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.

|
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- 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.
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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
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private individuals. 2, Where the fugi-
tive offender is brought back at the in-
stance of the Government, the expenses
are borne by the Government, but where

the fugitive offender is brought back at -

the instance of a private individual, and
is convicted, the reimbursement of ex-
penses will depend upon circumstances of
each case.

QUESTION: GOVERNMEXNT STORES,

AND HOW PURCHASED.

Mr. HALL asked the Premier,—
Whether he would give instructions to
the officers in charge of stores at Perth
and Fremantle, and other officers who
have the ordering of articles required by
the Government, to place the orders as
far as possible with established firms in
this colony, instead of following the pre-
sent practice of giving large orders for
Government stores to travellers for firms
in the eastern colonies.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) replied: I am informed that
the Government Storekeeper carries out
this desire salready, and as the Govern-
ment are altogether in accord with the
wishes expressed in the question, every
endeavour has for some time past been
made to give effect to it. Instructions
have been issued to departments to-day
calling attention to the matter.

QUESTION : FRUIT PROHIBITION AND
ATTEMPTED EVASIONS,

Mg, SIMPSON asked the Commissioner
of Crown Lands : —(1) Whether any recent
discoveries had been made by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture with regard to the
attempted introduction of prohibited
fruit; and (2) would the Minister fur-
nish the House with full particulars.

Tae COMMISSIONER OF CROWN
LANDS (Hon. G. Throssell) replied : —(1,
Yes. (2) The particulars are as follow:
—On the 2nd April the Chief Inspector
at Fremsaotle rerorted the landing, by
passengers, of apples infected with codlin
moth. On being questioned, the pas-
sengers asserted that the fruit had been
bought at Albany. The Albany inspector
wag communicated with, and instructed
to inspect all fruit at Albany for sale in
the shops. This was done, and on the
4th April, 1898, he reported being unable
to find any infected fruit for sale in that
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town, although he had cut open speci-
mens of all doubtful lots. On the Tth
March last the Chief Inspector reported
the attempted importation of a consign-
ment of pears and quinces, consisting of
eight cases, which were landed on the 4th
March by the “ Waroonga,” consigned to
The quinces
were badly infected with both the codlin
moth and the Queensland fruit fly, and
the whole consignment was confiscated
and burnt. On the 13th June the in-
spector at Albany reported the importa-
tion of two cases consigned to Mrs. J. D.
Thomas, Albany, manifested “jam,” and
labelled “dried fruit,” which, on being
examined, were found to contain dried
apples and, packed in the centre, about
ten fresh specimens of the same fruit.
The inspector was instructed to destroy
the total contents of the case by fire.
Application has beer made to the Col-
lector of Customs to inatruct his officers
to make vigilant efforts to put o stop to
the practice of prohibited fruits being
brought ashore by passengers, and notice
cards have been sent to all the shipping
companies and insnectors, setting forth

‘the regulations in brief, and these have

been placed in conspicuous places about
the ships and jetties.

CROWN SUITS BILL.
AMENDMENTS ON REPORT.

Order of the Day, for the adoption of
the report from Committee, read.

Tre ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon
R. W. Pennefather) moved, as an amend-
ment in clause 36 (“What claims are
within the Act”) in line 3, that after
“gection” the words “and for which
cause of action a remedy would lie if
the person against whom it could be en-
forced were a subject of the Crown,” be
struck out with a view to the insertion of
the following words, “provided that no-
thmg hereunder contained shall be deemed
to give & cause of action or breach of
contract which would not have arisen in
like eircumstances before the passing of
this Act” This was adopting the sug-
gestion of the member for Albany (Mr.
Leske) that in an action for breach of
contract no greater right should exist
after the passing of the Act than
existed before.
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Put and passed, and the clause, as
amended, agreed to.

Tap ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved,
as an amendment. in clause 37 (' Limite-
tion of damages”) in line 5, that the
words at the end of the ¢lause, “whether
for negligence, breach of contract to
carry, or otherwise,” be struck out. The
amendment would make the sense more
clear. :

Put and passed, and the clause as
amended agreed to.

The further amendments adopted.

JURY BILL.

In the absence of the Chairman of
Committees, Sir James G. Lee Sreere
wag, upon the motion of the Premier,
elected to take the chair in Committees
at this sitting of the House.

IN COMMITTEE.

The House resolved into Committee
pro formd, for the purpose of adopting
certain amendments and having them
printed in the body of the Bill prior to
discussion.

Bill reported with amendments, and
report adopted. Ordered to be re
printed. :

PUBLIC EDUCATION BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

Debate resumed, on new clause pro-
posed by the Minister, that “Secular in-
struction in Goveroment Schools shall
include general religious teaching, as dis-
tinguished from sectarian theology ; pro-
vided that such general religious teach-
ing shall be given for not more than half-
an-hour daily, and only between the first
and second roll call, as provided for by
the Regulations”; also on the amend-
ment. proposed by Mr. Leake, that
“Nothing in this Act contained shall pre-
- vent the voluntary reading of the au-
thorised version of the Bible or the books
known " as “Scripture lessons publizhed
by the direction of the Commissioners of
National Education, Ireland,” in any
State or Government school during the
first half-hour of the school day.”

Mg. SIMPSON: The question had been
widely discussed in the Houge this ses
gion, and through the country some years
ago. There had been a little misunder-
standing, perhaps misapprebension, as to
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what was done when this question was
deass with by Parliament previously. Be-
yond question, this Assembly had al-
ready recognpised religious teaching by
waking provision for the admission of
representatives of various denominations
into public schools to teach the children.
The present Bill recognised the expedi-
ency of religious instruction in schools;
but, on the other hand, the State was not
in a position to teach religion, and he
looked for the ultimate solution of the
question in the recognition of that fact.
Both the Church and a section of the
Press had placed this question wrongly
Lefore the country. So far as he knew,
there had been no attack, in this As-
sembly, on religious instruction ; but, on
the contrary, the religious convictions of
the community had been treated with the
greatest respect. It bad been decided
that State aid to religion was impossible,
that it could not be carried out with
justice, and that it was clearly impossible
tor any organisation, such as the body
politic, to teach religion as known te the
pure teachers of religion. He had only
one gbject, and that was to establish State
education in such a position that it would
not only be an advantage to the State,
but a glory to the community, accomplish
all our desires, and become unassailable
from any quarter, by the good results
secured. He could not imagine that it
would be wise to insert such & vague ex-
pression in the Bill as “general religious
instruction.”  Recognition was given to
the work being done by the various church
organisations, but “gencral religious in-
gtruction” could not be imparted by State
gchool teachers. Teachers, as a rule, be-
longed to different communions, and a
large percentage of them belonged to the
Roman Catholic faith. In some of the
other colonies this proportion ranged
from 40 to 50 per cent., and a peculiar
feature in connection with that denomi-
nation was that, while it was considered
impossible for their children to attend
State schools, it was not found impossible
for members of their faith to draw
salaries as teachers in the State schools.
“General religious instruction” was now
a matter of regulation; and, in view of
recent adminigtrative arrangements, would
it be wise to leave in the hands of a Min-
ister too great a power ag to framing
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regulations! Need he allude to the un-
happy condition into which this country
got recently in connection with the regu-
lations under the Goldfields Act? It was
suggested by the Premier that these
things were dealt with by the Cabinet,
and not purely by the Ministry; but
it was the experience, not only here
but elsewhere, that the passing by the
Cabinet of regulations referring to a par-
ticular Minister'’s department was largely
pro formd.  As a rule a Minister, if he
were an independent man, would object
to interference with any regulation he
wmight promulgate in connection with the
details of his department.

Tue Premuer: Not at all; there was
no objection at all

Mz, SIMPSON: Speaking with pretty
accurate knowledge, carefully obtained,
h: could say that although the state of
things he had indicated might not obtain
in the West Australian Cabinet, there was
gtill extreme danger in committing such
large powers to o Minister. There might
be at some time, an extremely bigoted
Protestant Minister of Education, who
might decide that some particular booke
should be used in the schools; and
then the regulation as to those books
might slip through the Cabinet unob-
gerved. That would create a preat dis-
turbance and another political rict in the
community. Suppose, on the other hand,
there was to be am extremely bigoted
Roman Catholic in office: he could also
introduce books by regulation. Why
should not Parliament face the position
now, and settle the question for all time?
Why could it not be said at once that re-
ligious teaching in our schools should not
be a maiter of regulation? Ample pro-
vicion was made in the Bill for religious
teaching. Rooms were provided, and the
children. were coliected for the representa-
tives of the various denominations. Those
denominations, whilst they had rights,
had also duties, and seeing that the
conveniences were furmished for im-
purting  religious instruction to the
cr.dren, the representatives of the de-
nominations should be told to avail them-
selves of the conveniences and to do their
duty. He recognised what had been said
in regard to the difficulties in country dis-
tricts : but he declined to believe the as-
sertion of the Minister of Mines that the
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country people were so terribly hard
worked that they could pet find time to
impart religious jnstruction to their chil-
dren. If that were one of the features of
country industries, he regretted to learn
it, and at the same time he declined to
believe it. The religious convictions of
the people in the country were just as
strong as those of the people in towns,
and -country people only needed to be
made acquainted with the machinery
available for them to make use of it. He
could not too strongly urge on the Com-
mittee the necessity of not leaving this
matter one of regulation. It was sug-
gested in the amendment of the inemb:r
for Albany (Mr. Leake) that a chapter of
the Bible might be read in the mornings.
From the carrying out of such a suggcs-
tion nothing but unalloyed good could
come to the children. But then therival
creeds stepped in with their different
Bibles, and a sea of trouble was entered
on once again. It was pointed out that
children who were likely to be listurbed
in their religious beliefs need not artend
whilst the “general religious instructioa”
was being given. But that, he coa-
gidered, was beggingy the question. Re-
ligion in schools was recognisad in the
Education Act, and an extremely benevo-
lent machinery had been established to
enable representatives of the different
communions to teach their religion. That
distinguished man, Archbishop Vaughan,
representative of the Roman Catholic
Church in New South Wales, once called
the public schools there “godless institu-
tions, and seed plots of immorality.”
TaE Premier: The provision now pro-
posed was in the New South Wales Act.
Mr. SIMPSON said he was going to
point that out. But such accusations car-
ried in their mere assertion their absolute
untruth, It had been suggested that a
gection of a particular denominaion had
combined in the House, as well as outside,
to interfere with, and perhaps to hurt,
the great system of State education. He
declined to helieve that such & thing was
possible nmongst members of the House.
He was not yet prepared to believe that
such a thing could come from that de-
nomination, notwithstanding the foolish
contribution to Press literature which was
furnished in the Western Australian
Record last week. That contribution, to
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his mind, was the most degrading that
ever appeared in the press of the colony.
He declined to believe that such a con-
tribution would be recognised or adopted
by the heads of the Catholic church. He
would, with respect, suggest the imme-
diate expediency of a public notification
that the heads of that church would have
no connection with the promulgation of
such doctrines or assertions. He again
urged the Committee to determine the
question for al} time, and not to leave the
introduction of certain books to the whim
of a Minister, or o possible mistake in
Cabinet observation. He urged them to
determine that, inasmuch as provision
was made for the clergy of the land to
teach religion to their flocks, the State
had done what was never done in any
part of the world before. He had great
respect for all communions, and could
worghip in any church. He belonged to
the Church of England, but he respected
sineerity in any form of religion. If mem-
bers of religious bodies would cease fulmi-
nating threats against members of Par-
liament as to the views of their consti-
tuents, and attend a.little more to making
uze of the machinery provided for the re-
ligious education of the youth of the land,
they would be doing much more nublie
good. Clergymen were all making a
mistake when, from their pulpits, they
attempted to so thunder at members of
Parliament. Members of this Assembly
had not erawled or crept into Parliament,
but had come in as the result of a manly
expression of conviction and opinion ; and
they did not need the aid of fulminations
from the pulpit to induce them to hold,
support, and vote for their opinions. He
ho~ed the Government would not press
the clause proposed by the Minister of
Mines, from which he could not imagine
any ultimate public good. He could see
rogsible accidents from the adontion of
such & clause. There was a possibility
that some State school teacher would
teach this “ general religious instruction”
with the views of the particular commu-
nion in which he had been raised. The
Ven. Father Bourke, who had worked
hard in the interests of education in this
colony, was prepared to recognise that .t
wag impossible for any school teacher to
teach religions instruction without tint-
ing it with the views of hia own com-
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munion ; and the opinicn of such a man
was entitled to the greatest respect.
Holding this view, he (Mr. Simpson)
could come to no other conclusion than
that it would be an unwise thing, by in-
serbing the vague generality, * general
religious instruction”

Tre Premier: Retaining, not insert-
ing.

Mr. SIMPSON: “ Retaining,” if ihe
Premier liked. Parliament had not
reached the ultimate wisdom in. the com-
position of Acts of Parlinment in 1894,
and now in 1898, when the working of the
Act had been seen, it was desired to press
on the churches their duties as well as
their rights. There was no necessity for
the insertion of this vague generality in
the Bill. The member for Albany (Mr.
Leake) had pointed out on the previous
night that he objected to these vague
powers in connection with education, and
he (Mr. Simpson} now, with all the
enrnestness of conviction, urged the Com-
mittee not to leave this question undeter-
mined, and thus pave the way for dissen-
gions in the adminiatration of the Educa-
tion Act. No public good could be accom-
plished by the inclusion of the clause
proposed by the Government, and he
wculd vote accordingly.

Mg. SOLOMON saaid it had not been
his intention to take any part whatever
in the discussion, but simply to listen to
arguments on both sides of the question.
One or two remarks had, however, been
passed by members in regard to the
Jewish religion, and these remarks he felt
bound to take some little notice of. In
the firat place, he saw by the press that
duy that the hon. member for Central Mur.
chison (Mr. Illingworth) had meade the
remark that the Jews had no religion. He
fancied that must have been aslipon the
part of the hon. member. The Jewish re-
ligion was founded on the Old Testament,
and they took their faith from that
holy book. Another remark was made
by the member for North-East Cool-
gardie (Mr. Vosper) to the effect that
Jews believed the Almighty to be avenge-
ful deity. On the contrary, the Jewish
belief was quite in the opposite direction,
Jews believed the Almighty to be an
all-powerful and just God, and that was
the foundation of their religion. It was
not his intention to go further than this.
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We as a community were more tolerant
than any community im the colenies, or
perhaps in any colony. We had always
allowed everyone to judge for himself in
religious matters. He was sorry that the
Minister had persisted in trying to get
this clause in the statute, because it
would lead to a continuation of the dis-
cussion in the future. The question would
crop up session after session. In his
opinion the sooner it was taken from the
statute book the better. Almost all the
members who had spoken had apparently
been of the opinion that a certain amount
of religion should be taught ; but it seemed
to him that the ministers of religion were
the proper persons to give such teaching.
Holding the views that he did, he could
only vote for the rejection of the clause.

Mr. MITCHELL : This debate seemed
to turn, not on the question as to whether
there should be religious teaching, but
as to who should teach religion in the
schools.  He should be sorry indeed to
see & State school teacher teach religion
to children. In out-of-the-way districts,
where there were no clerrymen, he was
of opinion that n mother, who was worthy
of the name, would teach her children re-
ligious truths, and all that was necessary
for them to learn as to a future existence.
He considered it was a great mistake
that the assisted schools had been dis-
established. It did not so much matter
in the large places like Perth and Fre-
mantle; but to disestablish assisted
schools in the country places niust be n
calamity so far as the children were con-
cerned. He regretted it, as one of the
greatest mistakes, not only from an edu-
cational, but also from a financial point
of view. The expenditure devoted to
education was advancing by leaps and
bounds. No one recognised this more
than the Premier, who last session had
expressed astonishment at the manner in
which the expense of the Education De-
partment was going ahead. The only
argument he had heard for the disestab-
lishment of assisted schools was that, if
we left off assisting these schools, we
should be able to pay for better teachers
in the Government schools; but, up to
now, although we had spent a lot more
money on education, he had never seen
any improvement in the efficiency of the
Government schools.
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TaE PREMIER :
tion now.

Mg. MITCHELL: There ought to be
competition, which tended to greater effi-
ciency. These schools only needed a
glight help, and he was sorry that this
help had been withdrawn. He would op-
pose the addition of the clause proposed
by the Minister.

Mg. ILLINGWORTH assured the mem-
ber for South Fremantle (Mr. Solomon)
that he never made any such statement
as was reported im the Press, tothe effect
that the Jew had no religion. Just as he
had uttered the words “no religion,” some-
one interjected, “or a Jew.” That was
the cause of the mistake that had been
made in the Press.

Mg. YVOSPER rose to say Le had also
been misunderstood as to what he said
in the debate on the previous day. He
had heen speaking of the different con-
cepts of the deity, and had pointed out
that the difference between the Jewish
and Christian ideal was that one had a just
and exacting deity, and the other a per-
sonal deity; that in the one case the
idea of justice had & predominant place,
and in the other the predominant idea
was mercy. He had not suggested that
the Jewish deity was a vindictive or re-
vengeful God.

Mr. QUINLAN: Having slways held
strong views in regard to religious educa-
tion, he intended to support the proposal
made by the Minister, for the reason that
it was not intended to make the teaching
of religion compulzory. If parents did
not wish their children to attend during
the firat roll-call, when religious instruc-
tion was to be imparted, those children
need not attend. The clause proposed
by the Minister met the peqnirements of
all classes of the community. He could
not see any necessity for the amendment
proposed by the member for Albany (Mr.
Leake), because the Bible used in the
schools was merely read now without com-
ment; and the objection raised by the
Roman Catholics had been met by the
propaesition of the Government. He must
also express his extreme regret at the
language used in an article published in
the Record ; and he went so far as to say
he did not believe that the au-
thorities of that paper would coun-
tenance the language contained in

There was no competi-
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that articlee. He joined with the
member for Geraldton (Mr. Simpson) in
expressing regret that such language
should have been used in respect of any
persen holding such high office as that re-
ferred to in the article. He alzso expressed
regret at the language which the member
for the Swan (Mr. Ewing) had addressed
to hon. members who differed from him,
He (Mr. Quinlan) was sorry that the hon.
member had not delivered himself on this
question in the same unobjectionable
manner as he had done on the equally
delicate subject of divorce. It was very
unbecoming of the hon. member to ad-
dress those who differed from him in the
meanner he had done in the debate on thie
clause. He (Mr. Quinlan) would not dare
to inflict his own religious opinions on the
House, or to say what the hon. member
had said about his religious community
or belief. There was a marked difference
between the way in which that hon. mem-
ber had addressed the House on this sub-
ject, and the gentle and kindly manner in
which it had been referred to by the mem-
ber for Geraldton (Mr. Simpson). He
(Mr. Quinlan) intended to support the
proposal of the Government.

Mzr. MORAN would read an extract from
Hansard about the late Commissioner of
Railways (Hon. H W. Venn), who had
taken a prominent part in the eepara-
tion of Church apd State some years ago.
Speaking in 1895, the late Commissioner
gaid : — -

I remember that, when I first entered this

House, I was one of two or thres members who
protested against the continuance of State aid
to religion. I am glad now to find that the
House recognises the principle we were then
fighting for.
The other night he (Mr. Moran) had said
the member for Geraldton (Mr. Simpsen)
had recently taken a leading part on the
same side ; and, to be fair, he had now
mentioned one who had, at a still earlier
period, taken a leading part in thie move-
ment at a time when it was not so popu-
lar,

Mr. WILSON: At the general election
he had pledged himself to free, secular,
and compulsory education; and he was
within the mark in asserting now that
a large majority of the members returned
to this Azsembly had in sowe way also
pledged themselves to that system of edu-
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cation. The mover of the amendment
(Mr. Leake} proposed that the Bible
should be read in schools; but there was
little difference between reading and
teaching, for, if a teacher once began to
read a book to children, it would very
goon develop into teaching. He could
not imagine a class of intelligent children
listening to the reading of the Bible, and
not asking some questions, which wou.d
bring forth answers amounting to tea-h-
ing. He could not imagine that ‘le
teacher who answered these questirns
could do so without feeling, to some ex-
tent, biassed by the religious belief which
he held. He (Mr. Wilson) was not argu-
ing from the standpoint of a Protestant ora
Roman Catholic or of any zect ; but it ap-
peared to him that we would be doing in-
justice if we forced our teachers in public
schools to in any way inculcate religious
views, and which they perhaps did not
personally hold. If we placed the Bible
in their hands, it might not be their
vergion of it. When the State undertock
the duty of education, it should be par-
ticularly careful to be absolutely unbi-
assed, £0 as not to hurt in any way the
religious convictions of the people. The
State, or rather the people, paid for the
religious education that was given; and
the revenue obtained from the people for
this purpose thould not be used to en-
force in any way, directly or indirectly,
religious beliefs. He was in favour of the
Bill as it stood at present without the pro-
posed clause. Every facility was given
tv the representatives of all denomina-
tions to visit our schools, and to teach the
children belonging to their churches the
religion in which their parents wished
their children to be educated. He did
not wish the State to go any further than
that. He admitted there was force in
the argument of the Minister when he al-
leged that people would not come forward
in districts where there was no minister
of religion to instruct the people in re-
lizious matters ; but he ventured to think
that, wherever a schoo) was established,
there would be found some good pecple,
~en or women, who would spend an hour
ar two to instruct children belonging to
the church to which they belonged. He
would be sorry to think it was otherwise.
and he hoped the Committee would not
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only reject the amendment, but also the
clause as proposed by the Minister,

Mr. CONNOR: The system of educa-
tion formerly in operation in the colony
had worked with good results; but Parlia-
ment having decided, after several anima-
ted debates, that the system of State aid
to religion must, cense, he must object
now to any attempt being made to re-
instate that eyatem by giving State aid to
one section of the community, to the ex-
clusion of another section.

Tas MINISTER OF MINES (in reply):
The proposed retention in the education
gystem of the colony of the provision con-
tained in the new clause—and he wished
to emphasise the word “retentibn”—had
unfortunately given rise to0 & warm and
acrimonious debnte. It might appear,
from what had fallen from some members
in the debate, that the Government had
endeavoured to surreptitiously insert
something in the Bill which this Assem-
bly had decided, on a previous occasion,
should not be retained in the education
gystem of the colony. The fact was that
this question was dizcussed in Parliament
seme years ago, and it had been quite
open then for any member to move that
the particular provision should not be re-
tained in the educational system of the
colony. Yet it had been retained
without a single voice being raised
against it. The member for Gerald-
ton (Mr, Simpson) had said that gene-
ral religious fnstruction should not be
given by the teachers in the State schools ;
but the fact was that general religious
instruction, such as this clause proposed,
had been given in the colony during some
years.

Mr. Sipson: The statement he had
-urade wos, that it could not be given with
out partaking of the view of the teacher’s
own system of religion.

Trve MINISTER OF MINES: General
religious instruction had been given, and
he had not heard that the privilege had
been exercised in & wrong direction.
Secular instruction had heen defined in
- the existing Act as including gene
ral religious instruction. The mem-
ber for Geraldton had referred to
the possibility of a Minister of Edu-
cation happening to be a bizot as
to hiz own religious views, and that
such a Minister might cause regula-
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tions to be passed which would be detri-
mental to the religious principles of a
majority of the people.  But it was im-
possiute that sueh a thing could happen,
as the position of a Minister who acted as

a biget in the matter would not be worth
five minutes’ purchase after Parliament
met., He (the Minister} felt sure there
was no danger in the working of the pre-
sent system. It was not correct to say
that he had stated there were no people
in country places who had time to give re-
ligious instruction. What he had said was
that the clergy could not get teachers in
country districts to give religious instruc-
tion in the day time; and although possi
bly persons might be got to do it in the
evenings, yet such persons could not at-
tend school in day-hours. The member
for Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth),
who wns quite conscientious in his action
in this matter, had said, “We do not want
to have this provision in the education
system, because no Roman Catholic can
copscientiously allow his children to goto
o State school in which this provision ig
in operation.” Previous experience had
gshown, on the contrary, that in only one
or two instances had objections been
made by parents to the giving of religious
instruction to their children in State
schools; and as these instances had been
very rare in the past, they were likely {o
be g0 in the future. With regard to the
amendment of the member for Albany
(Mr. Leake), it had been moved evidently
with the object of allowing general reli-
gious instruction to be given in State
schools, and he (the Minister) regretted
that the hon. member did not support the
new clause, though it was to be hoped
that he would do so in the division. The
hon. member should recognise that there
might be a certain amount of inutility in
allowing the Bible to be read in State
schools without comment, for it was im-
possible to teach children without com-
ment, and in many country districts there
were no ¢lereymen to come afterwards and
hear in the afternoon the religious lessons
which the children had been taught in the
morning.

Mr. IrLixawoRTH:
day schools.

Twag MINTSTER OF MINES: Yes: in
towns there were Sunday schools.

There were Sun-
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Mz. IuuxoworrH: In  every place
where there was a State achool the
Minisgter would find & Sunday school.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The hon.
member was mistaken ; for, knowing this
colony better than the hon. ‘member, he
must say, in the presence of members
who could confirm the statement, that
there were many places in this colony
where State schools existed, and where
there was not at present, and never had
been, a Sunday school.

Mr. Siupson: The Minister was spenk-
ing of the Western Australin of 1880, and
not of the colony as it existed at present.

Tme MINISTER OF MINES said he
was speaking of the colony as he knew it
to-day. He had been in charge of the
Education Department for a considerable
time, and knew where the schools were
situnted, the number of people in the
vicinity, and knew the places where there
was nobody in a position to give religious
instruction except the State school
teacher. His own opinion was that the
average teacher was capable of giving this
instruction, nnd he knew they had done it
satiefactorily up to the presenttime. The
member for North-East Coolgardie had
agked as to what means the Minister had
of knowing that the people desired re-
ligious instructior to be given. The
Government wers not adopting anything
that was new, but were simply allowing
something to remain which had bheen in
operation for a considerable time, and
which had not been objected to; there-
fore, from that fact ome was led to sup-
nose there was a desire in the country
that this provision should remain.

Mr. Vosrer: Perhaps parents did not
know that this religious instruction was
given.

Tue MINISTER OF MINES: Parents
knew exactly what a child learnt at
school. On coming home from school, a
child was generally asked what it had
learned that day. Children were sharo,
even more g0 than some grown-up people,
especially in regard to what they ought
not to learn; and they were very quick
in telling their parents if they were
taught anything which they thought they
should not be taught. The member for
North-East Coolgardie had stated that he
(the Minister) thought the people wanted
religious instruction. Yes; he had said
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the public did want it, and he believed
they did. If a census were taken of the
people who desired general religious 1n--
siruction to be given in the schools, he
was sure o large majority would be found
to be in favour of it, If people did not
desire it, long ago they would not have
allowed their children to have religious
instruction imparted by the teachers.
All sorts of questions had been raised as
to proselytising and so forth, as if people
went about trying to proselytice. As far
ag he was concerned, anch a thing never
entered into his mature.

Mr. Vosper: The hon. gentleman had
no religious zeal.

Twue MINISTER OF MINES: Possibly.
The hon. member for North-East Cool-
gardie, he believed, would be able to
manage that sort of thing better than he
could. Questions had been raised as to
the appointment of Jews as teachers. It
had never been asked, when a persen ap-
plied for an appointment as teacher, to
what denomination that person belonged.
The depertment looked to see that the
applicant had good credentiale. When in
the Education Department he had asked
how many teachers of a certain denomina-
tion there wers, the reply was that
it wag not known. Such a thing was
never asked the teacher, and he had en-
couraged this system. He (the Minister)
looked to the morals of the teachers,
which' was a very important point, and
he also saw that they had good creden-
tinls, but their religion was never asked
about. The hon. member for North-East
Coolgardie had said in this Assembly that
he (Mr, Vosper) did not believe in re-
ligion.

Mz. Vosper said he did not say that.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES : The
hon. member said he had ecertain pro-
fessions.

Mg. Voseer : It waa about the very
opposite. He believed in all religions.

Tae MINISTER OF MINES : From
what the hon. member stated, he (the
Minister) believed that if the hon. mem-
ber were a State school teacher he
would be able to impart useful general
religious instruction, He believed that
the hon. member would be able to in-
culcate into the children most useful
moral instruction. A man did not ne
cessarily believe in a thing in order to
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teach it. Hon. members knew that
very well.

Mr. Conxor: What particular religion
did the hon. member want taught{

Tuz MINISTER OF MINES: No par-
ticular religion. He wanted general re-
ligious instruction given.

Mr. Coxxor: General religious instruc-
tion must be some religion,

Mr. IiuxewortH: Did not teachers
state their religion, when appointed!?

Tue MINISTER OF MINES said he
did not think that teachers had to tell
their religion; but the denomination of
the children had to be taken down and
entered in the register. The hon. mem-
ber for North-East Coolgardie wanted to
know how much peace they would have
if teachers were allowed to give religiouns
instruction. = There had been peace in
the past  Hon. members seemed to
raise all sorts of mare’s nests that no one
had discovered in the past.

Mgr. Srmupson: There had been too
much peace and harmony in this colony ;
_ aixty years of it.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES :aid he
hoped there would still be peace, har-
mony, and prosperity. The hon. mem-
ber for Central Murchison wanted to
know how n teacher would explain the
word “repentance” and the word “con-
verted,” to a c¢hild. No doubt teachers
would explain these words in a way which
would be useful to the children without
recognising any particular denomination.
All knew what repentance meant. What
would a teacher tell a child repentance
was—to be sorry for some wrong that
had been done.

Mg. IuunaworTH : They would not.

Tre MINISTER OF MINES: That
wag whai he believed teachers would
teach, as the meaning of repentance, and
he was sure the hon, member for Gerald-
ton would say that. He believed the
hon. gentleman often repented for things
he had said about him (the Minister).

Mi. Sivrson said he did not believe
in the word,

Tueg MINISTER OF MINES: When
the hon. member said nasty things he
was sure the hon. member repented afier
wards.

Mg, Sivpsoxn: It was nl] right if the
Minister was sure.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Tue MINISTER OF MINES: The
Government were not agking to re-estab-
lish anything which had been struck out
by the Committee. Far from it. The Gov-
ernment had no intention of attempting
anything of the sort. The Government were
simply asking the Committee to retain
the educatioral curriculum of the colony
which had been in force for yenrs past,
and which was acceptable to the people.
He regretted that so much difference of
opinion had been expressed about this
matter, but it was impossible for th-
Government to come down with a Bill of
that sort, without including the eclause
which he was asking the Commitiee {o
insert now. There would have bLeen con-
siderable objection from the Houee if
the Government had not proposed that
clause: The Government had no autho-
rity to alter the present system, and he
did not think the Government could at-
tempt to alter it without some distinet
advice from the people of the country.
If an attempt had been made to alter
the law, there would have been many hon.
members who would have asked what
right the Government could, have had
in attempting to make thiz alteration,
without some distinet demand from the
country, or some instruction from Par-
liament. The Government, in introduc-
iuy this Education Bill, were endeavour-
ing to meet the views of hon. members
—which had been expresed in this As-
sembly and throughout the country, that
there should be free education. Empha-
sis had always been laid on free educa-
tion, and, at the saame time, whilst giving
free education, the Government thought
that a good opportunity presented itself
to improve the position in which edueca-
tion should he carried on. and to consoli-
date the many Education Acts which
existed up to the present. That was a
worthy object. There were many clauses
in the Bill which would be of great ser-
vice and benefit, and help in educating
the children of the colony. Education
needed to be as good as possible.  Bad
education wag worse than no edueation,
A little knowledge was n dangerous
thing. It was better to educate well,
and the State was endeavouring to make
education as efficient as possible. Tro-
vizion had been made in the Bill hy

: which the Government menant to raise
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the standard of education in the coleny ;
not only in the State schools, but in
other achools. He regretted that mem-
bers should have made an attack on the
clause which was now under considera-
tion, and which had been in force and
had been carried out peacefully for a
number of years. He hoped hon. mem-
bers would assigt the Government to re-
tain that clause.

Mg, SIMPSON said he wassorry to tres-
pass on the time of the Committee further,
especially towards the close of the de-
bate, but he wished to direct the atten-
tion of hon. members to a phase of the
question which had arisen. They had
had a statement from the Minister of
Mines, who was conducting the Bill
through the House, and he did not think
they had ever had a greater exhibition of
Ministerial incapacity before. They heard
the Minister pleading for general religious
instruction, and stating that it was not
essential that a teacher should believe
what he tanght.

TrHE MinisTER oF MivEs: That was not
what he stated.

Mg. SIMPSON: Those were the exact
words the Minister used.

Mn. KENNY said he had listened with
considerable attention to the lengthy de-
bate which hed taken place on the Bill.
He congratulated the Government on the
Bill generally, and on the great improve-
ment which it would have on education in
the colony in the future. He held strong
opinions about education. He had had so
little education himself that he thorouznly
understood the want of it. He had o
hesitation in saying that this Bill was =
great improvement on the old one. His
position in regard to the question before
the Committee was clear to him, When
befare the electors he was pledged to sup-
port free, secular, and compulsory educa-
tion. It had been with a certain amount
of surprise that he heard members come
forward in their remarks to advocate their
own religions views. He might be mis-
taken, but that certainly wae the opinion
he had formed. A member who advo
cated his personal religious views, when
discussing matters of public interest, took
a terrible responsibility on his shoulders.
His own duty was clear. He did not come
there to advocate the principles of the
church in which he was born and reared,
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but to advocate the views of his constitu-
ents, and to fulfil his pledges to them.
He came there to advocate free, secular,
and compulsory education.  Never had
he seen the interpretation put on the word
“secular” which was put on the word in
the Bill. He had always been given to
understand that secular education was
education where something distinot was
laid down in the way of a certain book
being studied, so that people might exactly
understand what to expect. Instead of
that, however, the Bill provided for “gen-
eral religious instruction” as distinguished
from sectarian theology. No doubt his
want of education was at fault again, for
he could not see the difference between
the two. He could not pretend to in-
struct a child in the religion he was in-
structed in without making use of the
theology which had been imparted to him.
Had the Minister been a little clearer on
the point it would have been more satis-
factory. As it was he (Mr. Kenny) could
not understand the clause, From the
various constructions that had been put
upon the clause, it was a very different
provision indeed from what he had ex-
pected the Government to table. He had
no alternative but to vote against both the
amendment and the original clause. Had
the Minister been a little more candid and -
given fuller explanation, he would not
have found the amount of opposition that
would certainly be shown when the divi-
sion bells rang. .

Mer. LYALL HALL said that unless this
matter was thoroughly debated now, and
a definite conclusion arrived at, the clause
would very likely prove an endless source
of trouble and annoyance. It was to be
regretted that the Minister of Mines had
allowed this proposal to be brought be-
fore the Committee, seeing the present
Education Act carried out the very object
of the Bill

Tue MixisTER oF MIvEes:
same clause.

Mr. LYALL HALL: By the introduc-
tion of this clause there had been brought
on a neediess religious discussion—such
a discussion as he had hoped it would
never be his lot to listen to in the House.
He deprecated sltogether any clause or
Bill which tended to lead to religious dis-
cussion. He was thoroughly wedded to
the system of education which had pre-

It was the
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vailed in Victoria for some years with very
marked success That was the system of
free, secular, and compulsory education.
The clergy might just as well attempt to
stop the ebb and flow of the tide as en-
deavour to prevent that system being in-
troduced into Western Australia. He was
opposed to both the original proposal and
the amendment. The ordinary State
school teacher was not a person fit to im-
part religious education. Children were
very quick to discern the difference be-
tween a man who really practised what
he preached and the man who did not.
It hod been =aid that a teacher would not
teach children, but merely read passages.
That was a distinction without a differ-
ence; and if a child saw that the teacher
was not sincere, more harm than good
would be done to that child, who, in all
probability, would grow up a sceptie.
In speaking of the harm which might re-
sult from such instruction by State school
teachers, he spoke from personal know-
ledge.  He remembered in Victoria re-
lizious instruction heing given by teachers
whom he knew fo be utterly incapable of
imparting such instruction ; and religious
teaching under such circumstances did
more harm than good. It was very un-
fair to compel State school teachers to
bepart religious instruction which per-
haps they might not believe in. If a
tencher did not believe in the religious
ideas he had to impart, he would perform
hiz duty in a perfunctory manner, or,
perhaps, he would go out of his way to
let the children know that he really did
not believe what he was there to teach.
He (Mr. Hall) believed in religious in-
gtruction being given to school children
by the proper persons, who were the
clergy, or poople nominated by the clergy.
Every opportunity should be given to re-
ligious bodies to hmpart religious teach-
iag to State school children. It had been
sanl that clergymen were very desirous
of having teaching imparted by the State
school teachers, because the clergy them-
selves were too lazy or too wnwilling to
undertake the work. He must joinissue
on that statement. He had the greatest
respect for the cleray of all denominations,
and he knew of the tremendous amount of
work expected of them and the tremen-
dtus amount of work which they did. It
was not from any desire not to do their
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work that clergymen wished the school
teachers to impart religious instruction.
The clergy had their time fairly well ocen-
pied during the whole of the week. They
could not be expected to visit every school
and undertake the religicus teaching, but,
u) doubt, they could nominate persons to
do that work.  There were many men
who were capable of imparting religious
instruction, and in the country districts,
whiere men were not available, there were
many of the fair sex who would be only
to willing to undertake the work. On
the public platform, prior to his election,
he distinctly stated that he was in favour
of education, free, secular, and compulsory,
and he did not now intend to go back on
that statement. He would endeavour to
have education in this colony free, com-
pulgory, and secular, but he hoped we
wotld never see religicus teaching alto-
gether eliminated from our State schools.
If we gave the clergy or the religious
bodies the privileges contained in the
Biil, they would avail themselves of those
privileges, and that would be all that was
necessary.

Mr. WOOD : Several members had re-
ferred to vledges given on the hustings.
rie wag glad that he could support the
clause introduced by the Government, be-
cause, during the whole of the elections,
hz had always made it o strong point that
he was in favour of free and compulsory
education, but not secular. He had al-
ways advocated that, and he hoped he
always should advocate it. In the first
discussion on this Bill he had spoken in
favour of the retention of the clause which
had been unfortunately struck out. He
considered that the clause ag amended was
a very fair compromise indeed.  He had
been: strengthened in that feeling since
he had heard the remarks which fell from
the member for Toodyay (Mr. Quinlan).
He had been fairly well satisfied with the
Government proposal before, but he was
quite satisfied with it now that it met with
that hon. member’s approval. A great
deal of fuss had been made about the
Insh wfational School books. He did
not like to say how many years had
elapsed since he had been taught from
those books at the State schools, but it
was quite refreshing to look at the books
now and see what he had been taught.
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Mr. ILuxewortH: Had the bon mem-
ber not read the Bible since then?

Mg, WOOD hoped he had. The Bible
gtory was told in the Irish National
School books in such a simple, plain, and
undotrmatic way that he did not fhink it
could possibly do any harm. A grest
deal had been made of the constructina
apich the teacher could put upo- the
books, but if hon. members would refer
to the series dealing with the New T'es-
tament they would find such questions
as these put at the end of the first les
son—"What is the subject of this les-
son! To whom did Luke write this ac-
count? What reason does he give for
writing it! Who was King of Judesea
when Zaccharias was priest! What was
the name of his wife?” There was no
dogma in these questions.

Mgr, IuuxeworrH: Read the words
that had to be explained abt the end of
the lesson,

Mr. WOOD: The words to be ex-
plained were—“Annunciation, narrative,
accomplished, incense, tarried, espoused,
salutation, estate, imagination, abode.”
So far as he could see, there could be no
harm in using these books. In his
opinion, the strongest point made by the
Government in support of their views
was the effect the operation of the clause
would have in country schools. He
would prefer it if this new clause could
be made to apply entirely to the country
schools, leaving out such places as Perth,
Fremantle, and the larger cenires of
population. There was a great deal in
the amendment moved by the member
for Albany (Mr. Leake), although there
seemed to be no chance of its being car-
ried, and, therefore, there would be no
good in supporting it. But if the hon.
member left out the words “the autho-
rised version of the Bible,” the amend-
ment would then be a very admirable
one.

Me. Ewine: Suppose it was desirable
in ten years to use another book, should
Parliament be called together for the pur-
pose?

Mr. WOOD: The question should be
settled once and for all in the Bill, and
not left to the whim of a Minister toform
any regulation he liked.

Mg. Ewing: What book was it fair to
use?
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Mr. WOOD: The Irish National
Scnool books had bLeen in use for 30
years. The Minister in charge of the
Bill had been taken to task by the mem-
ber for Geraldton (Mr. Simpson). The
member for Geraldton had a perfect
right to take any Minister to task if he
liked, but he (Mr. Wood) thought thac
members were very inconsistent in ol
jecting to the clause, when they had al-
lowed a similar provision to exist in the
Act for the last eight or ten years.

A MEeuper: Only four years.

Mr. WOOD: These members had
never examined into the working of the
system, and some of them had been un-
aware what the method in vogue was,
He had always been in favour of reli-
gious teaching. His religious training
made it almest compuleory on his part
to advocate it. He very much regretted
that any religious discussion. should have
arigen, or that any bitterness of feeling
should have been aroused. Ewerybody
knew what his religion was. There was
no reason. why he should get up and
bLlurt cut that he was this and that, and
that he was going to do this or going to
do that. He would support the clause
introduced by the Government, because
it tallied in every particular with his own
ideas as to what should be taught in the
State schools. We acknowledged the
right of religion to be taught there, be-
canse we allowed ministers of different
denominations to hold classes in the
State schools. He did not see, therefore,
what objection could be taken to a con-
science clause such as that which the
Minister proposed to introduce.

At 6.30 pn. the Crairvax left the
chair.

At 7.30 the CHarrmay resumed the
chair.

Mr. GEORGE: After the result of the
debate on a previous evening, it was re.
gretable that the Government should
think it necessary to introduce a clause
into a Bill professedly inteaded to provide
free, compulsory, and secular education,
whick would drag in the very subject on
which there had already been so much
controversy.
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TwE Preuier: It was not proposed to
introduce, Lut to continue it. This pro-
vision was in the old Act.

Mr. GEORGE: Without attempting
to belittle the teachings of the Bible, or
to discredit the lessons that could be
learnt fromn that pgreat book, he {(Mr.
George) and those who thought with him
maintained that we ought to respect, not
ouly the convictions of religious people,
but the honest convictions of those,
whether few or many, who had not the
same religious belief as had the Premier
and some other members. When there
was o Bystem  of education specially
provided by the State, to which all
members of the community contri-
buted equally, the religious and the
irreligious, the rich and the poor, surely
the least that could be done was to see
that even the child of the atheist should be
placed upon equal terms with the child of
the religious person, instead of having
ite religious belief manufactured for it by
8 State department,

THE PrEMIER: Such a child had no re-
ligious belief.

Mr. GEORGE: The man who did his
duty honestiy by his neighbour, though
he never entered a place of worship, was
quite as acceptable to the Supreme
Power as the man who had only the re-
ligion of the lip and none in his heart.
He was not anxious that the children of
this colony should receive a godless educa-
tion. Let them do what the Bill stated,
sei apart a time when the ministers of the
various religious denominations should
go to the school and teach the children.
He had sufficient faith in the teachers of
religion to admit that they would look
after the children committed to their
charge, and whoso religious traiuiug
rested on them equally as with the
parents. What he objected to was the at-
tempt to place any religious teaching in
the hands of ordinary teachers. He did
not consider, never mind how honest and
sincere the ordinary teacher might be,
that such teacher was sufficiently capable
of teaching the children in this matter.
Let them leave the teaching of religion
to those whose life training had fitted them
for the work. He was quite aware that

in country districts, where there was a !

scattered population, owing to the com-
parative poverty of the churches in those
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districts, there was a scarcity of religious
teachers, but he believed that the minis-
ters would take care to see that the chil-
dren were properly taught. He believed
that if the clergy of the difierent churches
were to appeal to their congregations in
. COMINOD SENSe IMAnNer, and say there
were hundreds of children in country dis-
tricts where there was no settled teacher
to teach them, and that those churches
wanted to send out teachers to instruct
those children, there would be a great re-
sponse.  He believed that the churches
would get response from people who did
not believe in the particular tenets of the
clergymen.

Tae PremiER: The clergymen tried to
get all the funds they could now.

Me. GEORGE: Very frequently the
churches missed opportunities of getting
funds, when people were taiking ear-
nestly, because they relied on those to
whoni they talked from the pulpits. It
was not those who were to be found in
their Sunday-best and their tall hats
attending the churches, who were the
most sincere, and who were willing to give
the most assistance in these cases. In
Bishop Riley, of the Anglican Church,
we had a man of energy and pluck, who
visited the districts not only round about
Perca, but further away in the country ;
and so it was with the Roman Catholics,
whose riests went about to all the places.
It was not a question with them whether
they could get bed or board. Bishop
Riley did the same thing, and those over
whom he ruled. And the other de-
neminations did the same thing. When
the people of Western Australin saw that
their representatives were determined
that the teaching of religious instruction
should Le left in the bhands of these who-
were trained for the work, he believed the
people would band together and meet the
gituation. The Premier the other night
made some references to him—no doubt
in a kindly way—when he (Mr. George)
| had stated that he did not think that was
the proper place to talk about the Bible.
He thought the right hon. gentleman

might have given him credit that, as far
as the great principles of that great book
and religion were concerned, he yielded
to no one in his humility and sincerity,
{ when hecontemplated thissacred subject :
| and he said it was not the right thing tv
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bring vp this book in the Assembly, and
to quote from it. It was most likely to
lead to religious acrimony in its worst
form. Let us deal with the matter
from the standpoint of common sense.
The children were to be sent to school
free. That was an important matter.
He had known in the old country where
the pence which, should have been used
to keep the home, and to pay for foed,
had to go to pay the school fees  He
hoped such a thing would never come to
pass in this country. Compulsory edu-
cation must naturally come about. Chil-
dren must be brought up end properly
taught. Religion could not be tanght in
the State schools on some set form or
opinicn manufactured in a Government
department. If he did believe in the
tenching of religion in the State schools,
he had not sufficient faith in the Govern-
ment departments to think that the les-
song would be arranged properly. The
Government departments had been
weighed in the balance and found want-
ing in the past, and if that were g0, how
could we commit to a Government de-
partment this right of freedom of re-
ligious teaching. He would vote against
the clause, and he was exceedingly sorry
that it was brought forward. His opinions
were not of to-day or yesterday. 'They
had been formed during his lifetime. In
the old country this subject had been
brought up for centuries, and he had come
from an active political district in the
centre of England, where this subject had
been threshed out. He trusted that the
e¢ood sense of the Committee would not
aliow a division, but that the clause would
b defeated on the voices.

Tue PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) said he would like to say
a word or two before the Committee
divided on this clause. He was sorry
that the member for the Murray did rot
acquit him of any desire to say anything
that would not be altogether compliment-
ary to him personally.  Anything he did
say, was said with no object of piving
offence. It was a curious thing that this
clause, which they found in the Bill of
1393, should have caused so much con-
troversy at the present time. He was
looking up the debate which took place
in 1893, when this Bill was sent down
from the Legislative Council, having been
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introduced there by the then Colonial
Secretary, Mr. Parker. It had passad the
other Chamber, and had come down to
the Assembly. He was not aware of it
until just now, but he found that he (the
Premier) was entrusted with introduoing
the measure into the Assembly, and he
ouliced in the speech, which was rather
a long one, which he made in introducing
the measure on its second reading, that
he never made any reference whatever to
this clause, which was No, 21 in the Bill
of 1893. It seemed to him to be soms-
what remarkable, when we thought of
the amount of controversy which we
had in regard to the clause at the present
time, when he told hon. members, many
of whom were in the House then, that
there was scarcely any reference made to
the clause in the Bill of 1893,

Mg ILLixowoRTH: Some of the pre-
sens members were not there.

Tue PREMIER : The member for Ger-
aldton was there, and he made little re-
ference to the clause, as he (the Premier)
would show directly. At that time the
hon. member for Geraldton used all his
eloquence in regard to the educational
systen.  The member for Geraldton was
altogether opposed to the introduction of
religious instruction into the schools dur-
ing the half-hour that it was proposed that
the clergymen should be allowed to go to
the schools and impart dogmatic religious
instruction. The hon. member was en-
tirely opposed to that; in fact, at that
time the hon. member for Geraldtom—
he hoped he was not misrepresenting him
—wag opposed to religious instruction in
schools altogether, whether by the ordin-
ary teacher, or whether by a clergyman
of a religious denomination. The hon.
member for Geraldton interjected, when
another hen. member expressed himself
as opposed to a certain portion of the
day, not exceeding half an hour, being
set apart for religious instriction—that
was clause 18 of the Bill of 1893—"Kick
the Bill out,” and the hon. member who
way  speaking said “that was what

he would like to do,” and then
the hon. member for Geraldton re-
plied that he would support him.

The greater part of his speech was taken
up with an attack on the assisted schools
of the colony; but the debate showed
that not only was he opposed to assisted
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schools, but was opposed altogether to
religious instruction in schools. The
member for Geraldton never opposed
clause 18 of the Act of 1893 ; indeed, he
never spoke in regard to it, when ihe
question wag before the House.  Section
20 of the Act of 1893 was in these
words : —

In all Government schools the teaching
shall be strictly non-sectarian, but the words
“secular instruction” shall be held to include

general religious teaching as distinguished
from dogmatic or polemical theology.

The member for York (Mr. Monger) had
said gomething gbout it, and he (the
Premier) had explained what he con-
sidered was the meamng of the words.
The hon, member for Perth (Mr. Molloy)
and the then Commissioner of Crown
Lands (Mr. Marmion) alse spoke, the
latter showing that the Roman Catholics
did not take any exception to the clause.
Mr. Marmion said : —

He thought the clause meant this, that
whiflst any particular clergyman hud the
right to teach the tenets of his own religion
during the half-hour devoted to religious in-
instruction, the ordinary school instruction—
although it might include general religious
teaching—must not embrace any dogmatic or
polemical theology. He did not think the
clause referred at all to the half-hour allowed
for religious instruction, but to the ordinary
curriculum of the school.
Hon. members would see that Mr. Mar-
mion, whoin they all knew to have been
a great supporter of the church to which
he belonged, did not take any exception
to the provision at that time.

Mg, Moran: That was ancient history.

Tue PREMIER: It might be ancient
history, but churches did not change very
quickly.

Mr. Moray: The Committee were not
talking wlbout churches now.

Tup PREMIER : Perhaps the membey
{Mr. Moran) would allow him to have his
say, without interruption. He wished to
show that his friend and colleague at
that date (Mr. Marmion) took no exception
whatever to this clause, nor did any one
else. Mr. Traylen, who was a Wesleyan,
said : —

It must be remembered that, after all, this
religious instruction by the clergy and other
minigters was permissive and not obligatory,
and, if the clergy chose to stay away, the
children would be left without any religious

instruction at all from the teacher, if they
struck out this clause.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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That was all the discussion that took place
on the motion that the clause be struck
out, which was negatived on the voices,
and the clause was agreed to. It had
been pointed out that the member for
Geraldton (Mr. Simpson) tock no excep-
tion to the clause, and one would think
that something must have happened since
then, seeing there had been so much ob-
jection raised by that member to the
clause now proposed. Why did not that
hon. member oppose the clause in 18934
The clause was passed by the Assembly
and by the other Chamber without any
particular adverse comment. It became
the law of the land, and had been the
law ever since ; and he had never heard,
nor did he believe any one else had
heard, that anything had happened under
the clause which could be pointed to as
not good. A great deal had been made
of the books which formed part of what
was called * general religious instruction.”
Anyone who could find anything in those
books that was not beautiful must be
searching for something which was evil.

Mrg. InuzNawoRTH: The beauty was not
denied.

The PREMIER : The beautiful stories
of the Gospel and the Old Testament
were put into the simplest language for
children; and how any one could make
himself believe that any harm could he
caused by reading those beautifu! stories,
it was somewhat difficult to imagine.

Mr. VospER: It was the interpretation
which wag objected to.

Tue PREMIER : There was an explana-
tion at the end, giving merely the dic-
tionary meaning of certain words  The
questions that were asked were set forth,
and tho answeis lo thew could be found
in the text.

Mgr. Vosrer: The cardinal dogmas of
theology were involved.

Tue PREMIER: The member for the
Murray (Mr. George) had said the Cowm-
mittee had to comsider, not only people
who had some religious ideas and faith,
but also those who had no religion at all.
[Mk. GEoroE: Yes.] But he did not
agree with the hon. member ; for the per-
sons without any religious ideas and faith
were few and far between, and he was not
propared to consider those persons at the
expense of people who had some belief,
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and who wished that belief taught to their
children.

Mr. GeorcEe:
no rights,

Tue PREMIER : That minority should
not claim rights to the detriment of the
majority.

Mr. Moraw:
free and secular.

Tre PREMIER: One thing must have
astonished many members, and amused
them too, if they could be amused over
this very important subject. Those who
were opposed to this clause had brought
up to nsgsist their arguments the Roman
Catholics of the colony. It was well
known that those very persons who were
now speaking in the interests of the
Roman Catholics hnd done their best for
many years, and with some success, Lo
take from the Roman Catholies that
which they had, and which many thought
they should have continued to receive.

Mr. Morax: Hon. members were per-
fectly consistent.

Tne PREMIER : It was strange to see
these divergent people rowing in the same
boat. He mistrusted these people, “even
when they brought gifts.” He did not
believe, when he heard an eloquent argu-
ment from the member for Geraldton in
the intereats of the Roman Catholies, that
the hon. member was——

Mr. Moran: Ile never said anything
about them,

Tre PREMIER: That hon. member
was not earnest in his desire to assist the
Catholic community, for he had done his

Then the minority had

Then education was not

best to injure the Catholic body ever

since he had been in Parliament.

MR. Ovprau: That argument cut both
wWays.

Tm: PREMIER : This matter had been
sprung on the House and the country. No
one had expected there would be all this
controversy—oertainly he did not expect
it, nor did the Government. This ¢lause
had found a place in the legislation of
New South Wales for twenty or thirty
years, and it had been practically in force
in Western Australia since 1871, and had
existed in the very words now proposed
since 1893. No exception was taken to
the clause in either branch of the Legis
lature in 1893,

Mr. Morax: The denominational sys-
tem was then in full swing.
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Tag PREMIER: That did not affect
the question.

Mg, Moran: Ch, didn’t it!

Tue PREMIER: The hon, member
knew that Roman Catholic children went
to the State schools then, the same as
now,

Mr. Morax : What had that to do with
the questiont?

Tae PREMIER: It had a great deal
to do with, the question,

Mg, Moran: It had nothing at all to
do with the question.

Tre PREMIER : The hon. member had
interjected that the denominational sys
tem was then in full swing.

Mr. Moran : So it was,

Tue PREMIER : How did that prevent
children in outlying districts from going
to the State schools?

Mg. Moraw: It did not, but there was
another system novw.

Tre PREMIER: The hon. member’s
logic wes such that it could not be fol-
lowed. Most of the Christian denomina-
tions in this colony agreed with this
clause. They were agreed in 1393, and
they were practically agreed now. The
Anglican community were perfectly satis-
fied with the clause as proposed by the
Government.

Mg. Moran: No, they were not.

Tee PREMIER szid he had means of
knowing from the leaders of the Anglican
community.

M=r. Moran: Look at the members of
the Anglican community in this As
sembly.

Tre PREMIER said he did not mean
the individual members of the Assembly,
but the community outside, He knew
that some members of the House were not
in agreement with the clause. He did
not use arguments such as the member
for East Coolgardie (Mr. Moran) could
bowl over in & moment. The Anglican
community were perfectly satisfied with
the proposal of the Government; and the
Roman Catholic community, if he could
go by the leaders of that church in this
colony, also practically agreed with the
clause.

Mgr. MoraN: The Premier had not the
slightest authority for saying that.

Tee PREMIER said he had authority
for his statement, but he did not want to
bring in namee. He might say that this
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very clause was laid by bim before one of
the leaders of the Catholic community,
who was asked if it would be acceptable,
and that leader said it would be, so long
as the Catholic children were not com-
pelled to be present during the time that
the general religious instruction was being
imparted.

Mr. MoraN: QOne swallow did not make
A sUmMMmer.

Mg Siwpson : Did the Premier say this
clause was submitted to o Roman Catholie

leader, before it was submitted to Par-

liament?

Tug PREMIER: No. It was sub-
mitted to the Roman Catholic leader after
it had been submitted to Parliament,
when that gentleman waited on him on
the subject. He might say that a leader
of the Anglican community had also
waited on him in regard to the clause.
He (the Premier) did not make nisstate-
ments, but was in the habit of telling the
truth. The member for Perth (Mr. Hall)
had said he was in favour of the Victorian
gystem. That member was also in favour
of religious instruction in schools. It
must be pointed out that there was no re-
ligious teaching in the Victorian schools,
by either priest or master. Indeed, he
believed the name of the deity was abso
lutely excluded from the school hooks in
the educational system of Victorin. At
any rate that was the case some years

ago.
Mr. Iuuxoworrd: The Premier was
not correct.  Clergymen went into the

Victorian schools. .

Tae PREMIER: Did clergymen go to
the Victorian schools during school hours?

Mg, InuangwortH: No; after school
hours.

Tre PREMIER : The member for Cen-
trul Murchison ought to be ashamed to
miglead in that way.

Mg. TlaixgwoRTH said he was not at all
miglending the Premier.

Tug PREMIER: There was no re-
ligion taught in the State schools in Vie-
toria during the school hours.  Some
time ago, the name of tho deity was ex-
clcded from the school books under the
Victorin system. He (the Premier) did
not know whether it was desired that this
example should be followed in Western
Australia ;: but he did not desire it.
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Mg. Inavewonrrn: That was because
of the peculiar opinions of the then Min -
ster of Education in Victoria.

Tee PREMIER : The clause should be
alluwed to remain as proposed by the Gov-
ernment. It had been hefore the country
for years, and nothing had been said
against it, either on the hustings or any-
where else. He did no* hear a single
complaint from any one in regard to the
administration of this clause, and he was
at o loss to understand why it should be
a.matter of great moment at the present
time. Surely members did not come into
this Assembly simply to air their own
ideas or views. Surely, members would
be guided and actuated by the wishes of
the people who elected them. It was all
very well for the member for the Murray
(Mr. George) to have fixed ideas on this or
that question, but the hon. member must
ast himself, in a matter of this sort—a
historical mntter which had engaged the
attention of the Legislature for years—
“Am [ acting in accordance with the
wishes and views of my constituents?
Have they expressed themselves as op-
posed to the 21lst clause of the Act of
18939

MR, GEoroE: These were the exact
views stated by him (Mr. George) on the
hustings.

Tuz PREMIER: The hon. member
had been carried away by the claptrap
terms, “free, secular, and compulsory ™
Was there anything in the Bill opposed
to that?

Mg. GEoreE: Yes.

Tue PREMIER : There was nothing in
the Bill which compelled any child to
attend religious instruction if its parents
objected. The clause was altogether per-
missive. Therefore, hc contonded that
the Government would be carrying out
free, secular, and compulsory education
if this clause were adopted. The system
of religious education had been in opera-
tion since 1893 ; it had stood the teat of
time for 20 or 30 years in New South
Wales. No one had complained about it,
and he thought the Government would
not be justified in bringing down a Bill
excluding such an important clause,

Mz. LEAKE asked leave to withdraw
his amendment, inasmuch as both sides
of the House seemed to be opposed to it.

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn.
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Mr. OLDHAM : Being averse to giving
& silent vote on such an important ques-
tion as that now before the House, he
must say it seemed most peculiar that
the Government should have introduced
this matter into the Bill. The Govern-
" ment were gradually developing some-
thing of the higher grade of politics, and
had introduced this clause for the purpose
of distracting the attention of the people
from the deplorable condition the colony
wasg in.

Tue Premigr: Deplorable?

Mr. OLDHAM: Yes, he had said “de-
plorable.” The Government had brought
down a little Bill last night which proved
the justness of his remark.

Toe Premier: What was that? He
bad not brought down any Bill last night.

Mr. OLDHAM : The Premier had, al
any rate, given notice of his intention to
introduce a Supply Bill. The right hon.
gentleman had given us a lot of ancient
history on this question of religious edu-
cation, and had quoted the giants of
bygone days, such as Mr. Molloy, Mr.
Marmiom, and others. The right
hon. gentleman had told the House what
these gentlemen had said some yenars ago
on this particular subject, and then he had
gaid ‘' something must have happened
since those days.” Something had hap-
pened since then. The people of this
country, at the last and previous elections,
had declared most emphatically in favour
of free, secular, and compulsory educa-
tion. That was what happened.

Tne Premer : They followed the
Government lead.

Mr. OLDHAM : The arguments of the
right hon. gentleman were toc¢ trans-
parent altogether; and there was one
argument used by the Premier with re-
spect to the book which would be used in
the schools if this clause were -nssed.

The Premien: It was used now,

Me. OLDHAM said he did not think it
wWas.

Tre PremiEr: It had been used for
years.

Mui. OLDHAM : The Premier had most
pathetically asked if any person would
try and prevent the children reading the
Bible stories contained in the Irish
National School books. He (Mr. Oldham)
wanted to know what Daniel in the liong’
den had got to do with anything.
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Tar Praxyer: Waa that supposed to be
witty 1

Mgr. OLDHAM: The State had a dis-
tinet duty €o perform with regard to those
children, and it had no more right to
teach religion or religious dogma than a
parson or prieat had to interfere with
what concerned the State only. He in-
tended to vote against the clause, and he
felt sure the Committee would vote
ngainat it, too. The opinion of the
country and the opinions of the t{eachers
proved conclusively that it was inad-
visable to place such & power as the
Premier wished to place in the hands of
State school teachers. He remembered
some two yeare ago, at a conference of
teachers held in Melbourne, a resclution
was passed almost unanimously in which
the teachers confessed that, from their
training, they were totally unfitted teo
impart any religious teaching to children
under their charge. He failed te see how
any person could object to the Bill as it
stood, without the proposed new clause.
Provision was made in it for a minister of
any religious denomination, st stated
periods, to go into any school and teach
the children. It placed all alike in o
position of absolute freedom of religious
belief. For these reasons he should vote
against the introduction of the clause.

Mg, BURT: There seemed to be s
large mount of misapprehension in the
minds of hon, members with regard to this
clause. Certainly it must appear to those
hon. members, such as the one who had
just resumed his seat, who were not aware
that the clauses which the Government
proposed to include in the Bill was the
Inw of the land, and had been for many
years, that the inclusion of such a pro-
vizion in the existing Education Act had
at lenst done no harm. That must be
apparent to every fair-minded man. It
had been in force in this colony for ail
these years, and yet those members did
not know that this alleged mest objection-
able provision was in the Act. It must
be evident from this that the provision
had worked very smoothly nnd given no
offence to anyone. Was it a good or was
it 2 bad provision? He thought the
clerey of all denominations had admitted
that this provision had worked well
There had been no complaint on the part
of school teachers. He could hardly un-
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derstand hon. members who had had a
religious traiping t.hlnkmg that there
could be anytbing bad in giving a general
religious teaching, in contradistinetion to
a sectarisn education, to the children.
What harm could be done by the children
reading the biblical stories contained in
the Irish National books? It was said
that the tenchers were not capable of
teaching religion, but why not, since the
books were provided in which the teach-
ing was laid down. It enabled the chil-
dren to obtain an outline of biblical his-
tory which they might otherwise not oh-
tain. He did not think there was any
danger of children up to 12 years of age
becoming absorbed in religious dogma.
The teachers would probably find it some-
what difficult if they endeavoured to in-
gtil any of this religious dogma into the
pupils under their charge.

Mg. IounewortH: Why, then, was the
hon. member in favour of teaching the
children religious dogma?

Mg, BURT: The children must be
tnught something, and it was well to pre-
pare them so that they could take up the
subject and continue their studies after-
wards. It could not be said that there
~as the slightest demand by the public
for any alteration of the law. He knew
some members Telt, because they had
pledged themselves to what was called
free, secular, and compulsory education,
that it might be thrown in their teeth
afterwards if they voted in favour of the
provision for allowing a half-hour to be
devoted to general religious instruction,
but he did not think they would be justi-
fied in being afraid to vote for the clause,
because the House was evidently not of
the opinion that religious instruction was
had, ipasmuch as we had passed a vluuse
in the Bill allowing clergymen. to give it.

Mgr. ItuiveworTH: DBecausze they were
able to do it.

Mr. BURT: The opposition of some
hon. membere to the proposed clause was,
perhaps, owing te the miserable jealousy
existing between one denomination and
another.

Me. Moran : This jealousy did exist.

*Mgr. BURT: What harm had been done
during the last ten or twelve years by the
present system, which it was proposed to
cortinue by the clause introduced by the
Government $

[ASSEMBLY.)
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to the tencher giving general religious in-
struction in the absence of the clergyman}
The teacher had books from which the
lessons were to be given, and these books
were unobjectionable, as past experience
had shown ; for if there had been any ob-
jecuion, it would have been heard of be-
fore thiz.  These books had been placed
on the table of the House for hon. mem-
bers to see, and no serious objection ap-
peared to have been made to what was
contained in them. Why should not the
State teacher give that instruction which
the clergyman might give, and which most
members appeared to be willing the
clergymen. should give.

Mr. Iuangworta: Because he was not
able to do it.

Mz. BURT : Because he could not teach
enough dogma to satisfy some hon. mem-
bers.  That was it, He (Mr. Burt) had
theught the objection was that because
scme hon. members might be atheists,
therefore religious instruction ought not
to be given in State schools; but thefact
gheuld be borne in mind that no child
waa obliged to attend these religious les-
gons in the schools.

Mgr. Moran: Would the teacher be
given the same privilege, if he did not
like to teach it?

Mr. BURT: No teacher had ever ob-
jected to give lessons from these books,
so far as he had heard.

Mg. Moran: 90 per cent. of the pre
seat teaching staff objected to teach it.

Mr. BURT: It was too late for the hon.
member to talk in that way, for these
beoks had been in use many years, and
no objection had been made. Ii objec-
tion had been made, it would have been
heard of long since. All must admit
ihuy vhere was only n small mmonty in
the community who had no religious be-
lieis; and if the giving of rehglous in-
struction to children was a good thing
when given by the clergyman, why
should it not be a good thing when
given to some extent by teachers in
State schools, who had hooks from which
the lessons were to be given, and from
which they could teach the general prin-
ciples of religion and Christianity? If
this provision were being proposed for the
first time, and if we had not before usthe
experience and the example, and a good

What was the objection l example it was, of New South Wales in
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using these books in the State schools
there without objection, he (Mr. Burt)
would be more inclined to listen to the
arguments that had been urged against
the giving of general religious instruction
in schools. The Government had not
brought this provision into the House at
all, for it existed already in the Education
Act, which had been in operation for
years ; and, whether this Bill passed or
not, the provision would remain in that
Azt until repea]:ed. Why, then, all this
trouble about a provision which was of-
fending the conscience of no ome, and
which had been in operation without ob-
jection for all these years? If, in dis-
cuesing a consolidation Bill dealing with
a number of statutes, cbjections of this
kind were taken to particular provisions
which had been in operation for years with-
out objection and without complaint, that
case would be similar to the present one.
It the Government had not brought in
this Education Bill, which was mainly a
congolidation measure, the existing sys-
tem of education would have remained in
force as the law of the colony. Yet scme
members were treating this clause as if
the Government were proposing something
new. This provision had satisfied all
denominations in this colony and in New
South Wales for a number of years; and
why should we now, when merely con-
solidating the education statutes, take
this opportunity to strike out an inoffen-
sive provision?

Mr. SIMPSON (Geraldton): It might
cocme as a surprise to the hon. member
who had just spoken to learn that, during
his absence from the Chamber, the par-
ticular books to which reference had been
made had been quoted by various mem-
bers, and objections to them had bLeen
pointed out. If there was one man in
this Assembly who squirmed under criti-
cism more than another, it was the Ire-
mier, who was always growling about
misquotations and misrepresentations.
Turning to Hansard, it appeared that
when: the Education Act was being
amended in 1893, when assisted schools
were in operation as well as Government
schools, clause 18 was brought down in
the amending Bill, and it prescribed that
in every Government school a portion of
each day, not exceeding half an hour.
might be set apart when the children of
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any one religicus denomination might be
instructed by the clergyman or other in-
structors,  Yet the Premier had told the
House this evening that he (Mr. Simpson)
had been endeavouring to keep religion
out of the schools.

THeE PreuIER:
wards.

Mg. SIMPSON: Yes; and the Premier
had tried thie evening to persuade the
committee that four years ago he (Mr.
Simpson) had tried to get religion kept
out of the Government schools. There-
fore, out of the Premier’s own mouth he
wag now convicted,

Pue AYTORNEY GENERAL (Hon. R.
W. Pennefather): Underlying this clause
were the principles of good order, good
Government, and sound moral conditions,
It had been contended by some members
that the system of education ought to be
secular and compulsory; but on those
lines he (the Attorney-General) did not
see in what particular way the clause
under discussion contravened any one of
these three propositions. It was optional
with the parent of a child whether he
would compel that child to attend reli-
gious instruction or would withdraw it
from the religious lessons.

Mn. Morav: It was not optional with
the teacher.

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL : But edu-
cation had for its main object, not the
employment of teachers, but the edu-
cation of children, and the hon. member
appeared to overlook that. It had been
alleged from various points of view, and
especially by members who might have
lennings of an atheistic character, that re-
ligious instruction ought not to be given
in State schools; but, on the other hand,
we had to consider whether it was pood
for the community that they should raise
up throughout the country an atheistic
population.

Mn. Moray: That was not the case in
point.

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was
the case in point. Unfortunately a lot
of people who professed relipion were al-
most indifferent about teaching it to their
children; and unless the clergymen or
some person taking an interest in chil-
dren did give religious lessons, those chil-
dren would go uvninstructed in religious
principles.

It was inserted after-
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Mr. George: Oh, bosh!

Tre ATTORNEY GENERAL: One
would think the voice of the member for
the Murray was that of the greatest Solon
who had ever spoken, by the confident way
in which he made assertions; but, in-
stead of thai, the voice came from the
Murray, and probably on this subjeci it
did express the true felings of the ma-
jority of the hon. member’s electors. We
had to consider this pesition: Was it for
the good of the community to expel this
clause, which had hitherto existed without
any oppoesition from any of the churches?
The church to which he had the honour
to belong did not take exception to this
provision. Whyt

Mg, Moraw: Did they tell you that?

Tae ATTORNEY GENERAL said he
would be ashamed of his church if it urged
on the community that we should do any-
thing to bring up an atheistic population.
On this subject there was a wider horizon
than any wretched, circumseribed, jealous
disposition. We had to look to the gen-
eral good of the community.

Mr. Moran: What was the hon. mem-
her’s religion?

Tee ATTORNEY GENERAL : The oh-
ject of certain members was to try and
prevent these little children from obtain-
ing & knowledge of just the outlines of
Christianity. Was that the sole topic of
this Chamber? Was that what we were
fighting for? What amazed him most was
the attitude of his friend, the member for
Central Murchison (Mr. Illingworth), who,
although a shining light to himself, was
yet the very man to stand up against the
Christianising of children.

Mn. TruxeworTH: The hon. member
kuew that was not true.

T ATTORNEY GENEWAL: oo
would have thought the Los womber
would, on this subject, be the right fan.
supporter of the Minister in charge of
the Bill; and he (the Attorney Geuera!)
could not believe his ears for muaay
minutes when he heard the hon. member
speaking in downright opposition to the
clnuse.

Mr. TruvaworrA said he had spoken
the truth. :

Tne ATTORNEY GENERAL: It was.
of course, conceivable that the minds of
gome men were not always subject to
proper influences ; and the hon. member
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had a natural disposition to refine and
refine in debate, until he altogether lost
the substance. In conclusion, thechurch
to which he (the Attorney General) had
the honor to belong did not encourage
atheistic doctrines of any character, and
would not tolerate the bringing up of
children in an anti-Christian spirit ;
knowing, as his church did, that the rest
of the community, if they did not agree
with his church in all the tenets of re-
ligious belief, still accepted the main
doctrines of Christianity, which raised
mankind above the beasts of the field.

Mg ILLINGWORTH: Tt was a re-
markable thing, and no one was hetter ac-
quainted with the fact than the member
who had just sat down, that the last re-
gort of those persons who desired to in-
troduce the Bible into State schools was
to falsely charge the opposition party
with desiring an atheistic system of
education. Over and over again it was
asserted that the Victorian system, to
which he had referred, was a godless
system of education. And, certainly, if
the charge would apply anywhere, it
would apply to that colony; but what
were the facts? That there were more
children in the Victorian Sunday schools
than there were in the State schools.

Toe Premier: On one day out of
seven. .

Mr. ILLINGWORTH: It was useless
to try to get rid of Hayter's figures by
interjections, for they were rather too
solid to be moved in that way. Admit-
ting that it was only on one day out of
seven, yet, in addition to that, the Vie-
torian Act provided that properly quali-
tied teachers might go into the schools
and teach for three-quarters of an hour
on two days a week, being enual tn nan
hour and a half; and then the Sunday
schools had one hour, these times making
two and a half hours of religious tench-
ing in the week. These were facts not
to be controverted. The Sunday rchool
figures available were only the returns
of eighteen denominations, and might be
largely increased if the full fizures were
procurable ; vet, in the case of the State
achool attendance, the private school
firures were included. There were 2,552
Sunday schools as agninst 2,038 State
schools; 19,633 Sunday school teachers,
whose hearts were in their work, as
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agrinst 4,963 State school teachers—
nearly 5 to 1, or, say, 4 to 1; and an
average attendance in Sunday schools of
154,996 children as compared with
129,678 in the Government schools.
How could any man, who detired to bz
honest, call that a podless system of edu-
cation, or say the State was desirous of
bringing up children without any re-
ligious principles? How could any man
say suchj things of men who main-
tained that only those who were com-
petent to teach religion should be allowed
to teach it? Would the Attorney General
plead that, in regard to hie own profes-
gion, a men should be put forward to
teach law who knew nothing about it?
Was it fair of the hon. gentleman to any,
of those who objected to the teaching of
religion. by incompetent persons, and
who yet were willing to provide five
teachers for every ome that the State
could provide, that they were de-
sirous of raising up an atheistic com-
munity? Some time ago, in Victoria, the
children whose parents desired it were
detained after the regular school! hours,
for religious insfruction. Clerrymen had
then an opportunity of going to the
school, and the State teacher remained
to keep order. It was then pointed out
to the present Minister of Education that
-the children were weary after the day’s
tuition, and it was subsequently arranged
that the religious teachers should have
the first half-hour of the day—practic-
ally the same thing as we had in this
Bill. He hoped the Committee would
reject the proposal of the Government.
Mr. WALTER JAMES : If this debate
had emphasised one feature more than
another, it must have brought home to
everyone a sense of security and zatisfac-
tion, on realising that, within the narrow
limits of this little hall, and amongst a
comparatively small number of members,
there were at least half-a-dozen men pre-
pared to start an organisation or sect of
their own; who, while pointing to the
many follies and errors in existing insti-
tutions, vet maintained that thew were
themselves the only divinely-gifted teach-
ers who could throw light upon what he
(Mr. James) had always thought was the
simple story contained in the New Testa-
ment ; that they, and they only, had the
power to interpret that simple story. on
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the other hand, there were some who could
not discuss this question without blas-
phemous interjections. This was very
peculiar ; because the same members whe
thus interjected were the very men who,
on. every other occasion that a question
of equal importance was brought before
the House, had been found homestly and
straightforwardly giving their vote for
principle. But on this occasion, somehow
thesc hon. members had departed from the
principles to which, on previous occa-
sions, they had loudly expressed their ad-
herence ; and every man who was not
blind could see the reason why. Such
members desired, so far as they possibly
could, to degrade and humiliate the State
schools—to make them as podless and ns
unpopular as possible, so that, in the near
future, the time might come when the
State schools would be sc repugnant to
the best and highest wishes and aspira-
tions of the public that there must be a
return to the old path, and a chance of
introducing the old system of nssisted
schools.

Mr. OupHAM: The hon. member was
wrong there.

Mr. JAMES: While possibly wrong, he
could see as far as the member for North
Perth, and, perhaps, on this point, a little
further, for he had always expressed his
views upon this question openly, and had
never been in doubt as to what they were.
Hig views had withstood public criticisin,
and, so far, successfully. He had always
understood that, when & Bill was brought
forward for the purpose of consolidating
existing legislation, it should be our ob-
ject, not to attack the principles contained
in such a Bill, which were simply the
principles already embodied in existing
such
criticism for subsequent occasions, or, as
was done in England, deal with such new
and controverted questions before the con-
solidating Bill was introduced. Hon.
members knew the practice elsewhere. If
a Bill wag to be con-olidated, and it was
proposed to introduce a new principle
inte such Bill, then, before the measure
was introduced, a short Bill was brought
in embodying that new idea, which
was thereupon threshed out hefore
being introduced in the consolidating
Bill. When that had been done,
all parties loyally recogmised the
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fact that the battle was over, and
that, for the purposes of consolidation,
their one object should be to adopt exist-
ing principles, and simply to provide
more effective machinery for the vurpose
of carrying them out. If it was desired
to attack the principle invelved in

such a Bill, that could he easily
done, mot when the Bill itself was
before the House, but by a sub-

sequent motion, or by a special Bill.
No hon. member could say that this
question had really been before the elec-
tors. He did not believe that it had been
nientioned at the last election, and it
certainly was not a burning question.
At the general election before that, the
great educational question was that re-
lating to the continuance of State aid to
assisted schools. The question of reli-
pious education was not, and could not
have heen, brought hefore the electors
at the last election; and he knew of no
member at all who, during the election
campaign, had stated that he proposed to
attack the existing svstem of education.
Perhaps he was wrong. Perhaps some
hon. member would affirm that such n
thing had been said on a public platform.
But who had said it? Which hon. mem-
ber had stated publicly, during the last
general election, that he was opnosed to
the existing system of State education,
because there was a certain amount of
general religious instruction under the
definition of secular instruction?

Mg. OLpHax said he had.

Mr. Morav: Every hon. member.

Mgr. JAMES: Having heard some of
the speeches of the member for North
Perth (Mr. Oldham), he had never heard
that point raised.

Mr, Morax: Perhaps the hen member,

was there on the wrong night.

Mr. JAMES: If not hearing the
speeches of all hon. members, he had read
them.

Mg, OupHaxM :
stated ao himself.

Mzr. JAMES: Not a word about beiny
in opposition te religious instruction had
heen said by him, but he had said he was
thoroushly in favour of the New South
Wales system. Hon. members had never
used the phrase “secular instruction” in
connection with the past discussions.
They had been using that expression only

The hon. me'mher had
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in regard to the matter before them for
the time being. He had always op-
poeed assisted schools, for the abundantly
good reason that by the system was being
induced an unfair competition in the
State, and, in addition to that, the teach-
ing of dogmas was being directly subsi-
dised by State money. “Secular instruc
tion” he took as meaning unsectarian in-
struction ns opposed to the teaching of
religious dogma.

Mn. Moran: Another theologian!

Mg, JAMES: While not a theologian,
that was his idea of secular instruction.
If in his past speeches he had conveyed
a different impression, he must be respon-
gible ; and if he had made a mistake, he
was open to admit it and go before his
electors..

Mg. Sivpson: That was a long way off.

Mr. JAMES: Ii the member for Ger-
aldton (Mr. Simpson) could by his vote
secure his {(Mr. James's) return, there
would not be the least doubt about his
election, although he and the hon. mem-
ber disagreed sometimes. This was a Bill
for incorporating legiglation which had
been in existence for some years past ; and
admitting that one or two members had
expressed views in opposition to the
clzuse, there had been no agitation suffi-
ciently large and widespread to justify a
departure from a principle, which had
been so long recognised in the colony and
throughout the preater part of the world.
The example of Victoria had been quoted,
but he would remind the member for Cen-
tral Murchizon (Mr. Ilingworth), and
other members, that there were other
places hesides Victoria. All the wise peo-
ple did not reside, or had resided, in Vie-
toria; and wisdom could be gained from
the cxperience of other rarte of the warld

Mu. Tuuwoworta : What about Cannda ?

Mz. JAMES: The Canadian system was
not the same as that of Victoria.

Mu. ILuingworTH: Quite right.

Mr. JAMES: Then why talk about
Cannda? Why not talk about the moaon
or Timbuctoo? The member for Central
Murchison quoted fipures referring to
Victoria, which were absolutely beside the
question. Fipures were no good at all,
eveent in o far as they enabled us to in-
stitute comparisons; and the only lesson
to be drawn from the figures quoted by
the hon. member was that if there were
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all those voluntary agencies in Vic-
torig——

Mg. IruxeworTH: They were in West-
ern Australia.

Mr. JAMES : Then if the agencies were
here, what was the objection to having
the snme provision in the Bill az now ex-
isted? If the same agencies were in Vic-

torin working out the same results, were -

there not the same regults in New South
Waules, in the United Kingdom, and i
Americatl

Mnr. IuuixewoRTH: That was what he
asked the hon. member.

Mz, JAMES: The hon. member had
said, “You have certain agencies working
in Victoria, where there is a godless sys-
tem of education ; therefore, have a god-

less system of education here”-—entirely .

overlooking the fact that there were the
saeme agencies all over the world where
there were not godless systems of educa-
tion. If he {Mr. James) were to take up
the position of an advocate, he might
ndopt the arguments of the member for
Central Murchison, and say that as in
New South Wales there was a larger num-
ber of persons attending the Sunday
schools than attending the State schools,
therefore adopt the systern of New South
Wales.

Mr. ILLINGWORTH :
arcument at all,

Mg, JAMES: But that was what the
areument of the hon. member led to.

Mpr. TuunowortH: Not necessarily.

Mr. JAMES : If that was not the argu-
ment of the hon. member, then it was very
difficult to appreciate the arguments of
experts—those men who alone were quali-

fied to explain matters which seemed per-

fectly simple to the ordinary mind. The
course of the discussion had passed away
more or less from the technical objection
about the draughtsmanship involved in
making secular instruction include cer-
tain religioua instruction.  This question

cught not to be decided on mere draughts-

manship.  If it had to be so decided, he
might point out that in every Bill the

plural included the singular, the mascu- -

line the feminine, and that the word

“owner” was made to inolude “occupier,” .

who was not an owner. In all Bills there
were certain inconsistenctes. The refer-
ence to the position of the teacher showed
how frail were the arguments of those
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| who opposed the continuation of the pre-
sent system. He could eee no danger
' himself in this instruction being imparted
by the teachers. The member for Cen-
tral Murchison had gone into the matter
with the most searching eye, and had ex-
" amined and ecriticised the books with
microscopical attention, and he was able
to lay before the committee only three or
four words which might possibly involve
; dogmatic teaching. Ameongst these words
- were “convert,” “penitent,” and “incense.”
Yet, about the word “church,” and the
word “altar,” dogmatiem clung all round.
If a school-book had to be provided, from
which every word was eliminated which
could possibly have any reference to re
ligious dogma, or on which it was pos-
sible some anxious proselytiser ocould
build up some dogmatic theory, then it
would be impossible to teach history or
reading.  All these arguments against
the clause were mere quibbling.  These
books were used more for historical teach-
ing than for anything else. Fancy a
dogma hanging round the word “com-
vert!” It was only an expert whoe could
realise the danger. Not being an expert
himgelf, the argument came to him as a
surprise. When he heard the expert who
alone seemed to have some divine author-
ity to read the divine book, he thought
his very arguments and statements proved
that the man. who could find all these im-
- aginary evils in an innccent word

Mr. ILLiNewoRTH: You are up in law,
but not in dogma.

Mr. JAMES gaid he did not want to
be up in dogma, if it made him so narrow-
minded that, when he came across the
ward ‘‘convert,” he wanted to kick a man
because his feelings were hurt by the use
of the word by that man

Mz. InuneworTE: There was the inter-
pretation of the word.

Mgn. JAMES: The interpretation was
the very gravamen of the charge he (Mr.
James) was now making. The interpre-
tation to which the member for Central
Murchison referred was not the interpre-
tation of the ordinary individual, or of
the man who” taught in school. It was
the interpreiation of the expert—a class
' who had done more harm in connection
with religion than any offier class, and
always would do more harm. The expert
was a man who would not accept the or-
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dinary meaning of words, but found some
occult, hidder meaning in ordinary ex-
pressions, and gave to them an interpreta-
tion no one else would dream of. For
instance, if the position of the member
for North-East Coolgardie (Mr. Vosper)
were accepted, that a Moravian or a Uni-
tarian should not be asked to teach about
the Trinity, or & Jew be asked to teach
about the New Testament, how could his-
tory be taught? Every reference to the
Guy Fawkes plot, or to disestablishment
of the Church, would have to be eliminated
from the text books.

Mr. Sivpsox: It was a matter of great
objection now in examinations.

Mer. JAMES: No doubt. Any man
who drove an argument to its logical con-
¢lusion must find himself upside down,
and the logical position asumed by mem-
bers who were opposing this clause would
lend to the conclusion that history should
not be taught in the schools. The his-
tory of every generafion was full of in-
gtances round which a large amount of re-
ligious feeling clung. The argument seemed
to be that because a Jew might object
to explain the meaning of the anti-Semitic
movement, there musi be no teaching on
that subject; that because an Anglican
might object to teach about Wesleyan-
ism, therefore eliminate all reference to
the Wesleyan movement; or becsuse a
Roman Catholic might object to teach
ebout the Guy Fawkes plot, therefore
there must be no reference to the Stuart
dyoasty. Was that the extreme to
which it was desired to go! He sub-
mitted it was not; and yet, if the posi-
tions assumed by some hon. members were
adopted, the Committee would be bound
to go to that extreme. But really all this
was beside the question, The educationa!
gystem was not built for the teachers.
The system was there, and, if the present
teachers could not carry out the duties
under the system, those teachers must
go. If at present there were 90 per cent.
of teachers who were refusing to carry out
the present system, then those teachers
were earning their money under false pre-
tences, and ought to be dismissed. Build
a syetemn, and then qualified men could
be found to discharge the duties adequ-
ately, efficiently, and conscientiously. The

extent to which the Vietorian prineiple | zens if we made them irreligious?
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inations throughout the whole of the
school-books in that colony. He did not
know whether it was still the fact, bw
when Professor Pearson was in charge of
the Education Department in Victoria, all
reference to the deity was eliminated
from the ordinary text books. Children
were brought up, so far as the State was
concerned, in absolute ignorance of facts
relating to the deity. Was that not
shocking? Was it right, when there
were too few religious men in the world?
He did not profess to be a religious
man himself, although he was not a
modern Pharisee. The modern Pharises
was not n man who went to church and
prayed, but was o man too lazy to o, and
who stayed away, and called the other
man & Pharisee. He (Mr. James) was
not a strong church-goer; but, in his
opinion, there were foo many influences
that tended to deaden religious life.

Mr. Snupson: Were not the influences
of the church too few?

Me. JAMES: That might be so, but
whern'it was possible to carry out a system
urder which those inAuences might be
strengthened and carried into the fields
where the church could not go, why should
the State refuse to carry out that sys-
tem !

Mr. GeoreB: Why could the church
not do it

Mr. JAMES : Whether the church could
do it or not, the church did not do it.
'The arguments of the member for North-
East Coolgardie were not good, as coming
from an atheist.

MR. Vosper said he was not an atheist.

Mr. JAMES: Then the hon. member
might be regarded as n freethinker or an
hcrest doubter. - This argument came
with bad grace from a freethinker, who
must be unsympathetic in dealing with
such a question as this. It was easy to
be destructive, in matters of religion, but
there was a grent difference between pull-
ing down and building wp.  When we
sav: 5o many of these destructive influ-
ences around us, what harm could there
he in the State doing its little mite in he-
half of whatever -was gaod? No miemher
dared say that we ought .o eliminate from
our life all religious faith and all religious
feeling, How could we rear good citi-
In

had been driven was shown by the elim- | educating children, we should aim nnt only
€
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at giving them the benetit of increased

mental discipline, but also aim at making

them good citizens, and to that end we

must give them religious training. The |
system which was intended to be infro- .
duced by the clause had been in force in |
this colony for some years, and for a great
number of years in New South Wales. |
Roughly speaking, not this machinery, but |
sintilar machinery had been in use in the !
gmeater part of the world. We were asked |
to cast aside the experience of the greater .
part of the world, and to adopt the Vie-
torian system of education, which was the
most godless system in Australia. He
wag certainly of opinion that we shouid
be going too far if we adopted the sugges-
tion of those who were opposed to the
religious education of children. He was
al a loss to understand the peculiar com-
bination which existed between thosge who
did not believe in religion, and therefore
consistently objected to religion being
taught in the schools—although it was
nivs proposed by this clause to foree chil-
dren to have religious education—and
those who were governed by the teaching
of their church ; who believed that it was
the bounden duty of the State to give re-
ligious instruction to the children. It
was @ peculiar fact that those who, in
their own lives, realised the need and the
elevating iofluence of religious instruc-
tict: should be the mowving spirits in an
attempt to eliminate it from the State
schools. He hoped members would not
be led astray by this unholy alliance. He
hoped we should retain the existing sys-
tem. It was the duty of the State to
train up goed citizens. This did not rest
ouly on the individuails or on the churches,
but on the State. If we thought the
church had failed in its duty, it was the
paramouxt duty of the State to make up
the deficiency. The State suffered if
the citizens turned out badly. The State
should assist churches in the good work
they were doing: and realising this he
hoped hon. members would support the
existing system.  He asked them not to
make any changes that had not been de-
manded by the people: to make.no
changes unless they had been foreshadow-
el by hon. members at the hustings: to
make no change unless it had been advo-
cated by a public man on a public plat-
form. Let us retain the present system
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until it was found to be bad.  If we did
that, he believed the present system would
continue a long time, as it had proved
satigfactory in this colony and elsewhere.
And, if we did not do ull we would like to
do for imparting a religious training to
the children, at all events we should be
doing ns much ss we deemed practicable.
We had no right to go beyond that. He
would like to forestall the scathing criti-
cism which the member for East Cool-
gardie (Mr. Moran} would perhaps unke
on these remarks, by saying that if the
hon. mewber could find anything which
he had said in the past opposed to what
he had said now, he (Mr. James) was pre-
pared to admit that he had niade mis-
takes ; if he had on some fornier occasion
uged words conveying a meaning which

. he had not intended them to convey, he

was quite prepared to accept the respon-
sibility. He had never referred to Han-
sard in connection with any of his

-speeches; and he could be sufficiently

consistent without looking up his pre-
vious utterances by fellowing on every oc-
casion, so far as he was able, the dictates
of truth.

Mz. MORAN: The hon. member who
had just sat down had deprecaied making
any changes that were not demanded by
the country; but, to show how inconsis-
tent the hon. member was, here was the
report of n speech made in 1895, in a de-
bate on the Assisted Schools Abolition
Bill, when the hon. member spoke as fol-
lows: —

We have had a new spirit breathed into the
body politic; und wg have done with the old
gystem of calm, the old system of letting
things remain as they are, whether they he
right or whether they be wrong. Rejoice in
the change, and hope it will go on Increasing,
until the only test of justice, when we come
to deal with o measure in this House, will be
not whether it has existed 25 years, or existed
when the present Government ecame into
power, but whether it be just or unjust on its
own principle and by virtue of its own weight.
These were the sentiments of the hon.
member two years ago ; and, again, speak-
ing on State nid to religion in 1894, in
reference to the Ecclesiastical Grant, the

* hon. member said:—

There can be no doubt whatever that this
question of State aid to religion is one that is
very distasteful to many members of this
House, and to many sections of the commu-
nity who may not be represented in this
House.
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The hon. member was a monument of in-
consistency ; for one week he was a rabid
freetrader, and the next week he was a
stounch leader of protectionmists. So
changeable indeed were his opinions, that
it might be said of him—he is and hv is
not ; he would, and he would not ; ne in-
tended to be and yet he was not.

Question—that the proposed new clause
e ndded to the Bill (Mr. Leake’s nmend-
ment having been previously withdrawn)
—put, abd a division taken, with the fol-
lowing result: —

Ayes 12
Noes 20
Majority against veer 8
Ayes. Noes.
Hon. 8. Burt AMr. Connor
Sir John Forrest Mr. Ewing
Mr. A. Forrest Mr. George
Mr. Holmes Mr. Hall
Mr. Hooley Mr. Haossell
Mr. James Mr. Higham
Mr. Lefroy Mr. Hubble
Mr. Piesse Mr. Ilingworth
Mr. Throssel! Mr. Leake
Mr. Wood Ar. Locke
Hon. H. W, Venn Mr. Mitchell
Mr, Ponnefather Mr. Monger
(Teller). | Mr. Moran
Mr. Uals
Mr. Oidham
Mr. Simpson
1{1’. Solomon
Mr. Vosper
Mr. Wilson
Mr. Kenny
(Teller).

New clause thus negatived.

Mgy, SIMPSON challenged the vote of
the niember for Toodyay (Mr. Quinlan),
a8 he was not in his seat when the division
was taken,

Tiue CHAIRMAN: If the hon, member
was not seated when a division was taken,
his vote could not be counted.

Tue Premigr: If the hon. member was
out of his place inadvertently, through
not knowing, could not his vote be re-
corded?

Tne CHAIRMAN: No, if he was not
seated in his place.

Mn. LEAKE: In view of this defeat,
did the Government propose to do any-
thing? It was a defeat of their policy.
(Mr. Smupsow: Hear, hear.)

Tne Preurer : The hon, member was so
anxious. The Government were not so
impatient as hon. members opposite.

[ASSEMBLY.)

Drvorce Extension Bill.

New clause:

Mr. KENNY moved that o new clause
be added to the Bill, providing “That any
child, in going to or returning from any
efficient State school outside the two
miles or over from the child’s residence,
shall travel free of charge upon the
Government, railways.”

Tae CHATIRMAN (Sir Jas. G. Lec
Steere): I have considered this question,
knowing it would come before me. This
is not an amendment that can be moved ;
because, indirectly, it will cause an extra
charge on the public revenue of ~this
colony. The result of thie yprovision, if
put in the Bill, would he that an extra
vote would have to be taken by the Edu-
cation Department to recoup the Railway
Department for the loss. Therefore, as
this would be am extra charge on the
peaple of the country, it is an amend-
ment which no private member can move.
without a recommendation from the
Governor.

New clause thus ruled out of order.

Schedules 1 and 2—agreed to.

Preamble and title—agreed to.

Bill reported with amendments.

DIVORCE AMENDMENT AND EXTEN-
SION BILL.

SECOXD READIXG.

Debate resumed on the motion moved
by Mr. Ewing, that the Bill be read a
second time, and the amendment by Mr.
Illingworth to postpone the sccond read-
ing for six months.

Mr. OLDHAM (North Perth): I sup-
pose that any man who really recognises
the responsibilities of the marriage tie,
who is fully seized of the importance
which it has upon the moral and physical
welfare of this commnunity, would hesi-
tate, and hesitate a considerable time,
before in any way.interfering with that
particular contract. I should eay that
one would require abundant proof that
the proposed alteration in our present law
would not in any way interfere with the
happiness that concerns the family circle
of most people, at any rate of the English-
gpeaking race. But when I take into con-
sideration that this Bill is aimed, not at
the marriage which has been fruitful of
as fair a share of happiness as generally
folls to the lot of human nature in this
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world, and when I recognise that the
object which the measure has in view is
to give some relief to those people who
have been unhappily joined together in
a marriage which has brought out all the
worst truits of human nature, and when |
recognise that this Bill will deliver som«
poor long-suffering creature of either sex
from the throes of a union which is re-
pugnant to themselves, I cannot help
thinking that I should go agninst the in-
terests of morality if I did not cast my
vote in favour of the proposal of the
member for the Swan. When I know that
I can do this without in any way injuring
the happiness of those people who have
been happily married, 1 feel convinced
that I am casting my vote in the right
direction. T listened the other night to
the arguments that were adduced against
the proposal, and it appeared to me that
some hon. gentlemen were of opinion that
the married people of this country, and
our women particularly, are thirsting for
divorce. The leader of the Government
seemed to take up that position, and he
asked o very pertinent question of the
mover, “Can the member for the Swan
say there has been a demand upon the
part of the women of this colony for a
Bill of this description?” And the
Premier ventured to express the opinion
that the women of this colony would vote
against the hon. member's proposal.
This seemed to me, at the tinie, a very
specious argwuent indeed, because we
know that so long as the hon. gentleman
is at the head of the Government, so long
az the present gentlemen occupy the posi-
tions they do as leaders in this House,
unless ‘a vote is cast against them just
as has been cast to-night on the Educa-
tion Bill, they will not give to the women
nf this couniry the opportunity of saying
either “yea” or “nay” to the proposal in-
volved in the Bill. It seems, in view of
these facts, that the argument, if it can
be colled an argument, used by the
Premier, is not really worthy of great
consideration. T believe that the women
of the colony, the married women, taken
as a general rule, are too happy alto-
cether in their circumstances, in their
lives, to desire this particular Bill for
their own benefit ; but that if it were left
to the women of the colony to say whether
two people shall continue in = unity
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which is altogether repugnant tc them,
which has been fruitful of everything that
is bad, I am firmly convinced that the
women, if it were put to them to rescue
some unfortunate sister from the clutches
of eome profligatse and debased
scoundrel, would certainly say “aye™
to the proposal of the hon. member.
I am alse convinced that the warriage
which is right, and the wmarriage which
is sanctified, will never be brought under
the purview of this Bill. It is not that
particular marriage which we wish to
deal with, It is the marringe which iy
wrong, and if the church recognises its
position in thie matter, it will see that,
although in some of these marriages
there has been a clergyman officiating,
surrounded by all the pomp nnd symbols
of his position, I amn sure it will be re
copnised that some of these marriages
have not had the approval of the Mas-
ter. And, when 1 take this into consi-
deration, it appears to me, putting aside
the local ‘and theological ideas, which
simply depend on the construction which
some persons place upon passages in the
Bible, that, in the interests of the world,
if i3 not advisable to compel people to
live together when common honesty dic-
tates that they should be separated. 1
cannot: help, from my poing of view, but
accord my fullest support to the Bill
which has been introduced by the hon.
member for the Swan.

Mr. KENNY (North Murchison): I
have never addressed this Chamber in a
more serious frame of mind than I do on
this occagion. I am fully aware of the
importance of the nieasure that iz now
before the House, and T mn fully aware
of the effect it will have on the people of
Western Australia as a community. 1
certainly was more than sstonished at
the remarks with which the Premier
creeted the Bill, to say nothing of the
uncomplimentary, even ungenerous, re-
marks which he thought fit to use te-
wards the hon. member for the Swan in
introducing this mensure. It would ap-
pear from the remarks of the Premier
that, in order to first introduce a mea-
stre into this House, a member should
produce a certificate of birth in the
colony. The right hon gentleman
twitted the hon. member for the Swan
with the fact that he had only been in
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the colony about five minutes. I only | of the House takes upon himself a ter-
say, as n native of the colony, that T | rible responsibility who stands here
heartily welcome such men as the -hon. | as o public man with no other
member for the Swan (Mr. Ewing), and | iden  but to veice the sentiments of

it would be well for Western Australia
if it had more such men in the commu-
nity. I fail to see that it is necessary or
essential for a member of thiz House to
be able to claim to be born in the colony
in order that a measure introduced by
him should receive the support it de-
deserves. 1 am also surprised, and [
have been surprised on many occasions,
with regard to the ignorance displayed
bv the Premier when a measure is intro-
duced that affects the public of this
colony. The right hon. gentleman in-
formed the House that he did not be
lieve the women of the colony were in
favour of the measure, and that the hon.
member in, charge of the Bill was not av
quainted with the wishes and opinions
of the women of this country. 1 ask
any member of this House, how is it pos
gible for any member to become ac-
quainted with the will and wishes of the
women of the country on general mea-
sures? How much more difficult is .is
for 2 member to obtain exactly the
opinions of the women of the colony on
such an important measure as this} It
is not likely that the mewmber for the
Swan hag made a house-to-house canvas
to make enquiries; but T say this, that
in my distriet alone, and in the district
in which I have lived for the last 26
years, there are o number of womenwhe
will welvome the measure for what it is
—a ensure of defence for the defence
less, and n measure of protection to the
unprotected.

Tue Premigr: It is not all one-sided,
ir it?

Mr. KENNY: There are three aspects
in regard to the Bill—religious, moral,
and social. In regard to the religious
aspect I have little to say. Like every
other religious subject, there is » greub
diversity of opinion upon it. In the
church to which I belong no member can
avail himself of the provisions of this
Rill ; no member of that church can avail
himaelf of the liberties that the Bill will
afford ; hut T cannot help thinking, and
I cannat deny the fact, that T was not sent
into this House o voice the sentiments
of the church I belong to. and anv member

his religious belief. In regard to the
moral aspect of the question, that is a
very broad one, and one T will touch upon
very slightly.  This is not a question that
has come before the colony at the pre-
sent moment in any other light than what
it has appeared in for years. We know
that divorce has been acknowledged,
practised, and sanctioned by the churches
for all time. The only objection that is
taken is to the re-marriage of divoreed
parties. I, for one, fail to ses how those
who can conacientiously avail themselves
of the provisions of the Bill cannot just
a8 conscientiously, and more in keeping-
with the natural condition of things, re-
marry. For my part, I have always felt
the happy married state is the correct
state for both men and women. I go
further, and say that the happy married
pair are n far greater benefit to the State,
and a greater assistance in building up
the future of any country, than single
women or single men. There is another
view to take of it. Tt is repeatedly told
us that this Bill will open the door to im-
morality. 1 do not say for a moment
that the Bill will not have o tendency in
that direction, but I have vet to learn
that it is possible to mnke a man moral
by Act of Parliament. T believe it to be
utterly impossible. There wns one hon
nember who surprised me in the allu-
sions which he made to this Bill. T refer
te the hon. mmember for Central Murchi-
son {Mr. Illingworth). He said that the
State had no power to marry. 1 was
more than surprised, when I consider thas
25 years age I was intimately ao
quainted with some people in the North-
West, before a clergyman was ever
thought of there. I aeted as best-man on
that occagion, when one of the mest re-
spectable settlers of the district was mar-
ried by the resistrar. To-day there are
offspring of that marriage occupying
high and respectable positions in the
North-West, and it would come as news
to them, and be not a little shock, to
hear from n member of the House that
their father and mather were not legally
married. I say, the State is as great an
agent in marrying people as the church.
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Others will advonce the theory, and pos
sibly with o certain wmount of truth,
that divorce may open the door to u grem
deal of injustice being practised on un-
suspecting and innocent girls.  There
are many upscrupulous men who will
marry for the time being, as it were,
and avail thewselves of the provisions of
the Bill to shirk their responsibility. To
wy wind, the Bill will not create such
men.  If such men exist to-day, they
have existed for years, and they will con-
tinue to exist. 'The Bill will not create
tiiem. Another reason why I shall sup-
port the Bill, and a very strong reason,
teo, 15 snuply the fact that il 18 bot con-
pulsory. I cannot avail myself of the
previsions of this Bill, and there are hun-
dreds who cannot; but are we justified
in denying to others that which we oan-
not use ourselves? There are thousands
who can conscientioualy avail themselves
of the provisions of the Bill, ags I must
deny myself the use of its privileges.
[t is not necessary for me to say anything
further ¢n the question. In many of the
churches of late, a great deal has been
said against the Bill ; and no doubt those
whe preach against the measure do so
conscientiously, fully believing what they
preach.  But, if the clergymen of the
various churches were to do their duty by
the people of the colony, and preach ore
before people were married, there would
Le less for the clergy to do afterwards,
and there would be little fear of such
measures ag the present being iniroduced
in Parliament. I have great pleasure in
supporting the Bill.

Mr. WOOD: Afier the recent division,
there does not seem to be much interest
taken in the Bill before the House; at
any rate, nothing like so much interest as
was shown in it the other evening, when
a larre number of wembers spoke on its
provigions. I wish to compliment the
member for the Swan (Mr. Ewing) on the
able and earnest manner in which he in-
tioduced the Bill; and I would like to go
a step further, and complirient the mem-
ber for Centrnl Murchison (Mr. Illing-
worth) and the member for Fast Cool-
gurdic (Mr. Moran) on their eriticisms of
the measure. The question that rises in
my wind is: Does the Bill go too far?
I have read the clauses carefully, and as
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1 think the Bill does go too far, I cannot
see my way to support it in its entirety.

Mr. Leagg: It can be amended in Com-
tnittee.

Mr. WOOD: Holding the opinions I
d», [ would not like to allow this Bill to o
into Committee, when the spirit of com-
promise would be abroad, and provisions
might be introduced to which I am ut-
terly opposed. No doubt the divorce law
of this colony should be altered, but only
in the direction of placing men and women
on the same level. There is no need for
me, after the debate that has taken place,
to explain the difference that exists be-
tween the rights of men and the rights of
women under the present divorce law. If
the member for the Swan had moved in
the direction I have indicated, I should
have supported him right through. This
was referred to by the mwember for the
Swan as a religious question, and no
doubt it iz a religious question. The
sanctity of marriage is beyond all doubt,
based as it is on what we find in the
Bible. Marriage is a serious condition
which should not be entered into with a
light heart ; but very often in these mo-
dern deys marriage is contracted without
due consideration. Before marriage the
pres and cons should be carefully weighed.
‘When we enter into a coniract in our
general business we have to stand the
consequences of that contract. If we
make a profit, all well and good; but if
the contract turns out badly we have to
suffer; and so it must be in the matter
of marriage.

Mzr. Tuaxeworrn: [t is o contract for
life.

Mr. WOOD: Tt is a contract for life,
and we must put up with the comse-
quences. I do not know what the cere-
nmony is before the registrar, but I know
what it is in the churches, where the man
and the wonran consent. to tnke each other
for better or worse, for richer, for poorer ;
and they have to go through life together,
and put up with each other if they have
made a bad bargain. Consideration for
the children hag alwaye formed my objec-
tion to evtending the facilities for divoroe :
and this point must be considered very
carefullv.  As to the attitude of the
churches on this matter, T have made
inquiries, and T am informed that the
churcher do not approve of divorce. It
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has been argued, in the course of rhe
debate, that the churches do not object
to divorce, but do object to re-marrying.
1t is within my knowledge, however, and
I am authorised to state it here to-night,
that the churches object to divorce, while
approving of judicial separation.  That
is the view of the Anglican Church, at all
events. Had the Bill extended the law in
regard to judicial sepnaration it would
have been better.

M. Leake: It does.

Mr. WOOD: Then the Bill ought to
mauke it more positive, as apart from
divorce.

Me. Leskg: That cannot be done until
the Bill is in Committee. .

Mgr. WOOD : Judicial separation may
be desirable in many cases where there
have been smnll tiffs and quarrels, and
where a divorce inight be taken hurriedly,
and re-marriage ocour, to the regret of
both parties. Judicial separation gives a
chance for the parties being brought to-
gether agnin, and that is a strong argu-
ment in favor of that course, as opposed
to divorce. There is much that is good
in the Bill, and I think that if we could
only manage to pass sub-clause (@) «f
clause 1 we should be doing all that is
wnnted. That is the provision which puts
the man and the woman on the same
level. Three years' desertion is alto-
gether too short a time on which to base
a petition for divorce, and it will be seen
that what is a “just cause” for desertion
would have to be considered. The blame
generally falls on the poor man, and
nothing at all has been said during the
debate about the womanun. No reference
hag been made to the woman's neglect of
her house and children, or her thriftless
ness, and the generally slipshod manner
in which so many homes are conducted,
not only in this colony, but all over the
world.

Mg, IiLiveworTH: All
angels.

Mgr. WOOD: I believe that nll women
are angels; but there stil! remains the
question a8 to what is a “just cause” for
desertion. That, I suppose, would have
to be left to the judge, who might or
wight not he a proper person to decide.
Then, ngnin, there is the ground of
hnbitual drunkenness on the part of the
man or the woman. No doubt, habitual

wouiem are
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drunkenness is a great enuse of unhappi-
ness. 1 know people amongst my per-
sonal friends to whom this Bill would
come as a great relief, if they could, under
its provisions, rid thewselves of dissolute
husbands, who not only never enrn a
shilling, but who are kept by their funi-
lies. But a woman enters into the cou-
tract of marriage with her eyes open, and
she must put up with the consequences.
Three years’ imprisonnient is too shorta
tinte on which to base a petition for
divorce. If a man were imprisoned tor
life, then the woman would have a proper
ground on which to seek divorce and the
right to re-marry. On the other hand, I
tnke it that no self-respecting man or
woman, or very few, would marry after a
divorce, so that, after all, judicial separa-
tion would meet such c¢ases.  Violent
asgaulte and attempts to murder should
be dealt with in a very summary manner.
One ground for divorce with which I do
agree ig that of incurable insanity; but
a sufficient period must be allowed to
elapse in order to show that the insanity
ia incurable. Divoree under the circun:-
stances would be no hardship to the in-
gane party, and it would be a great relief
to the man or woman who desired release
on that ground.

Mg. TruveworTH:
sane person got well,

Mr, WOOD: I am speaking of ineur-
able cases.

Mr. IiuixoworrH: There can be no
proof that a case is incurable.

Mz, WOOD: Ten years’ inganity would
be pretty positive proof that the disease
wis incurable,

MRr. Swirrox: Vote for the second read-
ing and deal with these details in Com-
mittee,

MR, WOOD : I cannot consent to allow
this Bill to go inte Committee because.
as I hove alrendy explained, the spirit of
compromise would then be rapant, and
a lot of objectionable provisions wight be
introduced. If later on, during next ses-
sion, a Divorce Act Amending Bill were
introduced clightly different from the Bill
now before the House, I should be very
glad to support it.  Under the circum-
stances I must vote for the amendment
of the hon. member for Central Murchi-
son (Mr., Illingworth}.

Suvnosing the in-
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Motion and amendment stated, and the  obtain credit, and at the same tine enable

guestion put in this form, that the word
“now” (proposed by amendment to be
struck out and “this day six months” in-
serted), do stand part of the question.
Division called for, with the following re-
sulb:—

Ayes e 13
Noes ... 10
Majority for ... e 3
Ayes. Noes.
Mr. Conolly Hon, 8. Burt
Ar. Ewing | Sir Juhn Forres
Me. Hall ' Mr. Holmes
Mr. Hasgell ! Mr. lingworth
Mr. Hubble b Ar. Leiroy
Mr. James ' Mr, Moran
Mr. Kenny AMr. Piesse
Mr. Laocke Hon. H. W. Venn
Mr. Morgans . A Wond
Mr. Oldham ! Mr. Connor

Mr, Simpson
Mr. Wilson |
Mr. Lenke

{Teller} 1

{Teller).

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILLS OF SALE BILL.
SECOND READING (MOVED).

Mr. WALTER JAMES (East Iervth):
[u moving the second reading of this Bill,
I desire to draw attention to one or two
important points contnined in the Bill,
which is brought forward for the purpose
of consolidating in one statute the vari-
aus provisions dealing with Lills of sale
and to amend the existing law., 'The most
important alteration is that, under the
existing Act, a Lill of sale need not be re-
gistered, and people are frequently able
to obtain eredit on the assumption that
they are the owners of property in venlity
belonging to another. The Bill roposes
to prevent the secret disposition of pro-
perty, so far as legislation cuan do it : and
prevides that persons who are nominally
possessors of property should be treated in
matters of debt, ans bheing in law the
real owners. Persons from whom credit
may be obtaned should be entitled to pro-
tection from those who ebtain credit by
appearing to possess property which is not
really tleirs. The law should not enable
a man to appear to be in possession of

property, on the strength of which he can |

him to make provision by which he can
so dispose of the property that, although
he obtains eredit vn the strength of it, it
belongs to a third person. I pro-
pose by this Bill to extend legisla-
tion to those cases where chattels
or personal property are given as secu-
rity. Credit is obtained on the strength
of property which these people are thought
tu possess. The people who pive the
credit have, under the existing law, no
way of ascertaining whether those to whow
they give credif nre possessed of any pro-
perty or no. I propose to compel per-

~ sons to register their bills of sale. Under
" this Bill [ extend the operation of the

existing Act to every ngreement whether
it be in writing or no.  An agreement
would only come within the purview of
the present Act if it were in writing, but
under this Biil debtors will not be able

. to get outside of the law by allowing the

ngreement to be a mere matter of verbal
uncerstanding.  Although chattels may
Le held by way of security, yet, if that
security is not evidenced by some writing,
it 1= outside of the operation of the exist-
ing Act. The law has determined by

. numerous decisions that the word ‘assur-

unce” means sn assurance contained in
writing. I think that is wrong.
A verbal assurance contains within-
iteelf all the objections which are
made to a written nssurance. Therefore
I require that whatever the transnction
is, whether it be contained in writing or
whether it Le only a verbal understand-
ing, it ahall be registered. These are the
two important ‘alterations in this Bill
Another haportant alteration is that billy
of sale, after bemy registered and lodged
in the Suprewse Court, shall be adver-
tised. The registrar advertises notice of
the fact in the Government Gazette, and
n one daily paper published in Perth ; so
that whenever » bill of sale is given, in-
formation will be given to the public.
When a bill of snle is advertised, any per-
ron who has o claim against the party can
lodge a caveat against the granting of it.

TeE CoumuissIoNER oF Rawars:
There wui be a dangrer of too much pub-
licity.

Mr. JAMES: The object aimed ut by
the Bill is to prevent n secret understand-
ing. We want to prevent people obtain-
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ing credit by appearing to possess pro-
perty of which they are not the real
owners. The evil to be remedied is
secrecy. In Victoria they require regis-
tration, or rather advertisement, to pre-
vent that. When this Bill was introduced
into the House last session, arrangements
for securing publicity were suggested by
the Attorney General, and these arrange-
ments have been approved by the Cham-
ber of Commmerce in Perth. I think steps
skould be taken to secure registration in
court, and before that is done some notice
should be given to the owners of vested
interests to enable them to protect them-
selves.  Whether I provide too much
machinery is a question which is open to
diecussion, but some publicity must be
given to enable persons to protect them-
selves from bills of ssle. That is the
most important alteration in the Bill.
Then I require that a bill of sale shall
be renewed once in every three instead of
every five years. That is in clause 15.
I would also like to draw attention to
clauee 26. The law at present is: if a
hill of sale is not registered it is per-
fectly good.  If the grantee of a bill of
sale, the person who advances the money,
obtaing possession before the sheriff comes
in, he may undertake not to register the
bill of sale, so that a person carrying on
business can o on trusting the individual
over whose property a bill of sale has been
given, believing that he ¢wns the pro-
perty which yet belongs to another, dand
at the last moment he may find that a
bitl of sale protects his debtor from his
juet claim.  Here is an instance. A cer-
tain firm received credit from various
dealers in town. No one had an idea
there was o bill of gale over their pro-
perty.

Tee CouwmisstoNER  oF  Rammwars:
Inforutation could have Lwen obtained in
the ordinary way.

Mr, JAMES: Where would it have
heen obtained? The bill of sale was not
registered.  When the merchants began
to press this firm: they found that Dal-
gety and Co. had & secret bill of sale
against them. That sort of thing needs
stopping. 1 want to force people who
claim under o bill of sale to register it.

I propose to provide that an unregistered

bill of sale—and an unregistered bill of
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A Ms=uper: That is not always the
case. )

Mr. JAMES: Why should not people
say honestly if a bill of sale has been given
over their property?

Tue Comunisioner ofF Ramwways:
Would you make the smme condition ap-
ply to all mortgages}

Mg, JAMES: The difference is this:
Prima facte, the possession of personal
property menns the ownership of it. but
the possession of landed property does
not necessarily invelve ownership, because
the holder may be a lessee. You give
credit to an individual by virtue of what
you see—his stack-in-trade, otc., and not
by virtue of anv land that he may hold :
but, as a rule, credit is given on that
which is visible to persons ordinarily deal-
ing with him. I provide that not only
shall a bill of sale be registered, but
unless possession be taken at least three
montha before the sheriff gets in, a bill
of gale shall be void, as against the parties
mentioned in clause 26. We ought, aas
far as possible, to discourage the non-
registration of hills of sale, and we ought
to carry out this principle, upon which all
legislation in connection with bills of sale
is baged, that any person who, on the face
of it, are the owners of or in possession of
particular property shall be deemed to
be the owners, unless they have regis-
tered the transaction which qualifies their
ownership.  Clause 26 makes that im-
portant alteration.  Clause 30 (extent of
liability for rent) is an innovation to this
extent, that if the landlord hes a claim
for rent, this clause limits his right in
respect of rent accrued, and due after the
bill of sale has been executed. Therefore
the clause does not interfere with thab
rent up to the time the bill of sale wae
given. As the law stands at present, a
bill of sale is given by » tenant, and he
may refuse to pay his rent, and the land-
lord may let him run on as long as two
vears, and then sell up all his furniture.
thereby realising the value which had
been seoured to the holder of the bill of
gale. The clause provides that no dis-
tress for rent accrued and due after the
execution and registration of the bill of
sale shall be available for more than four
weeks' rent where the premises are let by
the week, nor for more than two terms of

sale is onlv given for a wrong purpose—— | payment and not exceeding three months



Bills of Sale Bill :

where the premises are let for less than
six months, nor more than six months’ rent
where the premises are let for nny longer
term, unless the landlord shall discharge
the liability of such bill of sale. I think
no landlord can reasonably object to that
provision, for the landlord has special
rights and privileges given by the com-
wmon law, and he ought not to hold those
rights for the purpose of inflicting injus-
tice on the holder of a bill of sale.

Mzr. LBakk: They ought to be taken
away, then,

Mr. JAMES: Clause 32 (bills of sale
void in certain cases, except for present
advances, etc.), provides that bills of sale
given absolutely, or by way of gecurity,
shall be fraudulent and void, as against
the trustee in bankruptey of the estate
of the grantor, if it has been executed
within six months prior to the filing of
the petition, except as to present ad-
vances and interest thereon, and except
also as to money advanced or paid, or the
actual price of goods sold or supplied, or
the amount of liability undertaken efter
the registration, but on the security of
the said bill of sale. Clauge 33 (bills of
gale void as to execution on existing
debts), extends the same protection to
the execution creditor, as by clause 32 is
given to the bankrupt estate; for the
clause provides that every bill of sale
ghall be fraudulent and void as against
any writ or warrant of execution issmed
within three months of the registration
of the bill of sale, on a judgment or order
entered in respect of a debt incurred be-
fore the date of registratiom; therefore
the bill of sale will not be valid, except
so far as it secures money advanced
at the time the bill of sale was executed,
or without the execution; that is, it will
not be good for a past debt due at the
time the bill of sale was given. I provide
here for bills of sale over stock and over
crops.  Clause 48 (bills of sale to secure
less than £30 void), T desire to call atten-
tion to, becamsc it provides that every
bill of sale given or made in consideration
of any sum or liability mot exceeding
thirty pounds shall be void. That is the
law existing in England ai present under
the Act of 1882 ; and, when that measure
was introduced, it wns proposed to ex-
clude from the effect of the statute all
hills of sale given for sums under fifty
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pounds ; but a compromise was arrived at

by which the limit was fixed at thirty
. pounds, the object being to prevent per-
sons from giving bills of sale over their
furniture for small amounts to money-
lending Jews and others. We ought to
stop that, as it is well known that in most
cases where small advances are obtained
the lender exacts an exorbitant rate ot
interest, out of all proportion to the swn
advanced. 1t will Le found, also that bills
of sale are given generally over those
things which are necessary for the dowes-
tic eomfort of the household. I should
like to insert o further provision that no
bill of sale shall be valid if given over fur-
njture, clothing, bedding, and articles
actually required for the purpeses of the
grantor add his farily, We ought to ex-
tend the provisions which are adopted in
America, where they give protection to
the homestead ; for we know that in inany
cases bills of sale are given to money-
lenders by o hushand without any refer-
ence te the wife, and she is generally the
person who suffers when the seizure takes
place under the bill of gale. It does ap-
pear & scandal that, by means of a hill of
sale, the right ia given to a person to eell
the very clothing or bedding underneath
o sick person, whereas this sould not be
done by the ordinary process of an exe
cution. I shall be glad indeed if that
practice can be checked. These are the
prineipal alterations involved in the Bill,
Most of the other provisions are merely
consolidating the existing law on bills of
gale;; and although in somwe instances
they do vary slightly, yet it will be found
that all the alterations move in the one
direction in which the whole current of
legislation has flowed, from the first time
a statute dealing with this question was
passed in Great Britain, that is for se-
curing as wide a publicity as possible;
and for insisting that, if persons want to
borrow money on mortgage, they shouid
be honest enougl to say s0; and that a

| person should not be allowed to obtain

'n false credit from those dealing with
him, through their ignoranee of obliga-
tions which he may have incurred. From
my experience, and as a rule, where & de-
gire is expressed to nvoid regisiration, it
18 for the purpose of saving that person’s
credit ; that isfor the purpose of giving to
the grantor of the bill of sale a fictitious
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credit to which he is not entitled, and
which may enable him to obtain advances
in a way which amounts to nothing else
than false pretences. I present this Bill
to hon. members with great pleasure, and
shall be glad if they will assist me to
make it more protective to the howme than
it is at preseat.

Tee COMMISSIONER OF RAIL-
WAYS (Hon F. H. Piesse) maved that
the debate be adjourned.

Put and passed, and the debate ad-
journed accordingly.

SUPPLY BILL, £850,000.
STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION,

Tug PREMIER (Right Hon. Sir J.
Forrest) moved :

Thot the House do now resolve itself into a
Committee of Supply, and alse of Ways and
Means, for the purpose uf considering His lix-
cellency the Governor's Messege No. 1, re-
commending a Bill intituled “An Act tu apply
out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund and
froms moneys to credit of the General Loan
Fund the sum of eight hundred and fifty
thousand pounds to the service of the year
ending the 30th Jupe, 1899,” and that the
Standing Orders be suspended so as fo permit
of the reporting and adopting of resolutions
therefrom on the same duy un which they
shall have pussed these comumittees, and alse
the passing of the Bill through all its stages
in one day.

He said: We are simply carrying out the
practice which has heen followed for years ;
thal is, as soon as Parliament meets to ask
for temporary supply in order to Gvarry
on the administration of the Governument,
and to pay the public accounts. I hope
by the end of the month to have the Ls-
timates on the table. As hon. members
are aware, this appropriation will be in-
cluded in the Estimates, and re-stated in
the Appropriation Bill. I do not know
that it is expected that I ghould say very
much on the subject. T am only following
the plan we have adopted for many years,
and although I am quite aware hon. mem-
bers could debate this question, hitherto
it has not been considered necessary to
take this opportunity of debating the
Bnancial position of the colony. I ask
hon. members to defer that for a very
short time—about a fortnight or so—
when they will have all information before
them in connection with the receipts and
expenditure for the present year, the Esti-
mates of revenue and expenditure for the

[ASSEMBLY.)

in Commitice.

coming year, and also a full explanation
from myself of the financial position of
the colony.
Question put and passed.
!N COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY.

Trm PREMIER moved: “That there
be granted to Her Majesty, on account of
the services of the year 1898-9, a sum
not. exceeding £500,000 out of the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund, and £350,000
from the moneys to credit nf General
Loan Fund.”

Put and passed.

Resolution reported to the House, and
report adopted.

WAYS AND MBANS.

The House having, on the motion of
the PremiEr, resolved itself into Comi-
mittee of Ways and Means,—

Tre PREMIER moved: That, tv make
good the supply granted to Her Majesty,
for the services of the vear from July lst,
1898, to June 30th, 1899, a gwn not ex-
ceeding £500,000 be granted out of the
Conaolidated Revenue Fund of Western
Australia, and £350,000 from wmoneys to
credit of General Loan Fund.”

Mg, SIMPSON:: Seeing that this was
an important matter, dealing with iw-
portant funds in a sinall House, wos it
wise to go further to-night?

Tie Promaer: The Committee might
as well take the first reading to-night.

Mg, SIMPSON: It meant practically
passing £850,000 in o House of eight
members. He called attention to the fact
that there was not a quorum present.

WANT OF A QUORUM.

The ChairMax having found there was
not noquorum present,

Tre Sreaser resumed the chair; and
there still not being a quorum,

Tre PREMIER moved that the Com-
mittee of Supply be adjourned.

Tne SPEAKER: That motion could
not be moved now. TUnder the rules,
there not being a quorum present, the
Speaker must adjourn the House.

ADJOURNMENT.

‘The House was thus adjourned by the
SPRARER, ot 10.50 p.an., until the next

. Tuesday.




