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sanity continued for three years should
not be a sufficient ground for graniing a
divorce. I will go so far as to say that if
wa were to frame a law in such a manner
as to permit of judicial separation for a
lengthy period, on any of the grounds set
forth in the Bill, upon the understanding
that, at the end of the specified period,
say five years, it should be competent for
either of the parties in the marringe con-
tract to apply to a court and obtain a
divorce, such a law would do all that is
required. But to provide for granting a
divorce, say after three years, would he
too harsh a provision, and one liable to
abuse. If we provided for five years' judi-
cial separation before a divorce could be
granted, there would then, if the same
conditions were continuing, be more rea-
son to agk for a divorce; whereas to give
un absolute divorce on the grounds set
forth in these sub-clauses of clause 1
would not only be rash but morally wrong.
As to clause 2, providing that if a case
for judicial separation has been estab-
lished the court may pronounce a decree
for judicial separatiom, this has been
quoted as o means of reassuring those
members who, like myself, may be timid
about accepting this Bill. But what is
to prevent collusion between the parties
applying to the court?! Everyone knows
there is nothing so difficult to prove as
collusion in matrimonial cases unless
perhaps it be a charge of perjury. Col-
lusion or perjury is invariably hard to
prove, and the provision in clause 2 would
be difficult to administer.

Mgr. Ewiva: It so seldom exists.

Mr. VOSPER: That may be so. 1In
the case of the week’s record of divorce
in Melbourne, which I have read to the
House, those might be called eases of col-
lusion ; yet we see that the judge had no
alternative before him but to grant, in
each case, the decree prayed for. Clause 1
of thia Bill would, to a great extent, be a
dead letter. Referring to what was said
by the member for East DPerth (Mr.
James), I listened with sympathy to his
appeal in connection with sub-clauge {a)
(clause 1), for giving the same right of
divorce on the pround of adultery to
either man or woman. It is a grave in-
justice that a woman is not allowed to
go into court and obtain divorce on the
same ground as a man can obtain it under

[ASSEMBLY.)

Second reading.

the present law. That is an absurd dis-
tinction, and not only absurd, but
morally unjust; and if this Bill contained
nothing but the proposal that the sexes
should be placed on equality, in regard to
the grounds for divorce and the grounds
for judicial separation, I think every mem-
ber of this House would give to the bill
in that form a hearty support. But thia
is a Bill for widening the avenues of
divorce, and, therefore, I feel bound to
oppose it. Yet I venture to express a
hope that, sooner or later, the hon. mem-
ber (Mr. Ewing) will see fit to bring in a
Bill for placing the sexes on equality in
regard to adultery asa.ground for divorce.
[ have been unable to give great com-
sideration to this Bill ; but my cautionary
instinets are against it, and I ask honm.
members to weigh carefully the remarks
made against the Bill, and to cautiously
coneider a measure which, as the Pre-
mier hes aptly said, involves a social re-
volution,

Mr. OLDHAM (North Perth): I mova
that the debate be adjourned.

Put and passed, and the debate ad-
jowrned to the next sitting.

ADJOQURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10.37 p.m.
until the next day.

Legislative PBssembly,
Wednesday, 20th July, 1598,

Motion: Leave of Absence—Motion: OCivil
Service, and Proposed Board of Manage-
ment; Amendment (passed)—Motion :
Supreme Court House, New Building—
Public Education Bill, further considered
in Committee, clanse 39 to new clauses
Message : Supply (temporary)-—Paper pre-
sented—3Shipping Casualties Inquiry Bill,
third reading—Interpretation Bill, third
reading—Adjowrnment.

The SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o’clock, p.m.

PravERS.
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MOTION: LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

On the motion of the PreEMiER, leave
of absence for one fortnight was granted
to Mr. Hassell (Plantagenet)), on the
ground of urgent private business.

MOTION: CIVIL SERVICE AND PRO-
POSED BOARD OF MANAGEMENT.
Mr, KENNY (North Murchison)

moved :

That, in the opinion of this House, the time
has atrived when the best interests of the
colony would be served by bringing the Civil
Service of West Australia under the operation
of a Civil Service Act, and the appointment of
& Beard to administer the same,

He said : In rising to submit this motion,

I feel that I am addressing a sympa-

thetic House. It is generally admitted

on every side of this Chamber that a

Civil Service Board is essential to the

proper management of our civil service.

I have examples of the great advantages

that have been derived from the manage-

ment of the civil service by a board, not
only in the neighbouring colonies, but alzo

- in the old country. As far back as the

early eighties, Victoria adopted the

system, and in 1883 an amending Bill
was introduced, also another amending

Bill in 1887, again & Bill in 1890, and

the last amendment of this law was

passed in 1893, [t is generally admitted
that there is npo civil service through-

out Australasia better managed, or
ir a more perfect state of effi-
ciency than that of Victorie. I need

not inform the House that I have
no desire to make this proposal as a re-
flection om the civil service of the colony.
On the contrary, I think it is generally ad-
mitted—all things considered—that our
civil service possesses some really herd-
working and loyal servante. At the same
time, I do not think it will be denied tnat
there is room for improvement in the
general management of the service; wot
only in the matter of appointments and
promotions, but in many things that could
be far better managed by a board than as
managed at present. I am sure not ouly
Ministers, but members of Parliament,
will certainly hail with an amount of plea-
sure, and will experience & sense of relief
from responsibilities which are now placed
upon their ghoulders, if a board were ap-
pointed. I am sure there ie no need for
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me to go further into this question. I °
gimply move the motion.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH, (Central Murchi-
gon}): I have pleasure in seconding the
motion. [ have been advocating the ap-
pointment of a Civil Service Board for a
great while, and I hope, now tbat a dis
tinet motion has been tabled, the House
will affirm the principle unanimously, end
that the Government will see their way to
act upon the motion at the earliest pos-
sible date.

Trae PREMIER (Right Hon. SirJ. For-
rest): The Government have no objection
to the motion, because we have had thke
matter under consideration, and I shink
we have made several promises to the
Hcuse, which [ regret have not been ful-
filled. The matter is now under conside-
ration—the want of a Civil Service Act
—but for ome reason or another we

have not been able to give that
attention to the matter that it
deserves. I may say it is not a simple

matter to frame a Civil Service Act. All
the colonies that have Civil Service Acts
are dissatisfied with them. Ounly the other
day I inguired ss to the Civil Service Act
of South Australia, that being a colony
more like our own than any other in re-
gard to revenue and its financial condi-
tions; and I was informed that the Gov-
ernment were not satisfied with the Civil
Service Act there, and that they were
bringing in another Bill, and they pro-
mised to send me a draft of it shortly. I
do not approve of the latter part of the
motion, and I ask the hon. member tio
leave it out. It is no usze our committing
ourselves to the appointment of a board
until we have the matter before us. It
may form part of the Bill, or it may not.
For my part, I should feel great pleasure
if the civil service were removed from
political patronage. It is a great trouble
to me, and no doubt it is a trouble
to other Ministers, to have the civil ser-
vice under the patronage of Ministers;
but, at the sume time, the appointment of
a board is somewhat difficult and trouble-
some. There would have to be two or
three officers, highly paid, to look after it,
and I do not think boeards have worked
well in the colonies in which they exist;
at any rate, boards have not given that
satisfaction which the hon. member who
moved this motion would lead us to sup-
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pose. I do not think he has any particu-
lar object in adding the latter sentence,
a8 to the appointment of a board to ad-
minister the civil service. If these words
were omitted, we could all agree to the
motion. It would not prevent a Civil
Service Bill being framed, and a board
could be appointed if necessary. I think
I can promise, as far as the present Gov-
ernment are concerned, that the matter
will be taken early in hand, and this
motion is an assistance rather than other-
wise. I move, as an amendment, that the
words, “and by the appointment of a
board to administer the same” be omit-
ted.

Mr. KENNY: I have no objection to
the amendment.

Amendment put and passed, and the
motion, aa amended, agreed to.

SUPREME COURT-HOUSE,
NEW BUILDING.
Mr. LEAKE (Albany) moved :

That in the opinion of this House, the Go-
vernment should consider the advisability of
erecting the proposed new Supreme Court-
house without any unnecessary delay.

He said it would be within the recollec-
tion of hon. members that in 1896 a sum
of about £20,000 was voted by the Houge
to commence the erection of & new
Supreme Court building. The want of
such an edifice had been apparent for a
considerable time past, and it seldom
happened that a session of the Supreme
Court passed without remarks from the
judges, not only in regard to the inade-
quacy of the building, but to the incon-
venience generally, From time to time
that old building, which was once the ¢ld
commigsariat store, under the Imperial
regine——

THe Premisr: A good old servant.

Mr. LEAEE: That old building had
been patched, and now it was surrounded
by a lot of old pigeon-holes, made of jar-
rah, and placed there to serve the pur-
pose of officer It might astonish hon.
members to see what a firestick would do
in guch a building. When they remem-
bered that valusble records were kept in
this building, it behoved them to consider
if they were not guilty of neglect in per-
mitting such work to stand over so long.
The question was asked by him (Mr.
Leake) & few days ago as to whether it

MOTION :
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was the intention of the Government to
proceed with the work, and he only re-
ceived what was practically an evasive
answer. The Director of Public Works re-
plied that it was the intention of the Gov-
ernment to proceed with the work as soon
ag funds were available. With all due de-
ference to the Minister, that was only a
quibble. The money had been voted for
some time past.

Tme Direcror or PopLic Worgs: Only
£3,000,

Mr. LEAKE: Why not make a start
with that? Tenders had not beew called
for. The House would vote the money
wher it was wanted. He (Mr. Leaks)
had seen the plans some months age in
the late Attorney General's hands, and he
was told "on reliable authority — he
thought it was the Director of Puniic
Works who himself said the other even-
ing that the plans had been approved.

Tee Direcror oF Pueric Works : They
were onlty recently approved; within the
Isst fortnight.

Mg. LEAKE: There was no reason for
delaying this very necessary work.
There had been two courts sitting that
very day, so great was the pressure of
business.

Tee Premier : There was room for two
courts there,

Me. LEAEKE: There were two courts
sitting ; that was what he was saying.

Tue Premipr: There was accommoda-
tion for the courts.

Mr. LEAKE : Provision had been made
for three courts in the new building, and
that was as it should be. It should not
be supposed that this was a lawyers’
question:: it mattered not at all to him.
The greater the inconvenience and the
older the building, the higher the fees
the lawyers obtained ; but the lawyers did
urge upon the consideration of the
House that the convenience of litigants,
of witnesses, and of jurors should be con-
sidered. Positively there was no placs
on a rough and wet day where a respect-
able woman could go. There wa?a.
migerable little sitting room, and alto-
gether the accommodation was inade-
quate and insufficient. The judges per-
formed a tremendous lot of work, and
important work, too, in their chambers,
and in those chambers there was hardly
rocom to walk around ; and when it was re-
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membered that sometimes judges had to
take important cases in chambers, and
hud to call witnesses, it would be seen how
inconvenient this was. He urged upon
hor. members to support the motion and
insist that the work—which was an emi-
nently necessary and important work—
should be put in hand without delay. He
did not think there would be any opposi-
tioa to the motion: he trusted not. If
there was, he would listen carefully to the
arguments adduced, and if he rose again
he hoped he would be able to refute the
arguments.

Tee PREMIER (Right Hon Sir J.
Forrest): The Government had had thia
matter under comsideration for a good
while, There were many difficulties i
the way of commencing a new court-
house. There was the question of site,
and there was the question of plans. He
did not know that the question of funds
was Bo important, We could have made
some provision which no doubt could have
been continued if the question of site and
plans had been settled, but for one reason
or another delay had occurred—that he
admitted. Oune of the reasons no doubt
which probably influenced the Govern-
went wag that they did not want to begin
a building of this sort unless they vould
build upon a plan that was likely to last
for a considerable period. He was not
prepared to admit that the accommeoda-
tior in the Supreme Court was as bad
as it was stated to be, even by the
judges. He had it on the authority of
persons who practised in that court, that
the building was not at all uncomfortable
at the present time, and during the last
year £1,000 had been spent inimproving
that building. Either that £1,000 had been
thrown away, or some improvement had
resulted ; but no doubt it was customary
to abuse the court-house. Its appear-
ance was not so very good, perhaps; but
those who knew the building & year ago,
and saw it now, must admit that there
was a considerable improvement in its
appearance. The Government would have
gone on with this work without this mo-
tion, which, he thought, had been modi-
fied in some way.

Mg. LEagg: It had not been modified
by him.
Te PREMIER: It was not in the

terms in which the hon member gave
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notice.  Probably it was out of order in
tir2 way in which it was given.

Mr. Leake: No doubt it was improper.

Tug PREMIER: Hon members, as
well as himself, would no doubt be glad
to see a good Supreme Court building.
An amount had been on the Estimates
for some time.

Mg. A. Forrest: Would it be s repro-
ductive work?

Tue PREMIER: This great eagerness
on the part of the judges and others to
have the new building erected was not
justified. He had read that one judge
had said the actiom of the Govermmnent
was scandalous in this matter. He (ihe
Premier) said that judges in England did
not use these terms in regard to the Gov-
ernment of the country ; and he was sorry
to see that the judges in this colony used
such terms in reference to thoge who held
responsible positions. It did not make
one feel more eager to assist, in a matter
of this kind, when expressons of that
sort were used towards persons who were
doing their best to push forward public
works, and when the delay in this matter
could not be laid at the door of the Gov-
ernment. He did not say the delay was
anyone’s fault in particular, but the plans
bad been going about from one ploce
to another, and no doubt the first esti-
mute, which was made some two or three
years ago, was altogether tco extravagant.
A suom of £50,000 was estimated for
erecting this building. Hon. members would
not wonder that the Government hesita-
ted to erect & building to cost £30,000;
and his colleague, the late Attormey-
General, was right in hesitating to recom-
mend plans which would cost £50,000 to
cartry out. Other plans were prepared on
a more moderate scale, and these had
been going about from the Law Depart-
ment to the judges and back again, and
now he believed they had been approved
of. So far as he was personally con-
cerned, he was not responsible for
recent delays, and it would be difficult
to ind who was., He did not think, how-
ever, that any harm had been done.
This was not a great and pressing work
which everyone considered should be
carried out at once. As he had said,
there had already been spent about
£1,000 in improving the building, and
he did not think the officers could be so
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uncomfortable as had been stated. A
few years ago, when in England, he went
te Downing-street, and there saw some
of the principal officers of the Staie in
rooms much worse than the rooms oc-
cupied by the judges of the Supreme
Court of this colony. When it was re-
membered that Judge Burt and other
judges had occupied these roome——
Me. LEsgE: There were three judges

now,

Tue PREMIER: The judges were not
all in one room.

Mr. Leage: But the associates were.

Tae PREMIER: The Government
had not been other than anxicus to do
everything possible to add to the con-
venience and comfort, not only of the
judges but of the members of the legal
profession. It was altogether unfair to
be told by anyone, whether Thief Justice
or anybody else, that the accommodation
at the Supreme Court was scandalous.
That was an improper observation which
should not have been made, and he re-
sented it, and was glad to have an op-
portupity of resenting it at the present
time.

Mg, Smmpson: The Chief Justice would

reply.
Tree PREMIER &aid he had no objec-
tion to the motion, because it was in-
tended by the Gevernment to go on with
the work. Plans bad already been laid
on the table of this House, and as soon
as the total cost of the building was as-
certained there was no reason why the
work should not be proceeded with. It
wag intended to provide for this work in
the incoming Estimates.

Mr. A, FORREST (West Kimberley)
agked the member for Albany (Mr.
Leake), whether he considered the mo-
tion necessary, after the hon. member’s
action a few evenings ago, when he took
up the position that no further money
should be spent.

Mm. Leage: When was that remark
made?

Mr. A FORREST: The hon. member
voted against loan money expenditure,
and it was to be presumed that the money
spent on the proposed new Supreme
Court buildings could not be found out
of the current revenue of the country.
There were many more urgent works
thap the erection of a new Supreme
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Court. He would ask the member for
Albany, in view of the large amount of
damages that had lately been given in
the Supreme Court of this coleny, and
the large number of writs that had been
placed in the hands of people in the
colony, whether if & new and more com-
fortable Supreme Court were built, these
heavy damages would be on the increase
or the decrease.

Mg. Leage: The hon. member ought
to give notice in writing of a question
of that kind.

Mr. A. FORREST: An answer would
help hon. members, especially on the
Government side of the House, and he
would not. gpeak of others, in making up
their minds as to whether a new Supreme
Court should be built. Those in the
country who had anything at the present
time felt the verdicts lately given, not
only by juries, but by the Chief Justice
and judges, to be almoet unbearable,
They heard of a verdict, the other day,
for £7,600 for a piece of land that was
not worth moge than £200 or £300.
They had also heard of a case in connec-
tion with a man who came from another
colony to avoid his liabilities, in which a
person was mulcted in £5,000.

Tue Seeaxer: The question referred
to by the hon. member had nothing to
do with the question of the erection of
Supreme Court buildings.

Mr. FORREST: If the new Court
buildings were erected, would there be
any chance of the people of the colony
being placed in a position where it was
not safe to say a single word? People
were not able to discharge a servant now,
unless a writ followed for damages. An-
other reason given for the erection of
new buildings was that the present build-
ings irritated bothi judgee and juries,
and it was absolutely necessary to have
a better place for them. [Mr. Lears:
Hear, hear.] Perhaps the hon. member
would reply. The hon. member knew—
he would not say the hon. member had
told him, though it could be inferred—
that. it was not safe for anyone to go
down to the court at the present time.
It was, at any rate, not safe for anyone
who had anything to lose.

Mr. Leags: Juries had been very
liberal, lately.
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Mr. A. FORREST: Juries and judges,
beth, He could see no difference between
them. It seemed a case as to who could
get the most, and they never seemed to
consider how much a man could pay. He
(Mr. Forrest) had no objection to the
motion proposed ; but he asked the mem-
ber for Albany to give a little informa-
tion as to whether the motion would ve
the means of reducing costs and charges
at the present time.

Tee DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC
WORES (Hon F. H. Piesse): There
was no necessity for the motion, for the
reason that the Government had already
recognised the necessity of erecting new

court buildingz
Mr. Loake: Why not say sof
Tuws DIRECTOR OF PUBLIC

WOREKS: The hon. member knew, be
cause that gentleman asked the question
the other day, and was told that plans
had already been aporoved for the work.
The only thing was that there were not
sufficient funds to go on with the work.
No delay had occurred, so far as the
Public Works Department, was concerned.
Unfortunately, the plans for some little
time were in the Law Department, and
a great many people were responsible
for the delay in their preparation. In
the Works Department there had been no
delay which could possibly be obviated.
The Government intended coming to
the House, when the Estimatez were on,
for an amount sufficient to enable a com-
mencement to be made with the work of
erecting new courts of justice, and there
would be no delay after Parlinment voted
the money. The amount estimated as
the cost of the work, before it would be
completed, was £40,000 or £50,000;
but it was now proposed to ask for only
£10,000 to make & commencement. It
was hardly necessary to bring forward
this motion. because 'the Government
were quite willing to carry out the work
immediately the funds were provided.
If the hon. member would leave the
matter in the hands of the Gevernment,
it would be seen that the necessary
amount was provided on the Estimates
On these grounds, he would ask the mem-
ber for Albany (Mr. Leake} to withdraw
the motion.

Mr. EWING (Swan): It etruck him to-
day, a8 it had struck him previously, that
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it was a sad thing, time after time, to sit
in this House and hear the administra-
tion of justice in the colony slandered. It
appeared to him that gentlemen whofilled
judicial positions in this colony, if wrong,
were wrong honestly, as the outcome, per-
haps, of a mistake on their part—if they
were wrong. On a motion like this,
nothing should be said with regard to the
judges of the colony, who administered
their duties to the best of their ability.
Whether those duties were administered
well or ill had nothing to do with this
House or the motion before it. That
was exactly the position he took up, and,
therefore, he did not intend fovdeal further
with the question, except to refer to
words used by the Premier. A judge of
this colony had said that the condition
of the courts, and the courts themselves,
were scandalous.

M=z, Siupson: So they were,

Mr. EWING : And the judge was per-
fectly justified in the words he used. The
Premier now said the courts were not
scandalous.  He (Mr. Ewing) would like
to ask the Premier whether it was scan-
dalous or not that three judges of the
Supreme Court should be sitting whemn
only two courts were provided for them ;
that the courts were inadequate for the
persons required to attend; that jurors
and witnesses in waiting, ordered out of
court, had to stand out in the sun or the
rain ; and that the legal profession had
no facilities for performing their duty
towards the State? The judges were
harassed by the noise in the vicinity of
the court, occasioned by the cramped
condition of the building. Practitioners,
lawyers’ clerks, and witnesses were
divided from the judges only by a thin
boarding, and at times it was almost im-
possible to hear the evidence given

Tae Premier: That was exaggerated.

Mgr. EWING: All that was scandalous.

Tae Premigr said he had been at the
courts himself,

Mgr. EWING : The words of the learned
judge were well chosen, when he said the
condition of affairs at the Supreme Court
was scandalous to any civilised commu-
nity.

Tre Direcror oF PuBLic Worgs: Give
the Government time. The hon. member
wanted the Government to act with a
magic wand.
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Mr. EWING said he did not want any-
thing magic, but what was wanted was
something more than promises. Courts
had been promised so long that they
might have been provided even with such
a slow-going Government as the present.

Tue Prexier: How long had the hon.
member been in the colony?

Mr. EWING: So long as he was here,
he would claim the right to express an
opinion. Was the condition of affairs as
it ought to be? It was not. It was a
coudition of affairs which harassed the
administration of justice. He was con-
ducting n case the other day when the
court had to adjourn because there was
no ceiling above, and it was impossible to
make the witnesses hear counsel, while at
the same time the judges could not hear.

Tae Presigr: Thut had happened in
Parliament House.

Mgr. EWING : That was no reagon why
it should happen in the law courts. The
Premier should hold the administration
of justice dear, and should provide a
proper meams of hdministering justice.
At any rate, he ehould enable judges and
juries to hear the evidence given before
them on which they had to base their de-
cisions. He (Mr. Ewing) said, advigedly,
that in very many cases judges and jurors
logt a large portion of the evidence be-
cause of the noigs in the immediate viei-
nity of the court. So long as the pre-
sent building was used, the condition of
afinirs he had described must continue;
and he repeated the words of the Chief
Justice when he said that the condition
of the courts of the colony, notwithetand-
ing what the Premier had said, was scan-
dalous and a disgrace to the community.

Hox. H. W. VENN (Wellington): The
House could hardly object to the erection
of a new court house, as the subject had
been before hon. members on several oc-
casions, and we were almost committed to
it. He thought the Government had
very wisely taken time by the forelock in
having designs prepared. It appeared
to him, however, that to commit our-
gelves to an expenditure of between
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sent condition of the colony. The exist-
ing building was said to be scandalous,
but it would be some time before the evil
could be remedied, and it was just pos

Proposed Building.

sible that in order to prevent people
sianding in the rain, a good-sized veran-
dah might be erected round it. It would
be far better to do something to fill up
the gap between now and the two or
three years that it would take to con-
struct o new building than to do nothing.
We might postpone for some time in-
curring such a heavy expenditure as was
proposed.

Tae Prexaer : £57,000 is the estimated
cost.

Hox. H W. VENN: Hon, members
would not agree just now, he thought, in
incurring any large expenditure for bricks
and mortar. Some hon. members had
recently been through the other colonies,
and had enjoyed the advantages and com-
forts of the magnificent buildings there ;
but had felt very sorry for the people
who built them, and did not want to fol-
low in their footsteps here. The present
court house buildings had been good old
friends. They had lasted so long that
under certain conditions—perhaps by the
expenditure of £2,000 or more—they
might be made so as to last us longer.
When we had o larger population, it
would be time enough to consider the
question of erecting costly buildings. The
House would hesitate very much before
urging upon the Government to go in for
this extravagant expenditure.

Mr. MORAN (East Coolgardie) trusted
the House would not approve of another
waste of public money like that which
had been incurred on the building next
door, which faced nowhere, which had a
front of the Corinthian, order running
through three storeys, and an enormous
amount of corridors fit to grace any build-
ing in the world, but now gracing a lane.
It was a magnificent design, with thou-
sunds of pounds’ worth of work stuck over
A narrow street, affording no accommodn-
tion whatever apart from the ornamental
point of view, and which ornamentation
no one ever saw. The Director of Public
Works must know it was an absolute
waste of public money.

Tar Direcror of PusLic Works: It

£30,000 and £50,000, or anything like | OBy cost £2,000.

Mgr. MORAN : There was no contractor
to-day whe would construct the front of
that building for so small & sum.

Tae Director oF PubLic WoRks :
whole building only cost £26,000.

The
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Mr. MORAN did not object to a cer-
tain amount of ornament in the capital
city of the colony; but to place it oppo-
gite a lane——

Tae Direcror oF PusBLic Worgs: It
wag opposite the Cathedral.

Mr. MORAN: It was not; and even if
it were, that would be no argument in
its behalf. The expenditure on the
Supreme Court building was not more
urgently required than for buildings in
other parts of the colony. Some means
might be taken whereby the proposed ex-
penditure need not be incurred. If, how-
ever, a new building were erected, the
ornamentation should be cheap ne well
as effective; and then there would not
be such waste of public money.

Mr. LEAKE (Albany): The member
for West Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest) had
asked him whether the proposed expendi-
ture on a new Supreme Court house would
reduce litigation or the cost of litigation ;
whether more writs would be issued, and
whether there would be more trouble for
gentlemen of his calibre generally. He
(Mr. Leake) did not think that these
ends would be attained. There would
not be any less litigation, nor would it be
less costly, but it would be more conveni-
ent. As to the verdicts being unbearable,
that was always the case with those
against whom the verdicts were given.
His experience was that sometimes the
jury did pot give enough. He only got
£1,000 out of the Government the other
day, and he wanted more. _

Tee Premier: How much did the hon.
member expect?

Mr. LEAEE: Others had been made
to pay pretty heavily lately, and they, too,
were complaining. He wanted to point
out one or two facts to the Premier which
really justified the remarks which had
been made from the bench with regard to
the present Supreme Court buildings.
He considered these buildings were scan-
dalous, judged from the point of view of
those who had to occupy them.

Tre Premier said he had heard a prac-
titioner say they were very comfortable.

Mr. LEAKE: It must have been the
Attorney General, then.

Tre Prester: It was not the Attorney
General.

Mr. LEAEE: The majority of the
bench would, he was sure, support those
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who were asking for the erection of a new
building.

Tee Premier: Was not the present
building much more comfortable now since
£1,000 had been spent on it?

Mr. LEAKE : The inconvenience had
been certainly lessened to a very con-
giderable extent ; but it was not to the
best interest of the colony to keep on
patching up an old building which must
eventually come down, There were
some most important records kept in
that building, which might very easily
be burnt. Gentlemen who did not go
into Court did not appreciate the disad-
vantages suffered by those who had to
do business there. He would assure
them that all that the member for the
Swan (Mr. Ewing) had said with regard
to the discomfort of the present building
wag no exaggeration. It was sometimes
impossible to hear the judges, and the
judges could not hear the witnesses, and
the witnesses could not hear the coun-
gel, owing to the noite made immediately
above them. There was & library in an
open gallery round the hall. He had
been obliged to panse when addressing
the bench to ask the people there not
to make 50 much noise ; and thejudges
occasionally made similar requests.
There was one point in connection with
that building which was & most serious
blot on the administration of justice.
When juries retired they were put inte
a room which was so badly and faultily
constructed that their deliberationscould
be overheard. Would hon. members he-
lieve that it was possible for people to
hear which way the jurors were going to
vote!

TeE PREMIER :
remedied.

Mr. LEAKE : No. The building was
so antiquated that you could not render
it serviceable without a great expense.
Ther there was no gas there, and tne
usher had to bring out a couple of old
candlesticks or kerosene lamps when it
got dark. You could see to write, and
you could even see the judge on the
bench, Then it was very cold there.
He had often seen the judges shivering,
wrapped up in their own rugs to keep
themselves warm, The late Chief Jus-
tice would shiver like an aspen leaf. He
always bad his lege under two or three

That could be easily
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heavy rugs. He was an elderly man,
and used to feel the cold. He (Mr. Leake)
did not know why the member for West
Kimberley (Mr. A. Forrest) should wax
80 indignant about the proposal, or why
the Director of Public Works should say
it was not justified. It was proposed to
erect o building which would cost
£57,000. That suggestion did mnot
emanate from this House. If the
Minister had big ideas and extensive de-
signs prepared

Twue Direcror oF Punnic Worrs: The
reason for the expemse was in order to
provide the accommodation which had
been asked for.

Mr. LEAKE : Better acoommodation
could be got, he believed, for much less
than the sum named. If hon. members
would refer to the Estimates for the
year ending 1897, which were passedin
1896, they would notice that the sum
of £4,000 was passed for the erection of
the Perth Supreme Court. The cost of
the work, when completed, was estimated
in June, 1896, not at £37,000, but at
£25,000.

Tue Direcror oF PusLic WoRkS:
They had asked for a great deal more
since.

Mr. LEAEE : Who had asked 7 The
Attorney-General

Tee Direcror oF PuBLic Works :

0.

Mr. LEAKE : Perhape the judges
No doubt they asked for what accommo-
dation they required ; but the fjudges
did not dictate to the Government that
they should spend £57,000. He re-
gretted that the Premier and his hench-
man—the member for West Kimber
ley

"Mn. A. Forrest : Whom did hemean
by “the Premier’s henchman

Mr. LEAKE : The hon. member be-
came angry and snapped at the judges.
We should be careful not to say any-
thine to impugn either the ability or
the integrity of the judges who ocoupied
such important positions in the com-
munity. He would ask hon. members
t2 be careful in what language they used.
He did not feel annoyed shout it him-
self, but a lesson in courtesy wes mnot
out of place even in a Legislative As-
sembly.

Question put and pagsed.
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PUBLIC EDUCATION BILL.

The Bill having lapsed as an Order of
Day for Committee, consequent on a
count-out {7th Ju]y), and the Order having
been restored by motion to the Notice
Taper,

THE MINISTER OF MINES (Hon. H.
B. Lefroy, in charge of the Bill) now
moved :

That the House do now resclve iteelf into a
Committee of the whole, to further consider
the Public Education Bill (Clause 39—Proposed
smendment of Mr. Moran, in line 4, to strike
vut the word "if,” and to substitutc the word
‘‘unless” in lien thereof).

Put and passed.

IN COMMITTEB.

Consideration resumed at Clause 39—
Oljections to religious instruction:

The amendment which had been moved
by Mr. Moran (7th July) was to make the
clause read as follows:—

Notwithstunding anything contained in this
Act, no child being instructed in any Govern-
ment school should be required to receive any
instruction in religious subjects, whether in-
cluded in secular or otherwise, unless the parent
of such child signifies his objection to such
religious instruction by notice, in writing, to
the head teacher of such school.

Mr. MORAN gaid: The amendment
which he had moved in clause 39, on the
lnst occasion that the Bill wag before the
Committee, was not such an important
matter that the Government ought to
have allowed the House to be counted out
on it. He believed the feeling on the
matter in the House at the present
mcment was rather in favour of allowing
the clause to go as printed, instead of in
the amended form which he had proposed.
Therefore, as he had no intention or de-
sirc to push anything that was unreason-
able in this Bill, he now asked permission
to withdraw the amendment which he had
moved at the previous sitting. In doing
&0, he regretted that the Government
should have allowed the Bill to be counted
out on his amendment, as it was not his
intention to have brought about any such
158UE.

Mr. Smpson: It was the duty of the
Government to keep the House together.

Mr. MORAN: Having no intention of
either conniving at or bringing about
suck an issue, he regretted the incident
that had: ccourred. This Bill was too im-

- portant to himself and to everyone in the
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colony to allow such a result to come
about. He regretted also that so much
religious feeling should have been stirred
up m the community anent this matter.
The part he had taken was, he
hoped, a straightforward one, and it
was simply that he had objected
to the terms “secular education”
angd “religious instruction” being inter-
mized in any way.  Without refer-
r.og particularly to what had appeared in
the Press on this subject, he wished to
state that from more than one quarter—
and in saying this he did not profess to
be authorised—he regretted exceedingly
that any language should have been used
in spenking of persons in high places, that
was not io consonance with the dig-
nity which should hedge them round,
or the respect in which they held them in,
whether they were the dignitaries of his
own church or any other shurch.

Mr. Stpgon: Who said anything about
dignitaries?

Mr. MORAN regretted that any lan-
guage should have been used in any part
of the public Press, in speaking of the
dignitaries of any church, which was not
in keeping with the position they held in
the colony. He hoped he had the highest
respect for the dignitaries of all the
Christiann  churches "which were en-
deavouring to do real good in the colony ;
and he hoped the day wae far distant
when he, or any other member, would be
& party to any writings or any action
which would not be in keeping with the
high and responsible position which those
dignitaries held im their respective
churches and in the community. 1In
differing from members of the Church cf
Enpland on thie question, he did so witn
the preatest respect for the Bishop ~f the
Apglican Church in this colony, having
regard to the undoubted lesrning ad
ability and the eminent positiop of ibat
dignitary, and which he (Mr. Moran)
would not impugn in any way. He felt
the greatest respect for religion in every
possible way; not only for the religion
of his own church, but for every Chris
tian community which had for its aim the
lifting up of mankind. He did not want
any newspaper in the colony to be acons
ing him of having ulterior motives m
what he bad done in proposing the
nmendment to this Bill ; and he did not
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want his motives to be misinterpreted.
He felt sure they were not misinterpreted
inside this Chamber, and hoped they
would not be misinterpreted outsile.
With these remarks, he asked leave to
withdraw the amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn,

Tae MINISTER OF MINES, by leave
of the Committee, and in reply to the
remarks just made, said he thanked the
member for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran)
for the position now taken in regard to
this clause. He did not consider the
Government were in any way responsible
for the action taken by the House in the
previous week, in causing the count-out
while the amendment was being dis-
cuesed. When the Bill was going through
the second reading it was distinctly stated
by members, and particularly by the mem-
ber for Central Murchison (Mr, Illing-
worth), that this wasz a good Bill, and
that the House had no intention of in-
interfering with its vital principles.

Mr. IrumvawortE said he had not
spoken on the second reading.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: The hon.
member spoke to him across the House,
to the effect which he had stated. It was
customary, when any member intended
to alter the vital principles of a Bill, that
he ehould give notice of any such amend-
ments.

Mr. Moran: The Minister had not
given notice of this new clause, and it
was dealing with a vital matter.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: The
clause which the hon. member (Mr.
Moran) had attempted to alter in the
Bill was one which had been in existence
in this colony for vears.

Me. Srupson: The Minieter did not ex-
plain the Bill when speaking on the
second reading, but merely read the mar-
ginal notes : and it was hig fault if mem-
bers did not understand what were the
vital principles.

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: The
Government did not expect that any
member would attemot to alter the prin-
ciples of the Bill in the way the member
for East Coolzardie and others had at-
tempted to doit. Possibly the member for
East Coolrardie bad not understood the
nosition when proposing his amendment,
and did not realise the fact that this pro-
vizion had been the law in this country
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for years. He had evidently not under-
stood that there had been no attempt on
the part of the Government, as had been
stated in & mnewspaper, to impose a
penalty which would operate detrimen-
tally to any section of the community.
He thanked the member for East Cool-
gardie for not continuing the discussion
on the amendment, and for consenting to
withdraw it.

Question—that the clause as previously
amended (by striking out the words “in-
cluded in secular inttruction or other-
wise”) be agreed to—put and passed.

Clause 40—agreed to.

Clause 41—All schools other than a
State or other school established under
this Act, may be found efficient:

Mr. MORAN moved, as an amend-
ment in the third line, that after the word
“gpply” the word “annually” be inserted.
This would simply give those schools
which were not State schools an oppor-
tunity of proving their worth every year.

Mr. HaLy: Say “shall apply annually.”

Mg, MORAN: No; he did not wish to
interfere with a vital matter.

Mgr. LEAKE: If there were any force
in the word “annually,” the suggestion
of the member for Perth should be
carried out by making the provision com-
pulsory ; but the amendment was not
really necessary. Schoolmasters should
apply in order to have their schools de-
clared efficient.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: There
was no necessity to add the word “an-
nually.” If a school was not found to be
efficient after examination, the right to

"keep that school open would be taken
away.

Mz. Sivpson:
tor find out?

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: The in-
spector had the power to find out whether
the school was efficient. If a child at-
tending a private schocl was found not
to be efficient, the parent of that child
could be proceeded against under the
ccropulsory clauses of the Bill, and be
compelled to send the child to an effi-
cient school. Private schools would he
open to inspection, and if these schools
were not found to be efficient, the cer-
tificate of efficiency would be taken away.

Mr. HALL: No harm would be done
by striking out the word “may” and in-

How would the inspec-
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serting “shall,” in the third line. Many
private schools were carried cn by
teachers who were not fit in any way to
conduct a scheol, other than as a nursery,
and the consequence was that many of
the children attending these schools were
supposed to be educated, but they ob-
twined only a swmattering of knowledge.
Ii a school was not efficient, the school
would not be advertised in the Govern-
ment (azette as an efficient school; but
ag very few people saw the Government
Guzette, the public would not know
which were efficient schools and which
were not, He did not see what harm
would be done by making private schools
apply to be declared efficient. He
moved, as an amendment in the third
linr, that the word “may” be struck out,
with & view to inserting the word “shall”
in lieu thereof.

Tae CHAIRMAN: An amendment
was already before the Committee,

Trs MINISTER OF MINES: A child
must, under the Bill, attend the Govern-
ment school or an efficient school for so
many hours during school days. In order
to make a school efficient, it must be in-
spected and passed ns efficient. H it
was not passed as efficient, the parent of
the child attending that school could be
brought up for not sending it to an effi-
cient school. Private schools would be
open to inspection by inspectors every
year, and if the schools were not found
efficient, the certificate of efficiency could
be taken away, . )

Mz SOLOMON: The clause should
remmain ag it was,  The word “annual”
geemed to be superfluous.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mz. HALL. The clause provided that
the Minister might certify that the school
was efficient without having an inspec-
tion of that school. This was a bad
precedent to adopt, to allow the Minister
to say that any school was efficient with-
out examination.

Mr. Leage: Certain schools had re-
putations.
Tue MINISTER OF MINES: A

university, as well as certain schools, had
reputations, and these establishments
should not be interfered with by the
Minister, who knew by the reputa-
tion of the school that it was effi-
cient. The Minister would know by the
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work which the school performed,
whether it was efficient ; and if he were
satisfied without examination, he could
certify, and pot compel the principal to
undergo the inconvenjence and trouble
of an examination.

Amendment (Mr. Hall’s) put and nega-
tived, and the clause passed.

Clause 42—Compulsory attendance:

Mr. VOSPER: Under the first sub-
clause, any child not less than six nor
more than nine years of age must attend
a school, if such achool were two miles
away, If they took into consideration
the age of the child, the distance was
rather severe. The idea of asking a
child six years of age to go two miles to
school was too much. Two miles might
be altered to one mile. That would be
much more reasonable. Provision could
be made for children from siz to eight
years of age having to go one mile ; and
from eight to nine years, two miles.

Tug MINISTER OF MINES: There
had never been any complaint in regard
to this provision, and it was exactly the
aame ag that in existence at the present
time. This provision did not affect the
people in towns at all. It was a good
thing, however, to compel people to send
children within two miles to a schoal in
the country districts, because a school
could not be kept together unlesg a suffi-
cient number of children of school age
were to be obtained. People in the
country districts did not think two miles
was too far for a child of six years of age
to walk

Mg, VOSPER: How would the road
be measured?

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: Two
miles by the nearest road.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: Some parents
selected a school, end did not send their
children to the nearest school. The in-
tention. of the clause was, as he under-
stood it, to compel parents to send their
children to the nearest school, provided
it wes not more than two miles distant.
He had had a coaversation with the Min-
ister of Education on this point, and that
seemed to be the explanation.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: That was
not the intention of the clause. Clause
50 dealt with the point referred to by the
bon. member (Mr. Illingworth). 1In
clause H0 it was provided that the Minis
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ter might “refuse the admisgion of a c¢hild
to any State or provisional school in the
case of any child for whom accommoda-
tion had heen provided in another State
or provisional school nearer to the dwel-
ling place of the child, or if there was
more suitable accowmodation in some
other school within the prescribed dis-
tance.” If a child was receiving efficient
instruction at home or elsewhere 1t did not
come under the compulsory clause.

Mr. TuvewortH: Why compel a child
to go to school two miles off? i

Trae MINISTER OF MINES: That was
not the intention. No child of less than
six years of age was compelled to go to a
school which was more than two miles
from the child’s residence.

Mg. ItuveworTH: There was no pro-
vision made for children beyond that dis-
tance from a school.

°Tre MINISTER OF MINES: There
could not be a achool for every child.

Mgr. InuinaworTH 8aid he merely wanted
to show the inconsistency of the clause.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: There
was no inconeistency.

Mr. InuavawortH: There was sufficient
reason to say there was inconsistency.

Trr MINISTER OF MINES said he
would like the hon. member to prove it.

Mr. HALL: According to the clause, it
wag necessary for every child of not less
than six years of age to attend school
within two miles, in spite of the fact that
there might be a gchool three miles away
to which the parents might prefer to send
the child. In order to remove the diffi-
culty he would move that between the
words “school” and “on” in the fifth line
of sub-clnuse 1 there be inserted the
words “or other school in the vicinity.”

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: The
amendment did not remove the objection
raiged, but simply provided for another
school within two miles. A parent eould
send his child 20 miles to a school if he
liked. If there was no school within the
limit, then there was no compulsion. The
clauses with which the Committee were
now dealing were the compulsory
clauses.

M, Moraw asked the leader of the Qp-
position to make the legal meaning of the
clause clear.

Mr. Leakr: Ask the Attorney Geperal.
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Mr. Morax: The Attorney General had
too much to do.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: If a child
was receiving an efficient education else-
where, it was not compulsory for that
child to go to a school.

Mer. SOLOMON: A parent could send
his chi.d te any school so long as that
achool was efficient, even though that
school were next door to the parent’s resi-
dence. It was difficult to see where the
amendment came in.

# Tiv ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
compulsion was limited to two miles in
the sub-clause.

Mr. Morax: It was not optional for a
parent to send his child beyond the two
niles’ radius.

Tee ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member had-—if the phrase might
be used-—got hold of the wrong end of
the stick. The compulsion was limitéd
to two miles, but beyond that the parent
might send his child as far as he liked
to school,

Mn. Morax referred to the word “shall”
in the ¢lause, and said he took it as mean-
ing that the child was compelled to go to
school within the two miles’ radius.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES pointed
out that the clause started with the words
“unless some reasonable excuse for non-
attendance iz shown.”

Mgr. Leaxe: It was an excuse if a child
went to a school three miles away,

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: It.was an
excuse to say that & child went from Perth
to Fremantle to school every day.

Mr. HALL &aid that in view of the ex-
planation of the Minister of Mines, he
would withdraw the proposed amendment.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.

Mr. LEAKE : Would the Minister, since
he was anvious to explain, show the Com-
mittee the object of the proviso, “that a
continuous attendance for two hours for
secular instruction by anyv such child shall
count as half a day’s attendance”?
Clause 1 already declared that a child
should attend every day during =school
hours, excent for some excuse.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: This pro-

viso, in his opinion, was not really r=- -

quired.  Under the old Act it was pro-
vided that a child should attend for a cer-
tain number of half-days—T70 days per
quarter—bmt in the nresent B it wos
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set out that two half-days on two separate
days should count as a whole day.

Mr. Leare: The only possible advan”
tage that could be derived would be in re-
gard to makiog up the returns

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The Bill
made it necessary for a child to attend
school every day the school was opened.
At first sight the provise seeined superflu-
ous, but he would look into it.

Sm J. G. LEE STEERE: The words of
the proviso were aimply intended to pro-
vide for accurate returns.  If a child was
not able to attend a full day, it could at-
tend half a day, and each half-day counted
in the aggregate attendance.

Mr. Leaks: It was a question of re-
turns.

Sir J. G. LEE STEERE: Yes,

Mr, KENNY suggested that the child-
ren should be carried by railway to and
from any school free of charge, if it were
situated more than two miles from their
home.

Tie COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: Schoo! children werecarried free
of charge on all railway lines at present,
if the school were situated at a distance
of three miles.

Mr. MORAN: Did this apply to all
achools, both State and private, or did
the Commissioner only mean it to apply
to children attending a State school?
Did the Commissioner think it fair that a
parent who sent his child to a private
school should not have the same advan-
tages on the railway as the parent who
gent his child to a State school 7

Tre COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: This was a very controversial
subject. HWe had already decided that
children attending a State school should
be carried to any school free of charge
by the railway, provided the school was
not less than three miles away from its
home. That course had beew adopted
after a oreat deal of consideration. He
did not see why it should apply to private
schools.

Mgr. KENNY moved an amendment in
accordnnee with his previous suggestion.

Tar COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: Notire rhould be givén by the
hon. member of his intention to intre-
duce such an minendment, as it dealt with

the railvavs. and eonecrm=d the yevenue.
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Tue MINISTER OF MINES: Did the
member for North Murchison (Mr.
Kenny) mean by the expression “any
achool™ a. private school ng well ay a
State school? )

Mr. EENNY: The expression applied
to any schoo! included in the Bill.

Tue COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS: This amendment could hardly
be acepted, or the question discussed, as
it affected the revenue of the country.

Mg. KENNY said he would be per-
fectly within his rights in formally mov-
ing the amendment as a new clause at
the end of the Bill, and he asked leave
to withdraw his amendment at this stage
in order to be able to introduce it later
on.
Mr. MORAN: Did the Chairman rule
‘that the amendment could not be put as
a sub-clause at this point?

TaRe CHAIRMAN: Yes.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, and
the clause passed.

Clauges 43 and 44—agreed to.

Clause 45—Truant officers may accost
children in public places:

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : If every truant
officer could stop a child in the street, he
would be able to exercise a power which
might be abused.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: The
truant-officer should be obliged to use
ordinary discretion. If he abused the
power granted under this clause hewould
probably lose his position. T1f the State
said that children must go to school, the
State must take every means of enforcing
its command, and the onlv way to enforce
it was to have truant-officers who could
make inquiries of the children in the
street. It would be his own erdeavour to
see that this power was never abused, end
he was sure the Education Department
would take steps in the same direction.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: Great care
would have to be taken to prevent the
abuse of the power given under the
clause.

Mr. MORAN: The clause should be
very jealously guarded, as, in his opinion,
it was giving the truant-officers dan-
ferous power.

[Amendment (Mr. Leake’s) not formally
moved : the intention being to move it as
a new clause, later.]

Clauze put and passed.
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Clauges 46 and 47—agreed to.

Clause 48--Employment of children
of compulsory age:

Tue MINISTER OF MINES said he
wished to insert after the word “child,”
the words “during school hours.”

Mr. VOSPER: The clause would be
hetter as it stood. He did not think it
was the desive of the Committee to do any-
thing which would allow persons to put
their children to work out of school
hours. The age provided in the Bill for
children to attend school was too young
to allow of their doing any hard physical
labour, and he did not think children of
that age should be employed in any such
labour. In his opinion, the clause would
be spoilt if it were altered.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES said he
was not wedded to the words. He had
thought this was hardly the place to deal
with the employment of children, but he
now thought otherwise. He quite agreed
with the member for North-East Cool-
gardie (Mr. Vosper). If the clause in its
present form would effect the object the
hon. member had in view, he should be
very pleased, indeed.

Put and passed.

Clauses 49 to 54, inclusive—agreed to.

Clauge 55—No action against Mini-
ster for nonfeasance or misfeasance:

Mr. VOSPER said he did not exactly
understand the meaning of the clause.
Did it mean that no action for damages
should lie in spite of any neglect of duty
on the part of the Minister, or on the
part of his subordinates? Supposing a
school was allowed to eet into a dilapi-
dated condition, and fell down on the
children, would there be no means of
bringing an action against the Minister?

At 6.30 p.m. the CramMaw left the
chair.

At 7.30 the CraarrmMan resumed the chair,

Mz. VOSPER moved that the clause be
struck out.. A little while ago the Housa
had vnder consideration the Crown Suits
Bill, which pronosed to aholish the exclu-
sive right, of Ministers of the Crown to be
exempted from the payment of damages
which might be obtained against them.
This clause wasg entirelv inconeistent with
th: spirit of such legislation, and he did
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not approve of any measures that would
absolve Ministers from responsibilities
which should attach to them. If by any
means an accident happened to State
school children, or to persons employed
about State schools, such as building ma-
terials falling, the Government, if it were
due to their neglect, should suffer for the
injury done, the same as a private indivi;
dual would, but within the limitations
lai7 down by the Crown Suits Bill.

Tee PreMiErR: The Crown Suits Bill
would not protect the Gevernment against
such action.

Mr. VOSPER: The Crown Suits Bill
would protect the Government to this ex-
tent, that no claim for a larger sum than
£2,000 could be preferred against them.

The 'remier: Was not that only in re-
gpect of railways?

Mz. VOSPER: No; apparently it was
general in its application. That a Minister
gshould be exempt from an action for
damages was certainly a vicious principle
to incorporate in a Bill. The rights of
the subject in this matter should be
strictly respected.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES (in charge
of the Bill): As the State would give free
education under this Bill, the Minister who
carried out the work of education should
certainly be protected. The clause only pro-
tected the Minister from any action for
nonfeasance or misfeasance in respect of
the duties imposed on him by statute. If,
for instance, inspectors did not visit a
school at the proper time, or if the schoo)
were not open at the proper time, the
Minister was protected against any action
for damages on account of such neglect.
That wae only right. It did not appear
that the Minister or the Government
would be altogether exempted from any
civil action under this Bill, in cases where
there had been any wilful wrong done to
children or accidental injury, while attend:
ing State schools, or in cases of wilful
neglect ; but the Bill provided that cer-
tain things must be done in the way of
teaching and inspection, and this clause
previded that no action should lie against
the Minister for not doing, or for mis
doing, anv of the things provided for.

Mr. VOSPER: If this clause referred
spetially to such matters, there could be
no objection to it ; but it appeared to pro-
tect the Minister against every kind of
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action, or would be go interpreted. Certain
wrongs could be committed against pupils
or against parents or teachers, which
ghould certainly have their remedy. It
wont provided, for instance, that the
Minister might declare a school efficient
without inspection, or might refuse inspec-
tion. If the managers of a school de
manded inspection in order to prove that
their school was efficient, the Minister wae
not bound te grant it, and could declare
the school to be non-efficient, thus placing
the management in an awkward position
Yet there would be no remedy.

Tug MivisTER oF Mivgs: Except
through Parliament.

Mgr. VOSPER: Yes; but, while the
managers of the schools were waiting for
thz matter to be discussed in Parliament,
and working up public sympathy, they
would be loging time and money, and aizo
loging reputation. If the Minister were
to take such action it would cause serious
loss.

Tee Premier: What action could be
brought against him in any case!

Mr. Lesge: It would only be neglect
of duty.

Mr. VOSPER: But why should thg
Minister be allowed to neglect his duty?

Tueg MivistER OF Mixes: Private
schools were not required to pay for such
services. .

Mr. VOSPER: Nevertheless they did
pay, because every person paid rates and

axes in some way or other. Supposing
o building had been faultily erected and
an accident happened, causing personal
injury, the Minister would be liable?

Tre Presuer: There was nothing
about building in this BIIl.

Mr. VOSPER: A person should have
gome remedy, if injured iz any way.
This clause was setting up a bad prece-
dent,

Tae PREVIER:
gother.

Mr. VOSPER: Too much of this kind
of law.

Mr. LEAEKE: This Bill merely pro-
tected the Minister from personal liabi-
lity, Tt would not shut anybody out of
a remedy against the Government.

Mr. MORAN: Was this an old or a
new clause?

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: This
was new, and he had previously stated

Toc much law alto-
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that the Government were starting for-
ward in a new direction.

Mg. Siupson: Was this provision in
the previous Act?

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: A clause
like this was not, but this provision
should commend itself to hon. members.
There was a deal of new matter in the
Bill, and he regretted to hear any hon.
member say the Government never
struck out in a new direction.

Mr. Smeson: It was striking out in a
new direction, to count out the Bill, the
other night,

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The
Government did not count out the Bill.

Mr. Smpson: It was an absolute
failure of the Government in their duty
to the country, to count the Bill out.

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: The
Government were not supposed to shep-
herd the Opposition. It was the duty
of the Opposition to remain in the House.

Tae PrEMiEr : Mistakes would happen.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: Members
scemed to have got tired, on the previous
occasion, when discussing the Bill. This
provision was to protect the Minister
from actions brought under the Bill;
and as the Minister was responsible to
Parliament for his actions, if he did any
wrong he had to come to the House and
account for it ; consequently the Minister
would be careful in his actions. The
House should give thig protection to the
Minister.

Mr. LEAKE, to remove any doubt,
moved, as an amendment, that the word
“personally” be inserted after “Minister,”
in line 2.

Tee Premer: The Minister could not
be lisble personally.

Mr. LEAKE: Then the clause was
wanted to protect the Government.

Tre Premier: Members could “fleece”
the country if they liked.

Mr. MORAN: Would this clause pre-
vent an action against the Minister of
Education similar to that which was be-
fore the court? Would it prevent litiga-
tion by a teacher, such as that brought by
the teacher who had been appointed to
the Boulder school?

The Mivister oF Mives: The hen
member had better leave that case alone.

Mg. MORAN : Would the clause prevent
an action such as the one which was now
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before the court, in which o teacher was
sent to the Boulder. That teacher waa
not allowed his travelling expenses, and
no dwelling house was provided for him,
nor was he allowed anything for lodging,
according to the agreement. Would this
clause prevent the Minister being sued in
a cage of that kind?

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL: The
hon. member, he understood, was refer-
ring to o case now before the court.

Mr. Morax said he was referring to
aay case of the kind he had quoted.

Mr. VOSPER : This clause was to pro-
tect the Minister when he failed to do his
duty, or had done his duty badly. If
the clause prevented such a case as that
cited by the member for East Coolgardie
being brought against the Minister, then
it was an argument in support of the
strining out of the clause. ’

Tee ATTORNE. GENERAL: Most
undoubtedly the clause would have the
object of preventing actions against the
Government. It had been included in
the Bill to protect the Minister who might
have done something badly, or had
omitted to do sowething.

Mr. LEAKE: On the Attorney Gene-
ral’s opinion, supposing a teacher had
his salary in arrears, the teacher could not
sue for it. Therefore the clause should
be struck out.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: Why was there
any necessity to have a sub-clause of this
kind in an Education Act? The Crown
was surely not going to hide itsell be-
hind the miserable subterfuge that, be-
cause it was giving free education, the
Minister was to be protected from wrong-
doing.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES: Having
lived all this time without such a clause
in the Education Bill, we might live in
the future without it. He had no wish
to press this clause. The legal gentle-
man who framed the Bill thought that
such & clause was necessary. The Gov-
errment had no desire to get out of their
liabilities under the Bill ; and if the Minis-
ter did not pay the wages of one of its
servants, the Minister should be prepared
to be sued.

Amendment nut and passed, and the
clause struck out.

Clause 56—Penalty for disturbance:
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M. VOSPER: The clause said: “Any 1 in the interpretation clause should be

person who wilfully disturbs any State |
school established under this Act, or who
uporaids, insults, or abuses any teacher,“
etc. Was it necessary to have the word
“upbraids” in the clause? If a parent
complained t0 a teacher of anything
which had been done, it might be taken
to be “upbraiding,” end a person could
be brought before the court for it. He
moved, as an amendment, that the word
“up.braids” be struck out.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: If any
parent went into school and upbraided
even the teacher, the teacher must be pro-
tected. If discipline was to be upheld
in the school, the teacher must have the
respect of the children; and if the
tencher had not the respect of the chil-
drep, that teacher had better go. The
teacher should be protected from every
kind of insult, and the word “insult” in
law had a wide significance. If a parent
angrily accosted o teacher and said he
had no right to do this, or that the parent
waa not going to allow his child to attend
the school if the teacher behaved in this
manner, or that he did not think the
teacher had carried out his duties, that
would be upbraiding the teacher.
The clause would have a salutary effect.
It would be seen that an offending person
wag only liable to a penalty not exceeding
40s., and not less than 10s. The clause
would be useful for the sake of the chil-
dren, and it was to be hoped the hon,
member (Mr. Vosper) would not press his
amendment,

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn, and
the clause passed.

Clause 57—ngreed to.

New Clause:

Trae MINISTER OF MINES moved that
the following new clause be added to the
Bill: —

Secular instruction in Government schools
ghall include general religious teaching as dis-
tinguished from sectavian theology ; prowded
that such general instruction shall be given for
not more than half an hour deily, and only

between the first and second roll call, as pro-
vided for by the regulations.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES : The fact |

that hon. members had left the Chamber
the other evening seemed to be plain proof
that they had not sufficiently considered
this question, and the amendment which
had been carried, that a certain provision

‘the time.

atruck out, came rather ac a surprise at
If he bad himself proposed to
submit such a vital amendment as that
inrtoduced by the hon, member for Central
Murchison (Mr. llhng‘mrth), the other
evening, he would have given notice of
it. He (the Minister) had no desire to
spring anything on the House. The only
desire of the Government was to carry
out such legialation as would meet with
the approval of the majority of members ;

and the Government believed that
a majority of members were dis
tinctly in favour of some sort of

religious instruction being given in the
State schools. For a number of years
certain religious inatruction had been
given in the public schools. Children had
not been obliged to attend this general re-
ligious instruction ; as it had been opticnal
with the parents to give notice, when they
did not wish their children to attend the
religious lessons. Few parents indeed
had taken advantage of that provision in
the old Act. He wasinfermed on the best
puthority that only three percons had been
known to send, in writing, any objection
to the general religious instruction. There
was no necessity now to enter into a dis
sertation on theology, ns members well
understood what ordinary religious instrue-
tion meant. Parents desired that their
children should be instructed in the or-
dinary principles of morality, and that
they should, at any rate, be taught some
little of that Bible history which was com-
mon to the different religious denomina-
tions, and to which no religious denomina-
tion would probably object. At the same
time, a parent had a right to withdraw his
child from that general religious instruc-
tion, if so desired ; but, ashe had stated,
that privilege had been taken ad-
vantage of only on very few occasions.
The memher for Central Murchizson (Mr.
Illingworth}, when speaking on this ques-
tion the other evening, stated thathe had
heard of certain books used in the schools
to which he objected; and at the same
time raid he did not object to the Irish
National School books.

Mr. InuisewontH said he was sure he
did not say that.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES said he
would accept the assurance ; but that was
the idea conveyed by the words of the
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member. Many members of the House,
from their utterances the other evening,
could not have been aware of what this
religious instruction in the schools really
was. It had been supposed, in some guart
ers, that a new penal enactment was beiny
introduced by the Govermment; whereas
the books now used in the schools had
been in wuse since 1862, and there
had been very few objections on
the part of the parentsto send
their children to the religious lessons.
He did not intend to enter into the ques-
tion of whether religion was a good or a
bad thing. He was convinced that all
members believed religion was good. At
the root of religion lay self-respect, and
to have self-respect was a great advan-
tage for a child. Without religion, very
few people had what was really self-
respect. A large majority of the pecplein
this country desired that general religious
instruction should be given in the schools.
The Government, therefore, did not de-
sire this matter should be handled lightly,
or that advantage should be taken of a
small House, such as there was the other
evening, to do away with this religious
instruction altogether.  Personally, he
did not see that the Bill was jeopardised
by the striking out of the words from the
interpretation clause the other evening.
In the Act, the words did not appear in
the interpretation section, but appeared
in the body of the Act; and when it was
proposed to strike the words out of the
interpretation clause in this Bill, he saw
there would be an opportunity later on of
bringing up & similar clause to that now
“in existence and embodying it in the Bill
as a distinet clause. That was passing
though his mind when he allowed the hon.
member to strike out a portionof the defi-
nition clause relating to religious instrue-
tion, without then dividing the Committee
on the question. The GGovernment had
great respect for the opinion of all mem-
bers in the House, and desired to meet
the views of all sections of the community
as far as possible. The Government had
congidered, above all things, the rights
of the majority, and the majority of the
people of this colony desired that there
should be some religious imstruction in
our schools. This matter might not come
home to all the parents of children who
went to school in townm, but it did come
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home forcibly to the parents of children
attending country schools.  There were
many homes in this colony, and in other
countries in the world, where parents
were unfortunate enough not to havehad
an education themseives in their child-
hood, and such parents were unable to
impart any education to their children,
religious or otherwise. He believed there
were many such homes in this colony,
which had a very scattered population.
People had settled throughout the whole
length and breadth of the couastal area of
the country, and many of those living in
isolated parts had grown up there and
reared families, and yet were unable to
read or write. Therfore it was in coun-
try districts more especially where chil-
dren should have the oportunity of get-
ting. some religious instruction. It was
proposed in the new clause that general
religious instruction need not be given,
except at & certain time of the day. Even
members who might be opposed to the
insertion of & clause relating to religious
instruction were not opposed to religious
instruction in itself,

Mr. Monran said he was opposed to
State-paid religious teaching.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The
State desired that there should be some
religious instruetion. If not, it would
kave taken out that special religious in-
struction elause altogether, as also the
general religious clause. But no.  Par-
liument had allowed Ministers to give re-
ligious instruction in elementary scheols.
The member for North-East Coolgardie
{Mr. Vosper) had said the State objected
to relgious instruction being given in
schoola,

Mr. Moraw: This House did.

Tug MINISTER OF MINES said he
had fought hard for the system that re-
ligious instruction should be given. He
had alwoys supported it, and the Govern-
ment had supported it, and had done
everything in their power to assist the
carrying out of the principle.

Mr. Morax: That was not the ques-
tion.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: There
was no other question. The question
was with regard to relizious instruction
in State schools.  Parents of children
were compelled to cause their childrento
attend school for only four hours during
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the day. The hours of instruction under
the Bill were five, but the system at pre-
sent was that there was a first roll-call at
9 o’clock, and second roll-call at 9.40. If
a child came at 9.40, and started school
and continued the rest of the day at school,
it would have had the four hours teach-
ing required under the Bill. That was
all the Government wanted. He was
corvinced that a very large majority of
the people of this colony desired that
somé general religious instruction should
be given to their children.

Mr. VospeR : The wish was father to
the thought.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES : It was
often. so. Hom members objected to
the State paying for this religious
instruction; but if the people de-
sired it, this ought to be done.  Mem-
bers often talked about the majority
ruling, and he thought this was a case in
which the majority should be allowed to
rule.

Mr. Moraw :

Mg. OupHAM :
the Government.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES : The
majority had always ruled. The Govern-
ment  were anxious that the children
should be brought up in the way in
which the people generally desired.
Parents were allowed under this Bill to
keep their children away till the second
roll call. He helieved this clausewould
be inserted in the Bill, and that it

That was coercion.
It was the new policy of

would be found that very few parents.

indeed would keep their children away
from the State schools during the firsi
haif-hour when religious instruction ofa
general character would be imparted.
He did not think that one in ten children
would be kept away on account of the
general religious instruction, and doubted
in one hundred would

if even omne
be kept away on that account. He
believed all, with very few exceptions,

wnuld be allowed to attend when the gene-
ral religious instruction was being given,
Members might urge that teachers were
not able to give general religious instrue-
tion. If they were not able to do =o, they
were not fit to be heads of schools. The
teacheras wanted to have some idea of re-
ligion in their mind when they taught
children,

[ASSEMBLY.]

in Commiltiee.

MR, IuuivewortH: Did the Minister in-
sist on their being religious?

Mg, Supsox: What sort of religious in-
struction was it expected the teachers
would give!

Tee MINISTER OF MINES: It was
laid down in the books that were used in
our schoals.

Mr. IuivewortH: Then why not put it
in the Bill?

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: If mem-
bers wished to move in that direction he
had no objection. He thought the books
used in the schools were very good. They
had been used since 1862 till now, and
not a single denomination had objected.
If this clause were passed, it was the in-
tention of the Education Department to
continue to use them. Members knew
the meaning and intention of the clause.

MR, ILuvoworTH : What did secular re-
ligious instruction mean?

Tas MINISTER OF MINES : The clause
did not contain such an expression. It
provided that secular instruction should
include general religious instruction. If
black included

SeveraL OrposrrioNn MEuBERs : White!

Tue MINISTER OF MINES : If yellow
included a light yellow or a bright yellow,
still it was yellow, Secular religious in-
struction included general religious in-
struction which should be given during
the first half-hour of school. It was op-
tional under this clause. He would repeat
to members that children need not attend
this general religious instruction unless
they degired. Members could put their
own meaning on this clause, but he
thought it was plain. It was provided
that such general religious instruetion
should be given not more than half an
hour daily, and only between. the first and
second roll-calls—that was between 9 and
9.40. If members wished the regulations
to provide that the second roll-cali chould
not commence till 10, the alteration couia
be made. He hoped the clause would be
passed.

Mr. MORAN rose to a point of order.
Was it permissible to deal with the same
subject twice during the same session, after
the House had rejected it?

Taee CHAIRMAN : The House had not
dealt with it, except in Committee.
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Mg, MORAN : That was not an anewer.
Could a question be introduced after the
House had given an adverse vote om it !

Tup CHAIRMAN: Certainly.

Mr. ILLINGWOURTH : Before moving,
on the previous oceakion, to strike out the
definition of religious instruction, he had
asked for information which the Minister
had been unable or unwilling to give—he
preferred to think unable. He now re-
peated the question: What books were to
be used for imparting this general reli-
gious education?

Tue Mixister ofF Minks: The Bill did
not contemplate any books.

Me. ILLINGWORTH : Was it to be left
to the teacher. He (Mr. Illingworth) had
asked whether the books proposed to be
used were the books now used in New
South Wales? No reply had been given
to that, Members were in this position,
that after the strange langusge used in
the Bill had been pointed out, in which
secular instruction was declared to in-
clude general religious instruction—two
opposites, two separate things emanat-
ing from two separate realmes—we had
the spectacle of a Minister sesking to in-
troduce a new clause affirming the same
absurdity. The Minister in charge of the
Bill had stated that there was no objec-
tions to the present system of education ;
but the Mimster knew that this was the
firet time that a Bill which the whole
country had for years been crying out for,
and which had for its title “iree, secular,
and compulsory education,” had been in-
troduced into the House. It was neces-
sary, first of all, to do away with the pre-
gent system, in order to clear the ground
for free, secular, and compulsory educa-
tion. He affirmed that almost every one
of the members who had dealt with this
question at the hustings, and who had de-
clared in favour of education being
secular and free, had received the cordial
support of their hearers. Consequently,
as it was now proposed for the first time
to introduce free, secular, and compul-
sory edueation, it was too early for the
Minister to ask that evidence should he
given of objections from any individual
a3 to the operation of a system which had
not yet come into force. Every man had
& right to express his opinion on a ques-
tion of so great importance ; and, as this
was a new departure, the Minister had
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spoken of not handling this subject
lightly. He (Mr. Illingworth) hoped no
hon. member would treat the education of
children as & light matter, If there was
one subject more grave than another with
which the State had to do, that subject
wias the education of children. He had
been contending for free, secular, and
compulsory education ever since he had
a seat in this House, and long before in
another colony ; and though he wasaware
there was and must be some opposition
to this principle, just as there was opposi-
tion to the existing system, yet this
principle had been established in all
other colonies except this one; and
in no colony, notwithstanding some
objections, had there beer any serious
attempt to upset the system after
it was once established. The Mini-
gster had referred to country schools,
but these were of all places ¢he
very places where this question should
be utterly dismissed; for while there
could be some excuse for deul-
iy with the religious question in
towns, there could be none for introduc-
ing it in country distriets, where the
church or the chapel was usually the only
place of meeting for any purpose what-
ever, and where the teacher of a day-
school established by the State should
not be placed in an equivocal posi
tion towards the people around him, by
being called upon to teach religion to the
children in the State school. The Minis-
ter had said the people desired in this
colony to have religions teaching in the
State schools; but how could it be said
the people desired this, when the State
had already paid £15,000 to abolish the
denominational system of education, the
very element of which was the teaching
of religion in the day schools? In this
Bill appeared a seductive expression, in
the simple definition of a term, stating
that in secular instruction was included
religious instruction. He could under-
stand this having being thus located in
the Bill, from a fear on behalf of the
originators of the Bill that this question
would be raised; and, if hon. members
had happened to miss it in dealing with
the definition clause, the measure would
have gone forth with that definition, and
these books would have continued to be
used. The Minister had sald no hon.
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member was against religious instruction.
He (Mr. Iilingworth} had been a Sunday-
school teacher nearly all his life, and,
therefore, could not be accused of being
against religious imstruction; but he
was against the giving of imstruction in
anything by a man who did not know
what he was talking sbout. The objec-
tion was to the principle that a teacher
should be put in & school to teach that
which he did not himself understand. If
th2 Bill was to require that every teacher
should be religious, there would then be
consistencv ; but there could be no consis-
tency in allowing the teacher to give in-
struction in a subject which he did not
understand. The late Chief Justice
Higinbotham, of Victoria, said on ome
occasion that the State could not teach,
that it could only instruct. He (Mr.
[lingworth) held that a man’s education
was at least two-fold, if not three-fold ;
that his moral and religious nature re-
quired to be educated; for a man who
¥ns educated only on the one side of his
nature, by receiving such education as a
State school was able to give, would be,
as & criminal, more dangerous when edu-
cated, than when uneducated. Religious
activity was very much alike in all the
colonies, and he was going to make 2
comparisen by quoting the deparimental
figures of the Victorian year-book for
the year 1893.

THE PrEMiER: 18931

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: Yes. That
year would serve as well as any other for
the comparison he was going to make,
and he asked hon. members t¢ care-
fully weigh these figures. The State
schools in the colony of Victoria in that
year numbered 2,038 ; the Sunday schools
numbered 2,552; the State school
tezchers numbered 4,968 ; the Sunday
school teachers numbered 19,628 ; the
average attendance in the State schools
wug 129,678, and the average attendance
in the Sunday schools was 154,996.
Thus, these figures showed that there
were more Sunday schools than State
day schools; that there were nearly
four times as many teachers in Sun-
day schools s there were in the
Stale day schools; and that there
were more scholars attending the Sunday
schools than were attending State day-
schools. These were the returns from
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only 18 denominations; and as the Sun-
day schoo! statistics were not carefully
kept, many such schools did not make a
return, so that there would be an under-
statement. Every child attending a
State school was duly accounted for in
the Government returns; whereas for
Sunday schools, many children attending
were not accounted for in these returns,
the Sunday schools being mueh under-
stated. These were the facts, as far
as Victoria was concerned in 1893 ; and
the same was true of every other

colony, in proportion to itz num-
bers, showing that on the whole
there were more teachers engaged

in Sunday schodls giving religious in-
struction. than there were teachers in
day schools. The teachers in Sunday
schoola were, for the most part, godly
people who were voluntarily doing this
work, and he (Mr. Illingworth) must affirm
that these were the proper persons to
take up this work. In adopting free,
secular, and compulsory education in this
colony, a personal responsibility at once
rested on every Christian, and on all
religious people in the colony, to see that
their Sunday schools were properly sup-
ported. In these religious communities
there were four teachers voluntarily en-
gaged, properly trained, and under the
supervision of the churches, giving re-
ligious instruction to children in the
Sunday schools, as compared with every
teacher engaged in secular instruction in
the State schaols. Therefore, why should
there be any desire to hand over religious
teaching to teachers in our State schools
as another subject in addition to the
secular subjects which they had to teach,
seeing that religion was a subject which
many of these teachers knew nothing
about? In Victoria at least 40 per cent.
of the teachers were Roman Catholics,
though he did not know what was the
proportion in this colony ; and to the con~
scientions Roman Catholic there was a
difficulty in his taking up the Bible, or
any text-book of Bible extracts, as a
means of imparting religious instruction
to children. Why should those teachers
who were of the Reman Catholic faith in
our State schoels be called upon to teach
religion to the children? Why should men
of no religion whatever—a Jew, for in-
gtance, who had no faith in the New Tes-
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tament he wasg ¢alled upon to teach from
—why should he be called upon to teach
our religion as a part of secular instruc-
tion in State schools? Such a person
might teach arithmetic without bias,

for it would not matter, in deal-
ing with such a subject, what his
religion happened to be; but when

a teacher had to take up these re-
ligious books and use them in State
schools, it became impossible for him to
teach from these books without bias. Up
to this date we had not had this system
in operation, but a denominational sys-
tem which we had paid £13,000 to get
rid of.

Tar Premikk: The State schools had
not been altered in any way.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : This book
(N.S.W. religious lessons), containing

quotations from holy writ, was to e
brought into our State schools. Some-
times it quoted the Douay Bible ond
sometimes the ordicary King James's
vergsion. The lately revised version was
not taken into ¢onsideration. The
moment this hook was introduced into
a State school, that school became one
which the child of a conscientious Roman
Catholic could not enter.

Tue PreMisR : Why not ¢ They need
not go there until the religious instruc-
tion was over.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH : It religious
teaching were introduced into State
schools, there wag nothing left for con-
scientious Roman Catholics but to main-
tain their own schools as they were
now doing, and he honoured them for
doing it, much as he differed from them.
Sooner than accept from the State in-
. struction which they disapproved of, they
paid for the education of their own chil-
dren. This was a manifest injustice ;
because the conscientious Roman Catho-
lic had first to pay for the education of
his children in his'own school, and then
he was taxed by the Government to pay
for the schools which he could not use,
because relizion was taught in them.
And the only logical end of such a system
was @ separate grant to the Roman
Cntholics, which, when conceded, en-
titled the Anglican and every other
church to a like grant ; and then we
would be going right back to the old
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denominational system which had been
previously abandoned.

Tre PremiEr : It was a new thing te
hear the hon. mwember advocating the
cnuse of the Roman Catholics.

Mn. ILLINGWORTH said he hoped
he would always be found arguing for the
right on any side. The Minister who
introduced this Bill had particularly re-
quested that it be discussed seriously ;
and he (Mr. Illingworth). was surprised
at the levity of the Treasury benches on
the subject.  According to this book
which it was proposed to introduce, the
teacher was required to have a certain
lesson read, and o ask certain questions
or “words to be explained by the
teacher.” The first of the words to be
explained in lesson 2 by the teacher was
the word “circumcise.” Fancy a young
lady teacher of 16 or 17 years of age
explaining that word. Turning over
the page he found the word “repent-
anee,” with an explanation vs follows : —
“The Greek word here rendered ‘repent-
ance,’ a3 well as the kindred verb rem-
dered ‘repent,’ is, in this and several
other passages translated in the Vul-
guke Latin by peenitentin ; and in the
Nlichns  version by the English werd
(derived fromn that) ‘penance,” which is
contracted from ‘penitence.’” And this
wag said to be “undogmatic teaching,”
although the teacher was required to
tench with respect to the very ground-
work of the division between the Protes
tant and Catholic Churches. This was
the sort of teaching which was declared
unsectarian and undogmatic in the Bill.
Taking up another lesson in the book,
the word “converted” was required to
be expleined by the teacher. Here was
a word which was the battloground be-
tween two large Protestant sects. If
hon. members were not aware of this,
that did not alter the fact. Another
word to be explained was “quickening ;”
comment unnecessary. The next expres
sion to be expluned, “Day of the
Lord,” was one on which the whole
Christian: Church was divided with re-
gard to the pre-millennial and post-
millennial doctrines.

Mr. Leskg: The children would not
be taught in such terms as the hon. mem-
her wasg using.
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Me. ILLINGWORTH: The statement
that this was unsectarian and undogmatic
teaching was utterly false. It was of the
most dogmatic character canceivable,
when the words to be explained formed
the battle-ground of the sects.

Mg. Jaups: Some people were better
cusuists than Christians

Mg. ILLINGWORTH : Christianity was
zood if a man was a hypoerite. Suppose
a teacher took the pre-millennial side of
the question, he would naturally explain
the phrase “Day of the Lord” according
to his own faith ; and the same would be
the case with a teacher holding post-mil-
lennial views. There were page after page
of simitar words, of which the interpreta-
tions constituted the battle-ground of
all the sects in existence; the primary
battle-ground between the Protestant
and the Catholic, between the Anglican
and the Wesleyan, between the Arminian
and the Calvinist, between the post-mil-
lennial and the pre-millenial.

Tne PremMier: Were there many of
these neople in the colonies—the “post”
and “pre’s?’

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: There were.
Every Christian who understood hiscreed
was either one or the other. Everyone
who spoke of the resurrection of the body
and the life everlasting, every member
of the Anglican Church when he prayed
to God to speedily make up the number
of His elect, was dealing with either the
post or the pre-millennial phase of the
question. He was either a believer one way
or the other, or else he was no believer at
all, If he went to his church and re
peated his creed, he ought to helieve it or
else refrain from going. If this book were
introduced, when it happened that the
Catholic, or the Jewish, or any other
church asked for o separate grant, he (Mr.
Ilingworth) would vote in favour of it.
The next point he wished to make was
that religious teaching in State schools
way wholly unnecessary, because the work
was Dhetter done on Sundays by people
who were properly fitted to do it. The
domain of the State was entirely different
from that of the Church. Religion be-
lorged to the Church, and the Church
ghould keep its own domain. Just as the
community resented, and rightly resented,
the interference of the Church as an
organigation in secular affairs—in our
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State Government—so the State oughé not
to overstep the line and enter upon that
which properly belonged to the Church.
The State could not teach religion, If it
pretended to teach religion it must teach
some religion, and that religion must
necessarily become the religion of the
State ; consequently, the system reverted
to one of the worst possible phases in
connection with this religious question.
1 did away with the liberty for which
the British people had been contending
for hundreds of years; and the House
would be commifting a fatal mis
take if it allowed this book, or any other
book which called upon the teacher to
giwve religious instruction, to enter State
schools.  Consequently he was opposed
to the amendment, and would not only
vote against it himself, but would call
upon, all hon. members who thought with
him to vote against it also.

Mr. LEAKE (Albany) said he did not
intend to vote for the new clause, for
the same reason as he had supported the
striking out of the particular sub-clause
of the interpretation clause, This new
clause only introduced in another form
the words of the sub-clause already struck
out. He objected to religious teaching
in schools being given by State school
teachers. The principla had lwen
affirmed that religion should not be
taught in schools except by the clergy,
and he was going to propose to the Com-
mittee what seemed to him o wodified
and a fair course. This modified course
would not only carry cut the views of
the Government, but would affirm the
practice that had been in vogue for some
years past. The Cominittee should not
leave to regulation or to the whim of
Ministers that which should be affirmed
in the Act. It had been announced over
and over again that the particular books
in question had been in force for years
past, and were &till in force in the Govern-
ment schools. He saw no objection to
that, because it had been explained to
him they were for the most part stories
of the Bible. At any rate, it was the
intention of the Government to allow
those books not merely to be read, but
to be taught in the State schools. He
asked the Committee to draw a distinction
between reading the books and having
the books taught. If a book like this
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were merely put inte the hands of child-
ren, and they were allowed to read it,
and get, as it were, a general idea of the
gtories of the Bible, no harm would be
done to anyone. DBut it was when doc-
trines or dogmas were taught to children
that the difficulty arose of children being
led to follow the peculiar ideas or teach-
ing of the particular individual. The
words he proposed to substitute for those
proposed by the Minister were clear and
emphatic, and read as follows : —“Nothing
in this Act contained shall prevent the
voluntary reading of the authorised ver-
gion of the Bible, or the books known as
Scripture lessons published by direction
of the Commissioners of National Educa-
tion, Ireland, in any State or Govern-
ment school, during the first half hour of
the achool day.”

Mz. Moran: What did the hon. mem-
ber call the authoriged Bible?

Mz, IuunoworrH: That would depend
upon. the teacher.
Mr. Vosper:
whom?

Mr. InunewortTH: King James the
First. '

Mr. Vosper: Or the Pope!?

Mr. LEAERKE: It did not matter
whether the authorised version was what
was known as the Protestant Bible, or
what was known as the Dousy Bible.
For all practical purposes the story of
the Bible was mainly the same in the two
versions.

Mg. Moran: Yes,
cabees, fér instance.

MR, IuuveworTh: Not exactly.

Mg, LEAKE: No harm could be done
to any child who read the Douay Bible
or the Protestant Bible. He would put
all these books into the hands of his own
children for the purpose of letting them
learn the history of the Bible, or the his-
tory of one of the greatest nations the
earth had ever known—the history of the
Jews, What possible harm could come
to anybody by being taught that re-
markable history.

Mr. Moran: “Taught?” He thought
the hon. member would not teach reli-
gion.

Mg, LEAKE: The hon. member was
quite right to check him in the use of

Version authorised by

in the two Mac-

the word “taught.” What objection could | their parents did not object to he taught.
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there be to children learning the story by

reading ?
Mr. Morax: Historically?
Mr. LEAKE: Historicaily, certainly.
Mg, Moran : And the New Testa-
ment?

Mr. LEAKE : What the children learned
in the morning gould be taught and ex-
plained not by the teachers, but by the
clergymen in the afternoon.

Mr. Morax: Did the hon. member in-
clude the New Testament as weli?

Mr. LEAKE: Yes. Why not include
the leading facts in the New Testament?
Whether the Anglican or Roman Catholic
version was taken, it was practically the
game,

Mr. Morav: There would have to be &
pair of Bibles for that.

Mr. LEARE said he did not want lo
keep anything back, or to hesitate to ex-
press his opinion. When he used the
words “authorised version” he un-
doubtedly had in his mind what was
known as the Church of England Bible,
and he did not want members to think he
was fencing with the question at all.

Mr. Moran : That version was dogmatic
itself.

Mr. LEAEKE: No, it was not.

Mg. Morax: Oh, certainly.

Mr. LEAKE: Why he preferred the
Angliean Bible was because it conformed
to the ideas of the majority of those who
attended the schools. It was known that
the minority, the Roman Catholics, were
againgt the Bible being read in schools at
all. At least he assumed they were. Why
should that minority interfere with the
ideag of Protestants {

Mgz. Moran: There, now!

Mr, LEARE ¢aid he did not care whe-
ther the member for East Coolgardie liked
it or not, he was not there to say things tc
tickle the ears of that member.

Tre PreMiER : The arpument of the hon.
member (Mr. Leake) held good in support
of the proposal of the Minister.

Mr. LEAKE: That was not the ocase,
because he (Mr. Leake) was drawing the
distinetion between teaching and mere
reading. The Minister’s idea. was to allow
religion to be taught, and that threw a
rather unnecessary burden. upon the shoul-
ders of the teacher.

Tee Premier: Anglican children and
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Mr. LEAKE: No, they did not object
to be taught, but out of consideration for
the Roman Catholic Bible, he now pro-
posed that religion should not be taught.

Tap Premier : The Roman Catholic
children need not be present.
Mr. LEAKE: Then why did the

Roman Catholics make this fusa?

Tup Premier: Why not agree to the
Minister’s proposal?

Mr. LEAKE: Because the Minister's

ard was really what had already been
negatived by the Committee. The
Minister proposed “general religious
teaching,” which was too wide altogether,

Tae Premigr: But it was confined to
half-an-hour.

Mr. LEAEKE said he was coming to that
point.

Tre Premigr: The books must be
approved hefore being used.

Mr. LEAKE: If the Church of
England Bible was read in the schools it
would not be doing any injustice to the
Roman Catholics, but it would be doing
justice to the Protestants.

Mr. Morax: That was an invidious
distinction. That wag not secular educa-
tion '

Mr. LEAKE : It was not secular, but
it was modifying the views of “general
religious teaching” which had been
advanced by the Minister. His (Mr.
Leake's) desire was to steer a middle
course. He was comscious there was a
strone feeling in the Protestant portion
of the community that the Bible, or
these books, should be read in the State
schools. Most people said that the books
should be taught, but in his opinion it
was sufficient to read them.

Tre Premier: No one had complained,
and these hooks had been taught for years.

Mr. LEAEE: But some people were
objecting to these books being used, and
were objecting to the Government pro-
posal. The Government were going fur-
ther than he proposed to go.

Trve Premier: The Government were
only continuing the present law.

Mer. LEAKE said he was trying to put
& limit to the present law,

Tup Presier : So were the Government.

Mr. LEAKE: In order to meet the
views of those persons who were object-
ing?
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THE PrEMIER: The Government limited
the time.

Mg, James: Who objected?

Mg. LEAKE: The Roman Catholics ob-
jected, but if the Catholics did object to

. their children going to school during the

time the Bible was being taught, those
children were only losing the first half-
bour of the day, so that really no injus-
tice was done to them at all.  The little
boox was in use in the schools now. He

pronosal was a contradiction in terms, . did not shut his eyes to the fact that two

' years ago, in order to meet the religious

views of the Roman Catholics, and to
enable them practically to endow their
schools, the State gave that denomina-
tion. £15,000.

Tae Premier: Very little it was, too.

Mer. LEAKE: At any rate the Roman
Catholics got £15,000, while the other .
denominations got nothing,

Tre Premier: They had done nothing,
either.

MRr. LEAKE said he did not want to go
Lack on the old question, but there was
the fact that £15,000 was paid. What
the Government said now was, “Let the
practice of teaching religion in a modified
form prevail in the State schocls.” He
urged the Government not to push their
ideas to that extreme, but to be satisfied
with the modified suggestion that the
Bible and those other books should be
read oaly.

THe Previgr: The other was preferred
by parents, he believed.

Mg. LEAKE: There had been no ex-
pression of opinion from them yet. He
was not particularly wedded to his amend-
ment, but he wanted to see the question

' gettled, and he wanted to see it settled in

the Act, and not left to regulations. If
this religious question was left to regula-
tions there might he a Roman Catholic
Minister of Education two or three years
hence, and then what would be the trou-
bile? That Minister might alter the regu-
lations just as they might be altered by
an Agnostic, a Jew, or an unbeliever.

Tre Premigr: The Minister could not
alter them.

Mgr. LEAKE : So long as there were
only regulations to go on there would be
a constant state of ferment ; but make the

. provision in the Act, and it was settled

‘ once for all.

He hoped the amendment
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he bad moved would be a fair and reason-
able compromise.

Tee Premier: If the hon. member sup-
ported the Government proposal it would
be all right.

Mz. LEAEKE: The amendment was bet-
ter than the proposal of the Government.
He could not support the Government
proposal because he did not believe in re-
ligion being taught in schools except by
the clergy. The Bible was valuable for
teaching purposes, as a history.

Mg. IuungwoRTH: It was taught two
days & week.

Mr. LEAEE: It should not ve taurit
in a school. He krew there was a strong
feeling that the children should not be
brought up in entire ignorance of the
Bible. We were all agreed on the ques-
tion of biblical lore—that is, we were all
agreed as to the story of the Bible,  All
he asked was that the childrer in the
schools should have an opportunity of
learning what that story was by reading
it, and not by having any doctrine forced
upon them by the teacher. There was
a further danger in this system of teach-
ing—whether teaching the Bible or teach-
ing general religion. It would be made
# task for the children, whereas reading
would be a pleasure for them, and they
would be more likely to acquire useful
information if they regarded it as a plea-
gure than if it was thrust upon them as
o task.

Mr. EWING: The clause proposed to
be inserted by the Minister was practi-
cally a repetition of the clause struck out
the other night. It contained the ab-
surd definition. we had previously dealt
with. He was just as strongly of opinien
now as then that it was a highly improper
and undesirable thing to allow the ordin-
ary school teacher to tench what he called
religion.  There bed been a certain pro-
position made by the leader of the Oppo-
sition to the effect that the authorised
Bible should be read in the public schools,
and he agreed with him to that extent.
So far as he was concerned, if any Bible
wag to he read in the schools of this com-
munity it should be, so far as his vote
was able to control it, the Bible that was
used by the Protestant bodies.

Mr. Morax : That was limiting it in-
deed.
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Mr. EWING: He believed in that
Bible and in the teaching it contained,
and he did not believe in the Bible used
by the Roman Catholic Church. There
were several books in the Douay version
which he had been taught to believe
ought not te be contained in it, and com-
mandments were omitted from the Douay
version which were contained in the Pro-
testant Bible. So far as he could pre-
vent it he would not have the Bible that
the Roman Catholics belicved in, and
which he as a Protestant did not believe
in, read to the children in the school.

Mr. Morax: The hon. member wished
to ram the Protestant version down the
children’s throats.

Mr. EWING: No; he held that there
should be no teaching of religion in the
public schools, except by the respective
teachers of religion, to the children whose
pareats wished their children to be seo
instructed. He hoped he would not be
misconatrued. He would have no Bible
taught to Protestants except the Protes-
tant Bible, and he realised that the mem-
ber for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) was
just as much entitled to say that he would
heve no Bible taught to Roman Catholic
children exeept the Douay version,

Me. Morax said he did not want any
version taught.

Mr. EWING : If the hon. member was
in favour of having any version taught,
ke would no doubt say that it should be
the Douay version. There were grave
distinctions, notwithstanding what the
member for Albany (Mr. Leake) said to
the contrary, between the two Bibles.
There were books in the Douay version
which were not contnined in the author-
ised version. There was a difference be-
tween the commandments in the Protes-
tant Bible and those in the Douay version.
Which was right and which was wrong be
was not in a position to say, but he had
been taught that the commandments in
the Protestant Bible were right, and that
those in the Douay version were wrong.
If the member for Albany (Mr. Leake) said
there was no difference between the two
Bibles, he was much mistaken. Differ-
ences did exist, and they were most ma-
terial ; and as a Protestant he said that
we should have no Bible taught or read
in the public schools unless we could de-

, fine and agree as to what Bible it should
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be, and he did not see any chance of our
doing so. Therefore, he would exclude
the teaching of the Bible from public
schools, except as provided under the Bill.
We had surely given ample provision for
the clergy to impart religious instruction.
We had set apart a certain time every
doy for religious lessons to be given.

Tue Premier: What about the schools
in the country, where there were no
clergy?

Mr. EWING: The Government might
provide that where there was no denomi-
national olergyman in any locslity, some
one might be appointed by the denomina-
tions concerned to impart the religious
instruetion required to the children

Tue Mmister oF Mings: That was the
law now.

Mr. EWING: That met the position
taken: up by the Premier.

TrE Mmvister or MiNgs: It was next
to impossible to get people to do this
work.

Mgr. EWING : Were the religious deno-
minations so lax in their duties that they
would not perform this task? ** that
were 80, the State had no ripht to de it
for them. It would be wrong to shift
on to the shoulders of the State the re-
gponsibility which belonged to different
denominations. He was glad to learn
from the Minister that in the outlying
districts persons might be appointed by
the several denominations to impart re-
ligious instruetion to the children.

Tre MmvisTeEr oF Mives: The people in
these outlying districts had their daily
occupations to attend to, and could not
look after the teaching.

Mr. EWING said his experience was
that in the country districts and in the
towns people were only too willing to im-
part religious instruction,

Tar Mimnister oF Mixes: Not during
working hours.

Mg. EWING: There were hundreds of
people who willingly devoted their epare

time to the teaching of relizion. The
Minister must know many such.
Tue MivisTeR oF Mmves: Not in the

outlying districts.

Mr. EWING: The amendment of the
member for Albany (Mr. Leake) was
better than the Government propoesal, but
hoth were bad. The Government wighed
to put in the hands of the schoolmasters
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the right to teach without any restriction.
He (Mr. Ewing) said that no Roman
Catholic dare teach Protestanism, and
that no Protestant would 1each Roman
Cathclicism. This was the cage now, and
would be so to the end of the chapter.
The member for Albany (Mr. Leake) pro-
posed that certain books ghould be read
in the schools.

Mg. Leake: The proposal wasthat there
should be nothing to prevent the reading
of those books.

Mr. EWING: That practically meant
that those books would be read. The
books provided for the teacher distinctly
sa'd that certain words should be ez-
plained. Now a man could not explain
the doctrine of conversion or any other
doctrine contained in thoze books with-
out going into religious dogma, and he was
hound to explain the particular views
held by his particular church. How was
a Jewish teacher to explain and teach
from books containing the words of
Cbrist? How were Jewish children to
ree the New Testament with advantage?

Tre Preamier: They need not do it
They need not attend the school at the
time that the religious instruction is
civen.

Mr. EWING: If we were legiclating
for the whole of the community, let us
lerislate so as not to offend against any
section. Let us give to the Jew or the
Gentile the fullest possible opportunity
to teach their children. He would be the
last to exclude religious instruction from
the public schools. There were persons
appointed for the purpose of teaching re-
ligion in the community, and these per-
sons should have the right to teach their
own particular denominational children.
Rut he did, as a Protestant, object to any
Protestant child being taught by Roman
Catholic teachers, and he had no doubt
whatever that Roman Catholics would
object to their children being taught by
Protestant teachers. He felt very strongly
on this question, which was a very impor-
tant one, and deserved to receive the most
mature consideration. He would vote
against the proposed new clanse intro-
duced by the Minister, as also against
the amendment moved by the member
for Albany (Mr. Leake).

Mz. VOSPER: Following the example
of the member whe had last spoken, he
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intended to vote against the proposed
clause and also against the amendment.
The Minister in charge of the Bill had
said that the majority of people in this
colony were in favour of religious instruc-
tion being given in State schools; but,
in arriving at that conclusion, the Mini-
ster hnd probably not taken the best
means of ascertaining the facts. If an
appeal or referendum were made to the
people, it would probably be found that
the great bulk of them wegre absolutely
indifferent on the question. The fact of
no objection having been raised against
religious mstructlcm, as the Minister had
stated, was in itself evidence of that in-
difference. Even if the majority did
desire religious instruction to be given to
their children in State schools, that was
already provided for by clause 37. What
the people generally did desire was that
religious ingtruction should be given by
persons qualified to teach religion, and
in whom the parents felt confidence as
to their ability to teach it. People did
not want an indiscriminate number of
persons to be appointed by the State to
teach relizgion to children in State
gchools; but what they did want gener
ally was that any religion taught in the
achools should be of the type which the
particular persons professed. As to the
definition given in the Bill, that defini-
tion was bad enough in the first instance,
and it was not much improved i the
new clause which the Minister had now
proposed to add to the Bill. In that defi-
nition, secular education was made to in-
clude religious instruction, and it meant
that the religious instruction would oe
given according to the different ideas of
different teachers; so that every shade
and division of religious opinion would
bz imparted into the lessons given.
People would interpret the definition in
the ordinary sense as given in a dic
tionary, and any other interpretation
they would regard as being intended to
humbug them. To show how contrary
thiz definition would be in practice, what
would happen if a Jew were appointed
n teacher in a State school, and were re-
quired under this Bill to give religious
lessons to the children of Christian
parents, and to interpret this book of re-
ligious lessons to Christian children? At
the very beginning, the foundations of

[20 Jory, 1898.]

561

in Commitlee.

Christianity would be sapped by such a
system, because, not only did the Jew and
the Christian differ as to the divine mie-
gion and the God-head of Christ, but they
differed in their fundamental definitions
of the deity himself. Throughout the Old
Testament, the deity was pictured in the
most lurid colours as one who demanded
an eye for an eye, and o tooth for a
tooth, and visited the sons of the fathers
upon the children unte the third and
fourth generation. Therefore, the doc-
trine that Ged is the father of all man-
kind was not recognised by the Jew;
consequently the conscientious Jew, inen-
deavouring to explain the book of re-
ligious lessons to Christian children,
st necessarily do o from the Jewish
stondpoint. The Quaker and the Ply-
mouth Brother had their peculiar dog-
mas; and, without referring particularly
to them, there was also the Unitarian,
whose principsl chapel in London bore
on its front this motfo, “O Ores Theos,”
the one God. This book of religious
lessons contained the New Testament
dectrine of the Trinity, and how could
a Unitarian tescher instruct Christian
children in that doctrine? This clause
would open an avenue for the destruc-,
tion of Christianity iz the minds of
children ; or, if it was not proposed to
admit the Jew, the Unitarian, and the Ag-
nostic inte the ranks of teachers in State
schoolg, then this clause would open up
a system of persecution for faith's sake,
beeause it should be the aim of the Edu-
cation Department to get the most
lentned and the most ekilled men into
its teaching body, independently of what
their religious faith might be. This
book contained the Mosaic account of
the creation, as given in the first and
second chapters of “Genesis,” and he
kunew that alarge proportion of the most
Jearned men, amongst whom might be
ranked some of the greatest naomes in
science, literature, ajpd philosophy, be-
lieved that the Mosaic account of the
creation and the deluge, and all the
events described in the four books of
Moses, were not historical. In dealing
with the laws of the Jews and the history
of the Jewish nation, it might be admitted
that the account of them in the Bible
was partly traditionsl and partly his-
torical ; yet there were many people who
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did not belisve that the early books of
Moses contained any historical facts at
all. Many learned persons thought that
such a thing as the sudden creation of
man and woman, of birds and beasts,
and the whole cosmos, never took place ;
that the whole thing was gradually
evolved from some inferior creation to
the stage as it appeared at the present
time ; and this belief, he must point out,
did not exclude the existence of a guiding
hand. Darwin himself, who was the
biological founder of the Darwinian
theory and pot ite inventor, described
the creation as a progression under divine
guidance ; yet here was a lesson-book
which the Education Department was
going to place in the hands of teachers
who, so far as they understood the sub-
ject, must necessarily have diverse views
on religious questions: and how could a
teacher give
children onthe Mosaic account of the crea-
tion, if the teacher did not himself be-
lieve in the Mosaic record? Ought such a
man to be entrusted with the religious
education of children in State schools?
The highest form of education we could
give to children was that which would be
. useful to them ; and if the churches liked
to look after the future life, then in
heaven’s name let the churches look after
it, and let the State leave it alone. The
hook which the member for Central Mur-
ckison (Mr. Illingwerth) had quoted from
contained all the grounds for religious
cortroversy.  Every doctrine since the
days of Christianity down to the present
time was based upon some authority in
that book, and every portion of it was
controversial.  Every conceived opinion
from the days of the Agnostics down
to the Salvation Army had its basis
in that book. Let us keep out of
this controversy, and let the State
stand by and see fair-play, and take
care that none should suffer because
of their faith. Take, for example, such a
word as “conversion”: he challenged
hon. members to produce any three men
who would agree as to the interpretation
of that word. He would except from that
statement the Roman Catholic membere
of the House, because they had a dogma
which thev were taught, and they would
only have to repeat it. The same differ-
ence of intrepretation applied to the
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word ‘“‘repent,” or te¢ every other word
that involved & doctrine which was in
thet book. This Bill was not introduc-
ing a secular system of education or a
religious system of education, but was
establishing the teaching of sectarian
doctrines, and doing all that could be
done te¢ fan the flame of sectarian ani-
mosity. As to the amendment, there
wus a difficulty even in that; for while
there’ were scientific objections to the
Bill, in regard to those who differed as
to the correct and authorised version ol
the Bible, there was also the objection
that whether the lesson book which had
been quoted from by the member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth) was
read in the schools, or whether the Bible
was read without comment, the inevitable
result must be that childrgn would ask
for explanations. Although he had heard
hon. members say they would trust their
children to read the Bible, he knew there
were parts of the Bible which members
would not like to see in their children’s
bands. We could not possibly put an
oper Bible in the State schools, as it
would be detrimentsl to the religious
and moral instinets of the children
Then, if we could not place the open Bibls
in the schools, who was to make a selec-
tion? It had not been dones in Ireland.
There was ro authority, either lay or
ecclesiastical, to carry out this work pro-
perly. If we allowed the Bible to be
read without comment, the children would
obtain misleading ideas sbout it. No
twe grown-up men could agree on any
one passage of Scripture; therefore how
could any doctrinal ideas be formed by
babes and sucklings? This wns not &
question to be considered between Catho-
lic and Pratestant. There were people
outside the Protestant and Catholic
churches who had something to say.
There was a mixed population in this
country, and people had varied ideas.
There was a large section of people grow-
ing up here opposed to no religion, but
who had no faith in any religion. That
section had a right to be considered also.
That section did not interfere with re-
ligious teaching, and did not go to the
churches and disturb the ceremonies;
but if a wmissionary or a proselytiser
came round and made disturbances in
people’s dwellings, they had a right to
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fire him out. This section of the com-
munity was not going to run any risks
by having the children taught in the way
proposed in this Bill.  Moreover, the
moral teaching and the religious teaching
which that section proposed to give their
children they were content to give at
heme, and not worry the State at all. The
amendment was & vital one. It was
taking that middle course which was like
being between two stools. This sys
tem of free, secular, and compulsory
education which the Government were
introducing would lay the foundation
for animosities in the future. When
the religious teachers had the right
of going to the schools and expound-
ing their doctrines in a time set
apart for them, why in addition to this
privilege should the school teachers
teach religious doctrines? The speech of
the member for the Swan (Mr. Ewing)
went to show the diversity of opinion in
regard to the Bible ; and his idea was like
that which was said to have been given
by a Southern planter to a negro, whe
asked him what “liberty” meant. The
planter said, “liberty entitles me to do
ag I like, and gives me the right to do as
you like.” The Minister of Mines had
said there wes no religious feeling in the
country, and that the religious feelings of
the children were neglected.

Tup MivistEr oF Mixes: What had
been said was that there were no persons
in country districts to give religious in-
struction.

Mzr. VOSPER: There was more reli-
gious feeling and superstition in the
country than in the cities. There were
to be found, proportionately, more expo-
pents of the truth and the Gospel, and
morr people who made religion a hobby,
in the country than in the towns. In a
city there were worldly attractions during
the week, and on Sunday there were foot-
ball, rowing matches and what not, and
there was a larger number of people pro-
portionately who did not go near the
churches at all. In the country that was
different.

Tue Monster oF Mixes: The people in
the country were not indifferent to reli-
gion. That was what he had said.

Mr. VOSPER : If a parent had any re-
ligious zeal, what was to hinder him from
teaching the child what he wished the
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child to believe. If there was no lack of
zeal, why should the State come to the
assistance of that which had already ex-
isted. If there was a leaven.it would raise
the loaf. Woe betide the mnation that
tried to socialise religion! 1In every
country where religion had been social-
ised and had become a matter of the
State, it was an unmitigated curse
Between the religion and the State there
was a great gulf fixed, and any attempt
to combine the two meant a greater dis-
aster to both. Revolution came along,
and five or six years afterwards it would
be found that atheism was rampant.
That was what had occurred in Paraguay,
and would occur where any at-
tempt was made to socialise religion.
The Minister now said the churches could
not be got to do the work. Without
making any invidious comparison be
tween the Catholic and the Protestant
Churches, that was where the Catholic
body stood on a stronger and much moere
logical basis. The Ministers told the
Committee that because the churches
would not attend to the religious educa-
tion of the country, the State must step
in. The position was altogether a
vicious one. If any concession had tobe
given to either of the parties, the Catho-
lice should have the greater considera-
tion. The Catholics did not ask for
consideration from the State, but
metely for the right to educate their
own children as they pleased, and to see
that the money they contributed to the
State should not be used to teach doctrines
inimical to the doctrines of the Catholic
Church. That the Catholics had a per-
fect right to demand. And those out-
side the Protestant smd Catholic faith
had a right to demand that the moncy
should be spent for free, secular, and
compulsory education. This was the
purpose of the Bill, and it was the
rankest hypocrisy to subvert that pur-
pose. He felt himeelf compelled to vote
against both the original proposition
and the amendment. Ample authority
aad safeguards were provided in clause
37 for all the religious bodies in emxist-
ence now or likely to exist. If the re-
ligious hodies were not satisfied, the
Committee should not sanction anything
which would havethe effect of marring a
proposal to confer on the people that for
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which they had been asking, namely,
education free, compulsory, and above
all secular.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) said he did not intend to weary
the committee by many words, especi-
ally afier the long speech to which they
bad just been compelled to listen. The
wember for Central Murchison (Mr.
Iliingworth} again found himself in
strange company. He, a Christian man,
fomd himseli working with ope who
was not a believer at all.  Although
the speech of the member for North-
East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper) might
be an excellent ome from his own
point of view, the Committee must
be careful in  taking the advice
of a member who did not seem fo
have any belief in, at any rate, doc-
trines which most members professed.
It would be much wiser to follow the
experience of this colony in the matter
of religious instruction, and do what was
believed to be the best, rather than be car-
ried away by any ideas of what might be
considered by some to be most de
sireble.  He altogether combated the
view that the people of the colony did
not want religious teaching in the State
schools.  People who had children to
gend to school were just as able to
judge on this matter as was the member
for North-East Coolgardie. For his
(ihe Premier’s) own part he had always
found that people who had children of
school age desired that those children
be in favour of some religious teaching.
The generality of the people in the colony
were Christian people, who desired that,
ai any rate, some religion should be
taught in the schools. I a poll on this
question were taken of all the people in
the colony who had children of school
age, he believed a large majority would
be in favor of some religious teaching.
He very much regretted that the intro-
duction of this Bill should have agnin
opened the floodgates of talk om
religious  questions.  Personally, he
gshould have advised the Minister of
Mines not to introduce this part of the
Ditl at all, seeing that with very few ex-
ceptions, and these not important, the
Bill was simply a transcript of the pre-
sent law.  The object of the Govern-
ment in bringing in this Bill was to
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give free education ; and possibly, if
they had been a little wiser, they would
have simply introduced a Bill for that
purposs alone, and thus have avoided
discussion so full of religious contro-
versy. This clause which the Govern-
ment sought to re-introduce was really
the law a8 it had existed for the last
thirty years in this ¢olony, and in a
more gpecial sense it had been the law
gince 1895. It had been the law, too,
in New Scutk Wales for many years, as
hon. members who came from that
colony well knew. The very words of the
olause were copied from the West Aus-
tralian Act of 1895, and were identical
with the law as it existed in New South
Wales for some twenty years past. That
being so, the law having been so long in
existence in another colony as well as
here without giving any cause of com-
plaint, the Government had experience
on their side when they asked members
to agree to let it remain on the statute
book where it had been so long. Asto
the religious issues raised, the religious
instruction given in State schools was not
whatever the teacher liked to impart,
but religious instruction from books
which were approved. No doubt the
books im use at the present time would
continue ; but there was no reason why
their use should be continned if they

were found to be inapplicable.  Still,
trey had stood the test of time.
Mr. Morax : They had not.  They

were absolutely objected to by many
people.

Tue PREMIER said he would deal with
that later on. He did not know that
many reople objected to them. He could
not follow the hon. member there; and,
ag far as the Roman Catholic portion
of the community were concerned,
they were provided for by a little
addition which it was proposed to
make, to the effect that their
children should not be compelled to at-
tend the schools during the time that
these books were being read, that was,
during the half-hour following the open-
ing of the school. He was, of course,
aware that the Roman Catholics here
would prefer that no religious teaching
should ve given in the schools, except by
their own clergy.
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Mr. Monan: The Premier was wrong
there. The Roman Catholice objected to
any clergymen.

Tee PREMIER : They objected to their
ov'n children being taught religion except

. by their own priests.

MR, Monax: They gave perfect liberty
to everybody else.

Tee PREMIER: And therefore, while
the clauge was not all that could be desired
by the Roman Catholics, still, it went a
very long way in the direction of meeting
their wiches. In fact, he believed it
would practically satisfy Catholics if it
found a place in the Bill, because it was
provided that religious instruction—gen-
eral religious instruction—was only to be
given for half-asn-hour after the opening
of the school. During that half-hour,
Roman Catholic children, or the children
of Jews, or any other children whose
parents desired that they should not be
at school at that time, had a perfect right
to stay away., Those who objected to
this clause on the ground that children
would be compelled to receive religious
instruction had no reason whatever for
their contention. - They need not be
afraid, so long as their children were not
compelled to be present. The mem-
ber for Albany (Mr. Leake) would be
much more likely to secure hiz object if
he would support the proposition of the
Government, which would be fairly ac-
ceptable .o all.  Certainly, it was op-
posed by éwo classes of people to a slight
extent. It wasopposed, but not toalarge
extent, by the Roman Catholicz; and it
was opposed by those who did not want
any religious instruction in the schools at

Me. Moran: It was opposed by all the
Anglican members of this House.

Several Memsers : No, no.

Tee PREMIER: It was opposed by
those who did not want any religious in-
struction in the State schools except by
recognised clergymen. But in this large
colony it was impossible to get clergymen
to go to all the schools for such a purpose.
State schools were scattered all over
Western Australia, many of them in
gparsely-populated places, where the ser-
vices of clergymen as teachers could not
be obtained. Why, there were places
where service was held only once & month,
and others where the interval was two or
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three months, and sometimes longer than
that; and, as for getting private indi-
viduals to do the work, there was the
game difficulty, for they were at work
during the day time. They had to follow
their ordinary avocation, and had no
time tospare, Their necessities would not
permit them to give up time in order to
teach religion in the schools, so that plan
must be dismissed at once.

Mr. Moran: Was it the duty of the
State to teach?

Tme PREMIER: It was the duty of
the State to teach religion of that
character.

Mr., Momran said that was what he
wanted to find out.

Tes PREMIER: It was the duty of
the State to teach those children whose
parents desired they should be taught.

Mr. Morax: At the expense of the
whole community.

Tne PREMIER : The expense was very
semnll. Such an argument was only an
attempt to draw a red herring across the
track. He did not think much of the ex-
pense.

Mr. Morax: Because the Premier had
not got to pay it.

Tue PREMIER said that he did not
know that. He helped to support the hon.
member’s children.

Mg. Moran : Then the right hon. gen-
tleman would bhave more to do in the
future.

Tee PREMIER : It was said by the op-
ponents of the clause that the Minister
could do this and that—that he could, if
he belonged to a particular denomination,
make regulations to suit that denomina-
tion, and 80 o¢n. Such an argument,
everyone must admit, was perfectly ab-
surd. No one would think that the
Minister of Education could alter and
twist about the regulations any way he
liked. Hon. members knew that was
not the case. Regulations were only
made by the Governor in Executive
Council. Therefore, the whole of the
Ministry were committed to the regula-
tions as much as the Minister who re-
commended them. It was perfectly im-
possible, under our present form of
Government, for any Minister, however
much he might desire it, to make regu-
lations in the way suggested, and if it were
possible they would only last for a very
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shott shrift—till the next meeting of Par-
linment. occurred. He had hoped that
the Government proposal would have
solved the dificulty. He had been under
the impression that the Government had
met the objections of the Roman Catholic
portion of the community to some extent,
that they would be acting in accord with
the wishes of the Anglican community,
and that the clause would pass without
any difficulty. But, notwithstanding all
the efforts of the Government to try and
solve this question, a difficulty had arisen.
If the Government had been & little wiser,
the difficulty would not have occurred.
The question had lain dormant for the
lagt three or four years, in fact for the
lnst 20 yenrs, and would have remained
dormant for a longer period still if it had
not been brought up before hon. mem-
beis by the Govermmnent; but now the
opportunity was seized of trotting out
the old arguments to do service again, as
they had done service so many times be-
fore. He hoped hon. members would
support the Government in this matter.
Thev would be supporting a clause which
wag not: & new one—it was restricted a
little and wisely, he thought, because it
fixed the time at which religious instrue-
tion should be given in the schools to
the first half-hour nfter the school met,
If any parent objected to his child being
given religious instruction, he need not
gend it to the school during that first
half-hour. Why should we seck to re-
verse the law which had stood the test of
time in this colony and in New South
Whales? He hoped members, therefore,
would support the clause, as by doing so
he believed they would be acting in the
best interests of the community.

Mr. MORAN: The member for Gerald-
ton (Mr. Simpson) had been the head
and front of the movement in this colony
for the separation of Church and State.
The hon. member had started this agifa-
tion, following in the wake of other Aus-
tralian colonies. The view held by the
hon. member was that the State should
take no cognizance of any religiom, only
80 far as to secure freedom of conscience
to everyone in the land. He (Mr. Moran)
opposed that doctrine, as the hon. mem-
ber knew, because he thought that the
State would be acting in the interests of
the people to allow the clergy of religious
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denominations to teach the children in
the schools: but the House had dis-
tinctly, declared, even before the elec-
tion, that the education -given by
the State should be non-sectarian and
kecular. He (Mr. Moran) could: quite
understand the position taken up by the
Premier. He was not even yet in touch
with the people of the colony on this
matter, Although belonging to a Roman
Catholic body which had received
£15,000 for certain vested interests, he
{Mr. Moran) was in favour of private en-
terprise providing for education the
gsame as for everything else. The
member for Geraldton had been cousis-
tent throughout in the position he had
taken up, although they had been sworn
enemies on this point.

Mn. Siursox: Not sworn enemies, but
merely separated by a difference of
opinion.

Mg. MOBAN said he had gone through
the speeches of the hon. member on the
Kcclesiastical Grantand on the Education
Act. The hon. member held that the
State ghould not in any shape or form
allow the teaching of any religion what-
ever. The hon. member’s position was
that the State wag not in a position to
deal with the question of religion, but
only with the ﬂuestion of education. In
his (Mr. Moran’s) opinion the amendment
of the member for Albany (Mr. Leake)
was worge than the motion of the
Minister. If he were o State teacher,
as he had been in another colony, he
would not consider it right to teach from
a Bible in. which he did not believe.

Mr. Lesike: Under the nmendment he
would not be allowed te teach, but only to
read the Bible.

Mg. MORAN: Then what would be the
good of it?  If the House should insist
that the Douay version be used, could any
corscientious Protestant subsétibe to the
prayers for the dead contained in the Mac-
cabees? There was a fundamental differ-
cuce bhetween the two religions.  The
word “repentance” was another point on
whkich the two religions materially
differed. He would never be one to in-
terfere with any one's religious convic-
tiens. He respected all religions, and he -
would help each religion te do its work,
He respected the Salvation Army, as the
laiest addition to religions, and he feund
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that it did good work. But when it came
to the question of the particular form of
religious belief the State would tolerate,
how could we steer clear of all these objec-
ticna? He desired to quote the opinions
of a few of the members of the Assembly
in reference to this matter. The member
for Geraldton. (Mr. Simpson) had said it
waa undesirable to perpetuate the system
of State aid to religion; his standpoint
being that it was time t{o separate the
State from religion. The Minister of
Education was the member of a Govern-
ment which had gone back on the bargain
it had made, and which said to the
Reman Catholic body, “We will not sup-
port you any longer, but will support the
broad principles of religion.”

Turp Mivister ofF Mixes: The Govern-
ment had done nothing of the kind.

Mg, MORAN: The present Govern-
ment were bringing in this new Bill in
favour of State aid to religion, and they
were going back on their opinions.

Tre Minister oF MiNes: The Govern-
ment were not going back on their
opisions at all.

Mr. MORAN: If the Government said
they were going to introduce into the
State schools a religion which the hody
he belonged to did not agree with, he
must say that the body he was connected
with should give back the £15,000
and ask the Government to reinstate
them in the same position as before.
What did the present Minister of Educa-
tion (Hon. G. Randell) say in a debate
which took place two years ago on the
question of abolishing the eystem of
assisted schools ? It was to be hoped
the new Minister’s future action would
be consistent with what he had then said,
for his words were : “Of course it is
well-know~ that T have always beem an
advocate for the cessation of State aid
to religion.” That wae said by one who
had since become the Minister of
Education, and was responsible for the
Bill now under discussion.

Toe Premier : This Bill was intro-
ilteced  lagt  session, when he was not
Minister of Education.

Mr. MORAN : That was quibbliog.
The present Minister held these
views two years ago, whereas in the pre-
sent year the same gentleman, now the
Minister
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this Bill, “T have gone back on my prin-
ciples, and [ do now believe it is the
duty of the State to teach religion.”

Mg, Jaues : Utter rubbish ! He (Mr.
James) knew the Minister of Education,
and he also knew the hon. member who
was speaking.

Mr. MORAN : “Let the galled jade
wince.” He wanted to show the incon-
sigtency oft the Government on the mat-
ter.

Tae PremiBr : This was the same pro-
vision: which was introduced in. 1893.

Mr. MORAN : The Government had
been consistent, but the present Minister
of Education was not consistent, for he
was bringing in a Bill which, as Minister,
he did not believe in, according to what
he had said before becoming a Minister.

Tee Premier: The Minister of Edu-
cation quite agreed with the preseni
Bill.

Ma., MORAN: To take another
quotation, the present Minister of Educa-
tion also said, in the debate already re-
ferred to: “The State is pot a religious
lody, end it is not part of ite duty to
provide for the support of the religious
beliefs of its subjects. Ite duty is
rather to secure religious liberty for all
ite subjects.” Could any member of
the Government or any member of
this Assembly show the consistency of
what the Hon. G. Randell had =aid then,
snd what he was saying now through this
Billt Did not the Minister know that a
large section of the community looked
on thig Bill as a coercion of their consci-
ences. Apd where did the hon. gentle
man’s vote for religicus liberty come im 1
To take ancther quotation, the same
gentleman had said: “I oppose the
principle on the ground that religion has
nothing to do with the State.” That
was what he said on the previous occa-
sion.

Mr. InuiweworTH : That was whal we
all said.

Mr MORAN : A quotation from the
speech made by the member for East
Perth on the same occasion might also
be made, and one was inclined to quote
something in reply to the hon. mem-
ber’s interjection, as he had been a great
advocate for severing the State from
everything religious ; though whether
the hon. member had also come round,
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like the Hon. G. Randell, to the view
that the State must teach religion in
the public schools, was not yet clear. He
hoped the hon. member would be econ-
sistent, and not say, “ Because we have
cut off the Government vote in aid of
assisted schools, therefore we will go
back now to the system of State aid for
religious teaching.” That was unfortu-
nately the view which must be taken.
He (Mr. Moran) had ligtened to the
intellectual and very able speech of the
member for North-East Coolgardie (Mr.
Vosper), who said the Catholic body——

Mr. Jaurs: How could the hon. mem-
ber speak of his body as the “Catholic”
body, when all were Catholics? The hon.
member should say “Roman Catholic,”
in soeaking of his body.

Mr. MORAN: The hon. member (Mr.
Vosper) had laid it down that the Catho-
lic body was taxed to support itz own
schools, and that any other body which
had conscientious seruples was taxed for
the same purpose. That being szo0, he
(Mr. Moran) agreed that every taxpayer
had a right to say how the State should
spend the money which the tazpayers
paid to the State; and therefore he ob-
jected to the money which he paid being
handed over to a teacher, whether Catho-
lic or Protestant, for instructing children
in religious lessons given in State schools.
There was one achool in this colony, and
perhaps only one, wherein all the children
and also the teacher were Roman Catho-
lics, there being presumably an Irish eet-
tlement in that locality; and he (Mr.
Moran) objected on principle to State
aid being given to the teacher even in
that case, because a logical position muat
be maintained. In New South Wales
and in Queensland about 40 per cent. of
the teachers were Roman Catholics; yet
he (Mr. Moran) would object all the same
that these teachers should have oppor-
tunity of inculeating Catholic doctrines
through religious books in State schools.
There were two logical poesitions, one be-
ing the position taken by the Premier,
who believed in religion being taught in
the State achools; and the other being
the position taken by the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Simpson), who had eaid,
in carrying on an agitation during many
years, that religion should be absolutely
separate from the State.  The country
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had decided in favour of the view of the
member for Geraldion; and as the
policy of the country was that no
State aid should be given to religion,
that nolicy he (Mr. Moran) was going to
uphold.  This Bill would interfere al-
most as badly as ever with the con-
sciences of half the population of the
colony. The authorised version of the
Bible, as it was called, was not authorised
to him. The Douay Bible was author-
ised to him, but not authorised to people
of other religions. Let the State teach
education, and let the denominations
teach religion ; otherwise there would be
a rankling sore amongst the religious
badies.

Mr. Jamps: That sore seemed to be
always rankling.

Mr. MORAN: The member for North-
East Coolgardie bhad suggested to him
just now that a Royal Commission should
be appointed to find out which was the
true Bible.

Mr. James: That was characteristic of
the Opposition, this session

Oon the motion of MRr. Siupson, pro-
press wag reported and leave given to sit
again,

MESSAGE: SUPPLY (EMPORARY).

Thr PreMisr presented a message from
the Governor, recommending that on
appropriation be made out of the
Consolidated Revenue Fund for the
purpose of a Bill intituled: “An
Act to apply out of the Con-
golidated Revenue Fund and from moneys
to credit of the General Loan Fund tihe
sum of eight hundred and fifty thousand
pounds to the service of the year ending
30th June, 1899.”

Ordered—that the message be ocon-
sidered in Committee of Supply at the
next sitting of the House.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the CouissioNeR oF CrowN Laxps,
(through the Premier): Agricultural
Burean, Return showing receipts and
expenditure, as ordered.

Ordered to lie on the table.

SHIPPING CASUALTIES INQUIRY BIiLL.
The Bill, as previously reported with

amendments, was read a third time, and

transmitted to the Legialative Council..



Papers Presended.

INTERPRETATION BILL.

The Bill, as previously reported with
amenhdments, was read a third time. and
transmitted to the Legislative Council.

ADJOURNMENT.

The House adjourned at 10 50 p.m. un-
til the next day.

|
I

- Legrslutive Assembly,
Thairsday, 21st July, 1898.

Papers presented—Question: Insolvent Estates
wnd Ofiicial Receiver—Question: Railway
Freights, Reduction—Question: Fugitive
Offenders, lixpenses of Arrest—Question :
Government Stores and how VPurchased—
Question:  Fruit  Prohibition and At-
tempted Evasions—Urown Suits  Bill;
Amendments on Report—Chairman  of
Committees, temporary appumntirent—
Jury Bill; in Committee, pro forma—
Public Education Bill, further considered
in Committee, new clause, Division ;
also, proposed new clause, Chairman's

Ruling—Divorce Amendment and Exten-

sion %31]1 ; second reatding (debate con-

cluded}, Amendment (negatived), Division

—DBills of Sale Bill; second reading

{moved)—Supply (temporary); Commitiee

of Supply, Committee of Ways and Means,

want of Quorum—aAdjournment.

Tee SPEAKER took the chair at 4.30
o’cleck p.m.

PrAYERS.

PAPERS PRESENTED.

By the Premigr: Victoria Public Lib-
rary, Report for 1897-8.

By the CoaamissioNeR oF Rainways:
Bridge Railway, Return showing cost of
supervision, as ordered.

By the Arrorwey GENERAL: Insolvent
Estates, Return showing receipts and ex-
penditure by Official Receiver (in reply
to question).

Ordered to lie on the table.

[21 Jury, 1898.]

Fugitive Offenders. 569

QUESTION ; INSOLVENT ESTATES AND
OFFICIAL RECEIVER.

Mr. KENNY asked the Attorney Gen-
eral,—1, The number of insolvent estates
placed in the hands of the Official Re-
ceiver from June 30th, 1897, to June 30th,
1898 2, The estimated value of each
estate when placed in the Official Re-
ceiver’s hands. 3, The gross amount re-
alised Ffrom each estate. 4, the net
amount realised and paid in dividends to
the creditors of each estate. #, the
amounts deducted from each estate as
costs and expenses in realising upon each
estate. 6, The amount received by the Offi-
cial Receiver personally, as travelling and
other expenses, in connection with each
estate,

Tee ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather) replied that the informa-
tion sought would be found in o return
which he intended ai once to lay on the
table of the House.

Return, by leave, laid on the table.

QUESTION : RAILWAY FREIGHLS,
REDUCTION.

Mr. KINGSMILL, for Mr. Gregory,
asked the Commiasioner of Railways,
whether he intended to reconsider the
question of railway freights, with a view
to their reduction ; if so, whenl

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-

WAYS (Hoa. F. H. Piesse) replied that the

Government did not propose to recon-
sider the question, the new tariff not hav-
ing been in operation for a sufficient time
to enable a conclusion to be arrived at as
to the necessity for such revision.

QUESTION : FUGQITIVE OFFENDERS,
EXPENSES OF ARREST.

Mg, KINGSMILL, for Mr. Gregory,
asked the Attorney General,—1, Whether
he was aware that, in cases of
arresting fugitive effenders beyond this
colony, a large sum had to be paid by the
issurer of the warrant for expenses in-
curred. 2, Whether he would issue in-
structions that in cases where a convic-
tion was obtained, such sum should he
refunded.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather) replied: 1, The Attor-
ney General is not aware of any cases
where fugitive offenders from thie colony
have been brought back at the expense of



