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Education Act and Another 1\c1 1\u1cndn1cnl l~ill 
REJECT THIS EVIL EDUCATION BILL 

ANO 

HERE'S 

'flHAT 

WHY CLAUSE 

U PROPOSE AS 

BY 

AN 

CLAUSE 

AL TE.R.~ m"E 

Inside Is a copy of the SUBMISSION dated 18 /2/82, prepared by Mrs. Rona Joyner, Director of STOP 

a. CARE, and forwarded Initially to the Premier and other Cab1net Ministel'$ ~nd then to other selected 

Members of Parliament. • The details included are the result of her intense research and thorough 

understanding of the Bill, anl'i are the reason she has continued the strong campaign against it that 

she set in motion on Friday, 27th November last year. THIS BILL MUST BE AXED NOW. 

* * * * 
CONTENTS OF SUBMISS1ON UNDER SECTION HEADINGS 

(TOGElHER WITH REQUESTED ALTERATIONS TO Q..AUSES IN THE BILL) 

1. The State Has No Mandate to Educate the Whole Child. 
(a) (Chonge the All-Encompassing Title 'Deportment of EDUCAUON1 to the Original Correctly Descript­

ive Title of •Deportment of Public INSTRUCTION• 1 ond then confine the er.1;:>hcsis throughout to l~ 
STRUCTIONAL LEARNING instead of using schools to DICTATE AND QW;GE OULDREN•S ATTITUDES ANO 
EMOTIONS, os tho1J$h our children belona to the State.] 

(b) [Alter Clouse 31 of the ~ill, so thot the ward 'instruction' continues.to be usod in Sec.35.) 

2. Too Much Power to.Bureaucrats. 
(o) [Clou= 7,8,9 113~15,20,21,24,S,25,33,37,39,53,& 54 Nquire 01\ending by dele~ions ond insertions 

of alternative amendments, in order to provioo for greater control over education by the 
ELEClED GOVERNMENT.) 

3. Why Have Tracie Unionists on Education Boards? 
(o) .[Rewrite Clouse 33· t.o remove TRADE UNION CONTROL by excluding Unionists from the Soard (as. in 

other deport.mental boards). Salonce the !1'Crrbersh1p to give =rners of education 1110ro direct 
representation than their servants (teachers and bureaucrats) hove.] 

(bl [Rewrite Clouse 37 - (1) to remove d1::.cr1minot1on in favour of one religious denomination and 
(ii) to halt •control by U(lionlsm' through the constitution of the Soard.) ' 

4• Does the Government Really Have Sufficient Control Over Its School System? 
(al !Rewrite Clauses 331 37 1 and 38 to help r6Store control to the elected Government.] 

5• The BUI Is Anti Free Enterprtse - Teaches: Registration Puts Teachers• Livelihood In Je~pardy • 
. (al [(1) Delete Clause 40 to.avoid the likelihood of abuses 1 ond 

(11) retain Clouse 45 that repeals the section introducing Teacher Registration.) 

6. A vast Monopoly Over Education! 
(al [Delete Clauses 53 ond 54 "'· U·l to p~erve the principle of scparotioo of Church end State 

(wM.ch protects the Church's divine commission to TEAOi ALL t~TIONS), end 
(11) to retain freedom for private enterprise.] 

7. The Bill Is Anti Family - Teachers to Inform Against Parents! 
(al [Delete Sec.67 and 68 from Clouse 5~ of the Bill.) 

8• A Former Referendum Result Is Now Overturned By Repeal of its Principal Clause! • 

(o) [ ( i) Delete Clouse 17 to prevent illegal removal f:-o.-n State Schools· of the off!ciolly printed 
"BIBLE LESSONS" book lspcciolly legislated for to fulfil the terms of the Referendum held· 
to put the Bible t1to the curriculum)· end 
(ii) Insert o clause to renumber Subscc, ( 2 l cs Subsec, ( 1 ) to restore it to its corroct posit ion 
as the principle clause in the Referendu~ questions.] 

CONCLUSION 

In view 0·, the very great number of deletions and alterations (affecting half the clauses In the Bill) 
that would be necessary to make this Bill acceptable to the moral ma}ority In Queensland -

WE RECOMMEND THAT THIS BILL BE WITHDRAWN AND CANCELLED FORT~W\TH. 



------ --------------------------~-----,~----~ 
EDUCATIONAL FRJ•:EDOM? 

OR 

STATE CONTROL! 

This is the issue to be dealt with at the 
PUBLIC RALL'( to be held in the ROMA , STREET 
FORUM on SUNDAY NEXT, 28/2/82, at 2.30 pm, 
This Rally has been organized by the newly­
formed COM-1ITTEE FOR THE DEFENCE Or EDUCATIONAL 
FREEDCM (CFTDOEF)1 in association with THE 
COMMITTEE AGAINST REGRESSIVE EDUCATION (CARE), 
and FESTIVAL OF LIGHT/COM1UNITY STANDARDS 
ORGANIZATION (FOL/CSO).[FULL DETAILS BACK PAGij) 

THE ~TIONS to be presented to the RALLY for 
acceptance are produced here for your perusal. 
Your presence at the RALLY will be visual 
suee.ort for the work of these com~ittees. 

PLEASE NOTE PARTICULARLY RE OUR SUBMISSION: Iri 
order to clarify our comment (under No, 5 
heading) on Clause 38, we point out that when 
teacher registration (as enacted in 1970) was 
made compulsory by amendment in 1973, 
legislation seemed to victimise non-registered 
teachers, but did not appear to prevent an 
unregistered teacher .Crom earning a livelihood 
in a self-employed capacity, 

However, under this new bill a non-r_egisteri;l\1 
teacher (albeit highly qualified) may not be 
employed in "any place" by "any person" to 
"perform·the duties of a teacher." Is a student 
paying a person for private coaching regarded 
as an' 'employer'? What church can. expect its 
members to undertake 3 years' Teacher Training 
al}d become a State registered teacher before 
they can perform teaching duties in a church 
kindergarten?! 
ONCE AGAIN we are following the anti-OirisUan trend of 
America, In Ohio a new sat of "Proposed Rules Governing­
L1c0nsur0 of Doy Core Centres" has been published, 
outlining the licensing and control . of ell church 
nurseries, Sunday Schools, Vacollon Bible Schools, "church 
eperated" day cares, and "ch~rch _operalad" preschools, 

II 
II I 

:: 1. This meeting moves that the Education hCt and Another Act J..~endment Bill be withdrawn in toto 
because it is baned on the false premises that the State Md not the parent io responsible for 
the education of the child and that the Stnte should control all education in society. 
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:: 2. This meeting requests the Minister to invite responses from and enter into full discussions 
II 
II 
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with the general public with regard to the formulation of any future Bill related in any way to 
education, and most importantly with regard to tHe preparation of the regulations pertaining 
thereto. • 

:: 3. This meeting requests that the Principal Act be amended to assert the right and reoponsibility 
:: of parents to determine the type and manner of education of their children and to delegate the 
fl . . • 
:: task of schooling to whomsoever they see fit. 
II 
TI 
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This meeting moves :that -instead of the Principal Act requiring compulsory attendance at a State 
school, it require compulsory schooling of a type and manner-acceptable to the parent, and 
consequently that the State shall provide tax supported public instruction for the children of 
those parents who desire ita 
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5. This meeting resents the unwarranted expansion of bureaucratic control rr.anifest in this Bill, 
giving the State a monopoly over all education, and denies the implicit ass~~ption that the 
Department of F.ducation has total; knowledge and expertise in this field. 

6. This ~eeting reaffirms the principle of separation of church and state, which allows the 
teaching role of the church to be exercised free from state interference, subject only to the 
preservation of public order and morality. 

7. This meeting recognizes that the present State education system is not religiously neutral, 
but is increasingly conveying the values and attitudes of the religion of secular humanism, 
whether consciously or unconsciously. 

:: 8. This mee_ting requests that legislation be writt!!n upholding the traditional family as the basis 
of Queensland society, and directing the State education system to recognize this and other 
values of the Christian ideology·.incorporated in I inter alia: (a) the Australian Constitution, 
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(b) ·the taking of oath.a in c_ourts of·iaw, (c) the opening prayer of the Queci.sland Parliament. 
(d) the universal honoring of Christ in our calendar and dating system, and 
Ce) the Referendum of 1910 providing Bible lessons. in State schools. • 

9. This meeting would publicly note that church and other private schools ~ere first in the 
business of schooling and that the state merely later provided "free" COr.l!,Uhory education for 
children not already catered. for in church or private schools. 

10. This meeting acknowledges that the growth in Christian schooling results from a rene~ed 
awakening of Christian parents to their comprehensive.responsibilities before God as directed 
in His W9rd·, and from the deterioration of moral and academic standards in the State education 
system generally. 

.i 

I 
De.::i, 



De:ir ReJ.der, l 9th February, l 982. 

A!Flr/£1!? lrlfHEE 8#/LIL WIHIAT ?? 
i\ common rc;iction to this 13ill when 1ts full import was felt was one of despair - "If this is 
the policy of our 'conscrv.:itivc' Government, what hope is there for Christian p.irents and 
othc-r responsible people?" But there IS hope, for the TRUTl-1 of the matter is that Mr. 
Gunn's L\ill docs NOT espouse stated National Party Policy. In our protests against this Bill 
.:!nd our ~leas for the pre!>ervation of Parents' Rights and Christian freedom, we have the 
support 0t the NATIONAL PARTY MEMBERSHIP in their policy statements, cited below. 

CONSTITUTION OF THE NATIONAL PARTY OF AUSTRALIA (Queensland) 
Objects (inter alia): To fear God and Honour the Queen; 

To maintain Democracy, Liberty and Individual enterprise; 

"POLICIES FOR THE EIGHTIES" (A National Party Publication) 
INDEPENDENT SCHOOLS -
The Natlonal Party believes that a choice of school Is to be encouraged. In keeping with this 
philosophy of freedom of choice, and at the same time maintaining the concept of equality of 
opportunity, the Party believes independent schools should be encouraged, and they should be 
enabled to oper,a1.tc without the loss of their Independence. 
Because the 'Voucher' system embodies these principles of free choice, equality of opportunity, 
Independence, and also justice, merit Is recognized in the system. With a view to furthering this 
claim, the Party requests the Government to Investigate the feasibility of the Voucher system. 
It should not be forgotten that Independent schools relieve governments hence the community, of a 
considerable cost in regard to education. 

NOT A MINORITY 

Do not accept the unfounded criticism that you are in a minority, for in regard to 
education, you share the beliefs of the Party that Queenslanders have consistently voted 
into the position of Senior partners of the coalition. As a member of the National Party, I 
find I can readily and constantly promote these statements as being worthy of acceptance 
by responsible people of all political persuasions. 

Members of STOP & CARE will be encouraged to know that support is ever growing. As a 
direct result of the c_::ontroversy over the Bill, our membership is now over 5,000 in number. 

THE PHILOSOPHY OF THE CHRISTIAN EDUCATION MOVEMENT IS THAT OF BIBLICAL 
THEISM. This worldwide movement towards Christian Schools is not a denominational 
movement. It is totally u·nrelated to denominational terminology and oistinctives. It is not a 
movement of men; IT IS A MOVEMENT OF GOD. Do not allow the State to prohibit the 
work of the King of Kings. 

THERE IS ROOM FOR POSITIVE AMENDMENTS TO THE EXISTING ACT 

I believe the existing Act is inadequate in some areas, and I believe positive changes would 
include the following concepts. If you share this opinion, star~ writing now (to the Premier 
to your Local Member) ·urging these WORTH WHILE CHANGES. (Please send copies to me also.) 

, • separation of Church and State must be clearly ·spelled out, allowing Christian Churches to prac-
tice their God-given commission to exercise a teaching role, and to be responsible to God, and not 
the Government, In this undertaking. Therefore Church schools and their teachers MUST NOT be 
subjected to registration by the State. 

2 Parents must be recognized as the prime educators of their children, and in this capacity be 
recognized as responsibile decision-makers In the delegation of this teaching duty to institutions or 
persons of their own choice, or to the State. 

3. The title of the Department should be. reverted to the Department should be reverted to the 
former designation - "Department of Public Instruction" - tor this clearly expresses the limit of the 
mandate given by the people •. The departm~nt is to Instruct onlr - the education of the WHOLE 
child will be determined by the parents and will come from many different sources. 

4. Trade Unionists should not be allowed on Education Boards, because the proclaimed Marxist 
principle is for Trade Unionist (le.' Worker, control, and this should be carefully resisted. 

5 
The power of the bureaucrats should be significantly reduced and limited by legislation. Elected 

• Representatives are the ones who have been give1; a mandate with regard to formulation of 
education policy - not faceless public servants-- and Cabinet should watch very closely what Is 
added or subtracted •'1rough the later writing of Regulations and By-laws by the Department 

and/or Boards. 

6
• So that a diverse source of education and instructio~ may be available to the public, Churches 

and commercial enterprise should not be hindered m their provislotn of such NpProAgran:i~es or 
Institutions. It should be noted that diversity In education and free en crprlse are policies. 

. th age of consent law only protects girls under 16 years or age, the Education Act 
7• Bec~u:ell :over this omission, by providing for girls (and boys) who are outside the protection of 

coul f C cnt laws specific protection from heterosexual and homosexl'al abuse (both 
the Age o ons , 
physical and verbal) by teachers. 



j 
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8
. Restore accountability in educalion by deleting the words "other than by full-time schooling" from 

Regulation 54. This Regulation (which presently provides for the Board_ of Secondary School 
studies to arrange external Junior and Senior examinations for part-time or correspondence 

• students) would then include all students, at State and non-State schools. This would remove 
any need for registration and inspection of Church schools to •istablish standards. 

9• Probably the most important amendment of all is that, instead of the Education Act requiring 
compulsory ATTENDANCE at the State School, it should rather require compulsory SCHOOLING of 
a type and In a manner acceptable to the PARENT, and that therefore the State _shall provide 
lax-supported public instruction for the children of those parents who might desire it. The 
voucher System (in the NPA Polley) could be the fairest method of paying for such diversity In 
education. 

;o. The fact that this dangerous Bill could have been made law, quite unnoticed by the public and 
without any opposition to it, had it not been noticed by a few vigilant people, SHOWS THE 
DANGER OF A SINGLE HOUSE OF PARLIAMENT. PUSH FOR THE ESTABLISHMENT OF AN 
UPPER HOUSE. The protection afforded will be worth the expense. ~/ 

lll#llU#ll#llllll##ll##llll###ll#########llll##ll#ll#ll##Ull##llll###llllll#ll###ll##ll#######ll###ll##llmnn 

WHO IS RUNNING THE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT? 
WHO IS CHURNING OUT THESE DISCREDITED, UNWANTED HUMANISTIC SCHEMES??? 
WHY ARE THEY ALLOWED TO REMAIN IN OFFICE??? CALL FOR THEIR SACKING!!!!! 

"As Christians we are not only to KNOW the right world view, the world view that tells us 
the truth of what IS, but consciously to ACT upon that world view so as to influence 
society_ in all its parts and facets across the whole spec:trum of life, as much as we can to 
the extent of our individual and collective ability .... :The danger in regard to the rise of 
aut~~r~tarian gov~rnment is_ that Christians w_ill be still as long as. their own r~ligi9us"' 
act1v1t1es, evangelism, and hfc-styles are not disturbed. (J~ U#-<l -tt.,;,, C>Jl .l,.if.n.ou£1V\AWr1 

f"We are not excused from speaking, just because the culture and society no longer rest as~ 
I much as they once did on Christian thinking.. Moreover, Christians do not need to be in the l majority in order to influence society." ('How ~hould W~ __ Th_en Live' by Schaeffer, p.256) • 
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•SoMEO_Hewith. pf~ 
to Prem ..... B'"'lke . Peter.,.n guidelines set by the department in 

,... ,.. - the public interest. • 
has effectively railroadod (;onspicuously, outspoken Liber-
amendmcnta to the Educa- al backbci:icher, Mrs Rosemary 
tion AcL K~burz, did not vote with her 

This has ~me clear a~ the full Liberal backbench colleagucs for 
impact of Cabinet's d~i,ion to rdefcrral. After Cabinet's docisionl 
defer the amendments for •ix lut wee\: for a funher s,x inontb 
m ·s realised. deferral F._{rli K_yburz issued a 

.lt. h lobb as with 1he • inOuence st.atement m which she blamed 
-r-· certainly ocs not come from the fanatics for the deferral. 

~land Teachers Union which On January 22, Mr Gunn. the 
w r.lisc.d a number or objcctioai f.ducation Minister, forthrightly 
to the amendments while wclcom• declared that the government 
ing some changes. • woulll stand firm on .the proposed 

Let us retrace the step; which nts • 
have led to Cabinet•s. decision unn warned that t 

l
which amounts, according to • nt would not back do 
Cabinet i;ourccs, to the complete sue of registering no 
scrapping of Mr Bill Gunn'1 "-=.:.-;...;~oo~I ._.,,...,..-,-__,,,......,..-,--· 

~ve a uty to a students 
amendments in their prelienl that standar~ are maintained. 
form. • Rca50nable uniformity in cur• 

Oo November 26 last year the . ri~ul';lm i~. r uired so ch_ildren can 
itovernmc:nt was nearly defeated in 
State Parliament by a combined 
Opposition and Liberal backbench 
pwJi for a deferral. 

Like the Teachers Union, the liChools not reaching or maintaining 
Opposition and ,omc backbench a ,uitable £landard would be 
Liberals were concerned about the . dercgistered and closed but there 
centrali5ing of power to the_ ·w • a • I to 
Miniiter under the amendments. 
They liimply asked for more time 
lO consider what wu proposed. 

Faced with a revolt. Cabinet 
decided to dder the amendments 
for three mon1hs. 

~ 
Since then the real i~uc hu 

emerged: the registration of non- tot e mRinstrcam churches and h:~ 
&Lah: 5ehools only if they meet waa confident a showdown would~ 
educationJI uand~rdM anJ ,not be needed with some or the~ 

FEORUARY 18, 1982 

,cbools run by Chrhtian 
fundamentalists. . 

On January 22, Mt$ Rona 
Joyner, director of an organii.ation 
called the C.1mpaign Ag.1in~t 
Reg~essive Education, decl.ued 
that· ,ome ~upporters of the 
••Cfiri~t1&n alternative'' schools 
W'-l'C prcparcc to t>c J31le<l II lllC 
·gOYcrnmeat closed their 

.. ..~ a COl'.ICUt • rive by ~ 
rents convinced the Premier to 

defer the J..•OP?SCd amcndmeots," 
rs Joync:r 5a1d. 

.. C: ~ w.:re al lc:.iu 12 
Chrlliliao alternative" )Chools in 

~

e Brisl>a11e region. 
The Education Department h.ad 

hrcatcned at lca,t one under the 
rovisions or the pro

1
rcd 8111.m! 

Qllecn~Gnders w11 remember 
M~ Joyncr•s extraordinary in-
fluence over our ,tatc·s cduc.ational 
polici~. Her innuence effectively 
stopped inaovativc educ..tional 
pro~ams SEMP and MACOS. 
. The ~asis or Mrs' Joyner's.~ 
1ntervc:nt1on bas been her belief 
that education wai lilking a 
humanist anti-Christian line. Her . 
ntervenllon as a ~ rCli teJ in 

inderU)ile deferral or a human 
~cla11onsh1p or sex cducataon course 
Ul ,t.atc schools. 
• Such a course was stron.sly 
~eoommendcd by the Ahern inquiry 
anto Queensland education. 

ln.,pite of his fonhritht commit­
ment to his 1smcndmcn1s, Mr Gunn· 
h11s watct,cd as 1hcy were rolled by 
lhe Premier last w.:.:k. • 

Mrs Joyner haJ Jone ii a:i.~in. 

EVEN ONE WITH GOD IS A MAJORtTY - BIJT OUR MEMBERSHIP LIST TOi ALS OVER 5,000!! 
IF YOU WOULD LIKE TO "GET WITH THE STRENGTH", AND BECOME PART OF TlilS MINISTRY THAT 
GOD IS PROSPERING AGAINST SATAN AND HIS MISGUIDED HELPERS - FORM OR JOIN A GROUP. 
BECOME. A STOP & CARE MEMBER OR SUBSCRIBE TO 1STOP PRESS' MAGAZINE: 

MEMBERSHIP to 31/10/82 (Free Magazine) $5.00 NAME 

RIPTION O
NL y to 31/10/82 $6 00 AOt1RESs····· .. ••••• .. •••••••••••••••••••••••••• ............. . 

SUBSC · . • ................................................... . 
DONATION (to Office Help, etc.). $ 0 ...................................... . 

No. of Supporters covered by Membership ••••••••••• • P /CODE .............. PHONE No •.••••••.•. :::::::::::: 
POST TO: "STOP & CARE', PO. BOX 162, MARGATE, 4019 (Mrs.H.S.Joyner, Director) 
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Subn1ission 
re 

Ed1u•a1ion 1\ct and 1\nothcr Act 

A1ncndn1cnt ]Jill 

THE STATE HAS NO MANDATE TO EDUCATE THE WHOLE CHILD 
Christ · is the WAY, the TRUTH, and the LIFE and the FOUNT OF .A.LL 
KNOWLEDGE •. Therefore it is inconceivable thilt ~nyonc: should assume that it 
c~uld be possible for any group of human beings (no matter how 'expert' they· 
might be), to be capable of posscssir1g total knowledge and expertise in educat­
ing the WHOLE CHILD - to the point of usurping the ro~c of PARENTING ! 

Clause 3 - acdinCJ 11and for .Jthi::r purpo_~~~s" after the "1ord "Education" in the long 
title of the Education Act. 

Section 5 - (Department of Education): 

The mentality behind this legislation is the UNESCO concept that education OF THE 
WHOLE CHILD is to be the responsibility of government and is to take place in state 
schools controlled by the Education bureaucracy. It seems not to be understood nor 
conceded that there is a vast difference between State· SCHOOLING and State 
EDUCATlON ! 

By SCHOOLING I mean 'instruction given to students to impart knowledge or factual 
.matter'. In educational jargon it refers to COGNITIVE LEARNING as opposed to 
AFFECTIVE LEARNING. .. 

11Cognitivc learning is to do with the acquisition of information, while offactive 
leorning is concerned with OIANGES IN ATTIT:.JOES ANL, EMOTIONS." (In 1 Fllldc-mcntals and 
Funoomentol1sts 1 by Scott & Gower•,). 

EDUCATION ,covers both forms of learning and is a lifelong process, most of 1Uhich 
happens primarily ~ithin t_he family and secondarily within society qenerally. 

This important difference has, \1/ith successive changes in State School ·Curricula, 
been pro.;iressivcly blurred (albeit almost imperceptively •. in the early stages), 
especially since the change of name from 'Department of PUBLIC INSTRUCTION' to the 
'Department of t:DUCATION'. With the benefit of hindsight, we suggest that this 
change was made precisely in order that more and more time could be devoted to the 
peripherals und1::_r • the guise of 'E(?UCATING THE WHOLE CHILD', (and 'CHANCING HIS 
ATTITUDES AND EMOTIONS'), and less and less time could then be available for 
•SCHOOLING _IN THE BASICS' that leads to academic excellence. 
State schools \I/ere made compulsory for children of not less than six nor more than 
fifteen years of age so that every child would be thoroughly SCHOOLED and able to 
take his place in the community as a _knol!ll_ed_geable adult. \llith intellectual and man­
ual skills \I/ell developed. That universities and employers are complaining that 
such is NOT any longer the end result of many ·.students' years of compulsory 
attendance at State schools, it seems realistic to assume that parents are right in 
their belief that State Schools are no_ longer SCHOOLING (i.e. INSTRUCTING) children 
as they should be. To quote Scott & Go\1/ers again, parents are objecting, and -

'· 
"It. is the schools' over~ foroys into ti,e offect.ivc dOll,ain -.tlich hove coused the trouble." 

A ,·Department of Public Instruction' \1/0uld have no role to play in the area of 
• psychological tech!')iques such as VALUES CLARIFICATION or HUMAN RELATIONSHIPS. 

OUR REQUEST TO CABINET: (a) Ttiat Section 5 of the Act be amended by changing the 
all-encompassing title, 'Department of EDUCATION' back to the original more correctly descriptive 
title of 'Department of PUBLIC INS.1'RUCTION'; and . 
(b) That tha educational philosophy reflected In all Departmental curricula and syllabi be brought into 
line with the original concept of Christian-based PUBLIC SCHOOLING, which fulfilled the mandate 
given to _schools by paren~s - that the State provide for cognitive learning and leave affective 
learning In the home where 1t belongs. • 

Clause 31 - amending Sec.35 (Minister to Provide for Running of Colleges, etc.): 
The Bill is obv~ously al~o~ing for~ chanQe in content of c~urses by r~placing the 
idea of instructir,~ (cognitive learning) ~1th that of education (affective lP.arning 
_ CHANGING ATTITUDES AND EMOTIONS). . 

OUR REQUEST: That, for the same reasons, Clause .31 of the Bill be erased, and Sec.JS of the 
Act be allowed to continue using the w_ord "instru~tion", so the ~hr~se ·•technical and further 
· t t· n" can be Inserted In lieu of "technical and agncutturat Instruction'. 
ins rue 10 

* * , * * * * * 
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2. TOO MUCH POWER TO BUREAUCRATS 
The Bil! gives the Minister for Education (and through him, by delegation, the 
bureaucracy) too much POWER AND CONTROL over par~nts, students, churches 
and all teaching institurions under private enterprise. 

Amendment Bill Cl_au_se 7 - altering Sec. 5A (Po1:1er of Delegation by Ministe:): 
This gives the Minister the option to delegate to any departmental officer ALL 
or ANY of his powers, authorities and functions, other than this paver of 
delegation. 
Subsec. (3) says that the; power or authority may be exercised and the funct:ion may 
be. performed upon the opinion, belief or state of mind of the delegate. 

Cl~use. 8 - altering Sec.6 (The Corporation of the Minister): 
This gives the Minister power to act above any law to the contrary, which pow~r can 
also be delegated. 

Clause 9 - altering Sec.a (Regulations): 
By omitting ~ubsecs.(3), (4) and (5), Parliament's contrcil over Regulations is tak~ 
en out of this Act, and can then rely only on the Acts Interpretation Act, without 
~ny reference to that f~ct given within this Bill itself. This may·not be suffic­
ient safeguard to Parliament'n contro_l over the writing by the bureaucracy of ·the 
REGULATIONS under the Education Act. 

,Clause- 13 - repealing and replacing Sec,13 (P.& c. Association not to exercise auth-
ority over Teachers): 

The Bill in a number of instances puts the 'opinion of the Minister' (or of his dele­
gate) above the FACTS of the matter - 11/hich could pave the ll/ay for .. a ministerial 
(or bureaucratic) dictatorship. This section instances one of a number of such. 
By adding the words 'in the _OPINION of the Minister• (or his delegate), this new 
section may prevent P.& C. Associations from voting on matters such as lllhether or 
not Sex Education, MACOS or SEMP are acceptable to the- parents of the school. 
Such could be termed 'exercising authority' or 'interfering', and parents would 
have no redress, and neither would t,,,yone else, in any instance where this poorly 
drE.wn up Bill_ puts the determination of any matter within the reaim 01~ OPINION . 
rather than legally defining the FACTS. It is of no value to appeal to a Court, 
since all the Minister or official would have to prove is that he had formed an 
OPINION, on reasonable grounds. \~hat is 'reasonable' to a Humanist could be 
totally ':.mreasonable' to a Christian, which makes it a_lrr.os~ impossible tc. disprove. 

Clause. i°S - repealing and replacing Sec.16 (Use of Schools): • 
This section places the Minister or any delegate of his above the lall/ in regard to 
issuing permits for the use of any school, co~lege, etc., for any purpose (eveQ not 
connected with education),~notwithstanding anything contained in this or any other 
Act or that the land in question is reserved for a particular purpo~e.11 

Clause 20 - repealing and replacing Sec.22 (l~ilful Disturbance of School): 
In all legislation, the meanings of words must be clear and precise, but section 
22 does not define the offence. \vHAT constitutes "disturbing" or "interfering 
with" children engaged in school activities, especially when not on school 
premises? What wide powers and opportunities for vandalizing or being a public 
nuisance this could give children, if responsible adults cannot interfere in any 
circumstances! 
WHAT does 'upbraids, insults or abuses' cover? One dictionary meaning of 'upbraids' 
is 'scolds, reproaches,_ reproves, ar chides.'· Where is the crime in _that? It is 
surely part of a person's right, even duty as regards one's child, to be free to re­
prove or scold a teacher in certai~ l~gitimate cir:umstance~! It is \!/ell nign im­
possible never to have any child within earshot while speaking to a teacher. 

The current Act excluded childr~n .~ram prosec~tion, but the amending Claus~ 10 adds 
subsec (2) ·to ens•Jre the prosecution of pupils, and makes no age exemption! No 
mentio~ is made of repeat offences, or how often a parent l!lill be having to 
pay out 1 ~Jill charges be laid against some children every time and others only 
once or twice? What of the unfortunate child who might be charged for soraething 
another child did? 

The over-riding principle relating to .: Clauses 20 • arid 21; of the Bill is that the 
Criminn l Code and Vagrants, Gaming & Other Offences Act proyide the most effect­
ive and democratic way of dealing with serious misdemeanours - especially ~ny that 
would draw such a he~~Y fine as $500! 

Clause 21 _ repealing and replacing Sec. 22A ( fresspass on School Premises): 

8 altering Section 22A, the Bill gives the person f~r the time beir.g in charge of 
·./ school the power to cut short a parent's lawful right. to be on school premises, 

d the Minister (or his delegate) can per"!anently forbid a par.ent (or any other 
an erned citizen) from entering school premises. In both cases the penalty is set 
~~n$SOO _ more than for drink-driving~ . !he Criminal Code would cover criminals_ 
t.his Bill would intimidate parents and citizens! 



Clause 24 - repe.:iling and replacing Sec.26 (Provision of Spre:cbl Educ~_!]_): 
Section 26 of the Ac;t provides special cducntion "for children 111ho require it" :but 
th 8 amended S~c.26 says "For EVERY r,andic:::ippcd child there SHAU be provided· 
c,ec1al education ... uhich MAY be provided by or contributed to by _th e 
t~.in.i.ster." This section is uncl car in i b wording. 11 ••• there SHALL be provi~ed 
~pecial cducntion 11 

- but on whom docs this compulsion rest? Suci1 :.;pccial 
education MAY be providca by the Minister. It MAY be ~iven in registered or other 
schools, or by any other means APPROVED GY THE MINISTER for the purpose. 

It secr.:s the PARE:-.T i~ lhe one being con,pelled to provide thi::; special education -
nnd this i~. too dictutorial ! P:::ir.cnts of hundicnppcd children must be all01:1cd to 
exercise their riC)hts to determine for themselves \l/h3t is bc:...t in their O\:/n 
particul.:ir c:1se. Any attempt to institutionalize EVERY hiJndicap;)cd child 
must be utterly RESISTED. 

Tu add insult to i~jury, it appeara from the wording of this section that parents 
of such a cllild (no matter how badly krndicapped he might be) might even be forced 
to have that child given special education nt their 01:1n expense. 

Clause 5 - amending Sec.4 {l~terprctalion of 'Handicapped Child'): 
The definition is very broad and vague, depending on 11rnE OPINION OF THE 
MINISTER",. and .covering blind, deaf or any other type or degree of handicapped 
child, of any ag::: from BiR-Tli ,IO 18 YEARS! This would give the Minister (and 
through him the bureaucracy) total control over the rearing of any child declared 
to be 'handicapped'. 8ased on such a definition, Sec.24 above becomes even more 
objectfonable, with its potential to restrict ·the freedom of numerous parents and 
children. 

Clc:,use 33 - re lacing Section. 36 {Constitution of the Board of Secondary School 
Studies: 

Section 36, subsecs.(l) & (2)(i), of the Act gives pa\1/er to the Governor-in-Council 
to "prescribe" and "otherwise prescrilie" the constitution of the Board and to 
appoint who shall be chairman. Under the Bill the Executive ·Govern·!TIOnl loses 
all these po111ers, the Minister (perhaps his delegate) becoming the one who 
nominates the chairman - the Governor-in-Council's only involvement then be­
ing to appoint the members nominated occording to this constitution. 

Clause 36 - amending Sec.SlA (Constitution of Board of Advanced Education): 
Clause 37 - repealing and replacing Sec.51~ (Cons•itution of the Bo~rd of Teacher 

Education '1: 
Clause 39 - ame.nainq Sec.SlE (Constitution of the Council or~ College of Advanced 

Education): • 
As in the case of the Board of Secondary School Studies, so also in the above 
clauses, the effect of the Bill is to increase the Minister' c influence by 
lessening Cabinet's interest in an~ control of-membership of the boards. 

(More on this later.) 

Clause 53 - inserting Sec.63 of Part IX (Non-State Schools to ~e Registered): 

This gives the Minister (or his delegate) powe~ to dictate to every person running 
(or intending to run) any place of learning designated by the Governor in Council 
to be , a school' . The po111ers granted the bureaucracy under this clause are so 
\1/ide as to enable a hostile school inspector (and there ARE some!) to- close 
down any church school - ironically • on the bas_is of non-compliance \:/ith the 
Humanistic SUB-STANDARDS of the State system, \1/h.ich were \I/hat drove parents in 
desperation to seek an AL!ERNATIVE system \!lith HIGH STANDARDS, .effered by Chris-
tians! • 

Under similar legislation in Victoria, schools using Accelerated Christian Educat;. 
ion programmes are currently threatened with closure because of TOD MUCH EMPHASIS 
ON TRADITIONAL ACADEMIC CONTENT AND CHRISTIAN VIRTUES. (More on this Clause later) 

Clause 54 - inserting new Part XII (Sections 66, 67 and 68) 
(Sec.66 - Restriction on Conferring and Using Certain A~ards) 
(Sec.67 - Maltreatment of Children) (Sec.68 - Schoel RRcords) 

Scc.66 could be u~ed to exclude all free enterprise places of !Earning (that are 
~the level of secondary educ3tion) - c;.irres:;iondence schools, accountancy and 
other degree-conferrin~ institutes, commercial art training centres, theological 
colleges, etc. -_from ~arrying on th~ir normal business of t~aining and qua~ifying 
graduates in various fields of education. What polllers to give to any public ser­
vnnt with a YEN FOR POWER and HOSTILITY TO FREE ENTERPRISE!! 

Sections 67 and 68 • give to teachers le~al privileg 7s _ above t~ose enjoyed by any 
other members of society, eve_n above Parliamentary priv1lege lllh1ch can be exercised 
ONLY within the precincts of Parliament. These sections are an open invitation for 
teachers to defame any member of a student's family with full protection at la~,-



',,·,.J,7(7) _ "I\ p•·r:.oi, doi::_; not .incur any liability_ a~; t~or defamation 
Gy·-u·,,. put.lic.::,t.it,n CJf' :.iny dcf~1111.:i~ory rnattl.)r. ~ont~1nc,d _ 1n a n?tif~cat­
iun c,r :;L;,l1;rn,:nt: nr f11rl.l11:r 11il orrn;1l1011 :rn .:iforc:,.:11<.l wl,crc such publ1cat1on 
J:: m,,rJ,· HI 'Jllllil f'11ill1 :,1,d p11r:;u:1nl lo any provision of or othcr111i::;e 
Jrt t.1,1· •:x11ul1u11 nf \Iii'., :,1•1:I io11. 11 

Sirni J:,rly :,rrJ,t!J)J .,1·!'1 rm:: l.11;1L no f)IH':.l~ill p11b.liuhin<J allC(JDtion:.; under this Act 
:,t.:dl "lt,117-l~YJ"'"r :,1,y liuliilil:y". 

OUR p OULST: (.:i) Th.JI .:ill the .:ibovc .imcndmcnts, togctl1cr with Clause 5(a) (omitting definitions 
'c;i'Bl~1ct 'Dc.11') and CI.Ju:..c 25 (rcpco11lt1g Scc,27) be deleted from the 8111; and 
(b) Th,1t in view ol the r~.ifons olvcn above, altcrnatl·,e arnencmcnts be Inserted to provide for 
grcJtcr cor,trol over cduc;.ition 0Y THE VOTING PUBLIC (via their elected GOVERNMENT) instead of 
allowin~ the power of ONE MINISTl:.11 (in effect, his bureaucracy) to increase even beyond what it ls 
at prc:::.cr,t. 

-~· •· 

3. WHY HAVE TRADE UNIONISTS ON EDUCATION BOARDS? 
The co11:,titlltio11:, oJ th~· 1'oJrds of Secondary School Studies and Teacher 
Education, a~ amended by the Bill, arc too heavily weighted towards the 
bur(•;iuuac:y, th· t<';-ichers and the Teachers• Union with far too little emphasis 
on community and tcrti:1ry interests. ' 

c;1:,u"1; :SJ.....::_rr:pcal_i~ :mcl ~cpl.00_n.9 ~icc.36 (Constitution of the Board of Seconda!").. 
School Stucli.u::;): -

The cl1;1irrn~,n, u11dt:r th<: Act, i::; nominated by the Governor in Council, but the Amend­
ment: no1;1 ']ivr::.; 1'.11at. power to tile Minbtcr, or, through him, to the bureaucracy. The. 
burenucrnl.'y cyi in:., :..Li 11 more powor throuc)hthe Director of Secondary Education being 
ex offjcio member, LJnd four other members being nominees of the Director-General. 
Th.i.rter:r1 un: lc:1cll1,rn or cducationi:,t:,, while five others only are from the tertia­
rv field::. 

P:uticul:Jrly ctrancJr.i and un~lc:1irublc is the fuct that, contrary to the case in, as 
fnr a:; I h:1vu been 11ble to o:iccrtain, every other Department, the Marxist principle 
of TRADE UNIONIST CONTROL is evident in both the Board of Secondary School 
Studi<::J und the Oourd of Teacher Education. (See article lmba,Chronicle 30/12/81) 
Three members or l.lic C'I.S.S.S, ore representatives of Unions (antagonistic to the 
government, und in ruvour of discredited MACOS and SEMP). This gives the A.L.P. 
mart tcprc:;cnt::.tion on the l3ot1rd • by thr.:::e to zero, than the Liberals! 

A'J \:/ell uo thiu, thu discrimination in favour of one religious school system over 
all lhc other:.; ( tho choirmon of the Catholic Education Commission is ap­
pointl:d oulr.i<Jhl) i::. unocccpta\.>lc, Also it is not explained ho1:1, or by whom, the 
one tct1cher reprc:,cntin<J all other non-State secondary schools, will be chosen -
nor how one pcruon con be chosen who will truly represent parents (a very diverse 
group). 

Three to reprcucnt indu~try, commerce and parents is far short of a fair ratio in 
relation to teachcrG ond U~ionistu on the Board. It is top heavy in favour of 
the 5EHVANTS of tho CONSUMERS of education, rather than giving a fair go to the 
PUBLIC wl,o :;hould be culling tho tune. 

OUR REQUEST: ihat Clause 33 of the BIii be rewritten to make the constitution of the Board more 
balanced by removing TRADE UNION CONTROL by excluding Unionists (as In other departmental 
Board:;) and by ensuring that the CONSUMERS of education (parents, employers, students, and the 
tertl«1ry 'institutions, al:;o the Government) have more direct representation than do the SERVANTS 
(the teachers and bureaucrat:;). 

* * * * * * * 
Cl au:..c 37 - reer.al in'] nnd replnd ng Sec. 51C (Constitution of the Board of Teache~ 

F.ducntion): 
In thiG Bonrd ol:;o there is a de9ree of UNIONIST CONTROL, evident in the opportun­
ity provided for t1110 UNIONISTS (even left-wing extremists) to be made members. 
Thlu iu SOCIALISM. 
lliu Bill :.il~o ~ivcu the Goard of Teacher Education an unacceptable emphasis on the 
C:.itholic (duc:.ition CornmiGoion in a State Edllcation system, which is a discriminat­
ion ,.CJtiinsl. oll other non-Stotc cduc:i~ion auth..:>rities.. \~hil~ a pla_ce . on the 
Bo;.ird ii; :.ipr.cH.ic~c! for the rcprc:;enbbve of the Catholic Educ.1t.ion Comm1ss1on, all 
otl~r diver~c non-5tr~o cducotion authorities are allowed only one representative. 
How will thiu one be chooen and by whom? 

OUR REQUEST: (:,) Th.lt a more balanced membership be devised, without leanings towards ~ny 
ono rcllglon, bocauso governments should not leglslate to establish any religion; and 
(b) That •control by Ur.llONISM' should be halted by deleting from Clause 37 the new Sec.51C(2)(e)(11) 
a. (111) which alvos rnemborshlp to representatives of Unions, whoso A.L.P. le.lnlngs are those of the 
minority In government and In the· community. 

* * * * * * • 
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DOES lHE GOVERNMENT REALLY HAVE SUFFICIENT CONTROL 
OVER ITS SCHOOL SYSTEM? 

The Bill through both the constitutioris of the two Bo.:irds and through th c 
Functions and Powers of both Boards, gives almost total power to th cir 
respective corporate memberships. 

p<Juse 33 - ~alif"!g_ and replacing .Scc.37 (~_~nclio_~_s _ and ~o-~_e_r_-: _O.[ ...!.!_1~ _ _Q_oord 2: 
Clause 38 - repealing and replnc!~~ 51~ __ (.functions of the BoarQ_): . t 
The Bill, oa~ittedly grants these povcrs subject to the Minister, but in actual_foc 
does the Govern~cnt really have sufficient control over what is taught und how it i~ 
assessed? Sec.37(l)(b)(viii) and Scc.510(1)(b)(vii) 9ivc additional opportun~ty t~ 
those teachers, vho ~isr. ta do so, ta add the Humanist slant in the implementing of 
decisions and policies at school level - to the dctr imcnt of this conserv.1ti ve 
govern~ent, and of consumers of education generally. 

The degree of support among teachers for MACOS and SEMP should be an indication of 
teacher attitude (wittingly or unvittingly) towards Marxist/Humanist principles in 
educaticn. 
It is fitting here to refer to the fact-that many teacher trainers have used their 
influence in colleges to chElnge the role of teacher:. from being inculcators of 
knowledge to being agents of psychological and behavioural change in students. 

One source of documentation for this claim is in the book 11FUNDAMENT ALS AND 
FU~DAMENTALISTS" by Profpssor Roger Scott & M/s Ann Go1:1crs: 

11Tre conflict is obout the role cf the :.chool and its empho::.io on cogni ti vo or offcctive 
learning. Cognitive learning is to do with the <JCGuis1t1on of information, while affective 
learning is concerned with changes in attitudes and emoUono. It io the school's overt 
forays into the affective domain \oOhich hove caused the trouble. 

1'?orents tend to see themselves os responsible for the transmiooion of values ond ott1tudC3, 
ond to sec the teacher as. mainly respon3ible for teoching !:ikillo and knowledge. There 
is, however, Atl IJ,DERLYING ASSIM>TION IN tJ,ANY TEAOiER EDUCATION COURSES, and refloctcd by 
MANY • PRACTISING TEACHERS, that THE OiILD IS ESSENTIALLY GOOD BUT HAS BEEN DAMAGED BY 
ITS PARENTS. The TEAOiER1S ROLE, is, in port, TO COUNTERACT THIS DAMAGE. 

•'J,RS. JOYNER VOICES A ~ CONCERN WITt. THIS, when a::. will be cecn later, she attacks 
VALUES Cl.ARIFICATION ANO ATTITUDE OIA~GING TEOiNIQUES BEING USED BY TEAOIERS.11 • 

OUR REQUEST: That this give further weight to the consideration of amendment to the Act by 
rewriting Clauses 33, 37 and 38 of the Bill as suggested previously. 

5. THE BILL IS ANTI FREE ENTERPRISE - TEACHER REGISTRATION 
PUTS TEACHERS' LIVELIHOOD IN JEOPARDY 

The Bill takes Teacher Registration right into the re'alm of TOTAL 
BUREAUCRATIC POWER - power ~ven to prevent a teacher from earning his 
livelihood in his chosen profession on 1he open market. 

Clause 38. repealing and replacing Sec.51D (Functions and Pol!lers of the Board); 
Teacher Registration ~as introduced in the existing Act as a voluntary option, but 
under this Bill it becomes compulsory <?nd the means to prevent de-registered 
"eachers from earning a livelihood in their field anywhere. This is not free 
~nterprise,. for ~hich the National Par~y is proud ~o stand at election time. See 
Part VIIB of the Bill - "A person 1:/ho 1s not a registered teacher shall not hold 
at any school any office or position in lllhich he is required to perform the duties 
of a teacher (unless authorised to do SD by the Board). 11 

Clause 40 - inserting Part \.'IIB, ·Secs.SlG-510 (Registration of Teachers)_: 
Sec.51G(2) & (3) compulsorily• take_s al!lay a ~eacher's right to privacy, even 
as .regards undefined particulars as may be prescribed later . 

. Sec.51H{a) lists •good character', but does ~ot say hol!I it is defined or 
established. . 
Sec.51J has no parallel in the Act and is a weapon against any teacher's right to 
earn· his livelihood. The Department should have a right to dismiss any 
u;1satisf actory . employee, but not to prevent anyone else from allowing him to 
perform tr,e duties of a teacher in so:ne other marketplace. 
Th! Depart~ent should have no monopoly over employment (or otherwise) of teachers. 
S.:.;;-.e s-:hools could affcrd to pay the daily fine to er.iploy th!:! teacher of their 
choice (~ho raight quite satisf~ctorily serve them), but others could not. This 
vould be dis er iminatio;. against s:nall schools. 

This Section also interferes with non-State schools' rights to use parents as aids. 
The Governr.rent must be seen to be \:/hat it claims to be - a freEJ enterprise 
government. 
Section 51M replaces Sec.621 (Removal of Name from Register), and in doing so has 
left out the original subsP.c.(l)(d) which established that a teacher had to 
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1961 19'4' or other~· 
beqa patient lllithin the meaning of 'The Mental Health Acts - u • t d lse 
incapable iri lalll cf managing his o\1/n affairs" before he could b~ de~e1~s e~~ _u~~er 
the Act This puts individual teachers at great risk, especia Y ris ian 
teachers: in view of what has been added by the ne\1/ Sec.51M(4) and the new Sec.SlN. 
Sec.51M(4) and Sec.~lN provide for a panel of four teachers (plus a chairman 
from the Teacher Education Board) to de1·ermine the mental he~lth o~ any teacher and 
to recommend to the Board either his de1egistration or his suspension as a teacher• 
as they ser fit. 

This is a SCANDALOUS ALTERATION to the Act, and can only have SINISTER 
CONNOTATIONS - the victimization of Christian teachers 111ho are already considered 
to be •quite insane' because they believe in CREATION rather than EVOLUTION, and 
11/orship GOD rather than the Humanist doctrine of the SUPREMACY OF HUMAN REASON -
RA1 IONALISM. American Dr.Madalyn O'Hair, 111ith her conviction that a believer in 
religion is INSANE, 11/on a case in USA against prayers in school.(Tba.'Chroh'30/12/8l) 

One of the airr.s of the curriculum is often stated as "assisting the child to clear 
REASONING and RATIONAL decision-making", tacitly· indicat.ing the Humanist philos­
ophy_ of the Department. 

Section 51M in the Bill, in replacing Sec .621, has also inconspicuously dropped 
the Section 621(2)(b)(i) relating to the punishment of a registered teacher 111ho 
"has been guilty of habitual DRUNKENNESS or of addiction to any deleterious DRUG". 
Like1:1ise, almost imperceptive!y, the meaning of the sub-clause on punishment for 
"MISCONDUCT" 111as changed; so that the misconduct must now be such that is detriment. 
al ·to 'the relationship of teacher and pupil". What constitutes 'detrimental' is 
unclear! 

OUR REQUEST: 011 view ot' the abuses that this Section on the Registration of Teachers. ls 
demonstrably c_apable of perpetrating against Innocent teachers) that Clause 40 .of the Bill be 
repealed in tote, and Clause 45 (Repeal of 01v1ston IV of Part VIIIA) be passed - !,e, that Reglst ration 
of Teachers be discontinued (the performance of school-leavers has not even Improved since 
Registration was experimented with!), • 

Any serious mlsaemeanours, Incompetencies, genuine mental disability, etc., are-correctly dealt with 
under the Public- Service Act rather than by a process of registration that can have far-reaching 
Ill-effects even on teachers remote from the State system. 

6. 

* * * * * * * • 

A VAST STATE MONOPOLY.OVER EDUCATION! 
The KEY PURPOSE of the whole Bill seems to be its attempt to create a vast 
STATE MONOPOLY over Education by -
(a) DECLARING any non-State place of learning to be 'A SCHOOL' for th~ 

purpose of registration and control, and 
(b) RESTRICTING the conferring of AWARDS to such persons only as are 

AUTHORIZED BY THE ST A TE. 

(a) Clause 53 - inserting Sec.63 of Part IX (Non-State_Schools to be Registered): 

(/J vj c., 

The Bill imposes a penalty of $1000 on anyone \I/ho runs· an UNREGISTERED SCHOOL 
No school can be registered unless "IN THE OPINION Of THE MINISTER", it provides 
SATISFACTORY FACILITIES" and "EffICIENT AND REGULAR INSTRUCTION IN A RANGE Of 
SUBJECTS AND ACTIVITIES ACCEPTABLE TO THE MINISTER" (or his delegate I), In 
practice, this could gi~e the Minister (or a bureaucrat whose philosophy is quite 
unkno111n to us) almost totalitarian powers, because all a Court of la111• .. could be 
required to prove is that what the Minister or bureaucrat had acted upon 111as indeed 
HIS OPINION. And 111here 111ould that leave a parent or the controlling body of a 
church school? As I said ear lier, philosophical disputes cannot be determined 
on the basis of 111hat is a reasonable opinion. What is 'satisfactory' or 'efficien~? 

"Instruction received in a xagist~red school shall be taken to be an 'efficient 
manner of instruction 111 • Holl/ever, it is subject· to reversal on • the basis of an 
•opinion'! Sec,63(7)(a) says that, again IN THE OPINION OF THE MINISTER (or· his 
delegate), if a registered school ic not providing SATISFACTORY facilities and 
EFFICIENT and rP-Qular instruction in a range of subjects and activities ACCEPTABLE 
to the Minister, (or his delegate), then the school may be dere~istered and 
ordered to be CLOSED. Again the penalty is $1000 for non-compliance! • 
~Jhile the Bill gives non-State schools the right to exict, it demands so much 
CONFORMITY to the State Curricula,.syllabi and teaching methods, even to the extent 
of employing only ~tate-registered teachers, that non-State schools are, in effect, 
really STATE CONTROLLED! No longer independent, they are ext'ensions of the State! 

Clause 40 - inserting Sec.51J (Unregistered Teachers not to be Empl~yed}: 
Clause 53 - insertin Sec.638 (Meanin of "School" : 
New Secs.51J 3 a & b and 63B a & (b both define 
too broad, opening the way_ for virtually any place of 
"A SCHOOL11 , thus placing it under unreasonable 

"SCHOOL" in 11/ays that are far 
instruction to be gazetted as 
regulations associated ~ith 
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of non-State schools. 
Even Sunday S~hool~, coaching c~llcges, ~heological colleg~s' business col~eg~~~ 
etc., could find themselves required to register and be subJect to contrpl_ Y 
Education burenucrats • Imagine the reaction of churches confronted 1:1ith the 
requirement th:::it only registered teacher::; be al10111ed to teach in Sunday Schools ER 
"in the best interests of the pupils"! Ho1:1 long 111ill it be before the PREACH 
has to be registered in order to TEACH! 

IF this is NOT the intention of the Bill, then WHY arc Sunday Schools, C~urch 8nd 
business colleges, etc., not listed as EXEMPT from all provisions of the Bill? 

Section 4 defines the age of compulsory school atte'lda!'lce t>s "not less than six nor 
more than fi ftcen years of age", so it appears that the Bill i5 giving un_duc_ po111er 
to the Minister (and the bureaucracy) 111hen it includes "pre-school" 111ithin th e 
meaning of the term "school" in order that Church pre-schools may then be 
registered and CONTROLLED by the State. 

(b) Clause 54 - insertin Ser..66 Restriction on Conferrin and Usin Certain 
A111ards : 

(i) No person may confer,or indicate that he is competent to confer, any a~ard, 
degree, diploma, certificate, status, title or description (or abbreviated 
words or letters) as ~fa ·tertiary educational institution - Penalty -$500; 

(ii) No person is allowed to print or publish anything to induce anyone to believe 
that he can or will confer any such· a111ard - Penalty $500; • 

(iii) No person may use or induce anyone to believe that he possesses any such 
a111ard (111ith a vie111 to obtaining for nimself an advantage) - Penalty $500; 

unless that person is duly authorized to confer such an a\1/ard, or the a111ard has 
been conferr~d upon him by·an.authoriied person. 

Having this Part ·made la111 111ould give the finishing touch to the State's vast 
EDUCATION MONOPOLY. envisaged by the 'planners'. Only a State-authorized person \1/0uld 
then be able to confer, or publish that he is able to confer, any AWARD or status (or 
abbreviated letters), in Queensland or else111here, as from a TERTIARY INSTITUTION. 

To complete the stranglehold, Section 66(4)(c) clinches the question of vhat 
constitutes "a TERTIARY INSTITUTION" - it is any 

"institution in Australia that provides education at a level above the 
level of ed4cation provided at secondary schools, or any institution 
from time to time declared by .the Governor in Council by notific­
ation published in the GAZETTE to be a tertiary educational institution 
for th•~ purpnse of this section"! I ! 

All that needs to be done to put us back into the days of JOHN BUNYAN, and to CONTROL 
ORDINATION OF MINISTERS, is for the State to designate Theological Colleges as 
•tertiary educational institutions', an? ~hen. refuse_to authoriz~ some or all of them 
to confer a111ards or forms of recog~ition on ~heir graduates. Thus, finally, 
ministers 111ill all be STATE-TRAINED with State licenses - just as in the seventeenth 
century. 
Apart from the likely attack on church activities, this Bill also. has the potential_ 
(a) to PREVENT A COMMERCIAL FREE ENTERPRIS~ INSTITUTIO~ from conferring AwardsJ 
(b) to CRIMINALIZE the use of Awards obtained from private training institut-·. 

ions _ e.g., my Accountancy Degree a;.d the right to use -letters 
\I/as conferred on me, after graduation, by the federal Institute of 'A·cccunt­
ants, 111hich so f~r as I know 11/8S not 'duly autho:iz~d' under any Act. 

Employment Agencies ~hat conduct course~ and issue certificates 1:1ould also be in 
strife. The Educati~n Departme~t certa~nly does_ not_ 111ant to have competition that 
might show up its 0111n incompetencies and inadequacies in the SCHOOLING of our youth. 

OUR REQUEST: That Clauses 53 & 54 be d~Jeted to preserve the principle cf separation of Church 
and state (.which protects from Interference the Church's divine commission to teach all nations), and 
to protect private enterprise and the right of the employer to set standards - without any oppressive 
regulations and State monopoly over the education or quallflcatlons of his workers. 

**'**'***** 

THE BILL IS ANTI FAM!LY - TEACHERS TO 
INFORM AGAINST PARENTS 

It attempts to force teachers into being informers against parrnts, by making it 
compulsory for them to pass on any SU~PICIONS of child abuse, while protecting 
them from any liability for the publication of DEFAMATORY MATERIAL. 

Clause 54 R·inserting Sec.67 (Maltreatment of Children): 
While 111e deplore genuine, maltreatment of children, we condemn this section for its 
ANTJ-fAf1ILY THRUST, and its DICTATORIAL INTERFERENCE in what should be for teachers 



\ 
(as for all other members of the community) MATTERS OF CONSCIENCE only, tempered "NIJ:1. 
the realizaticn of their legal liability·in the rare event of their becoming in u~\S.N:Jb 
ll/ay involved as 'accessories after the fact' • 

This is another instance of the unnecessary and risky inclusion i~ the Educat~on Act 
of a lall/ that ll/Ould be lllide open to abuse - and of lllhich the subJect-matter 1s more 
efficiently dealt with lllherc it belonos - under the Criminal Code. 

A next-door neighbour might also form an OPINION that a child is. being_ abL1s?d, but he 
is not (yet!) compelled by special enactment of lall/ to communicate 1mmc?1atel~ the 
observations and opinions upon 111hich his/Iler suspicions are based. Neither 1s he 
(yet!) provided lllith absolute privilege and protection to ollov him to publish 
defamatory material, such as t~achers are under this section of the B_ill. !his 
privilege to teachers even goes beyond the privilege enjoyed by Parliamentarians 
themselves, 

Clause 54 - ir,serting Sec.68 (School Records~: 
By t:~e aodition of this Section, tec1chers are given privileges ~ven greater than 
Parliamentary privilege. Thus this provides an avenue for abuse of the system lllhich 
could easily be detrimental to the well-being of the family, or an individual parent 
or child, especially as the section allollls no access to the records by either parent 
or child. No real opportunity for redress is provided to any injured member of the 
family. 

My husband and myself, even though 111e ll/ent to the school principal, the Education 
Minister and the Director-General, 111ere still refused access to or information from 
our child's RECORD CARD, This happened a few years ago, and ·refusal then Illas on the 
grounds that any information on the cards 111as SECRET AND CONFIDENTIAL .THEN, Now it 
is obvious such was not the legal position at that stage, for it is only NOW being 
put into the Act by this Bill. Therefore, dl information on Record Cards 111ould 
appear to be currently available to parents as their RIGHT. We would certainly 
appreciate from the Premier or the Education Minister 111ritten clarification of this 
point. 

OUR REQUEST: In the first Instance. that Secs.67(6)(a). (b) & (7) and 68(2).(3) & (4) be deleted 
from Clause 54 of the Bill. but preferably that the whole of Secs.67 & 68 be deleted from the Bill. 

* * * * * * * * 

A FORMER REFERENDUM RESULT IS NOW OVERTURNED 
BY REPEAL OF ITS PRINCIPAL CLAUSE· 

Last, but by no means least, this monstrous Bill illegally overturns the 
Referendum of 1910 which, by the will of the people, declared as obligatory on 
Head Masters of Queensland State Schools, the teaching of Bible Lessons. from· 
a specially prepared book of selectic-ns from the Authorized Version of the Bible. 

Clause 17 - altering sec.20 (Religious Instruction in School Hours): 
Bible Lessons from this "special book", is voided - • lllithout -the authority of 
another Referendum! Subsection (2) was the principal clause of the Referendum o·f 
1910, 111hich through this Bible Lessons book, selected the lessons to be read by 
the Head Master. This 111as done to provide an in-built PROTECTION for the rights 
of parents and children,- as regards the religious content of the lessons,.and gave 
parents confidence. - • 

This special book of BIBLE LESSONS, issued by the Department, is dated· 1911 and 
the use in the classroom of THAT specially printed "SPECIAL BOOK" fulfilled then 
and still continues to fulfil, the requirements of the Refer~ndum (i.e. the wishe~ 
of the majority of the people of Queensland). Nothing else does so, 

0mittinQ subsec.(2) also causes the ~mission of "in accordance 111ith the 
Regulations" and thus by-passes the requirement that the Principal be respons­
ible for providing the Bible lessons. The Bill noll/ gives every class teacher the 
right to select and read his/her 0ll/n lessons. This gives a Marxist teacher the 
opportunity to select Humanist/Marxist propaganda material and to make a joke of 
the Bible lesson, even brain111ashing children against God. 

OUR REOUESI,: That this Illegal voiding of the main clause of the Referendum be 
prevented. and furthermore that this clause (which was wrongly re-numbered as subsec. (2) In the 
1964 Education Act) be retumed to Its correct place as Subsec, (1), and the present Subsec. (1) be 
given Its correct numbering as Subsec. (2), . 
In any case, there must be no obligation placed on class teachers who may be antagonistic to 
Christianity to conduct the Bible lessons. Provide Instead for a Christian to do 1t. 

* * * * * * * * 
CONCLUSION: In view of the very great n_umber of deletions and alterations that 

would be necessary to make this Bill acceptable to the moral majority in Queensland . 
WE RECOMMEND THAT THIS BILL BE. WITHDRAWN AND CANCELLED FOR TH WITH. 

... , 
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WHO IS STEALING YOUR CHILD? 

Like an Old Testament prophet, Dr Francis Schaeffer has been warning us of the fate of our declining Western culture. He gives this 
special warning to all Christians: ••as we look back to the time of slavery and the time after the Industrial Revolution, we are thankful for 
Christians such as Elizabeth Fry, Lord Shaftesbury, William Wilberforce, and John Wesley who spoke out and acted publicly against slavery 
and against the noncompassionate use of accumulated wealth. I wonder if Christians of the future will be thankful that in our day we spoke 
out and acted against abuses in the areas of race and the noncompassionate use of wealth, yet simultaneously and equally balanced this in 
speaking out and acting also against the special sickness and threat of our age - the rise of authoritarian government? That is, will we resist 
authoritarian government in all its forms regardless of the label it carries and regardless of its origin? The danger in regard to the rise of 
authoritarian government is that Christians will be still as long as their own religious activities, evangelism, and life-styles are not disturbed." 
(from "How should we then live." p256.) 

BUT COULD SUCH A RISE OF AUTHORITARIAN GOVERNMENT HAPPEN HERE? ...... YES! IT HAS ALREADY BEGUN. 
In late November 1981 the people of Queensland voiced their widespread disapproval of a Bill entitled "The Education Act and Another Act 
Amendment Bill." Queenslanders were shocked to find that this Bill would remove from parents their God-given and precious freedom to 
choose the kind of education they desire for their own children and bring ALL education under the control of a few bureaucrats. THIS 
BILL ASSUMES THROUGHOUT THAT CHILDREN DO NOT BELONG IN THE CARE OF PARENTS ALONE BUT BELONG TO THE 
STATE.! One expert on Constitutional Law has publicly described the Bill as "monstrous" and says that it must be "unequivocally with­
drawn". In spite of all this, Mr Gunn, Queensland's Education Minister is resolved to see this pernicious legislation become law. It is clear that 
those who want to bring in this Bill have little regard for public or legal opinion. 

UNLESS THE CHRISTIAN PEOPLE OF QUEENSLAND REJECT THIS LEGISLATION IN MASSIVE PUBLIC PROTEST IT WILL 
BECOME LAW IN MARCH OF THIS YEAR. 

WHY SHOULD THIS Bill BE WITHDRAWN? 
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I /A. THIS BILL REMOVES FROM PARENTS THE RIGHT TO DETERMINE THEIR OWN CHILDREN'S EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
1 /AND ~IVES A FEW BUREAUCRATS POWER TO CONTROL OR CLOSE ANY NON-GOVERNMEN! SCHO~L.. . 
/ / This Bill under Part IX - Non-State Schools, Section 63 (4) (b) states: "A person shall not establish or maintain a school not being a State 

/ School unless the school is a registered school." Penalty $1000. . . . . . . . . 
Again Section 63 (7) (a) states: "If, in the opinion of the Minister, a registered school is not providing _satiSfactory facilit_ies a_n~ efficient and 

regular instruction in a range of subjects and activities acceptable to the Minister, the Minister may require the ~;rson mamtamin'.) the school 
t.o show cause why the school's name should not be removed from the register and the school ordered to be closed. . . 

Firstly this Bill acknowledges the right of private, church and Christian and parent-controlled schools to ~xis1. But then it nroceeds to 
demand conformity to arbitary and unseen regulations on vital areas of curriculum and staff; obviously a meaningless freedom, as all schools 
are in effect to be STATE CONTROLLED. 

Secondly this Bill removed the freedom of the parent to choose his child's curriculum, for the Minister has the power in this Bill to close 
any school whose curriculum he dislikes! It should be well noted by Christian parents that a curriculum is never a neutral documer.t. 
Every curriculum embodies the philosophy of the people who write it. Speaking at a Conference at Macquarrie University, Dr Goodman, 
former Reader in Education at Queensland University noted that: 

"A battle was developing in Australian schools between Christianity and secular humanism for the minds and souls of the children. 
Schools are being used to change values through psychological conditioning techniques .... The emphasis on learning knowledge and skills 
has given way to emphasis on the child's emotions and feelings, his attitudes and values, analysing and directing them in accordance with 

the ideas of behavioural psychologists and the humanist educators." 
''The thrust of the humanist teachers," he said, "is towards 'freedom'. The child must be free to develop his own personality. This calls 

for freedom from physical punishment, freedom to choose his own moral values, freedom from parental authority, freedom from religious 
'indoctrination', freedom in sexual matters and freedom to make his choice in all other matters. 

As Christian parents hovvever, we are constantly commanded throughout the Bible to instruct our children in the ways of the Lord and to 
ensure that they are not led into any error, such as secular humanism. 
Ephesians 6:4 instructs fathers to bring their children up in the discipline and instruction of the Lord. 
Proverbs 22: 6 "Train up a child in the way he should go: and when he is old, he wlll not depart from it.,, 
Oeuterono~y 6: 5-7 "And thou ~halt love the L~rd ~hy God with all thine heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy might. And these 
words, wh1c~ I co'!1ma_nd thee this day, shall be m thme heart: And thou shalt teach them diligently unto thy children, and shalt talk of them 
whe.r, t~ou s,ttest m th,?e house, and when thou walkest by the way, and when thou !,est down, and when thou risest up.,, 

Obviously, from Scripture, CHILDREN ARE A HERIT~GE ?F ~HE LO_RD ANO GOO HAS GIVEN PARENTS TOTAL RESPONSIBILITY 
FOR THEIR CHILDREN INCLUDING EDUCATION. This legislation denies parents the right to choose th • h"ld , • I m by giving 

M. · d h" d • 1 I. Th" • . eir c I ren s cumcu u , 
the mister an 1s a visors t~ta cont~o. 1s 1s an unwarranted invasion of our religious freedom. Some would say, that this sort of 
control would never be abused m Australia, but already schools have been closed or had app I d . d . h S h b they were 
" Ch ·st· " rova eme m t e out ecause too n ian . 
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RCH SCHOOL BOARDS THE RIGHT TO HOOSE THEIR C\-\\Ul\\t: . f..o, \) -> 

B. THIS BILL REMOVES FROM PARENTS MAENNDT CEHM~LOYEES POWER TO CONTROL OR REMOVE PRIVATE (NON-GO\J~i~-
TEACHERS' AND GIVES TO, A FEW GOVERN ' 

MENT) SCHOOL TEACHERS. 1 d (1) A person shall not at any time employ as a teacher · 
The Bill states under part VII (851 g_) "Unregistered teachers are_not to :e em~ oihe board,, Penalty: $500 for a first offence. For a second 

in any school a person who is not a registered teacher unless authorised to o so Y e • 
or subsequent offence - $10 for every day. This means that the educational bureaucracy will be able to con!r~I not _only non-~overnment school 
CURRICULUMS, but also every person who TEACHES IN them. Anyone who does not conform to their ,11-defmed requirements could be 

forbidden to teach or ordered to cease teaching. 

Clearly registration of teachers has little effect upon quality. Dr. Donald Erickson, o! Par~ Forest, lll~nois,_ is a Professor of Education and 
Director of the Mid-West Administration Centre at the University of Chicago. In d1scussmg the regIstratIon of teachers and schools_ he 
commented "I am afraid that matters of buildings and teacher certification and curriculum and what not, are so external to the teaching, 
learning encounter, that they don't get to the heart of the issue. And I myself, could take you to many schools that are approved under 
standards like this, that I would characterize as among the worst schools in the world." If there is genuine concern over academic standards 
there should be a return to objective testing on a statewide basis and the results published school by school thus making teachers and 
administrators more accountable to the tax paying parents. Registration will not remove radical and immoral teachers from Government 
schools but could remove many excellent people now involved as teachers and teachers' aides from Christian schools. 

REGISTRATION OF TEACHERS? (LIKE THE REGISTRATION OF SCHOOLS) HAS NOTHING TO DO WITH QUALITYf IT TOO 
IS AN OMINOUS BID FOR AUTHORITARIAN GOVERNMENT CONTROL. 

C. THIS BILL WILL REMOVE FROM PRIVATE EDUCATORS OR CHRISTIAN COLLEGES THE RIGHT TO GRANT ANY AWARD 
FOR ANY SUBJECTS STUDIED AFTER HIGH SCHOOL. 

Section 66 ( 1) A states: "A person who confers or holds himself as competent to confer an award that is called by a name or is iri a form 
that is likely or is intended by that person to induce a person to believe that such an award is of a tertiary institution commits an offence against 
this Act unless that person is duly authorised to confer such. (PENAL TY: $500) . 

This legislation makes it an offence to offer any form of qualification not officially authorized by the government to anyone studying 
any subject after completing high school. To offer "a degree, diploma or certificate", or even "status" will be punishable by law should this 
legislation be passed. 

Under this legislation, for example, a church or theological college could not give any qualification or even status to someone who was to 
carry out a spiritual ministry unless authorized to do so by the State! 

THIS KIND OF LEGISLATl~N HAS BEEN USED BY GOVERNMENTS OF TOTALITARIAN COUNTRIES TO STAMP OUT RELIGIOUS 
FREEDOM. 
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// D. THIS Bl LL_IS ANTI-FAMI ~ Y. Section 67 (1) Maltreatment of children 
(1) A teacher m a State or registered school h f h - . - • d r . w o arms t e opmmn on reasonable grounds that a pupil at that school is being maltreate 0 

neglected m such a manner as to sub1·ect O b t·k I • . - • · · f • g . . . r e I e Y to subject the child to unnecessary mJury, or danger shall, within 24 hours after ormin 
that opinion, notify by the most expeditious means available to him a person authorized to be notified for the purpose of section 76 K (1) of 
the Health Act 1937-1981. 

(7) A person doe~ nilt in~ur any liability as for defamation by the publication of any defamatory matter contained in a notification or 
statement or further information as aforesaid where such publication is made in good faith ... 

22 ( 1) (c) A person who upbraids, insults or abuses a teacher or teacher in training in the presence or hearing of a pupil who is then in or 
about a school or who is, with others, then assembled for school purposes whether on school premises or not commits an offence againSt 
this Act. Penalty $500. ' 

God has delegated the authority for the welfare of children to the parents ALONE. This Bill makes a mockery of this authority. Whereas 
teachers are paid by parents, through taxes and fees to assist them in their God-given role, this Bill makes teachers watch-dogs towards the 
parents - in effect, the paid informers of the State, above correction by the parents and above the law! This is a reversal in roles that past 
generations would not have tolerated - NOR WI LL WE. 

AS IT STANDS, THIS LEGISLATION COULD BE USED TO CONTROL, FINE AND EVEN IMPRISON THOSE ENGAGED IN NON­
GOVERNMENT EDUCATION. THE Bl LL COULD BE USED IN FACT TO BRING ALL TEACHING UNDER TOTALITARIAN GOVERN­
MENT CONTROL. 

Those who are pushing the Bill keep insisting that the government has absolutely no intention of using it to take away the freedom 
of those involved in non-government education. Such assurances are not to be trusted. Once a Bill becomes law, then WHAT THE LAW ST ATES 
IS WHAT THE PEOPLE MUST LIVE WITH: 

WHAT YOU MUST DO NOW! 
Write a letter to the Premier, the Education Minister, Mr W. Gunn and your local member stating why you disagree with the proposed Bill, 

in your own words, and concluding - "I there submit that this proposed Education Act and Another Act Amendment Bill BE WITH □ RAWN 
IN TOTO." 

Mobilize your church to write and so guarantee your own freedom. 

WE NEED YOUR SUPPORT NOW.' TOMORROW WILL BE TOO LATE: 

. ,_ . \ ~e, for enquiries. contributions or further information contact '2) ~~ 0'? 
ei'~ , \ (). V O <:-' 

(JJ~\ f>-✓o.\ The Committee for 'v-J ..c; /a 
~No THE l)[f[NCE OF E!JUCIITIONlll Fllll!J0/111 >;,0 --t_,

0
,p 
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A PUBLIC RALLY 
Tlfli T NEEDS YOUll SUPPO/l Tl 

###########################################################~ 
~ ~ 
~ ~ 
~ On behalf of all parents concerned about the implications of the proposed .. Educational ~ t Act and Another Act Amendment Bill" introduced by the Hon. W.A.M. Gunn on the 26th ~ !~ November, 1981. the Committee for the Defence of Educational Freedom wishes to advise ~

1 .,.,. that a Public Rally is to be held on the 28th February, 1982. 
::tJ: The object of the rally is to show to the Minister that all freedom loving parents, citizens ,...,_ 
::tJ: and students do not wish to be subjected to total Government control in the field of pri- ~ 
::tJ: mary, secondary or further education. ~ 
::tJ: ~ 
::tJ: ~ 

t /J'11-01'nlnenl fYlteal&e11-t>I t 
~ r ~ 
::tJ: ~ 
::tJ: ~ 
::tJ: WHERE: Roma Street Forum ~ 
::t:J:################## WHEN: 2:30 PM #################~ 

DATE: 28th February, 1982 

############## 

WE NEED YOUR SUPPORT .VOW! TOMORROW WILL BE TOO LA TE: 

For enquiries. contributions or further information contact 

I 
: 

The Committee for 

THE DEFENCE Of EDUCATIONAL FREEDOM 
P.O. Box 169. CLEVELAND, Qld. 4163, Ph: 286 2498 or 286 3095 j 


