. F. M cDonnell.] 
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not finished to-night the Government will 
regard it as a defeat. Why should this House 
be gagged in this way? We know that the 
Government do not believe in this Bill. I 
do not believe that there is a member in the 
Cabinet, with one exception, who believes in 
it, and there are not he.l£ a dozen members 
in the other Chamber who believe in the Bill. 
Who is compelling the Government to take 
up the attitude they are taking up to-night? 
The hon. gentlemwn knco·.vs that a great deai 
more could be said on the question, and that 
the attitude he has taken up will not conducc 
to the de!:ate being carried on in the spirit 
in which he would des;re it to l'e carried- on. 
The hon. gentleman has a majority behind 
him, and can do what he likes. I have heard 
him asking the indulgence <Jf the House from 
time to time, and I never heard that in­
aulgenee refused. If this attitude is going to 
be taken up on this question, I do not think 
it will be conducive to the rest conduct of 
the, business of the House in future. If the 
hon. gentleman had agreed to the adjourn­
ment. no time would ha,ve been lost bv so 
doing. I do not know whether the ·hon. 
gentleman inferred in his statement that the 
second reading should be taken to-night. If 
that is his intention, I am sorry there are not 
half a dozen members here to speak till next 
week on the question if necessary. The atti­
tude the l1on. gentleman is taking up does 
not reflect credit on him. I believe if he had 
his own way he would act differently. I do 
not believe he has his own way on this ques­
tion; I believe there is an outside influence 
pushing him on against his will, or he would 
be prepared to give the Council an opportunity 
to fully and freely discuss this important ques­
tion. We can see that a pressure which 
reflects very much on th; s House has been 
used. Letters have been read in this HouSt', 
and the pulpits of the churches have been 
prostituted to coerce this House; and to-night 
we have the representative of the Government 
issuing his ultimatum that this Bill must be 
disposed of this evening. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I did not say that. 
I said "if the debate was to be adjourned." 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL: That means the 
same thing--that this question has to be 
finished this evening. The hon. gentleman 
knew that the Hon. Mr. Thynne had an im­
portant socia.l engagement, and some con­
sideration should have been given to that hon. 
ventleman. The appeal of the Hon. Mr. 
Gray also should have met with a more sym­
pathetic reception. On a yery important 
question like this it would be a bad thing to 
adopt the tactics adopted in another place, and 
that is all the more reason why thrs motion 
for the adjournment of the debate should be 
accepted. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I think it was most 
uncalled for for the hon. gentleman in cha,r,!!e 

of the Bill to say that, unless 
[7.30 p.m.] the Bill was got throup-h this 

evening, h,, would take it as a 
defeat of the Government. 

The AT'lcORNEY-GENERAL: Nu. 
Hon. F. McDONNELL: That was the sub­

~tance of what he said. 

HoN. A. H. BAR LOW: I will read what I 
sa.id-" If this debate is adjourned to-nirrh-t 
the House will be held by the Governmer{t t~ 
have rejected the Bill, for which rejection the 
Government ,will accept no responsibility." 

[Hon. F.llfr:Donnell. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: That is substantially' 
what I said. I never heard such a statement 
from any leader of the Government in this, 
Chamber. The hon. member is not in sym­
pathy with the Bill. He has not expresed his. 
views on the Bill at all or on the referendum, 
and we know that neither the hon. gentleman', 
nor his colleague, the Attorney-General, is in. 
sympathy with the Bill. 

The PRE.SIDENT: Order, order! 
HoN. G. W. GRAY: I would like to ask 

the, President on what grounds he calls me to, 
order? 

The PRESIDENT: On two grounds-first, 
that the horr. gentleman is departing from 
the question before the Council; and secondly, 
-what I should have said primarily-because· 
he has already spoken on the question before 
the Council. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I have not spoken on 
the question. 

'I'he PRESIDENT: The hon. member must 
excuse me. He moved the motion for the 
adjournment of the debate, so that he ha,s, 
·already spoken on it. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I moved the adjourn­
ment of the debate, but I have not spoken on 
the question. 

The PRESIDENT: 'I'he hon. member will 
excuse me. The hon. member moved the 
motion, and therefore spoke to it, and he has. 
t,herefore no further right to speak upon it. 
I called him to order because he was departing: 
from the motion, and was proceeding to speak 
on the general question of education. He has 
no right to do that on this motion. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I was under the im­
pression that we had decided the question of 
the adjournment of the debate, and I beg the 
President's pardon. 

RaN. P. MURPHY: The leader of the 
House has taken up a most arbitrary attitnde. 
He introduced it in such a way as to lead' 
everyone to believe that the Government were 
not in favour o:f the Bill. By and by, when 
some other Bill comes along, he will not be 
likely to get much assistance from the other­
side. He has cringed to them on this question. 
This question is attracting not only the at­
tention of hon. members of this Council, but 
it is attracting a, great deal more attention in 
the country than it did at the time of the 
referendum. The leader of the House is pre­
venting the Hon. Mr. Gray from speaking on 
the question. That hon. member has just 
returned from Sydney, where he was lying on 
a sick bed, and has been unable to , prepare, 
his speech ; and, because we desire to vive the 
hon. member time to make some preparation, 
we are threatened with pains and penalties for 
taking the business of the Council out of the 
hands of the representative of the Govern­
ment. At this early period of the session it is 
not usual to ask hen. members to sit in the 
evening, but we are forced to do it on this 
occasion. I believe, when the discussion started, 
50 per cent. of the peop1e of the country 
were opposed to the Bill. I am inclined to< 
think 75 per cent. are opnosed to it now, 
and by the time we are finished with it I 
firmly believe that 90 per cent. will be dis­
gusted with the whole thin<g. Not more than 
four or five members out of twenty who are in 
favour of the Bill have spok<'n. vYhy are the 
others dumb, and why are wo forced to dis­
cuss it in this manner? The,Government are 
taking an unreasonable stand. 
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Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Didn't I point out 
last night that we would sit to-night? 

HoN. P. MURPHY: There was no arran~oe. 
ment. The hon. gentleman simply said that 
we should do so-and-so, whether we iiked it 
or not. During the six or seven years I have 
been a member of the Council I have given 
the hon. gentleman as much assistance as I 
could in getting his measures through, and 
other members on this side have done the 
same. This is the gratitude we are getting 
the first time we ask for something reasonable. 
Probably the hon. gentleman will be. able _to 
force us to submit, but I would remmd hnn 
that there are other Bills to come before us 
this se8Sion. \Ve have a right to more con­
sideration and more consistency from an hon. 
gentleman with such large parliamentary ex­
perience. At one time he tells us we are .the 
best fellows in the world, and at another time 
he jumps on us and tries to put a thing down 
our throats in a most unreasonable way. I 
hope the hon. gentleman will abandon this 
attitude. In courtesy to the Hon. Mr. Gray, 
who has before now oooupied the position of 
leader of the Council. I think the hon. gentle. 
man might allow the debate to be adjourned. 
I am not going to put up with coercion from 
the hon. gentleman. I do not think any hon. 
member has ever had to put up with any 
coercion from me. I cannot complain of the 
hon. gentleman's treatment of me so far, but 
on this occasion he appears to be very arro­
gant and unbending. 
* HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I think it is due 
to the leader of the House to call attention to 
the fact that he distinctly'stated last night that 
he wished to go on with the Bill till a later 
hour to-night, and he appealed to hon. mem­
bers to attend and assist him to do it. 

Hon. T. 0. BEIRNE: Did hon. members 
consent? He said he wanted to do so. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I hope the 
hon. member will not be perverse . ., The 
Minister appealed to the members to make a 
House so that business could be proceeded 
with. 

Hon. F. MoDONNELL: To those who were in 
favour of the Bill. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: I say it was a 
fair appeal, and no objection was taken to it. 
If there were members of the Council who did 
not wish to sit to-night and who did not wish 
to go on with business, they should have ob­
jected last night and opposed the hon. mem­
ber's appeal. So far as the Hon. Mr. Gray 
is concerned, he was not here, but those who 
are on the sa,me side as that hon. member, 
and are supporting the amendment before the 
Council, did know. 

Hon. G. W. GRAY: I ".'ant to call atten­
tion to the fact that this is not a party 
Howm at all. When I speak, I speak on the 
merits or demerits of any particular question 
irrespective of any party. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Hon. ::VIr. 
Brentnall is in possession of the House. 

HoN. F. T. BR.ENTNALL: I do not know 
what the Hon. Mr. Gray is driving at. I 
was not speaking about any party at all. I 
was saying I thought the Hon. M~. Barlo!" 
made a fair appeal to members of this Counc1l 
last night. He asked hen. members, as far 
as they possibly could, to be here to-_n!ght to 
do some business. That was the position. I 
do not know any party in the matter. The 
Minister spoke to some of us last evenin,.. I 
know .that somebody asked me, not the Hon. 

Mr. Bar low .himself, but wmebody asked ~e­
if I was willing to stay after dmner that mgh~. 
I said, "Yes, if necessary, but 1 would mucn 
rather not. I would ra.ther srt to-morrow mght 
and go home that n;ght." The :\1inister_ made 
thA arrangement to meet the views ol some 
ho',;. members, and consented to adjourn at 
6 o'clock yesterday, with th2. distinct u:Ider­
standing that we were to Sit after dmner 
to-night. 

Hon. P. McRPHY: Yes~ he. invited all mem­
bers in favour of the Bill to sit to-night. 

HoN. F. T. BRENTNALL: He did not 
appeal to thos·e in favour of the Bill any more 
than to other bon. members~-he openly asked 
hon. 1nernters to make a }Iouse to-nigbt a.nd 
£0 on with business. In response to t~at a.pp,eal 
the Minister has a good House, and he wants 
to go on with the business. It is a part of 
the bargain, and the Hon. Mr. Murphy and 
others may talk as n~u~h as they like _against 
it but there wag a distmct understandmg last 
night that if we did not sit after tea yesterday 
we would undertake to be here to-night. 

HoN. B. FAHEY: It is not often we have· 
the· phenomenon in this Chamber of seeing 
the Hon. Mr. Brentnall patting the leader of 
the House on the back. 

Hon. F. 'l'. BRENTNALL: Stick to the ques­
tion. 

HoN. B. FAHEY: We have seen that to­
night. What manner of man is this who 
leads this House? He blows hot and cold 
just as it suits him. He wants now to oppress 
a minority. He brought this Bill il! and 
dealt with it in ru manner that no Bill has. 
ever been dealt with in this House before. 
He looked at it, threw it on· the table as if it 
were an nnclean thing, and indicated to hon. 
members of this House that he had no 
sympathy whatever with it; and it h a well­
known fitet that a large majority of his col­
leagues in the Cabinet have no sympathy with 
it. He wants now to prevent this House ad­
journing and to force this Bill upon us 
whether we like it or not. I assure hon. mem­
bers that I am not going to stonewall this sub­
ject. (Laughter.) I am going to exercisemy 
rights in this House whether it pleases hon. 
members opposite or not. I am a free man in a. 
free country, and I hope in a free Pa'rliament. 
The Minister led the public, as well as mem­
bers of this Hou·se. to believe he had no 
·sv»">athv wi+h this Bill. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: That is not a fact. 
I never said I had no sympathy with it. 

H'le<. B. FAHEY: 'rhe hon. member has led· 
every member of this House to believe that he 
has no sympathy with it, and he chas told 
peonle outside of the Ho:'se he has no .sym­
pathv wittt it. He poses. m fact, as the JOker 
of this Council, and let me tell the hon. 
member--

The PRESIDENT: Order, order ! 
HoN. B. F AHEY: He told this Hous-e-­
The PRESIDENT: Order, order! Will the 

ban. member permit me t? recall ):tim to the 
question before the Counm!-that 1s, that the 
dflbate be now adjourned. His remarks should 
be confined to that question. 

HoN. B. F AHEY: I am simply commentin_g 
noon the inconsistency of the leader of this 
House in standing up in his place and op­
posing thfl adjournment of thP chhaJe. T lwvo 
stood beside the hon. member here when J:.e 
was in a minority, and he cannot deny It. 
When we wanted this House made and kept 
in a.~tinn-kent in ha.ttlP-r,ine of us stood 
heside him here and f01wht thirty hon. mem­
bers on the other side. He cannot deny that I 

Hon. B. Fahey.] 
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on those occasions and on every occasion gave 
him my strongest aid and assistance. The 
hon. member now insists in oppressing the 
-very minority that assisted him en those 
occasione. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I was under the 
harrow then. 

HoN. B. FA HEY: And we helped to plough 
his furrow. The I\liniste.r knows that he 
has a majority at his back on this occa­
sion. He is making a pBrsonal matter 
of it, and he is oppressing his best friends. 
YBs, he is doing it at the instance of one 
or two hon. members on the other side, 
and they are doing it at the instance of 
a few people outside. This country and 
this House has done without this Bill for 
the last thirty-four yearS', and now that the 
Bill is brought before us the hon. member will 
not allow t~s tD discuss it. He insists that it 
shall be forced upon us whether we like it or 
not. I can assure the hon. member that this Bill 
will not conduce to thB peace of this State, 
and yet he now insists in forcing it ~hrough 
in one. evening, before even the pubhc have 
had an opportunity of considering the argu­
ments that have been adduced against it in this 
House-and unanswerable a.rguments, too. 
Neither the hon. member himself nor his 
colleao;ue nor a.ny hon. member on the other 
side has attempted for a moment to con­
trovert these arguments. The hon. member 
ga·ys, "I gave you due notice last night." 
Whom did the hon. gentleman consult when 
he gave that notice? 

Hon. A. H. BARWW: The House. 

HoN. B. F AHEY: He consulted his newly­
found friends, and, as he usually does, makes 
use of them, as he said yesterday, "to compel 
this Council to sink beneath the gutter." 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I said it would fall 
beneath the contempt of the people, not the 
"gutter.'-' 

HoN. B. F AHEY: If any hon. member is 
calculated to put this House beneath the 
gutter it is the hon. member who is our 
nominal leader by his inconsistency, and I am 
not going to tolera.te anything of that kind 
from him or from anyone occupying his posi­
tion in this House. 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: I rise to a point 
of order. I refer the hon. member to Hansard, 
and he will find there was nothing said about 
the gutter. What I said was, "If the House 
refuses to pass this Bill it would sink almost 
beneath contempt." 

The PRESIDENT: I hope the Hon. Mr. 
Fahey will accept the explanation. 

HoN. B. FAHEY: I may be permitted to 
read what the hon. member said as reported 
in this morning's paper. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: What are you reading 
from? 

HoN. B. F AHEY: From the Brisbane 
Oottrier, which states-

Mr. Bar low s•-1id H 1 he House refnsed to pass that Bill 
it would siuk below the level of the gutter. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: That is absolutely 
untrue. 

HoN. B. FAHEY: I als0 read it this evening 
in the Telegraph, so that there must be 
~ome truth in it, and I can endorse it, a,s I 
heard it stated. The hon. gentleman .ha,s fre­
quently interjected while other member·s have 
been ,speaking, but he has never favoured the 

[Hon. B. Fahey. 

Council with his views on this amendment, 
and I think in common courtesy he should 

allow other hon. gentlemen to ex­
[8 p.m.] press their views. I am not stone-

walling; I do not intend to 
stonewall; but I intend to make my protest 
against the unkind and unwarrantable atti­
tude which the Hon. Mr. Barlow has assumed 
in re,mrd to this amendment. He is practi­
cally "Inaking a personal matter of it. Does 
the hon. gentleman imagine that because he 
happens to be· nominal leader of this House 
we are to do his bidding as if he were a Czar, 
and attempts to convert this House into a 
Czardom 1 I have come here to do my duty, 
and as. long a,s I am here I intend to support 
that which I consider to be right. I will 
support the hon. gentleman when he brings 
forward anything of which I approve, but I 
am not going to be a, sla.vish follower of the 
hon. gentleman, and never have been. 

The PRESIDEN'r: Will the hon. gentle­
man permit me to again recall him to the 
question before the Council, which is "Tliat 
the debate be now adjourned"? 

HoN. B. FAHEY: To us who are supporting 
this most important amendment this is a 
very serious matter, and it is a serious matter 
to thousands of people in this country who 
are not of my religious persuasion. It ~s im­
portant that, every opportunity should be 
given for the consideration of this. Bill, and 
that if we cannot defeat it we should have 
the opportunity of making it as harmless of evil 
and equitable Rl3 we can. The hon. gentleman 
may resist as many adjournments. as he likes, 
but he will never exhibit in this House his 
latent despotism at my expense with impunity. 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: I w~sh to make a 
personal explanation. I have here a copy of 
Ha.nsard, and I give the House my word of 
honour that I have not eommunicated with 
the shorthand writers or doctored the report 
in an.y way. HBre is what it states-

Let t~e say. \Yith ali re3pcct, that, if the Council 
permits thb 4.ue~tion 10 be talked out or obstructed, 
the Council 1villlose it:s prestige. (Henr, hear !j And 
tbe way willlle made elear for t11e ab(}lition of a House 
of Legi:s!ature that is incttpable of ratifying the will of 
the people. If a H .use refuses to ratify a referendum 
with a. majority of 17,500 \ o es, that House will sink 
<1lmost beneath conrempt. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I would like 
to appeal to hon. members to put an· end to 
this absurd discussion, because I think it will 
have a tendency to make the Council lose 
prestige. The motion for adjournment is a 
most unre.asonable one. Because the repre­
sentative of the Government will not allow 
the business of the House to be taken out of 
his hands, he is charged with ingratitude, 
and with using coercion, and is threatened 
with divers pains and penalties. The amus­
ing feature is that this motion for adjourn­
ment is suppot'ted in bhe interest,s of the 
Hon. l'vir. Gray, for whom an extraordinary 
amount of sympathy has been shown by me:n­
bers, who have suddenly taken a great m­
terest in his health. I do not suppose that 
any hon. member is more astonished at the 
amount of sympathy manifested than the 
Hon. Mr:. Gra:v- himself. I may point out 
that the Hon. Mr. Gray'.s chance of speaking 
on the Bill will not be interfered with by 
the debate going on, and that he will have 
plenty of opportunity of ,speaking. As the 
representative of the Government ha.s ex­
plained the second-reading debate has been 
already' taken on six days, which is a most 
unprecedented time for a second-reading 
debate in this Chamber; and we are only 
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now on the fringe of the subject, judging by 
the attitude taken up by ,some hon. member-s. 
The measure is a perfeetly simple one, and it 
is net the first tin1e 1t has come up for dis­
cuss:on. The Referendum Bill was passed 
two years. ago, when the qllestion was dis­
cus•wd not only here but in the other Cham­
ber and in the country; and there is no 
aspect of the measure with which hen. mem­
bers are not perfectly familiar. After the 
second-reading debate had gone on five days, 
the representative of the Government last 
night did a perfectly fair thing in pointing 

•out the length of time that had been occupied 
a.nd in making an arrangement practically that 
we would sit to-night after tea, and go on 
with the measure as far as we could. Hon. 
members in .supporting th~s motion for ad­
journment are practically a.sking the repre­
sentative of the Government to commit a 
brea<:i1 of faith with members who have 
given up engagements and country members 
who have remained in town to be here to­
night. Under the circumstances, it would be 
absolute folly for the hen. gentleman to allow 
the busine.ss to be taken out of his hands. 
Moreover, anyone who has listened to the 
discuBsion must come to the conclusion that 
the reasons given for the adjournment are not 
serious, and that the real object i.s to pro­
long the debate. I hope hen. members will 
not further prolong the discussion, but will 
allow us to get on with business. 

Ho!<. 'l'. C. BEIRNE: I rise to ,support the 
motion of the Hon. Mr. Gra.y that the debate 
be now aJjourncd. No rilason has been given 
by the representative of the Government for 
rushing thi·s Bill through; and as a reason 
for the adjournment of the debate I may 
draw attention to a statement made by the 
Premier which appears in Hansard. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 
HoN. T. C. BEIRNE: I will not read from 

Hansard, but I may say he made the ,state­
ment that the 25th October was the date he 
fixed for himself in advance for taking this 
Bill in Committee in another place. In the 
ordinary course of event3, it would take a 
fortnight t.a go through Committee; in that 
case we could not get through the Bill in 
time for it to reach the Assembly on that 
date. Another reason in favo'!lr of the a-d­
journment is that the Bill was guillotined in 
another place and did not receive that care­
ful consideration which its importance de­
manded. For that reason it require-s very 
much more consideration here than it would 
have received if it had got the consideration 
it ought to have got in another place. The 
leader of the House stated, as a reason for 
continuing the debate, than an arrangement 
was ma.de la,st night. Now, these are his 
words~ 

I 1-1sk tho:-e hon. members wbo desire to see tho Bin 
C'anied out to attend from to-morro·v in s:nffie1cnt 
numberi'< nncl with sufficient regularity to enable me to 
carry thi.s ma.tter to a fini1o';h. 

I really see no reason why the debate should 
not be adjourned, and I sincerely hope that 
even at this eleventh hour the hon. gentleman 
will reconsider his position, and allow the de­
bate to be adjourned until to-morrow. 

HoN. A. A. DAVEY: Taking all the cir­
cumstances into consideration, the leader of 
the House has taken up a harsh, unreasonable 
position. There is a certain amount of 
coercion about it. This measure is the most 
important that has been before the Council 
since I became ai member, and the speeches 
made in favour of the amendment have thrown 

a great deal of light on the subjBct; but I 
venture to think that the people of Queensland 
want to have the question still more fully dis­
cussed. There has been an attempt made to 
associate me with a certain section of this 
House, but it muRt be patent to every hen. 
member that there is nothing in it. We have 
not unduly prolonged the debate on the amend­
ment, which affects one of the most vital 
points in the Bill. I would not like to be w 
party to any political crisis. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: A. crisis here! (Laugh­
ter.) 

HeN. A. A. DA VEY: Yes, a· crisis. I have 
every sympathy with the good work that has 
been done by the Government, and I would 
not like to take any action that would hinder 
the continuance of that good work, but that 
is no reason why the debate should be hurried 
through. I did not understand that there was 
any arrangement entered into about sitting 
late to-night. The leader of the House cer­
tainly said that he wanted to finish the debate 
to-night., bnt there was no "deal" about it. 

Hon. F. T. BRENTNALL: Nobody objected. 
HoN. A. A. DA VEY: So far as I am aware, 

there was no arrangement made. I intend to. 
support the mot10n for t:he adjournment of the. 
debate. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I am surprised at. 
the Minister in charge of the Bill attempting 
to deal with the Council in a dictatorial and 
h1gh-handed manner. I think the motion is a, 
perfectly fair one. The Attorney-General 
came in in a meteoric fashiori~he has not been 
here all the afternoon--and said that it would 
be a good thing for us to go on working. He 
said this was a perfectly simple measure. If 
he refers merely to the wording of the Bill 
he may be cori·ect, but it involves very seriou~. 
questions. The Hon. Mr. Barlow has refused 
to throw any light on it. As to the Attorney. 
General's plea on behalf of country members 
~ come fr:om as great a distance and at as great 
mconvemence as any hon. member, and I give 
as much time to the matters coming before 
the Council as I can afford; but I do not want 
the House to sit late at night because I come 
from a distance. When the Hon. Mr. Gray 
;noved ,the adjournment of the debate, the 
· Whrp of the Government whispered to sup-

porters of the Bill that they must oppose the 
motion. He made a mistake, because he 
whispered in my ear, too. (Laughter.) I do 
not think it is at all fair that we should be 
coerced into sitting here in this way. Members. 
from the Gympie, Maryborough, and Bunda, 
berg districts, and from further North, cannot; 
get home on Thursday. At the beginning of 
the session we sit on Tuesdays and W ednes-­
days, and we would just as soon sit on Thurs-. 
days, as we cannot get home. Thursday has, 
now b~e~ made a sitting day, too, and now 
the M1_n!ster wants us. t'? have night sittings· 
m addtbon. ~f the Mm1ster would enlighten 
us on the sub,1ect, I would not mind listening 
to him. but he desires that those who are 
opposed to the Bill should exhaust themselves 
so that he can get the Bill put through at 
once. 

Hon. A. H. BAR.LOW: That is the A B C of 
parliamentary tactics. 

HoN. C. ]'. l'HELSON: Then the sooner we­
get a new alphabet the better. The measure. 
has been reasonably discussed by those who­
have spoken, but thBre are many hen. mem­
bers who have not spoken at all. There is 

any amount of material to be sup­
[8.30 p.m.] plied npon which it would be welt 

for the Minister to reflect. I think 
the amendment is ru very reasonable one, and 

Hon. C: F. Nielson.] 
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yet not one word have we got upon the sub­
ject from either Minister. The hon. member 
told us of the dire results that will follow if 

-we do not go on with this Bill, but we are 
not here altogether to consider what may be 
thought of our actions in this House so far as 
crises go. 

The PRESIDENT: Order, order I 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I am here to con­
sider the results of my own actions so far as 
taking part in the business of this House--

The PRESIDENT: Order, order I The hon. 
member is departing from the question. The 
question is that the debate be now adjourned. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: I say those who are 
in favour of the adjournment of the debate 
are entitled to some consideration. We are 
not pleading fo~ very much. V,:e are not 
asking for anythmg unus~1aL It ts m?st ,un­
usual in the history of thlS House to sit arter 
tea at all except at the' end of the session 
when an 'accumulation of business is before 
the House, a.nd it is necessary to g;et it 
through in order ~o come to a final P';llnt of 
parliamentarv b11s1ness at the sa,me t1me a.s 
another place. Until that time arrives I do 
not think that it is a fair thing to ask hon. 
members to sit after tea. 

HoN.· d. S. McGHIE: I am in favour of the 
adjournment of the debate, and I would point 
out, as has stated by the Hon. Mr. Niel-
son that some members have come some 
distance to do business of the House, and 
in the earlier sta~·cs of the session, during the 
first five or s;x weeks, it was simply adjomn­
ment every time. Now we are asked to stay 
after tea and sit till a late hour. Why? I 
think it is very hard on those hon. members 
who come a ionq· distance, and really the 
matter under_consideration could very well 
bear a good deal more discussion. Certainly 
hon. members might throw very much more 
light on the subject, and it is unfair to ask 
them to come here at night, and also to come 
another day in the week, and I think it is 
very reasonable that the House should ad­
journ. 

Question-That the Council do now adjourn 
-put and negatived. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I am distinctly obliged 
to hon. members for their expressions of sym­
pathy towards myself. I asked for the -ad­
journment as I would have preferred an op­
portunity of speaking on this question to­
morrow instead of to-night. I have not had 
an opportunity of being present at the debates 
since the Bill has been before the Chamber, 
but what surprises me more than anything 
else is the absence of any seriousness on the 
part of the Minister in connection with this 
measure. ·From my point of view it is one of 
the most rerious measures--the most conten­
tious and fraught with more serious conse­
quences to the people of this State than any 
measure that has ever been before this House 
previously. One would naturally expect that 
when the Minister introduced the measure he 
would have afforded us some explana.tion as to 
the necessity of the Bill So far as the re­
ferendum is concernee>, t'Jp,t is simplv a 
machinery matter; but as to the Bill itseif it 
has bee·n. term:d "a simple 'measure." I' do 
not consider It a simple measure by any 
means. I look up.on it as a dead serious mea­
surfl, and one whwh we should consider in all 
seriOusness, perhaps more so than any other 

[Hon. G. F. Nielson. 

measure that has ever been placed before us. 
The Minister simply read the clauses of the 
Bill, and at the finish of his remarks said-

The effect of the cln.u~es I have read to hon. members 
~s to provide for this religiOus instruction and the sweep­
Ing away of the word "secuJa£" wherev..:::ritis contained 
in tlle Act. 

That is to say, the secular clauses of the 
Education Act are swept away. It is a mat· 
ter I have been brought into touch with a 
good deal. I took exception to the referen­
dum measure, and I consider I have ever.) 
right to do so now that we have the Bill before 
us. The Bill is to make provision for re: 
ligious instruction in State schools. Such a 
thing was never contemplated when the Edu­
cation Act wa,s brought in in 1873 bv Sir 
Charles Lilley. Since that time we ·have 
spent over £8,000,000 on education. I have 
taken the figures out year after year and 
I have them in my possession. We are deal­
ing_ with a very i_mportant department, over 
which my hon. frrend h_as presided for many 
years, and he proved himself an able Minis· 
ter. I paid him that compliment before, 
and I do It now. What he takes in hand 

• he do~s well. To sweep away one material 
pomt m that Act-the word "secular"-is. 
to my mind, one of the most serious things 
ever contemplated since we have adopted 
State educatiOn. I only had the Bill placed 
befo~e me yes~erday, and I notice that it 
pro':"1de~ for Bible lessons being read by the 
p~p:ls m the ~t::tte schools, and that the 
mmisters of rehgwn of the various denomi­
nations may teach religion in the schools 
ar;.d also expound their ideas in connectio~ 
w1th. th<_Jse particular subjects. There is 
nothmg m the measure itself with regard to 
what lessor:s are t.o be taught; nor has it 
been ~xp_lamed what those lessons are and 
:vhat hJ"!IIts ~re to be placed on this religious 
mstructwn m the State schools. ·when I 
rea;d the amend.ment moved by the Hon. Mr. 
Benne, I took It to mean that if we adopted 
the amend_ment we might come to some 
understandmg between us as to the questions 
to_ ~e dealt wit_h by the teachers and the 
:'umsters of . different denominations. It 
B a V";ry serwu~ thing to think that that 
P?Wer _rs t<_J be given away, and during the 
discussiOn It was admitted by the Hon. Mr. 
Brentnall that there are questions in the 
text-boo_ks of Ne;w South Wales that should 
not be mcluded m t"?e lessons given to chil­
dren. We would like, under the circum­
stanct;s, to. know some details as to what the 
teach!ng IS to. be. In ordinary Bills we 
permit regulatwr;.s to be made by the Go­
vernor m Counml.. :r'hat we are naturally 
bound to ?o, bu~ this IS too serious a measure 
to leave It subJect to regulations. The les­
sons ought to be defined. It is the first time 
;""': have eve~ had. before us a question of 
chis sort deahng With all the denominations 
thrc;ug_hout . Queensland, and the seriousness 
of _It IS evid~nced by the rampant way in 
which the actions ?f members of this House 
have been dealt With by persons outside the 
Ho':'se before members have had an oppor­
tumty of speaking. I think better taste 
ought to have been displayed by the heads 
of these denominations or churches when a 
measure of this sort is before us. I took the 
trou~le to ~oak up a .few facts which justify 
me m takmg the view I do against this 
measure. My experience goes back to 1873 
and I hol? in my_ hand a speech of Si; 
Cbar~es Lilley, then Mr. Lilley, on the 
question of State education. To that gentle­
man, we all know, belongs the credit of pro-
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viding for secular education in this State. 
\V e were the first colony of the Australian 
group to bring that about, and to Sir Charles 
Lilfey wc owe a lasting debt of gratitude. 
This i.s what he said-

If you can settle an.ong yourselves certain general 
prinClples whicu atl alike can receive, I ·will allow the 
:State school teacher to impart them to the children; 
but if it cannot be carried out, why, tl1en, I contend 
we have no othe1' course to pursue than to give secular 
education to all, and let the religious i1.strnetion be 
given by recognhed tt:f!Chers CJf religion, in their 
churche:::1, the homes of the pupils. or their Sunday 
schools. I would, moreover, grant to them the right of 
going to the Natio1 al schools aL certain hours. impart­
ing- to the children of" their. own faith their ~peci'jl 
religious teaching. Thelile arc my vlew., on the qut:s­
tion. 

Ail that opportunity was offered, and since 
1873 up to the present time what religious 
denomination has taken advantage of it? 
All the school buildings are ava.ilable for the 
. different religious denominations to teach the 
.children. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOw: There is a good deal 
.of advantage taken of it after school hours. 

HoN. G. W. GUA Y: I think the latitude 
permitted under Sir Charles Lilley's Bill was 
ample, and it is a serious thing to make any 
change. It was enacted that religiolls instruc­
tion might be given by ministers of reli­
gion, but it must be before or after school 
hours. That has continued up to the present 
time; and the effect has been that the State 
schools of Queensland are freer from secular 
feeling than the State schools in any other 
part of Australia. I have often heard it re­
marked that we are freer in Queensland than 
they are in any other State from any feelings 
.of that sort, and I hold that if this schedule is 
adopted sectarianism will date from that day. 
That is the position that I take up here. 
Here we. have in the schedule a schoolmaster 
permitted to teach religion-it goes one 
better than the Bill itself. I think, under the 
circumstances, it. would be improper to allow 
teachers to impart religious in,struction, and 
I hold it should not be done except in mixed 
schools. I look upon this as a very serious 
measure, especially in view of the sectarian 
.agitation which h&s already started outside 
the House. Never has this House been 
attacked over any mea;sure as it ha,s been over 
this measure. I took the trouble some four 
years ago to prepare .statements regarding 
expenditure, and I· have brought it up to 
date. In 1908 it stood at £7,500,000; it now 
stands at over £8,000,000; and of that sum 
25 per cent. has been contributed by the 
'Catholics of Queensland. In addition to that, 
not being able to take advantage of Sir 
Charles Lilley's Bill, thev commenced build­
ing their own schools; arid between sites and 
buildings, from first to last, their expense has 
been not less than £500,000. Now it is pro­
posed to completely annul that and devote 
the whole of the State schoois of Queensland 
·to teaching religion and giving a free hand 
to religious denominations to exercise the 
right during schools hours. It certainly re­
quires some amendment in Committee, and I 
rather favour the motion moved by the "Hon. 
Mr. Beirne, becatWl I think if this is delayed 
we might meet together and consider some 
teaching or lessons that . would meet· with 
generaf approval. There are several denomi­
nations taking the same view as the Catholics 
in connection with this measure-they object 
to their children being taught religion in 
schools. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: There is a conscience 
clause. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: There is a conscience 
clause certainly, but these lessons are to be 
imparted by people who are not trained to 
give instruction in this subject; and I would 
like to see it made obligatory on the head 
master to remove the children not of that 
particular denomination when religious in­
struction is going on. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOw: Any child can refuse 
to go and be taught. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: But it should be made 
compulsory on the head teacher to see he is 
not taught. I do not see any objection to the 
amendment, which will give an opportunity for 
submitting lessons. You have the text-books 
of New South Wales. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOw: Put them behind the 
fire . 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I am inclined to favour 
the amendment. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOw: The only objection is 
that it will kill the Bill. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY: I do not go so far as 
that, but I have a serious objeetion to the 
measure. Already sectarian feeling is ram­
pant outside; and what will it be when the 
Bill is put into operation? I have been 
brought a good deal in touch with Sir Charle3 
Lilley'B Act, and I regret that such a Bill as 
this has been brought before the Queensland 
Parliament. I know that the Hon. Mr. 
Barlow feels more keenly than anyone else in 
this Chamber the seriousness of this question, 
and I appeal to him now to seriouslv consider 
the motion, and give us an opportunity of 
coming to an understanding with regard to 
the text-books which we may fairly allow to be 
put into the hands of children attending State 
schools; otherwise I fear that very much harm 
will happen. I will only add that I seriously 
regret that I have had to take part in the pro­
posed alteration of the existing law with 
respect to education in Queensland. 

* HoN. F. MoDONNELL: I regret that at 
this late hour I have to offer a few remarks 

on the amendment, and before 
[9 p.m.] commencing to do so I would 

like to ask the leader of the 
House if he will consider at tl1is juncture 
the advisability of adjourning the debate. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : I am sorry I cannot 
do that. I am not struggling for a victory, 
but I cannot allow the business to be taken 
out of my hands. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL: I regret that 1 
am forced into the positon of either speak­
ing on the amendment to-night or of losing 
my right to speak. The amendment is the 
most vital point in the Bill, and I would 
again ask the hon. gentleman if he will 
consent to an adjournment of the debate. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : I do not wish that 
we should sit till an unreasonable hour, but 
I think we might very well hear the hon. 

.member till 10 o'clock. 
HoN. F. McDONNELL: If the hon. 

gentleman will agree to allow me to con­
tinue my speech to-morrow if I move the 
adjournment of the debate at 10 o'clock 
I am prepared to go on till then, but I d~ 
not think I can finish by that hour. If I 
sit down now, will the hon. gentleman agree 
to the adjournment of the debate? 

Hon. T. M. HALL: No. 

Hon. F.ltfcDonneU.] 
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HoN. F. McDONNELL : I am asking the 
leader of the Government. 

Hon. W. H. 0AMPBELL : We were asked to 
attend this evening, and we put off our 
engagements, and we have a right to a voice 
in the matter. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: In justice to the 
hon. members who have come "here to sup­
port me, I cannot consent to an adjournment 
at this early hour. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: I am sorry the 
hon. gentleman cannot see his way to agree 
to my request, and I suppose I must go on 
and make the best of it. The amendment is 
the most important feature in the whole 
Bill, and on it will arise the whole question 
of sectarianism. The leader of the Govern­
ment has not been able to give us any infor­
mation regarding the persons who are to 
compile the lessons. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : The Secretary for 
Public Instruction said in th~ Assembly that 
his present intention is to appoint two in­
spectors-Messrs. Canny and Kennedy-two 
teachers-Messrs. Exley and Papi-and Mr. 
E W. H. Fowles. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: There is nothing 
satisfactory before us. All the gentlemen 
mentioned, with one exception, are officers 
of the Department of Public Instruction, 
and, with two exceptions, I have no confi­
dence in them. The two to whom I would 
not objGct arG Messrs. Canny and Fowles. It 
is well known that at least two of the other 
three have strong feelings on the question. 
Assuming that these gentlemen are ap­
pointed, what right will this House have to 
review their work? There is no court of 
review, and one or two members of the com­
mittee will be overruled by the other three; 
and we know that officials may think it 
advisable, in their own interests, to compile 
lessons which will be in unison with the 
views of the Minister. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: The Minister does 
not care anything about it. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: But that is a 
natural position for officers of the depart­
ment to take up. I do not wish to say any­
thing derogatory to the hon. gentleman at 
the head of the department, but I am justi­
fied in not having any confidence in him 
from the fact that within the last two years 
he stated in another place that the Pre­
mier was drummed out of his native town 
of Falkirk, and, although the statement has 
been proved to be untrue, the hon. gentle· 
man has never yet either withdra>vn it or 
apologised for making it. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: He will not put that 
into the lesson-books. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: But suppose he 
superintends the compilation of the lesson­
books. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: He will have no 
more to do with the work than you will. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: Then who will? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: Mr. Roe, Mr. Story, 
and the committee. " 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL: The hon. gentle­
man did not mention Mr. Roe and Mr. Story 
outside. There is a very strong league of 
that this movement has been worked from 
outside. There is a very stronR· league of 
clergymen of a certain denomination and 
of ladies who have great influence. Does 
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any hon. member think tna:t that league 
and those ladies are not gomg to have a. 
big say in this question? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: They are not going to 
have any say at all. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: They have a big 
say now, as the league is running this Bill and 
the Government, too. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: No; it is not. 
HoN. F. McDONNELL: We know that 

every m€1!1lber of the Cabinet, with the excep-­
tion of one, is opposed to the Bill, and that 
there are not half a dozen members in another· 
place who are honestly in favour of the Bill 
on principle. But so much coercion and intimi­
dation have been used that the Government· 
are forced against their will to go on with. 
the Bill; and I contend that the league and. 
the ladies are not going to allow anybody to· 
compile the lessons unless they have a finger· 
in the pie. That is one of the reasons why the 
amendment has been moved. Those who are· 
opposed to the Bill have been accused of mov­
ing the amendment for purely obstructive· 
reasons. The Hon. Mr. Brentnall to-day, with· 
that Christian charity which always charac­
terises him, has stated that the amendment has 
been moved for the purpose of wrecking the· 
Bill. We look upon the Bill as tyrannical, and 
to make it less objectionable, this amendment 
has been moved. The leader of the Govern­
ment, both here and in another place, has. 
somBtimes been strongly opposed to Bills; but, 
when he has known that those Bills will be 
carried, despite all his opposition, he has 
moved amendmBnts of this nature. Then why 
should hon. members supporting this amend­
ment be accused of desiring to wreck the Bill? 
I do not deny that I shall do everything in my 
power to defeat the Bill; but we know that 
we shall not be able to defeat it on the second 
reading, so we are endeavouring, by means of 
this amendment, to remove much of the objec­
tion to the Bill. I am sure hon. members are 
not aware that the lessons in Western Aus­
tralia-where the lessons are not open to the 
same serious objections as those in the New 
South Wales series of lessons-were submitted 
to Parliament. The lessons that were to be 
taught in the schools were submitted to 
Parliament. At the preJ>ent time there 
is an agitation in New Zealand for the 
introduction of religious teaching in State 
schools. It has not been carried yet. 
What has the Bible League in New Zealand 
done? They have drawn up the le,ssons which 
they propose shall be adopted, and they have 
publishBd those lessons broadcast. That, I 
think, is a wise precaution. But, coming 
nearer home, what do we find? In Victoria, 
in 1900, a Royal Commission was appointed to 
inquire into this question, and that Royal 
Commission drew uo a serie,g of lessons that 
were to be embodied in a similar Bill to this. 
Those lessons were tabulated and placed be­
fore Parliament. A referendum was held in 
1904, and that referendum was rejected in 
Victoria, but in Victoria even the Bible 
League did not oppose the universal desire of 
the people that they should know what le,gsons 
were to be submitted to· the pupils of the 
schools. What are we doing here at the pre­
sent time? Hon. members who are supporting 
the amendment are simply following in the 
footsteps of New Zealand, Victoria, and 
Western Australia. Is there anythin_g unrea­
eonable in our request? I think the Bible 
League themselves, -with .all their power, if they 
want to disarm the opponents of this measure 
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-if they want to show the country that they 
desire purely Bible lessons which have no 
proselytising effects to be introduced into our 
schools-should gladly welcome an amendment 
of this nature. But, no; they have told the 
Government they are going to have the whole 
hog or nothing, and I believe myself from the' 
knowledge I have of members of the Govern­
ment if they had their way-which they have 
not in respect to this question-they would be 
prepared to accept an amendment of this 
nature. We must not think for a moment that 
Queensland is the whole world. This particular 
question, as I stated before, has been dealt 
with in Victoria within the last four or five 
years, and the referendum that was submitted 
there was rejected on a vote of the people; but 
as late as the 26th of October last this ques­
tion was again submitted to the people in 
Victoria, and I think I am justified in placing 
before the House the attitude taken up by the 
Victorian Parliament. An Education Bill was 
brought before the Victorian Parliament, and 
a gentleman there who was a Mini~ter in the 
late Government, Mr. Swinburne, introduced 
an a.mendment to the Bill. I ask hon. mem­
bers to bear with me while I read the terms 
of that amendment, in order to show the wide 
difference between the attitude taken up in 
Victoria and the attitude taken up in Queens­
land. Mr. Swinburne moved the insertion of a 
new clause, providing for a referendum to be 
taken on the question-that is, the introduc­
tion of religious instruction into the State 
schools, and this is the form of the amend­
ment-

Are you in favour of unsectarian Scripture lessons 
being given in Sta to schools during the school hours 
to those children whose parents do not object, and 
by State school teachers who have no conscientious 
objections? 
There is a wide, difference between our Bill 
and the Bill that was introduced in the Vic­
torian Parliament, which provided for unsec­
tarian Scriptural lessons, and a definite pro­
posal was made that the conscient'ous scruples 
of the teacher as well as the chi:d should be 
respected. What is the position here? The 
Bible in State Schools League tells us that if 
any amendment of that nature is introduced 
here the Bill wil! be lost. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : They did not say so. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL : They un­
doubtedly said that. They stated in that 
important manifesto that has been issued 
to the people of Queensland-that manifesto 
that has promised all the pains and penalties 
that will be inflicted on this House if they 
dotted an " i " or crossed a " t " in this Bill 
-we dare not bring in any amendment that 
will provide for the conscientious scruples 
of the teachers. In what manner was this 
proposal of Mr. Swinburne's dealt with? 
There you have a Government, I am glad to 
say, that is not under the thumb of any 
sectarian society. At all events, they showed 
their independence, and the Minister for 
Education in Victoria received Mr. Swin­
burne's amendment in this manner-! am 
now reading from the Melbourne Aryus--

Mr. A. A. Billson replied that Mr. Swinburne had 
submitted his new clauses to the House in a manner 
which they aU must admire. (Rear, hear!) It was 
a question upon which the Government bore an open 
mind, and upon which members could vote with 
r·egard only to their individual judgment. It was 
a question which could never be satisfactorily settled 
by a referendum. Re was not one to scoff at reli· 
gion. He regarded the Ten Commandments as the 
basis of all morality, but he knew that upon the 
broader question opinions were divided1 and not 
least the opinions of the clergy themselves. 

1910-.5v · 

And that is a; fact here in Queensland, too; in 
fact, I know clergymen myself who are 
opposed to this Bill-

There were believel'S as welJ as unbelievers, and 
the effect of the proposed teachin!( would be to 
withdraw the children of the unbelievers from the 
schools. True liberty recognised the right to be­
lieve or not to believe, and the present proposal was 
one which would interfere with that fundamental 
principle. The church had its appointed pl:>ce, and 
the Bill was so framed that rt should not mterfere 
with the conscience of anyone. It has been sa1d 
that all that was required was au expression of the 
opinion of the majority, but in the present case the 
matter was to be looked at from another point of 
view. VV'"as the question one which ought to be 
submitted to the people? What was the meaning 
of the word H unsectarian" itself? "\Vas the State 
going to obtain by this suggested means any richer 
result than it did under the present system? Did 
Mr. Swinbnrne think that the mere reading of cold 
print would lead to any better result? Re listened. 
in vain for the voice of any member of the Rouse 
who would say that our boys and girls were not 
uow obtaining the education which would make the 
best of them. Such things were being said, but he 
was glad to say it was outside the Rouse, and he 
would add that anv Minister who did so was degrad-· 
ing the office entrusted to him. Could it be said 
that the opinion of the majority could be upheld? 
\Vhere conscienGe was the governing principle, ma­
jority rule could not be upheld. Rights of con­
science were individual and several. There was no• 
reason why special moral lessons should not be prew 
pared in connection with the State schools; for 
instance, in the form of the singing of hymns and 
songs. That would strengthen our schools without 
offending anyone. The State should be so conducted 
as to build up good men and good women. Religious 
instruction, to be effective, must appeal to the emo­
tions, and, moreover, could not be given unless 
by teachers who thoroughly believed in what they 
taught. If parents were going to call on the t;tate 
to impart religious instruction it was a lamentable 
confession of failure and shifting of responsibility. 
He was prepared at once to give instructions for the 
preparation of such lessons as he had indicated. 
Music, properly cultivated, struck at the chief and 
best elements of humanity. It was because he 
thoug·ht such a thing was possible under the present 
J<:dncation Act that he was going to vote against 
the new clauses. · 

What was the result of Mr. Swinburne's 
amendment in the Victorian Parliament? I 
do not wish to read the remarks of other 
members which were even stronger on the 
point of conscience and the rights of the 
minority. After a debate a division was 
taken, and Mr. Swinburne's amendment 
wa<s defeated by 31 votes to 23. That wa,s the 
attitude that the Victorian Minister for 
Education took up in regard to the referen­
dum, and that is the attitude that we who 
are opposing this Bill take up at the present 
time, and I think we are in very good com­
pany indeed. To show you what the feeling 
of Victoria is on the matter, the Jl.Ielbourne 
Argus-which I think cannot be considered 
for a moment to be particularly partial-had 
a leading article on this debate the following 
morning. I think the Melbourne Aryus is 
looked upon a,s one of the leading papers in 
Australia, and this is what the Jfelbourne 
Aryus stated-

Though no democrat will deny that in the or­
dinary affairs of government the majority should 
rule, there are subjects to which majority rule has 
no proper application. Where matters of con ... 
science are involved majority rule may be tyrannous~ 
This ws.s clearly stated by Mr. A. A. Bi11son, the 
Minister for Public Instruction, in the course of his 
exce11ent reply last night to liir. Swinburne's appear 
for still another referendum on the subject of Scrip­
ture instruction in State .schools, an appeal which 
was rejected by 31 votes to 23. The issue raised 
by Mr. Swinburne was, more emphaticaJly tht:m 
any other, one governed by conscience. When, in 
i8i2. Parli!>ment decided that State education 
should in future be free, secular, and compulsory, 
if. had very good reason for its action, and no one 
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who remembers the raneorous bitterness which 
characterised the old sectarian days can be supposed 
wjllin.g to risk a return to those conditions. 

I would remind ho~. members that we had a 
similar state of things in Queensland before 
the present Act was introduced. We had 
Scriptural lessons for fifteen years in the 
State schools in Queensland, and so unsatis­
factory were they shown to be--so much 
sectarianism was aroused through those 
les·sons-that not one ·single member of Parlia­
ment, when introducing the present Educa­
tion Act in 1875, even the father of the Bill, 
Sir Charles Lilley, attempted to introduce 
no provision for the continuance of that 
system. The Argus continues-

In what must be admitted to have been an 
earnest and, moderately-worded speech Mr. Swin­
burne contended that by the word "secular" Par­
liament meant nothing more than "undenomina .. 
tional," and that for some years after the Act was 
passed that was, in fact, the meaning ginn to it 
in actual administration. 1lVe venture to assert 
that this was not the view held at the time, 
and the statement by one Minister of the day 
(Mr. Langton), even if correctly interpreted by Mr. 
Bwinburne, did not accurately represent ;tjhe feeling 
of Parliament or of the people. The intention was 
to lea-ve religious instruction to the churches, and 
to confine the State schools' work to instruction on 
other subjects. Broadly speaking, this is the posi­
lion to-day which is being attacked. The force at 
the back of the present campaign is, it must be 
allowed, highly organised and skilfully directed. 
Every argument that can be adduced in favour of 
what are called unsectarian Scripture lessons has 
already been urged times without number. The 
only one with even an appearance of newness used 
by Mr. Swinburne last nigbt was entirely specious. 
It was anomalous, he said, that a country which 
required the foster parents of wards of the State 
to give their charges Scriptural instruction, or at 
the very least to see that they received it from 
others, should exclude Biblical instruction from its 
own schools. But the State has never for a moment 
denied that children should. be instructed in the 
Scriptures. That is one of the few duties it still 
leaves to the parent, who may either give the teach­
ing himself or have it given in the Sunday schools. 
Mr. Billson's announcement that, while he was 
inflexibly opposed to anything calculated to sap 
the existing principle of purely secular instruction, 
he is prepared to have lessons of distinct moral and 
ethical instructiveness included in the curriculum, 
and even to let the classes sing hymns in school, 
ought to go a long way towards .satisfying such 
people as are not obstinately determined to accept 
no compromise. 

This is the particular part of the article to 
which I would like hon. gentlemen 

[9.30 p.m.] to give attention, because it ap­
plies to the position in Queensland 

to-dav-
If S~ripture instruction were made a feature of State 

school work, no matter what conscience clauses and 
what safeguards for dissidents were provided. the 
demand of the Roman Catholic Church for a cavitation 
grant in respect of its denominational schools would 
gain immensely in strength. Is this a position which 
even those who are most in@istent in their demand for 
a referendum are prepared to face? Judging by the 
language they have used whenever such an alternative 
to the pre,ent system has been presented to them, they 
wHI never grant it. And in this at least., the position 
they take up is a perfectly sound one. It would be the 
height of \m policy for the State to encourage anything 
calculated-as State-endowed separate schools would be 
calculated-to give support to a"Y church by public 
money. It cannot, of course, pJevent Roman Catholic 
citizens from providing their own schools out of their own 
pockets, but short of this it should do all it can to 
foster a spirit of union and nationality in the 
people. Then. again, the advocates of Scripture les­
sons show no rea.l considt.:ration for the teachers upon 
whom they wish to impose the duty of giving them. It 
is an very well to provide that no teacher with consci­
entious objections to adding this to his ordinary work 
would be required to do so. But no one who has Jived 
n the world with his eyes open can be ,lgnorant of the 
many ways in which such an objection might react 
against him. In country districts more especially a 
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teacber would refuse at the risk, not only of his per­
sonat repute, but also of his -personal comfort, and 
possibly of his professional prospects. Narrow-minded 
or bigoted people could, H they chose, render his ex­
istence exceedingly unpleasant for him Without being 
guilty of anything that could be called an overt act of 
annOYance. 'rhe esprit de cm·ps and morale of the 
serviCe would be impaired, and tbe usefulne~s of the 
whole educational system seriously discounted. 

I think this di~cussion in Victoria is very oppor­
tune, and I think it should induce hon. gentle­
men, if their minds are at all open on this 
matter, to give s:vmpathetic consideration to this 
amendment. Other Stat"s have tabulated their 
lessons, and submitted them to the people; but 
in Queensland onr mouths are shut, and we will 
have no opportunity, once the Bill leaves this 
Chamber, of discussing, amending, or rejecting 
the lessons propoEed to be placed in the hands of 
the children. I think the subject is of snoh 
importance that it shonld be considered free 
from prejudice. If the Government ssjd, to 
the Bible League, "We are responsible to the 
people of Queensland, and we are going to 
give the represent"tives of the people the right to 
review the lessons," then much of the opposition 
to this Bill would be removed; bnt the humilia­
ting position at the present time is that they dare 
not being down lessons to be submitted to Parlia­
ment. It seems as if the Government has lost 
all moral fibre in connection with this question; 
and if they have lost all sense of decency in con­
nection with this matter, it is for this House to 
insist that the rights of the people shall be pro­
tected. If Parliament does what is wrong-par­
ticularly another place-they are responsible to 
the electors; and if they put into the hands of 
the children lessons that are not acceptable to 
the people as a whole, the people will have an 
opportunity of dealing with them. It is pro­
posed to amend an Act of Parliament that has 
stood the test for thirty-five years; and I ask, Is 
it reasonable to revolutionise our State Educa­
tion Act without giving us the right of reviewing 
a most vital part? 

Hon. A. H_ BARLOW: Any member can have 
these thing.> laid on the table. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL: No provision is 
made in the Bill that the regulations shall 
be submitted to Parliament ; and Parliament 
is justified in asking that they shall have 
the final word. The Hon. Mr. Barlow and 
also the Hon. Mr. Brentnall pooh-poohcd the 
idtJa of the lessons being submitted to Parlia­
ment. They said it would lead to interminable 
discussion. Weapons have been forged in the 
other House whereby interminable discussions 
are impossible ; and in this House I do not think 
it has been characteristic to have an undue 
amount of discussion. But if this House has co­
ordinate powers with another place, why should 
we not have a voice in importaut questions of this 
nature? I cannot under8tand bow the Govern­
ment can consistently oppose such an amendment 
as this. 'When the calm atmosphere of this 
Chamber becomes so disturbed through simply 
discussing the Bill, what is it going to be outside? 
I may have shown as much beat .as any other 
hon. memher, but it is because I feel it is a 
matter of such great importance to Queensland 
that if it was my l•st word I would utter it in 
opposition to the Bill. The only argument the 
leader of the House made when asked about 
amendments, was that, there was a majority of 
17,547 in favour of the Bill. Tbehon. gentleman 
has not always held those views about 
majorities. When certain Bills were introduced 
and passed in another place some years ago, 
they were practically kicked out of this House 
with very little ceremony, and the Govern­
ment had to go to the country on them. 
The hon. gentleman, with the assistance of the 
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members who to-day are fighting for the pre­
servation of the liberties of the people, carried 
tho.se Bills, and the Government went to the 
country and got a majority, and then the demo­
crats on the other side accepted them. The hon. 
Mr. Brentnall referred the other night to the 
fact that in 1899 I accepted the verdict of the 
referendum on federation. vVben we were dis­
·Cllssing the Federal Constitution Enabling Bill, 
I stated that, if the Bill was accepted by the 
people, I would be prepared to accept the will of 
the people, I worked as hard as I could against 
the acceptance of the Bill; but I was defeated, 
like the hon. gentleman himself. I kept my 
promise because it was a national question, upon 
which the people had a right to give their 
<>pinion. In that case a Bill was brought down 
and submitted to the people, who were told, 
"This j; the contract we ask you to accept." It 
was not like the present referendum, which 
simply gaye a bald outline, and which deprives 
us of any voice in selecting the lesson;. How 
did the democrats on the other side accept the 
;referendum in rega•d to federation? How did 
the hon. gentleman who talks about a majority 
<Jf 17,457 accept that referendum? Did he 
accept the will of the people in those days ? Did 
the Hon. Mr. Brentnall- that great democrat, 
who to-day speaks of the will of the people-bow 
to the will of the people then? No, they 
refused to accept it. The Hon. Mr. Barlow­
and I think it was the most creditable act of his 
life-reti•·ed from the Government as a pro: est 
against the action of the Government in sub­
mittirg the question of federation to the people. 
The hon. gentleman went further than that. 
The referendum was carried by 38,488 Yotes to 
30,996, so that practically the ratiO was about 
the same as the vote on this Bill. At the 
opening of the next seseion, when an address 
was moved for pre,entation to Her M"jesty, the 
hon. gentleman m(>ved an amendment, despite 
the fact that that referendum dealt,\vith a national 
question. His amendment will b' found on page 
297 of Hansard for the second session of 1899. 
A portion of that amendment reads-

That while the Legislative Council of Queensland is 
supposed to be tbe guardian of the liberties of minori­
ties of Your Majesty's subjects, which minority in this 
<lase numbers 30.996 against the majority of 38.488, we 
feel difficulty in this instance in exercising this function, 
because the departure from Queensland, at this most 
important juncture, of Your Majesty's representative, 
,the Right Honourable Baron Lamington, K.C.M.G., has 
placed every executive authority, which includes the 
power to appoint new members to this Legislative 
Council, in other hands. 

That while we must admit that the acceptance of the 
Federal Constitution has been as~ented to by a legal 
and technical majmity of the electors, we are still of 
opinion that the large minorit.y of 30,996 votes includes 
the votes ol many thousands of Your Majesty's loyal 
and dutiful subjects who believe that they will suffer 
serious loss and damage by the enactment of the 
Federal Constitution-who have had no sbare or voice 
in framing the Draft Federal Constitution-who have 
never, by the votes of their reprf'Sentatives in the 
elected Hou<e of the Parliament of Queensland, autho­
rised or directed the PrimA Minister of Queensland to 
<lonfer with the Prime Ministers of the other colonies­
whose interests have not been sufficiently protected in 
any such conference-and who have never had an 
opportunity of voting at any election of members of 
the Legislative Assembly at which the question of the 
surrender of the collection of the whole of the Customs 
revenue and of a large ,portio~ of the powers. of legis­
lation of the colony, m obedwnce to the w1ll c f the 
Central and Northern districts of the colony, has been 
-even mentioned. 
That was a nation~! qnestion-a question upon 
which, above all others, the people had a right to 
vote. Yet the hon. member was not prepat·ed to 
accept the decision of the people on that occasion. 

The PRESIDENT : Order, order ! 
Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I am delighted to hear 

the story of the old fight. 

HoN. F. :M:oDONNELL: I am sorry the hon. 
gentleman has not been consistent. He and the 
Hon. Mr. Brentnall have made frequent refer­
ences to the majority of 17,547, and his ju,t as 
well to remind the hon. gentleman of what he 
did in the past. On page 294 of the same volume 
the hon, member said-

! differ from my late colleagues, and upon which I have 
severed my political connection of many years' standing 
in order to be where I am. I am glad now that I know 
what the position tUl!i what the functions of this Legis~ 
lative Council are I have understood from my hon. 
frumd opposlte-and it was put into an epigrammatic 
form by my hon. friend, JYir, }}forehead-that this 
Council is a place of reglstration, and we ure invited to 
bow and pass in Silence and with acclamation these 
tnings that are put before us. For my own part, I was 
sent here by virtue of a slip of parch men~ to give advice 
and consent to the mnking of Iaw:il for tbe pence, wel~ 
fare, and good government of the colony. 

Thac is exactly our poAition to-day. Why should 
hon. members who are supporting the Bill taunb 
us because we have taken up precisely the same · 
attitude in respect to this Bill? Have we not 
rights? Why should we be denied those rights? 

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid the hon. 
member is departing from the question of the 
amendment. I have allowed him con,iderab!e 
latitude, but I hope he v.ill address himself to 
the amendment. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL: I only wish to say 
fm ther that those who voted against accepting 
the mandate of the people on that occa>ion were 
the Honourables A. H. Barlow, F. T. Brentnall, 
W. F. Tayl<•r, A. Raff, and J. Cowlishaw. It 
is very dif!icult to understand how any hon. 
member who took up that attitude then can 
object to our taking up the same position now. 
The Hon. Mr. Brentnall referred to another 
referendum on this question, which was taken 
in 1902. I think it was a clerical referendum, 
conducted by Archdeacon David. It was a 
referendum of the parents of children who 
were attending the State schools; but it was 
proved that only parents who were agreeable 
to the introduction of religion were asked to 
take part in the referendum; and it was .Pointed 
out that not only did the parents sign the voting 
papers, but the children also signed them. The 
result of that referendum was submitted to the 
then Premier, Mr. Philp. I think Sir Arthur 
Rutledge was his Attorney-General. The Philp 
Government brought down regulations permit­
ting clergymen to enter the State schools during 
school hours to give religious instruction. 

The PRESIDENT: I am afraid the hon. 
member is getting ,away from the amendment, 
and is discussing the general question, which is 
not open to discussion. I must ask him to 
address himself to the amendment. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: I would like to be 
permitted to refer to what is rather a personal 
matter, which was introduced by the Hon. Mr. 
Brentnall. 

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member is en­
titled to make a personal explanation, bnb he 
must do it as briefly as possible, and then address 
himself to the ameudment. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL : I opposed those 
, regulations, and we proved that they were •tlt>·a 
vires. I said then that the question had never 
been dealt with by the people, either at a 
general election or in any other way, and that 
they should be he!trd on tbe question. My 
actiOn then was m complete ho.rmony with 
the action I am taking to-day. The Hon. Mr. 
Barlow has stated that these lessons will be 
compiled by a committee appointed by the Secre­
tary for Public Instruction. , 

Hon. F. McJJonnell.] 
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Hon. A. H. BARLOW : I said it was his inten­
tion to appoint that committee, but he may have 
changed his mind for all I know. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: We accept that as 
the position. As~nming that the present Minis­
ter for Public Instruction is all that he ought to 

be, and the lessons are drawr1 up 
[10 p.m.] under his supervision, I would ask. 

the House what is to prevent a new 
Minister who may succeed the present Minister, 
coming in and altering those lessons? For in­
stance, the time may come round when the 
Labour-Socia!iet Government throughout Aus­
trali"' wili be hurled from power, as the Hon. 
Mr. Brentnall prophesied tt e other night, and 
that he so ardently desires, and the Hon. Mr. 
Brentnall himself might occupy the position 
of Minister for Public Instruction. Is that non 
possible? And from 'the hon. member's speeches 
hel'e, do you think we will not have lessons that 
are hot and strong? I think so, at all events. I 

·am quite satisfied that any Minister of Pnblic 
Instruction who has any objections to the lessons 
that are in existence when he comes into power 
will have the right to alter those lessons. Does a 
Government not go into power to alter the whole 
policy of their predecessors? And supposing, 
for instance, we had a, Labour Government in 
power in Queensland, and perhaps Mr. Lesina 
occupying the po•ition of Minister for Public 
Instruction-that gentleman has publicly an­
nounced that he is an agnostic, and do hon. 
mem hers think for one moment that Mr. Lesina, 
as Minister for Public Inotruction, would not 
alter those lessons? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : Probably his colleagues 
would not allow him. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: I say there is no 
possible reason why a Minister should not change 
the en tire policy in reference to Scripture lessons. 
The Hon. Mr. Brentnall, when spe~king on the 
Bible lesson", asked what objections had we to 
the Bible, and so forth. I would like to mention 
that there is a great difference of opinion in re­
gard to the Bible. There is what is termed the 
authorised version and also the Douay version. 
Do hon. members know that in the authorised 
version certain books of the Scriptures are 
omitted "hich are contained in the Douay 
versiOn ; and therefore certain lessons might be 
taken from the authorised version that might 
be P'Uticnlarly offensive to a certain section of 
the community? We were told to-day that we 
should discuss this question in a brotherly-love 
fashion. I think that that is the spirit with 
which I have approached the question. I 
am at peace with all men ; but at the same 
time I am very desirous, if this Bill is to be 
passed, to make it a Bill that will be shorn of a 
great deal of the objectional,le parts that may be 
att"ched to it in connection with these lessons. 
It is eaid that there will be no sectarian feeling 
aroused under this Bill, but I might state that 
during tbe debate on this Bill in another place 
the Premier referred to the faat that sectarianism 
was bound to creep in and t<> exist the minute 
this question was introduced into the State 
schools. The Hon. Mr. Niel~on read to the 
House to-day a few of the objectionable lessons 
included m the New Sout,h Wales book, and the 
Hon. Mr. Bar low has stated that those lessons 
will not be accepted. But can we take the hon. 
member's worrl on that matter? Every single 
lesson in the New S .• uth Wales book to which so 
much objection has been taken m•1y be embodied 
in the book that is to be placod in the hands ot 
the children of Queensland, and at the present 
time we are practically signing a blank cheque 
in respect to tLis matter. We are giving the 
Government absolute p.<wer to include whatever 
les;ons they desire. I might. say in this connection 

[Hon. F. McVonnell. 

that there is a gentleman in the Education Depart­
ment to-day in whom I have every confidence 
in respect to compiling these lessons, and that is 
the present Under Secretary. I helie\"e he is a 
man who is aboolutely fearless, and would be 
just in matters of this sort, but Mr. S! orey will 
not remain for ever as Under Secretary for 
Public Instruction. I do not wioh to keep the 
Council any longer, as I ha' e a great deal of 
sympathy with hon. membets who want to get 
away. Do I understand the Minister wants a. 
vote on this to, !light, or is he prepared to accepb 
an adjournment? We have been rather harshly 
criticis<d for debating this amendment, and of 
course I am getting the lion's share of it. fTow­
ever, that does not make the slightest difference 
to me. I would like to take the oppm·tunity of 
saying that the criticism which has been offered 
outside, which reflects on mewbers of this Coun­
cil, is one of the greatest possible arguments that 
could be adduced in favour of this amendment. 

Hon. W. H. CAMPBELL: Do you wish to say 
that we are ir.fluenced by them? 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: I only "ish to say 
that the criticism levelled at members of the 
Council in regard to this partienlar Bill is one of 
the most potent arguments that can be adducf'd 
in favour of tbe amendment. The intolerable 
action of certain dignitaries of the different 
churches at public meetings in denouncing thi~ 
Council and in issuing threats should warn this 
Council and Parliament that nothing shou!J be 
left in the hands of those men, and 'hat Parlia­
ment should have a big ~ay in the matter. What 
has one of the reverend gentleman rlnne to in­
flame the minds of the people outside? He has 
•ctually stated to the peor•le of this State that 
it had been said the Catholics have not spoken 
on this question, and he askecf how th.tt could 
be so when the deputy leader of the Labour 
party had spoken, and he was a Roman Catholic, 
and 75 per cent. of the Labour members are 
Roman Catho'ic.-l. When that statement was 
made here yesterd•y, I interjected during the 
Hon. Mr. Thynne's speech that that was a delib­
erate lie. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : It was a palpable mis­
take. 

Hon. F. McDONNELL : It was not a mistake;. 
it appeared in all the papers. ·I believe the Rev. 
Mr. Rowe, who niade that statement, must have 
known the religious opinions of the members of 
the Labour party. There are twenty-seven 
membArs of that party, and only •en of them 
profess the Roman Catholic faith. Was that a, 
fair statement for the reverend gentleman to 
make from his pulpit? I say it was a lie; it was 
untrue; and I hope I am right when I say the 
Rev. l\'Ir. Rowe must have been mistaken ; but> 
I am afraid the reverend gentleman was pos­
sessed of more accurate information, anrl he 
should have given the trnth from his pulpit. 
What was the use of making the statement but· 
to bring the qu~stion into the category of 
Catholic agaimt Protestant? Tbat was the 
object of it-to inflame people's minds. 

The PRESIDENT : Order, order ! 
HoN. F. McDONNELL: If I may say so, 

it was to intimidate this Cotmcil and to prevent 
us from discussing reasonable amendments like 
this: to give an idea to the c •untry that there 
was only one section of the people fL;hting this. 
iniquitous measure. I say it is an infamous 
measure. 'These statements have been made;, 
and I was a'tonished to find that a gentleman 
who occupies a high and honourable position in 
his own church, Archbishop Donaldson, should 
have addressed a large gathering in the Ex­
hibition Hall, and should have descended to 
tactics which ought only be credited to Arch­
deacon Garland. I was surprised that that high 
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dignitary should use intimidation and coercion 
in re,pect to the attitude of a certain section of 
tl,is Council with regard to this measure. 

The PRESIDENT : Order, order! I am 
afraid the bun. gentleman is departing from the 
amendment, and getting back to the general 
question, to which be has already addressed 
himself. I muBt ask him to confine himself to 
the ammdment. 

HoN. ]'. MaDONNELL: I will try and do 
so. I would only like to say that we who are 
opposed to the Bill are the people supporting a 
national system of education; and by the. intro­
duction of this amendment we are trying as far 
pnssible to safegua.d not only the children, but 
the whole of the p·ople of Queensland. The 
Hon.1Ir. Brentnall read out some questions and 
answers from the report of the Royal Com­
mission on Education; but there is one question 
he omitted to read, and which I think I am at 
liberty to read. Under this Bill, without any 
amendment of this nature, dogmatic and sec­
tarian lessons will be introduced in the schools. 
The questinu to which I refer is No. 2357, as 
follows:-

Then you would not be dependent upon that •ort of 
religious teaching mentioned in the resolution-namely, 
the Scripture lessons? No; we should still have our 
Sunday school~; we strongly object to have sectarianism 
in the public scliools; we do what we like in our 
schools on the ,\ilunday, but we do not wish to have 
sectarian dogmas or church catechisms introduced into 
·the public schools of the colony. 
That was the reply of the Hon. Mr. Brentnall 
to a question asked by Mr. Douglas, a member 
of the commission. At that time the hon. 
gentleman objected to sectarianism or religious 
dogmas in the State schools; he objected to the 
introduction of church catechisms into the 
schools. But what is ne doing to-day? By 
opposing this amendment he is giving power to 
the Bible in Sta'e Schools League to intro­
duce church catechisms into the State schools. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : They cannot do it. 
HoN. F. MoDONNELL; Nothing would 

prevent them from doing it but the adoption of 
an amendment like this. They have forced the 
Government to take up a positiOn to which they 
are bitterly opposed; they have forced the Go· 
vernment party in the other House, with the 
exception of a few members, to vote for the Bill 
through terrorism and intimidation; and if they 
·can do that, hal'e they not power to get their 
own lessons taught in the schools of Queensland ? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : No. 
HoN. F. MaDONNELL: I say the action 

they are taking up to the present time justifies 
me in making that statement. The whole 
business from start to finish has been run by the 
Bible in State Schools League, and if another 
religion took up the same attitude as the league 
has taken up there is not a newspaper in Queens­
land that would not be denouncing them day 
after day. I hope even at this juncture the hon. 
gentleman will consider the matter with his 
colleagues in the interosts of good order and 
peace and concord. I would ask him to con­
sider the attitude taken up by the other 
States, which is a good example to follow. 
May I ask him, if he has not the power 
to do it himself, to use his influence in the 
·Cabinet and put before his colleagues the advis­
ability of accepting an amendment of this 
nature. If the Government are going to wield 
.any power in Queensland, if they ca,n be called a 
Government in any senee of the word, surely 
this is the time for them to use their power and 
see that the rights of minorities are protected. 
.I know that the people outside who are running 
the show have announced that they are not 
going to accept a single amendment in the 

Bill; but what right have they to make 
such a statement? vVhat right have they 
to usurp the power of this House? vVhat 
right have they to put a blunderbuss to the 
face of members and Ray, "You will have to give 
ns this Bill, or--." It is like a missing word 
competition. (Laughter.) If the Government 
are not prepared to do as I mggest, let them 
consu!G with the Bible in State Schools League; 
let them have the courage to tell the gentlemen 
running the business that in the interests of the 
people of Queen>laud this amendment should 
fiJ?d a place in the Bill. If they do that they 
w;ll be able to show the people that they have 
not lost all backbone or all consideration for the 
rights of the people, and that they have some 

respect for the conscience and indi­
[10.30 p.m.] vidual liberty of the peop'e of 

Queensland. I hope and trust that 
even at this late hour the Government will 
have sufficient backhone to take up some stand, 
and show that they are not compelled to pass 
the Bill without accepting amendments. That 
would make it more acceptable, or less objection­
able, to the people of Queensland. (Hear, hear!) 

HoN. C. S. MaGHIE: I beg to move the 
adjournment of the debate. 

Question-That the debate be now adjourned­
put; and the Council divided :-

CONTENTS, 8. 
Hon. T. C. Beirne Hon. F. McDonnell 

, A. A. Davey ., C. S. McGI:tie 
,; B. Fahey ,. P. Murphy 
.. G. W. Gray .. W. F. Taylor. 

Tellel': Hon. T. 0. Beirne. 

NoT-CoNTENTS, 16. 
Hon. A. R. Barlow Hon. T. A. Johnson 

, '\<LV. Brown ,, P. MacPherson 
, W. R. Oampbell , 0. F. Marks 
, F. 01ewett , B. B. Moreton 
, J. Oowlis.baw , A. Norton 
, H. L. Groom , T. O'Sullivan 
,. T. M Rail ., R. R. Smith 
, M:. Jensen H :ru. J. Stevens 

TeilBI·: H<>n. W. V. Brown. 
PAIR. 

Content-lion. A. J. Thynne. 
Not-Content-Hen. F. T. Brentnall. 
Resolved in the negative. 
HoN. C. S. MoGHIE: Evsry hon. member 

understands my position with ·regard to this 
Bill. I am totally opposed to it, and I was 
opposed to the referendum being taken, as I 
contend that it is no func\ion of the State to 
take a referendum on a matter of conscience. 
The taking of the referendum makes no differ­
ence whatever in my position. If every elector 
in Queensland had voted for the Bible in State 
schools, I would still be opposed to it. The 
Hon. Mr. Bar low has told us that we must take 
the Bill as it stands, and that there must be no 
amendment. Surely that is a most nnrer,.sonable 
attitude to take up, having regard to the con­
sciences of parents who do not desire their 
children to bave Bible les;ons, and a!Bo having 
regard to the consciences of the teachers. 
Last session I said it would be a calamity 
to take a referendum on this question. I believe 
tbe Hon. Mr. Bar low still believes that it will 
be a mistake to have Bible lessons in the State 
schools. That is my opinion; and I speak with 
an intimate knowledge of the teachers in my 
district. I have had a large family, who have 
gone through the State schools. I have no 
children at school now, but I am still interested 
in regard to the second generation. It has been 
held by those who are responsible for this agita· 
tion that our schools are godless, and that there 
is no religion being taught. Now, our boys and 
girls are being taught lessons in mor·ality, and 

Hon. G. 8. M cGhie.] 
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the very highest principles are inculcated in the 
State school~. The amendment is so neces­
sary that it will be a ca.lamity if we pass 
the BiH without it. "\V e do not know 
anytl!ing about what <the regulations may 
be, and I consider that they will be the most 
important part of the Bill. I have no doubt the 
Mi;:listei; will have the power to alter the regu· 
latwns m such a way as to make them objec­
tionable t? a large sectio:n of the people. I have 
had but little opportumty to make preparation 
for this speech, but I think nearly all has been 
said in regltrd to the amendment that can be 
said. If an amendment similar to this is moved 
in Committee by the Hon. Mr. Power, and it is 
carried, we shall have some guarantee that the 
lessons will be as little ?bjectionable as possible, 
and, ~t all events, the highest court in the land­
that IS, the two Houses of Parliament-will have 
a final say in the matter. 

HoN. W. F. TAYLOR: I beg to move the 
adjournment of the debate. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: I would like to ask 
the leader of the House if he is going to accept 
that motion. 

HONOURABLE MlilMBlilRS: Go on! 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: The hon. gentle~ 
man made a promise during my speech that 10 
o'clock would be considered a reasonable hour for 
adjourning. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : My friends will not 
agree to adjourn. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL : Surely the hon· 
gent~eman:s friend~ are not going to prevent him 
keepmg his promise! Hon. members on this 
side were under the impression that the hon. 
gentleman was going to carry out his promise. 
We sat on our seats silently, and no one got up 
to urge the adjournment of the debate, and to 
our horror a division was called. The promise 
that the hon. member gave was broken, and I am 
very sorry that the hon. member has broken faith 
with this Rouse and has been forced into this 
invidious position. 

Hon. W. H. CAMPBlilLL : Your tactics are 
decidedly unfair. 

H<?N· F. McDONNELL : It is decidedly 
~nfa1r for .h?n. members to place the Minister 
m the pos1t10n he has been placed in to-night. 
The hon. member got up here and said he was 
willing to adjourn. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : No. 
HoN. F. McDONNELL: The Minister said 

he was prepared to accept an adjournment 
at 10 ?'clock. I was prepared to sit down at 
that time, and when the ndjournment was moved 
by the Hon. Mr. McGhie the Minister was 
forced to go on the otber side and vote against 
the adjournment, as an hon. member called 
"Divide.'' 
Ho~. W. -~· .CAliiPBlilLL : Are you prepared to 

come to a divisiOn? 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: We have had one 
division to-night. 

Hon. W. H. CAMPBlilLL: You have spoken 
four times this afternoon. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: Have I not a right 
to do so? The hon. member himself appears to 
be tongue-tied. 

Hon. W. H. 0AMPBELL: You have tied us. 

HoN. ]:. McDONNELL : I am very sorry if 
I have t1ed the hon. member. I think hon. 
members should recognise that a fair fight has 
taken place, and tbat it is a fair thing to allow 
ns to adjourn at this hour. We are not going to 

[Hon. 0. 8. M cGhie. 

allow this position to go on without making a 
request, at all events, that the House should 
adjourn. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : I am going to ~it here 
as long a:> my friends will sit with me. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Sit all night. 
HoN. F. McDONNELL : I must congratu­

late the hon. member on aticking to his friends, 
and only hope that that friendship will continue, 
particul£rly wben some of those democratic 
measures come tu this House which the hon. 
members are not so sweet on. I ask the 
Minister to keep the promise he made to the 
House. 

Ho!!· A. H. BARLOW: I deny I made any 
promise. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: Tbe Minister stated 
he was willing to adjourn at 10 o'clock. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : I said I thought it 
was a fair thing to adjourn at 10 o'clonk, but 
you continued the debate after that hour. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL: I do not wish to 
labour this question, but I hope again that the 
hon. member will consider the fact that mem­
bers of this House have worked very hard 
to-day. We are not in a fit condition to go on 
any longer with this debate, and there are one 
or two members absent who intend to speak on 
this amendment, and in a fight like this the 
Minister should be prepared to give every mem­
ber an opportunity of expressing his opinions. 
It is now five minutes to 11 o'clock-a most 
unheard-of procedure on the part of the Council 
-and I thought the Minister would have had 
more backbone and carried out the promise he 
made. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON : I think the attitude 
of the Minister is a< most unwarranted one. 
seeing that he has promised to adjourn the 
House. 

The PRESIDJ<}NT: Order ! I would point 
out to the hon. member that the Minister has 
repeatedly denied that he made such a promise, 
and his denials hou Id be accepted. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON: The hon. member 
admits that he stated he thought 10 o'clock was 
a reasonable hour, and he infers that the speaker 
who had possession of the floor at 10 o'clock 
ought to have stopped automatically, and because 
he did not stop at 10 o'clock, that is a reason 
why we should now go on at the pleasure of the 
hon. member and his friends. He told us on a 
previous motion for adjournment that he was in 
charge of the business of this House, and would 
not allow any member to take the business out of 
his hands. Now he tells us he is in the hands of 
his friends. I submit we have done a reasonable 
day's work, and it is a fair thing that we should 
now adjourn. Several hon. members who are 
now absent did not anticipate that a vote would 
be taken on theamendmentto-day, anditisknown 
that some of those hon. members desire to speak to 
the amendment. Very few members have 
addressed themselves to the amendment, and 
simply because certain members do not desire to 
speak at all the Minister is prepared to prevent 
anyone else from speaking. I do not tbink that 
is a fair thing to hon. members who are prepared 
to speak, and who have reason to believe the 
debate would be continued to-morrow. Early 
in the evening the hon. member said so long as 
he had time to catch his train he was satisfied. 
Now he wishes to miss his own train in order to 
please those friends who do not wish to adjourn. 
I plead particularly on behalf of m em hers who 
have given close attention to the business of the 

Council. There is no reason why 
[11 p.m] they should sit here on account of 

the prejudices of members who will 
not get up and voice their opinions. 
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HoN. A. H. BARLOW: May I explain that 
I asked those members who desired that the Bill 
should be carried to attend in sufficient numbers 
an<i with sufficient regularity to en<tble me to 
carry this matter to a finish. (Hear, hear !) 

Him. B. F AHEY: I think we have witnessed 
this evening the most humiliating episode ever 
enacted in any Legislature in Australia.. The 
hon. gentleman who takes upon himself to inform 
the public th%t he leads this House and pro­
tests against the business being taken out of his 
hands-what has be done? He made a promise 
this evening--

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: No. 
HoN. B. FAHEY: I do not think my ears 

deceived me. 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: I rise to a point of 
order. A perpetual misstatement is made about 
m& • 

The PRESIDENT : The Minister has re­
peatedly denied having made the statement 
which the Hon. Mr. Fa hey has attributed to him, 
and the Minister's denial must be accepted. 

HoN. B. l<,AHEY: I acquiesce in your 
ruling, Mr. President; but evidence of ear is 
against the hon. gentleman. There was another 
paosage yesterday in the hon. gentleman's utter· 
ances indicative of the hon. gentleman's incon· 
sistencies and indiscretions of speech in this 
House, 

The PRESIDENT: The question is that the 
debate be adjourned; and the hon. gentleman 
must address himself to that question, and not go 
outside of it. 

HoN. B. FAHEY: I only want to confirm 
my statement that the hon. gentleman is not 
telling the truth. 

The PRESIDENT: I call upon the hon. 
gentleman to withdraw that statement. 

HoN. B. F AHEY : I do so because I under­
stand it is nu parliamentary. At the same time, 
one cannot exactly dissociate himself from the 
evidence of his own ears. 

HoN. A. H. BARLO'N: I must request the 
President to ask the Hansard staff whether I 
interfered with the proof of my report in any 
way. The hon. gentleman has charged me with 
having doctored Hansard. I never did anything 
to it, and the statement is unworthy of the hon. 
gentleman. 

HoN. B. F AHEY : It is strange that the 
same thing appeared in two newspapers of this 
city. 

The PRESIDENT : Order ! 
HoN. B. FAHEY: I say that the conduct o 

the leader of this House is humiliating. It is 
discreditable to the House and to himself. I as 
a member of this House feel humiliated. 

The PRESIDENT : Order ! The hon. gen· 
tleman has made that statement on two occa. 
sions, and it has heen denied by the Minister. 
I have told him he must accept the Minister's 
denial. I repeat that, and I trust he will not 
disobey the ruling of the Chair again. 

HoN. B. F AHEY : He has placed every 
member of this Chamber in a false and unenvi­
able position, and there is no reason why the 
request for an adjournment in common courtesy 
should not be corr.plied with. It would have 
been if he had not placed himself as an instru­
ment and an unworthy tool in the bands of 
members opposite. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 
HoN. B. FAHEY: No Minister in any 

Legislature in Australia would have dared to 
degrade his position as he has done without cen­
sure. 

The PRESIDJ<~NT: I ask the hon. gentleman 
to address himself to the question before the 
Council, and not go outside of it. 

HoN. B. F AHEY: There are members here 
doing their duty manfully in resisting the action 
of the Government in trying to pass a measure 
which will be oppressive to 130,000 people of this 
State. 

The PRESIDENT: The hon. gentleman is 
not addressing himself to thee subject before the 
Council. If he persistently disregards the ruling 
of the Chair, I shaH be obliged to ask him to 
discontinue his speech. 

HoN. B. F AR1£Y: I have no desire to disre­
gard the ruling of tbe Chair. I suppose no hon. 
gentleman who ever held the position here or in 
another place knew his duties better or carried 
them out with a greater degree of courtesy than 
the present occupant of the position, and I 
would be very sorry indeed to do anything 
wilfully to disregard the decision of the Chair. 
I do not appe•l in any ad miseriao·rdiam spirit 
to hon. gentleman opposite, who seem to have 
the business of the House in their possession. 
I only put it as a very reasonable request that 
at this late hour hon. gentlemen should be 

. permitted to retire after a good day's work. But 
they seem determined to oppress us and insist on 
doing what they believe to be in pursuance of what 
they call a principle. I say it is unworthy of those 
hon. gentlemen oppositE' to assume an attitude of 
this kind towards members who are h8re doing 
their duty. I am prepared to remain here until 6 
or 8 o'clock in the morning if necessary, but I 
say, with the greatest respect to the Chair, that 
the Minister has placed this House in a most 
humiliating position this evening, as well as by 
improper remarks he made yesterdav, and which 
were reported in the local papers. • 

HoN. A. A. DA VEY: I am sorry to be here 
at this hour for more reasons than one. ]<'or a 
number of years I have been in the habit of going 
to bed early, because in order to fulfil the ordi­
nary duties of life I think one ;hould have a 
reasonable amount of rest. I think it is a fair 
thing to allow gentlemen who are getting into 
the sere and yellow leaf to go home and have a 
rest, and the leader of the House would be per­
forming a gracious act if he agreed to the 
adjournment. My impression is that the Minis­
ter said he thougb.t 10 o'clock was a reasonable 
time to adjourn. I supported the previous 
motion for tbe adjourntr'ent, and it was pointed 
out then tba,t we were allowed to go home early 
last night on the understanding thttt we should 
sit a little longer this evening. The question 
was asked of the Minister what he thought 
was a reasrmable tim£>, and he said he thought 
a reasonable time was 10 o'clock, and I 
am sure hon. members are not unreasonable 
when they say they took that as a promise. 
I believe hon. members opposite could come to 
no other conclusion than that it was intendEd to 
adjourn nt 10 o'clock. I support the motion 
because I believe we have not had a sufficient 
opportunity of properly discussing the Bill. 
The stand that has been taken is very harsh. 
We know that the Minister is anxious to dispose 
of the amendment to-night because he is sure of 
his majority. I have always understood that it 
is the function of the Council to check hasty 
legislation; but certain hon. members appear 
anxious to prevent anything further being said 
on the question. I enter my protest against the 
continuance of the debate. The action taken is 
arbitmry and unusual, and I believe the time 
will come when hon. members who have taken 
up this p 1sition will be very sorry for what they 
have done. 

H otf. A. A. D.zvey.] 
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HoN. P. MURPHY : I think this is a very 
reasonable hour at which to finish our work. 
The Minister has denied that he made a certain 
promi,e, and it is our duty, in accordance with 
the rules of the House, to accept his denial ; but 
while the Hon. Mr. McDonnell was speaking he 
said there wa• an understanding- that the debate 
should be adjourned at 10 o'cl<>ck, and the 
Mini ;ter said, " My friends over there will not 
allow me to adjourn." I do not think the hon. 
gentleman will deny that. The hon. member's 
new friends~the self-constituted champions of 
democracy-are compelling the Minister to pre­
vent free Jiscussion on oneof the most important 
questions that has been discussed iu Parliament 
this session or last. It is unreasonable to exnect us 
to continue the debate while the supporters of 
the Bill remain silwt. Sitting on the benches 
oppo5ite there are seven members who are going 
to support the Bill, and not one of them has yet 
spoken. Ten or twelve members on this side 
have carrien on this heavy debate for a number 
of days, not for the purpose of stonewalling or 
inconveniencing other members, but for the 
purpose of educating the great body of Protes­
tant•, who rerhaps at present have not taken 
any very great interest in the question, and do 
not quite understand the injustice which may 
be done to anotLer section of the community. 

The PRESIDENT : Order, order ! 

HoN. P. MURPHY: It is now within half 
an hour of midnigh~, and surely it is not too 
much to ask the 1V1iuister in charge of the Bill 
to approach his new friends and try to persuade 
them to adopt a more re«sonable frame of mind. 
I have not yet spoken on the 8econd reading of 
the Bill; and, if this adjournment is not granted, 
and we are compelled to place our views before 
the country at this late hour, it will be a very 
serious loss to the whole of the people of the 
Stat<:>. I do not think that the debate has been 
carried on in a mam1er which has been offensive 
to hon. members. I enter my protest agaimt 
being compelled to speak any more at this hour 
of the night. If hon. members opposed to ue, 
who have a large majority, are determined that 
the debate must proceed, then I say advisedly 
that it is not fair. It is mosb unusual, except 
just at the close of the session, for the 
Council to sit till such a late hour. Cer­
tainly tip to the present time we have not 
got from him any reasorial>le excuse for his 
action on the present occasion. The recent 
additions to the ranks of democracy-the de­
fenders of the will of the people-surely they 
will have some consideration for their fellow­
members who happen t') have different opinions 
to them. Surely they "ill have some considera­
tion for the employees of the House who have to 
sit here and write down all we say. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Tbe hon. mem­
ber is not addressing himself to the question 
before the Council. I must ask him to do so. 

HoN. P. MURPRY : I think it is a reason· 
able request to adjourn this debate un1il to­
morrow afternoon. 

HoN. T. C. BEIRNE: I riee to support the 
motion for the adjournment of the House, as I 
do not see what is to be gained by prolonging 
the debate at this late honr. It is admitted on 
all sides that members are very tired and weary 
and they cannot possibly bring that intelliaen~e 
~0 bear on t~is great guestion that they can" give 
rt at other trmes. No hon. member has given 
any reason why the House should not adjourn 
and I sincer.ely hope that the reasonable request 
of Dr. Taylor, that the debate be adjourncd, 
will be acceded to. 

(Hon. P. JJ.furphy. 

Question-That the debate be now adjourned 
-put; and the Council divided:-

CONTENTS, 9. 
Hon. T. C. Beirne lion. 0. S. McGhie 

, A. A. Davey 11 P. Murphy 
" B. Fahey , 0. F. Nielson 
, G. W. Gray , W. F. Taylor 
, l1

• :vlcDonnell 
Teller: Hon. F. McDonnell. 

NoT-Co1nJt:.NTS, 16. 
Hon. A. IT. B~rlow Hen. T. A. John son 

, 1¥. V. Brown , P. J\.1~tePherson 
JJ W. H. Oampbell , 0. F. Marks 
, F, Clewett B. B. Moreton 
,, J. Oowlishaw , A. Norton 
" H. L. Groom H rr. O'Sullivan 
, T. M. Hall , R. H. Smith 
, .lf. Jensen , E. J. i!'otevens 

Tdl•r: Hon. T. ThL Hall. 

" 
PAIR; 

Content-Hon. A. J. Thynne. 
Not-Oontent-llon. F. T. BrentnaH. 
Resolved iu the negative. 
HoN. W. F. TAYLOR: I regret very much 

that the officera of this House and members of 
the Hansard staff should be kept here till this 
late hour. I did not come here to-day prepared 
to speak on this amendmmt.; and I shall be 
very brief indeed in my remarks. I moved the 
adjournment of the debate in the hope that that 
courtesy which is always extended to hon. mem­
bers would be extended to me. This amend­
ment has my most hearty approval. In speak­
ing on the second reading of the Bill I fore­
shadowed several amendments that I int3nded 
to move when the Biil was in Committee if the 
Bill passes the second reading, but if we accept 
the amendment now before us the amend­
ments I suggested will not be necessary, be­
cause it wiil remove one of the great objec­
tions some hon. members have to this mea­
sure. We have been told what sort of 
religious teaching the children of New South 
Wales get. I have not bad an opportunity of 
reading the books used in New South '\V ales, but 
I was present on one occasion-something like 
twelve or fourteen months ago-in a West End 
Church when the Rev. D. J. Garland delivered 
a speech on this subject, and the rev. gentleman 
then said all that was wanted was the introduc· 
tion of the New South Wales system. He went 
further, and I understood him to say he simply 
wanted the NewSonth Wales books. That was 
ali they wanted and that was all they were g-oing 
to ask the people to vote for. I won't say that it 
is the fault of the system or that the system has 
anything t" do with the matter, but the fact 
remains that in no State in Australia is larrikin· 
ism more prevalent than it is in New South 
\Vales. · 

The PRESIDING CHAIRMAN relieved the Presi­
dent in the chair. 

HoN. \V. F. TAYLOR: A conference of the 
\Vomen's Liheral Association was held in 
Adelaide, and at this meeting a Mrs. Taylor said 
the number of children who roamed about the 

streets in New South Wales was a 
[11.45 p.m.] disgrace. That is what exists in 

New South W"le>, where religious 
instruction has been in vogue for many years. 
Would we like that sort of thing to occur 
here ? No one has been able to tell us yet 
by whom the selections from the Bible are to 
be made. The Bible in State Schools League 
are determined to have their finger in the pie; 
and as their organiBing secretary spoke in favour 
c•f the New South Wales svstem I should think it 
is intended to introduce something of the same 
Bort here. The only safeguard we have that the 
children should be taught what they ought to be 
taught, and not taught what they should not be 
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·taught, is to have the intended teachings incor­
porated in the measure. 'vVhois better able than 
Pa,_rliament to JUdge as to what ought to be 
taught? At the time Sir Arthur Pa.lmer was 
.President ot the Council, it was the fashion to 
pass skeletons of Bills, and leave many things to 
'be provided for by regulations. That gentleman 
·objected to what he called "government by regu­
·latious," and insisted that intended legislation 
should be contained in the Bill itself in>tead of 
'being left to be embodied in reguh'i•m>. Here 
•we are asked to l'nss a most importent Bill, 
and to take it for granted that the right 
thing will be dvne. I say we are more 

.competent tban people outside to sny what 
shall be t ,ught in the sohoolB, because we can 
approach the subject with unbiassed mind~, and 
incorporate such lessons as will give the children 
a true conception of the Deity. If the Bill gqes 
·through now, hon. gentlemen will be sorrv for ir. 
I have often been in a minority in this Council, 
and 1 ne,·er bad occasion to regret my action. 
On one occasion l fought very hard with the 
minority; and we have lived to see many of 
those who 'i':ere against us then regret 1 he action 
they took. This is one of tlce gravest subject' 
that has come before Parliament, and I ask you 
-to deal with it with unbia;sed minds, and uoin­
fluenced by outsider eports ''r tneetiogs or threats. 
[ may be permitted here to correct, as far as I 
can, an in•precsion to the effect that l\'l:rs. Besant 
-does not approve of Christianity. Mrs. Besant 
was asked to give an address on the suhject of 
religious ed~.;cation to children in the \Vesleyan 
Albert Street Church eome l wo years ago, and 
if Mr. R0we had the slightest doubt about her 
being favoura,bly Jisposed towards Christianity 
be would never have invited l.er to lEcture in his 
·choruh. No doubt she l1a~ her reasnns for not 
.approving of Christian missions, but that is 
. another matter. JVIrs. Besant kno" s more about 
religions than any per,on in this Chamber. She 
has made a study of ·all religion' fvr many 
years, and she knows that the object of all 
religion is to bring man nearer to God. I would 
JiH:e to read a short extract from an article of 
hers on " The Brotherhood of Re.ligions"-

In all trmes, throughout human history, man has 
been searching for God, and the various religions 
<>f the world are God's answer to the search, made 
through men in whom 1nore of Himself was mani ~ 
fest than is the case in ordinary people. 'l'hese 
men are variously called Prophets, Rshis, Divine 
Men, Sons of God, and they may be thought of as 
<Jomposing one great spiritual brotherhood of God­
inspired men, the guardians and teachers of 
·humanity. We should think of all of them with 
-reverence and admiration, whatever may be' the 
particular religion to which"' we belong, for every 
one of them brought the same Divine message to 
the world, taught the same fundamental spiritual 
truths, proclaimed the same changeless moral law, 
and lived a noble and inspiring life. They put the 
·one message in different ways, each choosing the 
way which would most help the people to whom He 
came, and which wonld develop in them the quality 
which the world most needed at the time of His 
coming. .At one time it most needed a sense of 
duty and order; at another purity; at another 
Tighteousnes.s; at another beauty; at another 
knowledge; at another individuality to be followed 
by self~saorifice; at another the recognition of the 
Divine Sovereignty. For this reason religions are 
different, but all the differences go to the making 
of perfection, and to the enriching of the world as 
a whole. They are not, therefore, differences to be 
regretted, but to be utilised, and while we love 
our own religion best, we should be ready to learn 
what any other religion has to teach us. To the 
people of each religion the founder of that religion 
is the dearest and most .honoured, and should be 
loved and reverenced above all others. Bnt all the 
founders, and all the great teachers who followed 
them, are worthy of our homage. 

I think h~n. gentlemen will see from that that 
ilhe has no objection to Christianity. But where 

she finds pure religion, pure. faith in God, e~e 
sees no reas.m why that faith should be diS­
turbed by outsider~. I thought it advisable t.o 
make that explan•tion, hecau~e l do not want 1t 
to go forth that Mrs. Besant is antagonistic to 
Christianity. I am sorry we have sat so lute to-

night. I did not move the adjourn­
[12 p.m.] ment in any spirit <)f <•bstruction; 

and I trust th"t if the amendment 
is thrown out, members will recognise that it is 
our duty to sec that the children attending our 
State sehools get the religious instmction we 
wish them to get. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Question-That the words proposed to be 
om1tted stand part of the question (lion T. 0. 
Beirne's amendment)-put; and the Council 
divided: 

CONTENTS, 15. 

Hon. A. H. Bm·low Hon. T. A. Jobnson 
VV. V.Brown C. F. Marks 

" "?f. lLCampbell , B. S. Moreton 
, F. Olewett , A. Nortou 

J. Cowlishaw 11 'I'. O'Sullivan 
H. L. Groom ,. R. n. Smith 
T. M. Hall ,. E. J. Stevens 

, :::\1:. Jensen 
Teller : Hon. W. V. Brown. 

NoT-CoNTENTS, 8. 

Hon. T. C. Beimo Hon. F. McDonncll 
, A. A. Davey , 0. S. :.\1cGhie 
, B Fahey , I>. JUnrphy 
, G. W. Gray , W. F. rraylor 

Telle1·: !Ion. P. M:urphy. 

PAIRS: 

Contents-non. F. T. Brentnall and Hon. A. Gibson. 
Not-Contents-Hon. A. J. Thynne and Hon. C. F . 

Nielson . 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

HoN. P. MURPHY: I beg to move that the 
debate be now adjourned. 

At eight minutes past 12 o'clock, 
The PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 
HoN. C. F. NIELSON said he must again 

protest against th~ actio:> of th.e hen. !j'entlem~n 
in charge of the Brll, anct on this occaswn he did 
not hesitate to say that his refusal to accept the 
motion for the adjournment of the debate was a 
distinct breach of faith. vVhen the previous 
motion for the adjournment was made an hour 
earlier, the Minister- distinctly promised that he 
wvuld go on until the amendment was disposed 
of· bnt. so far as they now knew, he now wanted 
to' go ri'gbt through the Oot;Jmittee stage of the 
BilL Pereonally, he was t1red out, because he 
bad been in the train from early on Monday 
night until early t~at morning, and, in defe~·ence 
to the wishes of himself and others who Wished 
to speak he honed the :Minister would not take 
advantage of the fact that he had a majority 
behind him. He (Mr. Nielson) simply pleaded 
for justice to hon. members, and to the hon. 
gentleman himself that, when be made a pro­
mise, he should keep iv. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : I made no promise. 
HoN. C. :!<'. NIELSON: He did not know 

what constituted a promise in the mind of the 
hon. gentleman, but he (Mr. NielsoP) depended 
upon a promise that had been made heing kept, 
and he heard the hon. gentleman say that he 
desired to dispose of the amendment before 
adjourning. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: But there is an'oppor. 
tunity for disposing of the Bill. 

HoN. C. F. :~nELSON: He did not know 
what kind of opportunity the hon. gentleman 

Hon. G. F. Nielson.] 
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might have. He did not take any notice. of 
such tactice, because th~y were tactics that 
should not be adopted. Apart altogether from 
the question of unfairness t.o hon. members, they 
were not the right sort of tactics to shorten the 
debate. The attitude of the Minister was most 
unworthy of the hon. gentleman and of the 
traditions of the Council. He had never heard 
of any Minister in charge of a measure in that 
Chamber using the sarr;e kind of tactics. He 
did not wish to say one word that he would 
afterwards regret having said, but he empha· 
sised the fact that the hon. gentleman was 
meting out unfair treatment to a certain sec· 
tion of the members of the Chamber, and 
wa;; taking a most unwarranted stand. He 
(Mr. Nielson) would stay there, even if he went 
to sleep there; bnt, if he was forced to stay, 
b~ would not be able to do justice either to 
h1mself or to the subject under discussion. 
He hoped some hon. m•mber would give a valid 
reason why tbe House should not adjourn. The 

, Minister had no right to break faith with the 
House in that way. 

Question put. 
HoN. F. MoDONNELL: The Minister was 

acting as a bit of a tyrant because he had a big 
majority behind him. The hon. gentleman had 
got the amendment knocked out, and he ought 
to be sati~fied. He was waiting to bear. hon. 
members on the question. 

Hon. W. H. CAil!I>BELL: You have gagged us. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL : The hon. gentle· 
man who interjected had taken the business of 
the House out of the hands of the Minister and 
had already spoken on the matter. He wanted 
to hear the Hon. Mr. Groom and the Hon. Mr. 
Stevens on the question. The people of Too· 
woomba were entitled to know the Hon. Mr. 
Groorn's views. 

Hon. H. L. GROOM : \Vhat was the vote on 
the referendum at Toowoomba? 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL : He did not re­
member. 

The PRESIDENT : Order ! I hope the hon. 
gentleman will keep to the question before the 
House. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL : The Bill was being 
put through in a manner only a little milde.r 
than the means adopted in anothH place. It 
was being forced through in a disgraceful 
manner. 

The PRESIDENT : Order, order ! 
HoN. F. McDONNELL: The Council by· 

their action to-night was placing on record the 
worst possible advertisement that the Bible in 
~tate Schools Bill had got. They should adjourn 
m order to allow members who had paired to 
record their votes in Hansard. The hon. 
gentleman representing the Government should 
not forget his old friends who had stuck 
to lmn in thR past, jn<t because he had 
got a number of new-found friends round 
him, who were only using him to suit themselves. 
The report in Hansard would be severely cur· 
tailed, and it wa•, therefore, unfair to continuA 
the debate. There were other members opposed 
to the Bill, and it was unfair to expect thPm to 
make second-reading srJeeches at this hour. He 
asked the Attorney Gen•ral to adjourn now and 
continue the second reading t0-morrow when he 
had no doub_t it would be completed. They would 
then have time to get their amendments ready 
for Tuesday. He thought the Minister was 
doing a very unwi•e thing in forcing the Bill 
through to·night. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE : This was one of the 
most unique positions the Council had been 
placed in. There was a humiliating element 

[Hon. 0. F. Nielson. 

in it. The Minister hr.::l been accused by the 
I;fon. Mr. Nielson of a breach of faith, and be sat 
silent and accepted the charge without objection. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : \Vhat nonsense ! 
HoN. A. J. THYNNE: It was on the 

strength of what the hon. gmtleman said that 
he paired with the Hon. Mr. Brentnall for the 
evening, but he happened to be in the neighbour­
hood and saw the lights and came on. He should 
not have paired if he had known the House 
would have sat after 10 o'clock. It was unfair 
to him because be should not be able to vote· 
although he had the privileg~ of speaking. When 
the division took place at 10 o'clock the hon. 
gentleman nssured the House distinctly that he· 
bad no wish to sit to an unreasonable hour, ancl 
when he was asked what was an unreasonable 
hour, he said 1 o'clock in the morning. Was this 
an attempt to force the Bill through without a 
full discussion? He trust€d the hon. gentleman 
would liste'l to the apneals which had been made 
to him. He asked fo'r the adjournment of the. 
debate in the interests of the whole House, and 
in fulfilment of the promise which the Ministel'" 
had made to the House. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: No such thing. 
HoN. B. F AHEY: He little thought that 

the lYiinister would oppose the motion for the 
adjournment of the debate when they reached 10· 
o'clock. The Minister and those who opposed 
the adjournment must take thn responsibility, 
and the day would come when they would regret 
it, but. unfortunately the Minister had allowed 
himself to be made a willing tool in the bands of 
hon. gentlemen opposite. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 
HoN. W. G. GRAY complained th;1t the· 

Hon. Mr. Barlow had not fulfilled the promise 
he had given earlier in the sitting that be would. 
adjourn at a certain stage of discussion, and that. 
the hon. gentleman had not offered any explan­
ation of his opposition to the motion for ad· 
journment. 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: The reason wa~ 
th_at he wished to pass the second reading of this 
Brll to-mght. If they passed the second reading 
now he proposPd to adjourn over to-morrow and 
take the Committee stage of the Bill on Tues­
day. 

HoN. T. C. BEIRNE did not think it fair to· 
go on with the second reading of the Bill at thab 
lat~ boar, especially as two bon. gentlemen 
desrred to speak, and were not prepared to con­
tinue the discussion at that hour of the night 
and even if they did speak their remarks would 
not be reported. 

HoN. A. A. DAVEY argued that it was an 
improper thing for the supporters of the measure 
to use their power to force it through the House 
without giving any reasons for their action and 
without allowing those members who wish~d to 
deb.ate t?e. proposal a;nple opportun.ity to expres~ 
the1r opmwns regardmg such a radwal change in 
our educational system. He had under,tood 
from statements made in the House that the 
Minister in charge of the Bill agreed first to 
adjourn at 10 o'clock, and afterwards to. 
adjourn when the amendment w,;s disposed of,. 
but neither premise had been observed. There 
were a number of hon. members aHleep, and 
they could not be expected to listen to the 
arguments wh'ch were being brought forward. 
Therefore, why should they put forward these 
arguments? 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW : 'Why not pass the 
second reading and go home? 

HoN. A. A. DAVEY: He supported the 
motion for adjournment, as it was reasonable 
that they should adjourn at that hour. 
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Question-That the House do now adjourn­
put ; and the Council divided :-

Oo:NTENTS, 8. 

lion. T. C. Beirne Hon. F. McDonnell 
, A. A. Davey , c. s. McGhie 
, B. Fahey , P. ::l'Iurphy 
, G. 1-V. Gray , W. F.1.1aylor 

Teller: A. A. Davey. 

NoT-CONTENTS, 15. 
Hon. A. H. Bar low Hon. P. ]}facl'herson 
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n M. Jeusen u E. J. Stevens 
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Teller: Hon.E.J. Stevens. 

PAIRS. 

Contents-lion. A. J. Thynne and Hon. C. F. Nielson. 
Not-Contents-lion. F. T. Brentnall and lion. A. 

Gibson. 
In division, 
HoN. F. McDONNELL ' Mr. President,-! 

call attention to the vote of the Hon. Mr. 
Groom. He called "Divide" for the "Con­
tents," and he is now voting with the "Not· 
Contents." I claim his vote. 

HoN. H. L. GROOM: I would like to make 
an explanation. I paired with the Hon. Mr. 
Hinchcliffe on the second reading, but on all 
other divisions I claim a free hand. 

The PRESIDENT: That is not the point 
raised by the Hon. Mr. McDonnell. 'L'he point 
is that the hon. member gave his voice for the 
"Contents," and his vote is claimed in accord­
ance with the rule that the vote follows the 
voice. 

HoN. H. L. GROOM: If that is so, I will 
walk outside the Chamber. 

After a pause, 
HoN. F. McDO~NELL: Mr. President,-I 

again call your attention to the fact that you 
gave the fJUestion in favour of the "Not-Con· 
tent~, "and the Hon. J',ir. Groom called "Divide," 
and I claim his vote. 

The PRESIDENT: The hon. member will 
observe that I restated the question in order to 
determine whether the Hon. Mr. Groom called 
"Divide" under a mistake. I think obviously 
he did. In order to give him an opportunity to 
correct his position, I restated the question and 
he registered himself with the "Not-Contents." 

Hon. F. McDONNELL: I will let it go at 
that. We will let him off· this time. 

The PRESIDENT: "Contents," 8; "Not­
Contents," 15. Question resolved in the negative. 
1'he question is that the Bill be no110 read a 
second time. 

HoN. P. MURPHY protested against the un­
reasonablen~ss and the tyranny of the Minister 
in compelling him to commence his second-read­
ing speech at almost 2 o'clock in the morning 
on a question of altering our secular system of 
education for a sectarian system. He quoted 
from the speeches of the Hon. Mr. Power 
delivered this session and two years ago, when 
the Referendum Bill was before the Council, and 
asked on which occasion Mr. Power attempted 
to mislead the Chamber? He did not consider 
that the referendum was put properly to the 
people. It should have been put as it was done 
in Switzerland. 

At 2 a. m., 
Tbe PRESIDING CHAIRMAN relieved the Presi­

dent in the chair. 

HoN. P. MURPHY : The people were led to 
believe that if they voted for the referendum and 
it was passed, the Bill would contain a conscience 
clause relieving teachers from giving the lessons 
if they had conscientious scruples against doing 
so. 

At2.5a.m., 
Hon. A. J. THYNNE called attention to the 

state of the House. 
Quorum formed. 

HoN. P. MURPHY : A Minister of the 
Cruwn, before the referendum took place, pro­
mised. that the Bill would not force any school 
teacher to give these lessons contrary to his own 
wisb. 'Phis Bill was never brought before the 
people, and he believed if it was )JUt before 
them itJ would be rejected. He did not feel· 
himself bound, just because the referendum 
affirmed the mere principle, to vote for the Bill. 
They wished to give the people the opportunity 
of saying "Yea" or "Nay" on the question if 
it was properly put before them. There had 
been no complaint about onr secular system of 
education which had served Queensland well for 
thirty-five years, and statistics showed that we 
were much better off than other countries which 
had adopted these Bible lessons. If the Bill 
was passed it would sow tbe apple of sectarian 
bitterness among the people. 'fhat had been the 
result in other places where they had religious 
training. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL rose to a point of 
order. He would like to ask whether the 
Hansard reporters were reporting the hon. 

• gentleman's speech, or whether they had got 
directions not to report any further this 
morning. 

The PRESIDING CHAIRMAN : They are 
reporting the speeches in a condensed manner. 

HoN. P. MURPHY: He was anxious that> 
his views should be placed before the country. 
He quoted the remarks of the Hon. Mr. Brent­
nall on page 616 of Hansard for the present 
session, and said that an impression had got 
abroad, owing to the speeches delivered in this 
House, that in some way or other Catholics were 
averse to the Bible, but the very hint wa.s an 
insult to them. No other church in the world 
had done as much as the Roman Catholics to pre­
serve the spiritual truths contained in the Bible. 
He quoted from the evidence given by the Hon. 
Mr. Breutnall before a Royal Commission on 
the education question prior to the passing of 
the State Education Act of 1875, in which that 
hon. gentleman, as tbe representative at that 
time of the Wesleyan Methodists in the district 
of Brisbane, s•ated that the Wesleyans were 
then unanimous in passing the following resolu­
tion : " That, in the opinion of this districu 
meeting, the time has arrived when all State 
support to denominational schools should cease." 
He expressed the opinion that Presbyterian 
ministers in Queensland at the present time 
were equally divided on the question: of Bible 
reading in State schools, and argued that, 
apart from all other considerations, the present 
proposal was unjust to Roman Catholics, inas­
much as under the Bill they would be compelled 
to pay for religious teaching that their consciences 
wonld not allow them to take advantage of­
which meant that they would be compelled to 
pay for the religious instruction of other people's 
children. He tben read an extract from the 
evidence of the Rev. Edward Griffith, given 
before the Royal Commission already indicated, 
to the effect that Congregationalists were then in 
favour of a free, secular, and compulsory system 
of education under State control, and that the 
adherents of that body would make ample 

Hon. P. Murphy.J 
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provision for the religions instrnction of their 
children in their denominational Sunday schools. 
When he said he would oppose the Bill at every 
stage, be meant in a political sense and not in a 
sectarian een"e, and he was within his rights in 
taking adventage of >1'l the rules of the Hon~e in 
obstructing its passage aC, every stage. vVhen 
Mr. Brentnall talked about throwing down 
the gauntlet and digging up the hatchet, and 
putting 75 per cent. of the population against 
25 per cent., it meant nothing e'se than that 
the 25 per cent. of Irish Roman CJ.tholics in 
Queensland were to be crushed out of exist­
ence. The time wonld come when men of all 
religious eects in the Empire would have to 
stand shoulder to shoulder in fightiug ·for their 
rights and liberties against outside oppression. 
They remembered the early disasters in the South 
African war anri bow the Irish Roman Catholic 
soldiers turned the tide of battle in favour uf 
Britain, and how Queen Victoria recognised 
their action by allowing them tn wear the 
shamrock, their national emblem, on St. Pat­
rick's Day. They thought then that the hatchet 
was buried for ever, bnt the Protestants who 
were pressing this Bill through Parliament had 
gone back on that understanding. 

At 3.20 a. m., 

The PRESIDENT resumed the chair. 

HoN. P. MURPHY adviFed hon. members to 
read the speech of SirS. W. Griffith, who was a 
member of the Education Commission and who 
was Attorney·General on the Education Bill of 
187!5, and they would then have the opinion of* 
one uf the brainiest men in the Commonwealth. 
When the Education Act was passed in 1875, the 
Telegmph newspaper took the same sta,nd in 
support of secular education that it was taking 
now. The Hon. Mr. Brentnall and the Hon. 
Mr. Cowlishaw were large shareholders, and yet 
they were both supporting the Bill, while Mr. 
George Cowlisbaw was m><naginf~ director of the 
company. That fact showed that brothers were 
divided on the question, so .tb:tt it could not be 
cast as a slur on R0man Catholics that the Hon. 
Mr. Power was opposed to other members who 
belovged t0 the same church. (The hon. member 
then quoted from the evidence given before the 
Royal Commiesiou which sat in 1874, by the Rev. 
Matthew McGavin, Presbyterian minister, in 
favour of secular education.) Mr. McGavin's 
evidence showed that the Presbyterians were 
then as divided in opinion as they were now. 
The ProtestaYJts of Queensland were not carrying 
out the guarantee that was given to the Roman 
Catholice by the action of Queen Victoria that 
they were to be regarded as on an equality with all 
other Fections of the community. They were 
obliged to pay from their own pockets for the 
religious instruction of t'heir own children, rtnd 
under tb's Bill they would be compelled to con­
tribute, in addition, to the religious education of 
Protestants in the State schools. He refused to 
believe that his Protestant neighbours were less 
generous than their co·religionists in England, 
who paid larg-e sums for the religious education 
of thPir children. He thought the fault lay with 
their church crganisation in Queensland. (He 
further quoted from the evidence of Rev. Mr. 
MacGavin in opposition to Bible teaching in the 
State schools.) If the Protestants knew what was 
being done, they would not permit this mean 
injustice to be perpetrated upon the Roman 
Catholics, and he would speak for twenty-four 
hours, if necessary, to prevent it. (The hon. 
member next quoted from the evidence of Rev. 
Dr. Hay, another Presbyterian minister, in 
favour of the existing system of education.) The 
criminal statistics were said to show that 

[Hon.P.Murphy. 

morality in Queensland stood higher than in 
New South \Vales, where religious education 
was imparted in the State schools. 

At twelve minutes past 4 o'clock, 
Hon. T. C. B&IRNE called attention to the 

state of the Council. 
Quorum formed. 
HoN. P. MURPHY quoted fmther frnm the 

evidence of the Rev. Dr. Hay. 1f a board con­
sisting of leading members of the largest Chris­
tian denominatioos were appointed, as suggested 
by the Hon. Mr. Brentua1!, it would mean that 
the Homan Catholic members would be only 
about one-fourth of the total number. As they 
used a different Version of the Bible to that used 
by all the Protestant churches, they would be in 
a minority, and lessons wcmld be chosen to which 
the Roman Catholics could not agree. ,It was 
nothing sh0rt of a crime to seek to alter the 
present excellent system. 

At twenty-five minutes past 4 o'clcck, 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL rose to a point of 
order. He wished to know whether the members 
of the Hansard staff were following the practice 
which, he b'lieved, was followed in connection 
with debates in the other Ohamber, of fully re­
porting second-reading speeches after midnight. 

The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of 
order, and the hon. member was not right in 
interrupting the hon. member who was in pos­
session of the floor. I understand that the 
practice followed in the Assembly on occasions 
when the sittings are protracted beyond mid· 
night is being observed, and only a condensation 
of speeches is being made in the official report. 
The practice is being observed without any 
directions by me. Hod it been desirEd to make 
any departure from the nsual custom, I would 
have endeavoured to obtain a more extended 
report to a later hour than usnal, but no request 
was made to me by any hon. member. The 
Principal Shorthand Writer informed me about 
3 o'clock that the report which is being made is 
only a condensation. 

HoN. P. MURPHY (continuing) claimed 
that the Bill would inflict a cruel injustice on 
Roman c,,tholic children by robbing them of a 
portion of their school life tbrongh the teachers 
heing engaged in giving Bible lessons to the 
other children for an hour a day. So much dis­
satisfaction would be caused that the time would 
come when the measure would be swept off the 
statute-book into everlasting oblivion. The 
public were beginning to recognise the propaganda 
work thau was being done by the members of 
the Council who were opposed to the Bill. He 
did not believe the measure would confer much 
benefit upon the children in whose interests it 
wassupJililsed to be introduced. (Thehon. member 
again quoted from thCJ evidence of Dr. Hay.) 
Hon. members should pay grave attention to 
the opinions of the cultured clerical witnesses 
who appeared bef01 e the Royal Commission, and 
not Jet their fanatical enthusiasm for their own 
creeds run away with their better judgment. 
JI/Iany churches would be led to depend upon 
the State schools to give a sound religious educa· 
tion to their children, but they would be sadly 
disappointed, and the churches which· provided 
religious teaching in their own schools would 
be crowded to the door. Some of the 
clerics appeared to want to discover a short 
cut to heaven for their children. They 
wanted everybody to work but themselves, and 
let the other fellow pay all the time. The 
advocates of the Bible in the State schools 
were not the same class of men as the clergy 
whose evidence he had read. It was an unfor· 
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givable sin on the part of any Christian sect to 
leave the duty of giving religious instruction to 
the younl< to the State •chools. He regretted 
that be had not the physical ability to continue 
his prote>t against the passage nf the Bill until 

·the sun, which was just rising, set in the West. 
At twenty mipute; past 4 o'clock, 
HoN. C. F. NIELSON hoped the Minister in 

charge of the Bill would not obj• et to hi'§ moving 
the adjourntnent of the debate. The hon. 
gentleman could have terminated the debate 
through the anplication of a Standing Order if 
be had chooen'to do so, but it had not suited him 
to do so. In addition to that, the hon. gentleman 
had not made provision that the speeches of hon. 
members should be fully reported. 

Hon. A. H. BARLOW: I have no power. The 
matter is in the hands of the President. 

HoN. C. F. NIELSON pressed upon the hon. 
gentleman the advhability of adjourning, if 
only for an hour or two, aa a m"tier of com­
promise. 

Tbt~ PRESIDENT: Order! The hon. mem· 
ber tilllst either move the adjournment 0f tbe 
debate or address himself to the question before 
the Council. 

HoN. C. F. NH~LSON: With all deference. 
he had moved the ::tdjonrnment of the debate at 
the outset of ·his remarks. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL said that one of the 
finest speech• s delivered in this House bad been 
deliberately suppres,ed. 

The PRESIDENT: Order ! The hon. gen­
tlemen i" making a statement which;., a rdlcc· 
tion on the officer" of the House .. 'l'he Hon. 
Mr. Murphy's speech has not been deliberately 
suppressed. The regular practice in regard to 
reporting the pr<•ceedings of the House when 
they are protrac'ed to a late hour of the night, 
or an early hour of the morning, has been fol­
lowed in thb case. 

HoN. F. McDONNELL apologised f"r mak­
ing any reflecticm on the officers of the Huuse. 
At all' vents, tbe leader of the House had not 
protected thc; interests of hon. members by 
arranging with the Princip ,] Shorthand \Vdter 
to h:we the speeches delivered on the second read­
iug reported fully. The daily Press was not in a 
position to publish an extended report of the 
speeches, and the only source they could rely on 
was the Hansard report, and the readers of Han­
sard had been deprived of the information. 

The PRESIDENT: Order ! The bon. gentle­
man is not discuasing the question before the 
Council, which is that the debate be now ad­
jilurned. He muet confine himself to that. 

HoN. F. MoDONNELL : He was just going 
to say that one of the reasons why this debate 
should be ;;djourned was that the public 
would lose the whole of the benefit of the intel­
l"ctual speeche• which would be delivered on 
this subject. \Vas it not a reasonable request 
to adj urn the debate at this early hour, as 
no arrangement had been made for the debate 
to be fully rep'>rted in Hansard? The bulk of 
the people would be with thotn in this matter, 
as they were fighting for the liberties and rights 
of the people of Que2nsland. He was a,nxious 
to have something to eat, and the beat thing was 
to agree to the adjournment and continue the 
deb:tte in the afternoon. He knew the l\Iinister 
him,elf was anxious to make a speech in reply, 
<1nd he would not like the speEch condensed in 
such a form that it would not go to the country 
verbatim. 

Question put. 
HoN. A. J. THYNNE deprecated the silent 

attitude of the Minister, who had not given 

bon. gentleme_n who had spoken an ?Pportunity 
of getting tberr speeches recorded m Hansard. 
He did not know that they had e\er before in 
this House had the experiertce of the past night, 
and he hoped hon. gentlemen would be enablEd 
to get the rest they required and prepare them­
selves for putting their. v.iews ~efore the House 
and the country. He JOmed wrth the Hon. M_r. 
McDonnell in his regret that the . splendrd 
material put before the House by the Hon. Mr. 
Murphy bad not been recorded. 

HoN. B. F AHEY : They were hete doing 
their duty and advoeating the claims of those 
who were not here, and demanding that justice 
should be extended to them in a matter that was 
as dear to them as their lives-their religion, He 
regretted that such valuable material as the Hon. 
Mr. Murphy bad brought before the House had 
not found its way into the columns of Hnnsard. 
As a member of the House he felt humiliated at 
the attitude of the :Minister. There was no 
justificat'on for the charge that they were 
attempting to kill the Bill by stonewalling, as 
they were all in earnest in their opposition to a 
victous htw. An hon. memb;r had charged them 
with maliciou-ly intruduciog sectariani;m into 
the debate--

The PRESIDENT: Order! May I ask the 
hon. member to retum to the Bubject before the 
Council. He is not at liberLy, in discus,ing this 
question, to wam at will over all that has tran­
spired during the evening, or to enter into debate 
with members upon the general subjec·. There 
is one specific question before the Chamber now, 
and that is that the deb ,te be adjourned. I ask 
the hon. member to addres; himstlf to that. 

HoN. B. F AHEY: He thanked the President, 
but he had been unconsciously and unintention­
ally led aside by interjectious. He concluded by 
agttinaskinghon. gentlemen opposite, whoseemed 
to have taken ehHge of the business of the House, 
to concede the rtqnest for an adjournment. 

HoN. W. F. TAYLOR said they bad had a 
record deb•te, and they could not benefit much 
by contit,uing, as they "ere all very tirtd. The 
rewlt wa" iLevil'able, and the bon. gentleman 
might juot as well defer it for a few hours as force 
it on now. Under the circumstances, it was a 
fair thing to adjuurn the debate, and meet again in 
the afternoon, when, after some refreshment, they 
would be able to proceed in a calm and deliberate 
manner, and hon. gentlemen would be able to get 
their speeches reported in Hansnrd, so that the 
g8neral public would know what thfly had to say. 
He regretted, with. others, that such an able 
speech as that of the Hon. Mr. Murphy would not. 

. be fully reported. The evidence gr ven uefure 
the Royal Commission in 1874 was applicable to-. 
day. It was a mistake to force this Bill through 
by "he er force of numbers, and he earnestly ho,,ed, 
an adjournment would be agreed to, and that 
they would meet again in t,he afternoon and 
settle the matter in a fair and arnicab:e spirit .. 
As an old member of twenty-fuur year·s' btanding: 
he regretted that such a spirit of discourtesy 
had prevailed, and such a spirit had never been 
exhibited before. 

HoN. T. C. BEIRNE did no~ think the 
Minister would gain an) thing by opposing an 
adjournment at this hour. The Hon. Mr. 
Nielson and the Hon. Mr. Gray wi.hed to speak. 
Mr. Gray had not been in a fit state of health to 
speak on the amendment, and how could they 
ext•ect him to speak on the main qutstion? He 
hoped the Mini,ter would give them the adjourn­
ment, a11d they would promise ~hat he shuuld 
lose nothing by it. 

HoN. A. A. DA VEY felt called up m to ente~ 
another strong prot> st againBt this it· human 
conduct. There was no ground for objecting to 

Hon. A. A. Davey.J 
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the adjournment in view of the possibility of 
their coming this afternoon and concluding the 
debate. 

Question-That the debate be now adjourned 
-put ; and the Council divided:-

CONTI<~N'l'SJ 9. 
Hon. T. 0. Beirne Hon. 0. S, McGhie 

, A. A. Davey , P. Murphy 
, B. Fahey , W. F. Taylor 
, G. W. G:ray H A. J. Thynne 
, F. McDonnell 

Teller: Hon. P. l1urphy, 

N OT-OONTENTS, 16, 
Hon. A. H. Barlow Hon. :r. A. Johnson 

W. V. Brown , P. MacPherson 
, W. H. Oampbell , 0. F. Marks 

F. Clewett , B. B. More ton 
, J. Oowlisha.w " A. Norton 

H. L. Groom , T. O'Sullivan 
, :r:M.Hall H. H. Smith 
, lf. Jensen , E. J. Stevens 

Teller: Hon. T. M. Hall. 
PAIR. 

Dontent-Hon. C. I!'. :r-.nelson. 
Not-Content-Hon. A. Gibson. 

Resolved in the negative. 

Question-Tha the Bill be now read a second 
time-put. 

HoN. G. W. GRAY said they were indebted 
to the Hon. Mr. Murphy for the evidence he had 
adduced in his admirable speech. It afforded 
additional material and justified the position 
they were taking up in reference to this question. 
It was a. fair thing to ask the Minister to give 
some justification for the measure. He felt that 
the hon. gentleman had treated the matter right 
through with levity and discou;tesy, and regret­
ted he had not treated them m a more liberal 
spirit. 

Question-That the Bill be now read a second 
time-put; and the Council divided :-

CoNT.ENTs, 15. 
Hon. A. H. Barlow Hon. P. MacPherson 

, W. V. Brown C. F. M:arks 
, W. H. Campbell , B. B. Moreton 

F. Clewett " A. N orton 
J. Oowlishaw , T. O'Sullivan 

" T. M. Hall R. H. Smith 
n M. Jensen , E. J. Stevens 
, T. A. Johnson 

Teller: Hon. C. F. Marks. 

NoT-CONTENTS, 9. 

Hon. T. C. Beirne Hon. C. S. McGhie 
,, A. A. Davey , P. Murphy 
" B. Fahey ,, \V, F. Taylor 
, G. W, Gray , A. J. Thynne 

F. Me Donnell 
Teller: Hon. B. Fahey. 

PAnts. 
Contents-Hon. H. L. Groom and Hon. A. Gibson, 
Not-Contents-Hon. A. Hinchcliffe and Hon. C. F. 

Nielson. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 
The cnmmittal of the Bill was made an Order 

of the Day for Tuesday next. 

SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT. 
~ HoN. A. H. BARLOW: In moving that the 
Council, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday nexc, 
I beg to say that I feel no spirit of elation in this 
matter, and if I have in any way exceeded the 
bounds of debate, or hurt the feelings of any­
body, I express regret. I thank those gentle­
men who haVE) seen this Bill through, and I 
trust that by 'l'uesday next any feelings of 
asperity, if there are any such, will have entirely 
passed away. ~hese incident~ are common to 
parliamentary hfe; they are m no sense per-

[ Hon. A.. A.. Davey. 

sonal-at least, they never are with me. I beg to 
move that the Council, at its rising, adjourn till 
Tuesday next. 

Question put and passed. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: I beg to move that 
the ()outi,pil do·now adjourn. 

HoN. A. J. THYNNE : I should be glad to 
know what course of business is to be entered 
upon next Tuesday. 

HoN. A. H. BARLOW: Tbe 'committal of 
this Bill. I may be allowed to say that while 
I regret being compelled to resist amendments, 
if amendments are submitted I trust they will be 
printed, as it makes the work so much easier. 

(luestion pnt and passed. 

The Council adjourned at fourteen minutes to 
7 o'clock a. m. 




