
of Government policy, but firstly it 
should go to supply the salaries of 
religious teachers of those denominat­
ions which have co-operated over the 
yP~rs with the Government, but whioh 
are no longer able to maintain in 
these days of rising efficiency in 
education the same free service • 

. We agree with Mr Bowen t~1.a t we 
do not wa...>l.t a secular education. We 
never have had one in I'Tew Sout:h Wales; 
but in order to ensure that we should 
not have any da..-iger of this in the 
future the Gover:1.rae!1.t should provide 
fu..~ds for the payment of religious 
instructors who teach within the 
curriculum of the State schools. It 
is most unfair that this protestant 
religious i:nstruction in Governnent 
schools should continue to be givea 
gratis and without financial aid from 
the Government now that the Government 
is paying out Goney to Roman Catholic 
schools in which Roman Catholic 
r~ligious instruction is so proainent 
a part of the curriculum. 
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During the last few days two 
Federal Government r.:i:nisters have come 
out in support of paying noney fro m 
the truces to Roma:.~ Catholic schools~ 

Mr Frazerr the Federal Minis te r :for 
Edu cation and Sciea ce ~ said that he 
believed that to have two educational 
systems competing with each other 9 

would lead to an improvement in 
education , But ~ne :facts of h i story 
and the logi,c o f econonics cont;radict 
Mr Fra zer ~ Last c0~tury Aus tralia 
bcz2.:.-i ·...A:t~1. the dual system of educ a tio:::i. 
i n wh ich the Govern~ent rat~ its schools 
and Church denominations ran their 
sch ools with Government support•' but 
i nste a d of .:L eading t o better educ a ti on 
as Mr Frazer thinks this system does, 
it r esulted in a very i~I'erior educat~ 
ion~ The big c entres of population 
had three or :four sch ools in the same 
locality !' the ch ild.re!l being divided 
be t ween Government ~ Church of England, 
Roman Ca tho lie and o the.r dezionin a tiona l 
schools ru1d each school was smallish 
a nd inef':ficiea t~ while in outl ying 
di 3tricts there was no school at all 
because there was no Government money 
to subsidize these schools!' :fo r the 
money was being spent over running 
three or :four redundant schools in 
those towns where there were enough 
children to be divided amongst t he 
small sch ools which each denomination 
had established and which were being 
maintained with Government money. 

England still 
systemr but :finds it 
and is moving more and 

has the dual 
unsatisfactory 

more in the 

;, 

direction of a unified educational 
systeno A single educational systen 
has its dangers, but these can be 
guarded against by a broad based 
control rather than by Mr Frazor i s 
suggestion of' multiplying schools so 
that each should compete with the 
other, sor.1e governr.ient controlled$ 
soDe independent. However~ his 
suggestion destroys tho very thing he 
values~ as schools cease to be indep-, 
enden t a s soon as they rely on govern·­
oen t r:10ney ~ 1-'Tnen the sys tom now bei:r:.g 
advocated by Ytr Frazer was abolished 
i n New South Wales i n 1880, the Act 
setting up our presen t systeo was 
passed by an overwhelming najority of 
oecbers of Parlincent~ If now 9 as a 
result o"f; sectional pressures$ polit­
icians want to r e turn to the old sys­
tem of several co::lpeti.ng schoo1.s in 
enc!1. locality 1 they should do so only 
as a result of a referendur.1 ~ because 
it Qeans a great reversal of the whole 
way our educational syston has been 
orga.nized in the last ninety yoarsc 
It is irresponsible :for politicians 
without nuch experience in the a rea of 
education to talk and worse still to 
act in this matter when we all know 
that the pressure to which they Qre 
responding~ is sectional. Australia 
is not able to support two conplote 
systems of education :fron the taxes. 
Moreover, once the policy of subsid­
izing independent schools becoaes 
:firmly established~ and the subsidy 
be cones a significant sUI:l, it will not 
rest with two sys ter:is, but other 
denoninations will quite rightly enter 
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the field besides 
denomination and 
schools. 

the Rooan Catholic 
re-establish their 

This . brings oe to ny second 
po in tg1 :for not only is IV!..r Frazer 1 s 
suggestion a bad one educationally but 
it is a very unfair on0 1 unless he 
rm.kes provision for the re-establish.....; 
i!1.g of schools by those denoninations 
who in 1880 supported the conrn..L.-ii ty< s 
decision to build u~ a s ingle cducat­
ioaal syster.i to the highest standard 
possible and allowed their own pnroch­
ial schools to clos e , oai~taining only 
one or two larger schools~ Before 
1880 the Church of England had ooro 
schools than any other dononinatiunc 
It was not anxious to close these 
schools~ but when tho Govcrnnont 
decision was oade? it directed. its 
c ~~cational resources into teaching 
religion in the Govcrnnont schools 
rather than in - r.mintai::i.ing its own 
parochial schools~ and as a result its 
schools were closed~ If now the 
Go-;rernncnt reverses thG coor:mni ty: s 
decision of 1880 Qlld re-establishes a 
dual systeo of education paid for fron 
tho taxes~ it is bow.c.d in fairness to 
work the systen in such a way that 
those denoninatio~s which would be 
anxious under the new .system to 
re-es tnblish their . owT1 !:ctwork of' 
schools .should. be. enabled to do so. 

The Rooan ·Catholics in 1880 were 
forbidden to send their .• children to 
Governr:ie!1.t schools by the Popo and 
right to the pr cs en t ti;71e RoE1an Ca tl:. -

~ 

olic parents have no option in the 
natter of education of their children. 
They arc obliged by canon law to send 
their children willy riilly to u church 
schoolo Only the bishop has the right 
to say whether tho child can go else­
where. I quote fro!:l canon 1374 of the 
current RcnQll Catholic Canon Law~ "The 
bishop alone has the right i n accord·~ 

an.co with the instruction of the Pope 
to decide under what circur.1stnnces it 
nay be tolerated that Catholic cl1.ildr0:;:1 
should attend other than Catholic 
schools v 

11 That is '.' the bishop~ not 
the parents decides tho school tho 
cll.ild goos to. Ror:mn. Catholics in 
urging subsidies for their schools 
sonctiQeS say that it is illlfair to 
po.rents till t they should not hnvo n 
choice of schoolo But this is hardly 
o.. s trnigh tforward argur10n t for Ronn.!1 
Catholics to use since their own 
church forbids parents any choice in 
the L-iattcr ·and restricts .the right of 
saying whore the children of a f'ar::ily 
can go to school~ other than a church 
school, to the bishop alone. 

I am not in favour of subsidizing 
:froo the truces this :forn .of authori t­
arinnis1.:1 in Australiao However, · if 
tho Govornmen t in order to . . ~nin 
electoral advantage wishes to prooise 
larger grants to church schools, in 
fairness it ought to shape its legis­
lation to enable other denoninntions 
to rebuild their parochial schools 
which they allowed to close in order 
to co-operate with the Governocnt in 
1880. However, there is no doubt . that 



the field besides 
denomination and 
schools. 

the Rooan Catholic 
re-establish their 

This .. brings ne to ;:1y second 
po in tf1 f'or not only is IvT..r Frazer's 
suggestion a bad one educationally but 
it is a vory unfair on0 1 tmless he 
oake s provision for the ro-ostablish­
i:.i.g of qchools by t hose denouinations 
who ±n 1880 supported the coLlDLL.-ii ty~ s 
decision to build U? a single educat­
iorrn.l syster;:i to the h ighest stondnrd 
possible and allowed thoir own pnroch­
ial nchools to close, oai::itaining only 
one or two larger schoolso Before 
1880 the Church of England had ooro 
schools thnn any other denooination. 
It was not anxious to closo these 
schooJ.s , but when the Governnont 
decision was oadG? it directed its 
c~~oational resources into teaching 
religion in the Governnont schools 
rather than in . r:iain tai:::iing its ovm 
parochial schools~ and as a r esult its 
schools were closed~ If now the 
Go-:.rernDent reverses the cooouni ty: s 
decision of 1880 Q.Ild re-establishes a 
dual systeo of education pai d for fro n 
the tax0s ~ it is bou;.~d in fnirness to 
work the systen in such a way that 
those denor:1i:na tions wh ich would be 
anxious under t he new .syst0a to 
re-establish their . O"Wn i:etwork of 
schools .should. be enabled to do so. 

The Rooan ·Catholics in 1880 were 
forbidden to send t heir .• children to 
Governr:ie::it schools by the Pope and 
right to the pr cs en t ti;:1c Ro1..1an Ca tl. -

olic parents have no option in the 
natter of education of their children. 
They nre obliged by ca.non law to send 
their children willy riilly to a church 
school. Only the bishop hns the right 
to say whether the child can go else­
where. I quote fror:i canon 1374 of the 
current Rcl:lan Cn tholic Canon Lnw: "The 
bishop a lone has the right in accord·~ 

ance with tho instruction of' the Pope 
to decide under what circur.1stan c es it 
r:iay be tolerated that Catholic cl1:ildr0;.i. 
shoulQ attend other than Cntholic 
schoolsv" That is,. the bishop, not 
the parents decides tho school the 
child goes to. Ror.m1--i Cn tholics in 
urging subsidies for their schools 
sonetiQeS say that it is unfair to 
paren·ts trot they should not hnvo a 
choice of school. But this is hardly 
2. straightforward argurien t for Ror;:ian 
Ca tho lies to use sinc e their ow:1. 
church forbids parents any choice in 
the 1::intter and restricts .the right of 
saying whcr.e the children of a :fnr::ily 
ca.n go to school ~ other than a church 
school~ to the bishop alone. 

I am not in favour of subsidizing 
· froo the truces this forn .of author.it­
arinnisn in Australiao However," if 
the Government i n order to .g:nin 
electoral advantage wishes to proaise 
larger grants to church schools, in 
fairness it ought to shape. its legis­
lation to enable other denoainations 
to rebuild their parochial schools 
which they allowed to close in order 
to co-operate with the Governnent in 
1880. However, there is no doubt · that 



this policy o:f subsidizi;.~g · more than 
one education system - and it must 
oean a plurality o:f systems in the 
Australian community - will lead to 
educational inferiority because there 
is not enough noney :for education as 
it is, let alone :for establishing and 
maintaining redundant schoolsc 

The other Federal i:iinis tor to 
speak on this subject was Mr Bowen the 
Attorney General~ He ca de sor:w extra·~ 

ordinary remarks in which he implied 
that the only school~ which gave the 
children access to spiritual values 
wore independent schools. This remark 
is grossly insulting to the rJany 
:faithful headnasters and hea~-.mstresses 
and masters and mistresses :in the state 
school system as well as ignoring the 
devoted se1~vic0 o:f the protestant 
clergy and others who for generations 
have visited the state schools week by 
week to teach all the children Christ­
ian values.. Our state school systen 
j_s not a syster:i which is based on 
secular values~ The Bible is required 
to be road in the general curriculU!!1 
and provision :for special instruction 
according to the denominational tenets 
is made week by week within the curri­
culum. This was established in the 
Act of' 1880 in New South Waleso The 
clergy and Christian layr:wn of the 
Protestant denominations have faith­
fully taught in the Gover:n.r:ient schools 
in New South Wo.les since 1880 and for 
this they got and still get no remuner­
ationo In other words the Church 
people pay for the cost of this relig-

ious education of children in Govern­
ment schools. The Roman Catholics~ 
however~ f'or generations after 1880 
refused tc teach in this way in the 
Govornm0nt schools and spent their 
money and energies in bui.lding up 
their own parochial school system, As 
I have said it would be grossly unfair 
to reward then for this by subsidies ? 
whiJ.e ignoring completely the devo t ed 
labouro of other denooinations dcing 
their duty of teaching children i~ 
Government schools without re!mm.orat, ~ 

ion o 

If there is any alteration of 
t h e system~ the first thing to be do no 
is tha t the Government should provide 
money f'or the salaries of thos o who 
engage in religious instruction in 
their own Government schools c In this 
way a gr8at burden would . be taken off 
the shoulders of the parishes and the 
clergy who would be able to get on 
with their other parochial duties more 
of'f'i.ciontlyp and at the sarae ti.r.10 it 
would be possible to provide bettor 
religious instruction to Government 
school pupils since it would be poss­
ible to enlist and train more full ... 
ti~e religious teachers qualified for 
the . state schools, if the Government 
would make grants towards their 
salaries. At present church people 
have to find all this moneyo 

If there is any money to go 
towards the denominations in education 
it ought not be paid to those schools 
which have been maintained in defiance 
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of Government policy, but firstly it 
should go to supply the salaries of 
religious teachers of those denominat­
ions which have co-operated over the 
yPc-1.rs with the Government, but whioh 
are no l onger able to maintain in 
these days of rising ef'ficiency in 
education the same free service. 

We agree with Mr Bowen that we 
do not wa,n. t a secular education. We 
never have had one in Hew Mouti1. Wales ; 
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not have any da...'1.ger of this in the 
future the Govern1<le:::it should provide 
funds for the payment of religious 
instructors who teach within the 
curriculum of the State sch ools. It 
is most unfair that this protestant 
religious instruction in Governnent 
schools should continue to be give<l 
gratis and without financial aid from 
the Government now that the Government 
is paying out 1:~oney to Roman Catholic 
schools in which Ro man Catholic. 
r~ligious instruction is so proainent 
a part of the curriculwn. 
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