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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL: 

T1.ie.�clny, f!Oth Dece111ber, 19.'32. 

The Council met pur,u:rnt to .ac;ljourn
ment, His Ex<.:ellency tlw Governor, Sm 
]�DWARD DENHAM, K.C.M.G., K.B.E.,
President, in the Clrnir. 

PRESENT. 
The Hon. the Colonial Secretary, Mr· 

C. Douglas-Jones, C.M.G.

The Hon. thP. Attorney-General, Mr.
Hector Jof\eph!S, K.C., B.A., LL.M. 
(Cantab.), LL.B. (Lond.). 

The Hon. T. T. :::imellie (Nominated 
Unofficial Member). 

The H,111. F. Dias, O.B.E. (Nominated 
Unofficial Member). 

The Hou. T. Millard, C.lYJ.G., Colonial 
Treasurer. 

Major W. Bain Gray, M.A., Ph.D. 
(Edin.), B. Litt. (Oxon), Director of 
Education. 

The Hon. J. S. Dash, B.S.A., Director 
of Agl'iculture. 

The Hon. R. E. Brassington (\Vestern 
Essequebo ). 

The Hon. E. A. Luckhoo (Eastern 
Be1·bice). 

Major the Hon. J. C. Craig, D.S.O., 
M.E.I.C., Director of Public ·works.

The Hon. '\V. A. D'Andrade, Comptroller
of Customs. 

The, Hon. Q. B. de Freitas, M.R.C.S. 
(Eng.), L.R.C.P. (Lone!.), Surgeon-General 
(Acting). 

The Hon .. J. Mullin, l\LLM.M., F.S.l., 
·,' f Commissioner of<Lands and MineR.

The Hon. F. Bi rkitt, Postmaf\ter-
General. 

The Hon. E. G. Woolford, K.C. (New 
4msterdam). 

The Hon. �- Cannon (Georgetown 
North). 

The Hon. A. V. Crane, LL.B. (Lond.) 
(Pemerara River). 

. The Hon. Percy C. Wight, O.B.E. 
(Georgetown Central). 

The Hon. J. Eleazar (Berbice River). 

The Hon. A. E. Seeram (Eastern 
Demerara). 

The Hon. J. I. De Aguiar (Central 
Demerara). 

The Hon. Jung Bahadur Singh (Dem
erara-Essequebo ). 

The Hon. G. E. Anderson (Nominated 
Unolticial Member). 

The Hon. l\L B. G. Austin (Nominated 
Unofti<.:ial MP.mbel'). 

The Hon. F. J. Srafcml (Nominated 
Un ofticial Member). 

MINUTES. 
The minutes of the meeting of the 

Council held on the 16th December, as 
printed and circulated, were confirmed. 

ANNOUNCEMENTS. 

CONVERSION OF BONDS. 

Mr. MILLARD (Colonial Treasurer) : 
I am the bearer of the following Message 
from His Excellency the Govemor to t�e 
Council:-

MESS.A.GE No. 8. 

Honourable Members of the Legislative Council, 
I have the honour to invite attention of 

the L'ouncil to the present position regarding 
the 6% Bonds now outstanding and forming 
pa.rt of the Colony's Public Debt. 

�- Under item 17 in the Schedule to the 
Public Purposes Loan Ordinance No. 11 of 192!1 
(Chapter 46) £,537,000 was provided for the 
redemption of aff 6% Bond issues then out· 
standing and it was proposed to redeem each 
iesue as soon as the right to exercise the option 
of redemption had accrued after giving the 
required twelve months' notice. 

3. The following 6% Bonds were accordingly
redeemed up to 31st 1Jecember, 1931, out of the 
proceeds of thti first issue of £2,090,000 raised 
at ,5% under Loan Ordinan.:e ll of 1929 :-

Issue 12 ... $ 113,500 
13 333,000 
14 35,050 
16 97,000 $ 578,550 

and there remained to be 
dealt with 

Issue 16 
1, 18 

... $ 1.161,850 

.\ 
838,150 $ 2,000,000 

$ 2,578,550 
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4. With regard to Issue 16, an undertaking
having been obtained from the Crown Agents 
to finance the redemption pending the raising 
of a further loan under Loan Ordinance l l of 
1929, the required 12 months' notice was �ven 
in December, 1930. that redemption would be 
effected on the 1st ,January, 1932. Consequent, 
however, on the abnor1111d financial situation 
which arose during 1931 and tbe difficulty which 
would have heen experienced in raising a further 
loan in the United Kingdom on behalf of the 
Colony, it was decided to offer to the Bond
holders the continuance of the Bonds on their 
existing terms. The majority of the Bond
holders accepted and Bondti to the value of 
!H,020,300 rnmain outstanding uncler the 16th
Issue.

5. With respect to the Bonds of the 18th
Issue the right to exerci�e the option of redemp
tion accrues 10 years after 1st January, 1923, 
and notice of redemption can now be given. 

6. Now that conditions a.re again normal it
is proposed to resume the redemption of the 
whole of the 1·emaining 6% Bonds of the ltith 
Issue as well as the 11:ith Issue amounting to a 
total of $1,85S,450. 

7. It, is however intended that the notice of
redemption shall be accompanied by an offer to 
the .Bondholders of conversion or their Bonds 
to .Bonds carrying a lower rate of interest and 
that redemption by means 0f a further issue in 
London under the Loan Ordinance cited at 
paragraph 2 should be limited to the balance 
remaining unconverted. 

8. It is proposed that the conversion Bonds
shall carry interest at the rate of 4% per annum 
and �hall bear the same dates. terms and con
ditions as the l:!onds for which they are 
substituted including the rig-ht of redemption 
10 y9ars fr,,m the date of convP.rsion on giving 
twelve months" notice. 

9. Regarding the offer of conversion it is
important that Bondholders should be given an 
ample period within which to exercise and com
municate then- acceptance and at the same time 
it is essential to provide full opportunity for 
the necessary arrangements to be made regard
ing a further Loan issue and any advance in 
anticiJ?a.tion of that issue in order that the 
requisite funds shall be promptly available on 
the 1st of ,January, 1934, to meet demands for 
redemption. lt is proposed therefore to fix the 
30th of April, 193;;, as the final date for the 
acceptance by Bondholders of the offer of con
version and to give notice that Bondholders 
who desire to avail themselves of the offer shall 
on or before that date deposit their Bonds 
with the Colonial Treasurer in exchange for 
deposit certificates pending the issue of the 
conversion bonds. 

10. 1 accordingly invite the Council to
approve of an offer of conversion being made on 
the terms stated to accompany the notice 
exercising the option of redemption of the 
remaining 6% Bonds detailed above. 

EDWARD DENHAM, 

20th December, 1932. 
Governor. 

POSTAGE ON Pos·rCARDS. 

Mr. BIRKITT (Postmaster-General): I 
am the bearer  of the following Message 

from His Excellency the Governor to the 
Council:-

MESSAGE No. 7. 

Honourable Members of the Legislati,e Council. 
I have the honour to invite the Council 

to approve of the re-introduction of the one cent 
rate of postage on postcards only transmitted 
by post within the Colony. The present charge 
is two cents. 

2, At present there is a stock of over 116,000 
l cent embossed postcard8 on hand at the
Treasm·y and on account of their age there is 
every lilrelihoocl of their becoming unfit for sale 
to thP. pul>lic and the cards having to be de�
troycd. 

EDWARD DENHAM, 

20th December, 193:!. 
Governor. 

PAPER LAID. 
The following document waH laid on the 

table:-
Report of the Select Committee appointed by 

the Council on 1st September, 19:32, to enquire 
into the adminsitration of tbc Trust created by 
the late Walter Mitchell and to make such 
recommendations as may appear to be necces
sary to give due effect to the bequest contained 
in the last will and testament or the deceased 
gentleman (Ma.for Bain Grciy). 

The Council ordered that the Report do 
lie on the titble and be printed. 

GOVERNMENT NOTICES. 

BILLS OF EXCHANGE. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL (l\fr. 
Hector Josephs) gave notice that at the 
next meeting of the Council he would ask 
leave to intro<l uce and have read the first 
time:-

A .Bill to amend the Bills of Exchange Ordi
nance, Chapter 56, with respect to crossed 
cheques drawn by a .Bank on itself. 

vVAL'rER MITCHELL TRUST. 

Major BAIN GRAY (Director of Educa. 
tion) gave notice of the following 
moiion :-

Be it Resolved,-(al That this Council adopts 
the Report of the Select Committee appointed 
to enquire into the administration of tlie 'frust 
created by the late Walter Mitchell and to make 
such recommendations as may appear to be 
necessa17 to give due effect to the bequest con
tained m last will and testament of tht1 
deceased gentleman ; and 

Be it f'wrther Resolved,-(b) That effect be 
given to the Report by legislation. 
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POS'l'AGB ON POS'l'CARDS. 

Mr. BIRKITT gave notice that at a 
later stage he would move that Standing 
Order No. 11 (1) be suspended to ena.ble 
him to move the following motion :-

THAT, with reference to Governor's Message 
No. 7 of the 20th December, 1932, this Council 
approves of the re-introduction of the one cent 
rate of postage on postcards only transmitted 
by post within the Colony instead of the present 
rate of two cents. 

Further that this rate should come into force 
as from 1st January, 1933. 

CONVERSION Ol' BONDS. 

M1·. MILLARD gave notice of the fol
lowing motion :-

THAT, with reference to Governor's Message 
No. 8 of the 20th of December, 1932, this 
Council approves of an offer being made to 
convert as from 1st day of January, 1934, a.II 
the remaining Colony 6 per cent. Hands is•ued 
under the Public Loan and Colonial Treasury 
Bills Ordinance, Chapter 47 (Ordinance No. 6 
of 1916), to Bonds carrying interest at the ra.te 
of 4 per cent. per annum and bearing the same 
dates, terms and conditions as the Bonds for 
which they are substituted including the right 
of redemption ten years after the date of con. 
version on giving twelve months' notice. 

PETITION. 
Mr. CANNON, on behalf of Mr. 

FREDERICKS, laid on the table a peti
tion from )Vilhelmina Griffith praying for 
a pension in respect of the service8 of her 
late husband in the Police Force. 

ORDER OF THE DA-Y. 

REDUC'L'ION 01'' 8CHOOL AGE. 

Mr. CANNON: Before the Ordel' of 
the Day is proceeded with, Y out· Excel-

1 lency, I wish to make an ttppeal to you. 
There are three motions by Elected Mem
bers, two of whom are not present to 
move them, and at the moment there 
are only three other Elected Members 
present besides myself. These motions 
are far-reaching and very important 
and I am asking you to let them 
be postponed until after tlrn holidays. 
A year ago 1 made a similar request. 
Christmas week is rather an awkward time 
for Elected Members, and I think also 
Officials, to attend the rueet,ings of the 
Council, and I suggest that you favourably 
consider the suggestion ,that the Council 
be adjow·ned ll:ntil a,fter the holiday8. 

THE PRESIDENT: An adjournment 
until after the holidays is not possible. 
There is other business before the Council. 
As rega1·ds the motion of the hon. Member 
for New Amsterdam, it is for him to say 
whether he wishes to take it to-day when 
we come to it in the Order of the Day. 
The hon. Member for Demerara Rivet· and 
the hon. Member for Essequebo River are 
not present and with the consent of the 
Council their motions will be deferred. 
Now comes the motion of the hon. Member 
for New Amsterdam. 

Mr. WOOLFORD : I am more or less 
in Your Excellency's hands. I am in a 
way prepared to proceed with the motion 
to-day, and yet, on the other hand, I feel 
I cannot at the moment do full justice to 
it. I have no desire to inconvenience 
Membe1·s in the matter. I am prepared to 
initiate discussion on the iµotion to-day, 
but there are so few Members present who 
I know are interested in the subject. 
Unfortunately, most of them are engaged 
in the Law Courts. I myself had to ask 
for an adjournment of a matter in order 
to be present here at very great incon
venience, and in the ordina1·y course of 
things I have to be in the Court again at 
12.30. Altough the motion is important 
it does not affect the Estimates for 1933. 

THE PRESIDENT: In a matter of this 
importance, which it is known is down for 
discussion in Council to-diiy, interest must 
be shown by Members in being present. 
If they are not here to discuss it Govern
ment can only assume that they do not 
wish to di8cuss it or that they ttre not 
ready to discu8s it, but full notice has been 
given of the motion and given for some 
time. I suggest that the hon. Member 
should see the Colonial Secretary and dis
cuss with him whethel' he wishe8 to bring 
the motion forwa1·d at this session of the 
Council or wish it to stand over. I think 
in the interest of public business the hon. 
Membe1: should consider it with the 
Colonial Secretary. 

Mr. WOOLFORD : I may say at once 
that I have not the slightest intention to 
withdraw the motion. 

THE PRESIDENT : I did not suggest 
to the hon. Mero ber to ,withdraw it. 

Mr. LUCKHOO: I am )>Ol'l'Y that there 
is to be some delay in taking this motion 
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because I have come from New Amstel'dam 
at great inconvenience in order to take 
part in the discussion. I am rathe1· dis
appointed that we al'e not proceeding with 
it to-day if it is to be taken at all. I 
undel'stand it is the intention of the mover 
to press the motion. If that is so I think 
we should be given timely notice as I 
should like to be present when it is to be 
discussed. Members for Berbice am en
titled to a certain amount of consideration 
with respect to this partirnlal' mattel'. 

'l'HE PRESIDENT: Perhap8 the hon. 
Membe,· may wish to take it now. ,ve 
have a cel'tain number of Elected Membel's 
present and Government is fully repl'e
sented as well ,Ls the Nominated U noflicial 
Membe1·s. I cannot impo8e my will on 
the hon. Member. It must be a matter 
for his discretion, but I think it may be 
best to take it now. 

.Mr. WOOLFORD : Sir, I beg to move 
the motion:-

WHEREAS a sum of S 2<3,500 has been voted 
by this Uounci1 on the Draft Estimate for 1933 
for providing grants in aid to schools where 
free elementary education for children between 
the ages of 5 and 14 y�ars may be imparted ; 

And whereas as the necessity a.rises this sum 
will be automatically incr, ased ae has been the 
case for many years past ; 

And whereas it is not within the means of 
the Colony to continue to provide so larae a sum 
for such grants ir, aid to schools to enatle chil
dren between the said ag.-s attending thereat to 
receive such elementary educational training ; 

And whereas this Uouncil is of opinion that 
free elementary education should be provided 
for children between the ages of 6 and 12 years 
only: 

Be it Resolved, -That the Govenment 
take the necessary steps . to introduce the 
required legislation to give effect to the decision 
of this Uouncil if arrived at that grants in a.id 
to schoo!s providing for the free elementary 
education of children in the Colony should be 
limited to pupils attending such schools 
batween ages of 6 and l:! years respectively. 

In every civilised country in the world, 
in which I think British Guiana may fairly 
be included, whenever a discussion arises 
on the subject of education, whatever may 
be the particular problem under notice, it 
is a safe assumption that the investigation 
of that problem will end in public con
troversy. 'fhere is no subject that I can 
think of at the moment that is more cal
culated to excite animated discussion : 
there is no subject on which I think a 
greater variety of opinion can be found to 
exist. Speaking for myself, I never over-

look the consequences of tabling such a 
motion as this, and I should like to say 
at the outset that I entertain no feelings 
of anger or resentment against the declara
tions of. those critics who are found to be 
in opposition to my motion. I believe 
that as a result of an examination by both 
prejudiced and unprejudiced minds there 
will be found to be contained in my motion 
essentials which are not easily capable of 
re,dy dismissal which has been given by 
some of the critics of the prnposals con
tained therein. In the first place, when 
the Government proposals unde1· the head 
of grants-in-aid were indicated in the 
speech of His Excellency the Governor, it 
was suggested that the maintenance grants 
of the denominations should be reduced 
by a specific sum of $5,000. I was not 
slow in intimating to you, sil', that I 
entertained the strongest objection to that 
proposal. I conceived that the present 
maintenance grnnts were inadequate and 
that in return for the accommodation 
provided · by school buildings, without 
which elementary education could not be 
carried on in this Colony, the main
tenance grants as compared with what 
would be a fair rental value for that 
accommodation could not properly be 
reduced, and I indicated to Your Excel
lency at an interview which you were 
good enough to give me that if that atti
tude was persisted in and it became part 
of the policy of Government further to 
restrict the grants-in-aid being paid as 
maintenance grants to the Missions, and 
if the denominations banded themselves 
together, as they would have a right to do 
in my opinion, and made ent1·y into their 
schools impossible Government's con
tribution towards the necessity of pro
viding equ:Ll accommodation either by 
rental or erection of suit,tble buildings 
would he found to be far in excess of the 
,Lggregate sum now being contributed to 
the .Missions in the form of maintenance 
grants. And it is because I object to the 
expenditure under this head being reduced 
I conceived it my duty. to endeavour to 
suggest a formula by which a consider
able saving could be effected 011 the total 
expenditure relating to grnnts-in-aid with
out entailing the neeessity for the , discon
tinuance of .these grants to Missions and 
without increasing necessa.rily the vote 
u11de1· Elementary Education. 

It will be seen that my motion in the 
,Lbstract does not involve any l'eduction in 
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the total expenditure now being incuned 
by Government in the cause of education. 
I have arrived at the opinion that the 
maintenance of the maximum age of 1-1- is 
in a very la1·ge measure detrimental to the 
efficient teaching of elementary tuition 
in the primary schools. In order to 
appreciate the value of tlmt argument it 
will be necessary to recall what was the 
position p1·ior to 1919 when the age limit 
was extended from 12 to 14 years. U11de1· 
the provisions of Ordinance 3 of 1876, 
which governed the conditio1rn under which 
pl'imary education was being given in the 
primary schools, it was made both free 
and compulsory to children who attended 
these schools up to the age of 12 years. 
That existed until 1919 when by some 
curious process of reasoning the age limit 
was raised from 12 to 14 only in the case 
of Georgetown and New Amsterdam. 'l'he 
extension did not reach the country dis. 
tricts and it was only until fairly recently 
that that privilege wMi extended to the 
village of Buxton. What then, sir, may I 
ask, are we all agreed, or is Government 
agreed, is the age limit for tead1ing in the 
pt·imary schools ? Is it to be found in the 
existing law, or is it to be found in the 
awards of Government Primary Scholar
ships ? If those who declare that it is 14 
years would enlist support from the conten
tion that it is 14 years in Georgetown, New 
Amsterdam and Buxton, what defence are 
they 

{

prepared to offer to a system which 
denie. those privileges to the rurnl dis
tricti:i? Is it the contention of these apolo
gists that the children in the uountry 
distri ts are less entitled to free instruc
tion �p to the age of 14 years? Is it to be 
denie� that the advantages of residence in 
la1·ge ,

�
townships, the advantages of environ

ment, are in them�elves so beneficia.l as to 
outwe·gh the extension of a privilege like 
this to children in Georgetown and deny it 
to thdse in the country? Are the parents of 
the c

�
ild1·en in the uountry districts to be 

taxed to contribute towards the extension 
of th age limit and all that it costs to 
child11en in the urban districts which is 
denie

l 
to their own children ? 

I a submitting that the very differnu
tiatio in the case of Georgetown, New 
Amst,rdam and Buxtc.n, as compared with 
those rn the rural districts, is an admission 
on tile, face of it that we have not yet 
arriv�d at a definite age limit. In a good 
many cases, instances of which I shall cite, 

the Government's policy is a very negation 
of that principle. One of the awards open
to scholars who attend the primary schools 
is that of a Government Primary Scholar
::;hip. Thiit scholarship is open to pupils 
who are under the age of 12 years. Twelve 
years, therefore, is taken as the best age 
at which it might fairly be gauged whether 
a pupil might proueed from the primary 
to a secondary school, and Government has 
instituted awards in the way of scholar
ships for scholars under the age of 12. 
'l'hat age was once 13. I do not know 
what rnason exists for the change, but 
there has been in fact a reduction of the 
age limit under which scholarships might 
be awar·ded to pupils of primary schools. 
The examim1tion for these scholarships 
formerly con::;isted of merely arithmetic, 
reading,• dictation, grammar and composi
tion, primarily primary subjects. To-day, 
I think I am COl'l'ect in saying, not 
only are those subjects features of the 
examination but in addition candidiites 
may t�ike hiRtory, geography, nature study 
and ::;ubjects of that kind. Anothe.1.· 
instanee of the prineiple that should be 
applied to the age limit is to be found in 
the age limit at_ which the Buxton Scholar
::;hips a,re based. Those scholarships are 
iiwarded on the result of the Government 
Prirnat'y Scholarships and the age limit 
has been fixed at 13. In the case of the 
Blair and 1\'Iitchell Scholarships the test 
i:s the Cambridge Local Examination and 
the awards under those two scholarships 
nre limited to children under the age of 14. 
The necessity for preparing children for 
these ::;cholarships in the primary schools 
disturbs in a very large way the tuition 
that 1:,hould properly take place in the 
primary school:s. Having to prepare can 
didiite� for secondary subjects, every 
school wishing to attain the ambition of 
its scholars being awarded these scholar . 
ships, is an incentive to the teaching staff 
to devote a considerable amount of time 
to the preparation of those pupils. I 
understand that in some schools the popl).
lation of the school is classified into 
sections known as scholarship sections. 
L; it right that this form of tuition should 
be undei-taken in the primary schools ? 

There was or,tce a time when school 
examinations were held in all the primary 
schools. In order that a pupil might 
euter for those examinat,ions it was neces
l:t'd.l'J for that pupil to have attended a 
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prescribed number of times, aud by sec
tion 37 of Ordinance 3 of 1876 a parent 
incurred the liability for the child who 
either by failure to pass the examinations 
or failure by attendance was unable to 
compete. The parent was also liable for 
failure of the child to pass the exmnina
tion in the standard at whid1 ehildren of 
similar· age were competing. Those exam
inations were not without their value. 
They were of the greate:st value in encour
aging, first of all, the parent to see that 
the child went regularly to sehool. It wa,s 
a stimulus to the child, whatever its sex 
may be, to attend school. There was a 
eompetition between the scholar;; ,Ls to 

.whether they would rank ,Lbove each other 
in the order of the 1·esults of the examina
tion. It wa,s a test of the mte of advance
ment and assisted everyone concerned in 
the administration of the school in deter
mining whether :L pupil might be advanced 
from one standard to another. The effect 
of compulsory attendance 011 th<� school is 
a very imporbmt factor. Under the 
present system a child ma,y attend a se8sion 
in the morning and mrty not atte11d in the 
afternoon. It may itlso attend to-day and 
not to-morrow. Special flXCeptions have 
been made to preclude the possibility of 
11, child attending school, especially in the 
case of East India.us, on every consecutive 
Monday, and there has existed in out· 
primary schools a condition of things 
whereby either the parent or the pupil, as 
it seems to me, may elect when to go to 
school. I make that statement subject to 
the reservation that under the law ,;o long 
as a child can record 30 attendances in 
any one month in urban schools and 15 in 
rural districts no proseeution cmn cn,;ue 
on the parent for failure to observe the 
Code. I cannot conceive of ,Lny system 
that is morn detrimental to the tuition of 
children than the encouragement of ,L 
spasmodic system like that. Those of us 
who have had greater advantages know 
and realise that we dared not attend school 
at our own free will in this way, and it 
seems to me that education to be success
ful must be continuous, that children 
should be ma,de to attend at every session 
of the school, provided there were no cir
cumstances that rendered their absence 
unavoidable. 

It is because of the necessity of enforc
ing greater regularity in ,Lttendance that I 
ha.ve heen encouraged to make the motion 

I have. I ha,ve formed the opinion, 
rightly or wrongly, that if the children 
attending the primary schools were forced 
to attend daily instead of spasmodically it 
would be competent for the teaching staff 
-to impart a,nd for the scholars themselves
to acquire knowledge up to the sixth
standitt·d in a period of six years. Under
the old system, when the period was
between the ages of 6 and 12, the pupil:;
had to pass an examination varying accord
ing to the standard up to the eighth stan
dard, and I do not think it can be denied
that the successes achieved under that
system were far greatet· in actual results
than those being achieved under the new.
Yet we have a con di tiou of things existing
to-day whereby pupils who were formerly
trained to compress knowledge up to the
eighth standard in ,L period of six years
being uow given an extended two years to
,1cquire a, knowledge of six standards only.
That is the position to-day. I say this
questio11 of attend,uwe has iL great deal to
do with it. '!'hen• are those of U8 who
remember the late Mr. 8harples. I do
not know how many head teachers are
itli ve to-day who were acquainted with the
system which he practised, but I know
that uo scholar attending his school could
go to school on Monday' and not on 'rues
day without a very good reason being
given. The consequence was that he 1:10 

imp1·essed on the parent the necessity of 
sending the child to school by the evident
progress of regularity of attendance on his
pupils that he was able year by year to
earn the gre,ttest number of successes in
examination� of anv school. On the 1·esult
of these exa,minations what is called a
merit grant was paid to teacher,;, It was
b@cause those merit grants were assuming
large proportion1:1, 1 suppose, that the
Government of the day discontinued them.
If the expe1·iment is revived of school
examinations as rlistinet from the p1·esent
system of emergeney inspection, and with
out necessarily paying merit grants on the
basis of the old system, I think it would
be found that it would be eiLsy for children
at school to be taught all that is required
of them in the way of primary education
within ,t limit of six years, and that it is
not neces:;ary if attendances were euforced
for them to remain in school for any
longer pel'iod.

There .Lre at present-I speak subject to 
correetiou-enjoying the benefits of ex-
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tended tuition beyond the age of 12 and 
up to 14 a total of 5,400 children, of 
whom 1,100 are East Indians and 4,361 
of other races. There are also present in 
these schools over 14 ,-e,irs-for wh,it 
reason I rlo not know_::_a total of 2,157 
children. The cost of maintemincf' per 
ca.put of au element,1ry pupil is given at 
$10.96 for 1931 ,ind at $10.51 for 1932. 
If, then, these 7,500 children \\'ero not 
u.llowed to nt,tPncl thesr �rhoolil, anrl if t.lte
cost of thPi r prPKPnce t.lwrP wp1•e dP<luctc-d
from tht> total 111>dntena11cP grants, it will
be founrl that a, very li1rgP sum of money
could be s:wed on the total expenditure.
From figures which 1 h,we in my posses
sion that saving would be between $7 ,ind
$8 per pupil in respect of the number that
now obtain the benefits of extended in.
struction only in Georgetown, New
Amsterdam and Buxton, and a, saving of
at least $50,000 could be effected in thiK
w.iy. It was nL•ver rn,- intention that anv
child should cease to ,:eceive the benefit-�
of free Prlucation ,1s diKtinct from prinrnry
educ,ition ut the age of 12, and I think
that whatever the total savings ,tre if my
proposals are adopted they could be turned
to better advantage by creating a nucleus for
the establishment of techinal schools. I
would advocate that this experiment of
placing a limit to free education 11t
the primary schools be fixed at the
age of 12 and that for 1tnother two years
with the savings to be effected those
children who are f ound fit as the result of 
their elementary training should be allowed
to pass into these teclmical schools, trade
schools or voc11tional schools, free of cost
to themselves or to their parents. I do
not know what the cost of the est,tblish
rnPnt of :t technic,11 �chool would neces
sarily ht>, but I think Government is in >L 

position to  anive at some estinmte as to
that. Another direction in which a por
t ion of these s1ivi11gs may be n:mde useful,
either along with the institution of tt:>chni
cal schools or even without them, would be
in the establishment of as many Govern
ment schools as is found to be possible in
one or m ore of the rural districts. I
think, too, that the savings would produce
better ·results in the primary schools if a
p1·oportion of them were devoted to enab
ling the Missions to furnish m_ore and better
equipment in the schools themselves than
at present those schools enjoy. I think
that in order to m,ike primary education
re.ally successful by a system of real com-

pulsory attendance it will be necessary to 
provide equipment in the shape of books 
mid othe1· necessaries of that kind in all 
the primary schools but more especially 
in those in the country districts. Another 
t:ircumstance which induced me to suggest 
this alteration in the age limit was the 
findings of the Education Commission in 
1924-25. In paragraph 70 of his Report 
lVIr. Wynn-William� says:-

" Some divergence _of opinion on this point 
was evident amongst the witnesses who 
appearecl before the Commission. On the whole 
the balance of opmion was in favour of retaining 
the present law, that is to say, of k eping the 
children compulsory a.t school in urban areas 
until they were 14, and in rural areas until they 
were t,velve years of a.�e. There was, how
ever, a. considerable mmority who dissented 
from that view on the grounds that in 
both town and cou1,,try there was a large 
demand for light labour, that this form of 
work served as a useful introduction to industry 
and thnt there were very many boys and girls 
of twelve who woalcl never develop satisfactorily 
under the existing form of primary, education. 
The latter point was heavily pressed and there 
can be no doubt that relatively less progress is 
ma.de at the top end of the schools than else
where and that the complete absence ot any 
attempt to tea.ch children through their han<is 
and by other devices than the ordinary academic 
methods accounts for this unsatisfactory state 
of things.·• 

Speaking on the desirability of establish
ing technical schools, in paragraph 33 he 
says:-

" It will be necessary to exe�cise very great 
care and much discrimination in selecting the 
boys and girls to be admitted to the technica.l 
school. The best method, though it is not sug. 
gested that it is altogether a satisfactory one, 
would app,ar to be by holding an examination 
of the childrnn in the prim'Lry schools "'ho have 
reached the age of 12 or who have completed a 
::3tandard V. curr,culum. Those who provide 
clear evideuce that they can read with under
standing that they can write and h"ve mastered 
the elements of arithmetic. might be regarded 
as eligible for admission to the teohnical school; 
the twenty at the head of the examination being 
selected as scholars or free-placers and the 
remainder as fee paying pupils. In normal cir
cumstances not more than 60 would be selected 
but tor the first two yea.rs. if the educational 
condition of the children seemed to warrant it, 
JOO might be drafted from the primary schoolij 
to the tectrnical school.'' 

There, again, there was an indication of 
the opinion of an expert as to the age at 
which primary scholars might with advan
tage and profit be drafted from the elemen
tary to the technical school, and he 
advocated that the training in that school 
should be extended ove1· a course of three 
years, or, in other words, from 12 to· 15. 
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For admission to thi>se Rchools Mr. Wvnn
Williams definitely recommended that there 
should be a public examination open to 
pupils 12 years of age or to children who 
had completed Standard V. in those 
;;chools. And this is what he says:-

" An interesting �roblem connected with the 
proposal to establish a technical school in 
Georgetown arises. It will be remembered that 
it has been proposed to recrnit the latter by 
submitting all children of 12 years of age and
all ,hildren who have comple1ed Standard V.

to tests in English and Arithmetic with tho 
object of selecting the best of them for mor11 
advanced training. Bnt what of those who fail 
to �atisfy thPse tests, who never reach the level 
of Standard V. proficiency? Clearly something 
must be done for these, many of whom may, 
if treated by other processes of education than 
those commonly in use at the primary schools, 
develop into useful and valuable men and 
women. For these-the derelicts or misfit� of 
the primary school system-two schools, one 
for boys and one for &"iris, shnuld be provided 
where an effort woula be made to train them 
not exclusively throu�b eyes and ears but 
through the use of their hands and manual 
activities. The main aim c,f such schoold 
would be to cultivate de:x: tirity of ba11ds and to 
arouse and stimulate the mind by methods 
involving practical w,,rkma.nship " 

There is therefore plenty authority for 
the contention that the 11,ge limit of 12, 
though the suggestion may be unpopular, 
is an age at which the fitness of children 
attending primary schools might well be 
tested. If one cares to look around in 
this community for the results of primary 
tuition which was limited to the age of 12 
in the old days it will be found that a 
fairly large percentage of schoolmasters, 
almost all schoolmasters on the ptn
sion list, a large number of men who 
occupy prominent positions in public 
life in the Colony (including member
ship of this Council and the Municip,ility), 
::i, very large number of men hold
ing high public offices in the GoYern
ment and an equally large number of men 
holding responsible positions in the mer
cantile life of this community, were all 
trained under the old system by which free 
elementary education ceased at the age of 
12. Until someone can satisfy this com
munity that the results that ,ire being
achieved by the extension of the age to 14 
years are comparable with those under the 
old system it is impossible to say there is
anything to be gained by the retention of
the present system. I am unable to elabo
rate this subject for the reason that I am
very much unprepared with some of t,he
matter that I hoped would have reached

me to-d,iy, and owing to physical unfitness 
I am unable to make out ii case as con
clusively as I would like. But I do say 
that when the subject is being discussed it 
is entirely being overlooked . that for a 
pet·iod of 40 years the tniining of children 
in primary educiition existed in this Colony 
under ,i system tluit p1·orluqed far better 
results than are being obt,iined to-day. 
It is perhaps somewhat early afte1· 13 oi· 
14 years of trial to gauge the actual 
results, but I have an impression in my 
mind that m�ny of the idle young men who 
are to be seen in the public streets are the 
result of the gradufl.tion at the prim11,1•y 
Rchools owing to the absence of any inRist
i>nce on regular compulsory atten1hince. I 
believe that if the young men whom we all 
see about the streets had bi>en made to 
attend both sessions of thi> Rchool, and th11t 
regul11,rly on every d11y of thti week, it 
would hiwe been impossible for them to 
h11,ve acquired the hiibitR of idleness that 
are to be seen so prominentl.v to-day. 

Iu the yea.1·s of which I speak there wiis 
uo evidence of so large a number of what 
we may call idle lo,ifers-young men of the 
age of 14, 15 anrl 16-either in the public 
streets of Georgetown 01· elsewhere, and I 
attribute it very largely to the imperfect 
system of imparting primary education in 
the schools under the conditions which 
exist to-dav. It is also a matter for con
sideration -that whilst the salaries of 
schoolmasters, so far as I know, are paid on 
the basis of average attendance these pay
ments are not made on the bash1 of iiverage 
attendiince in ,iuy one- month. The sal11,ries 
,i1·e not dependent upon the a,ggreg,ite 
average atte11d,ince during a month, 01· 
Hvcn du1·ing six months or even during a 
year. I believe the average is taken ovf'r 
a pet·io<l of three years and the salaries 
are ha.sec! on th11t :ivernge ,1piu·t altogethe1· 
from the addition earned by the certifi
cates of the teachi>rs. I am not blaming 
the teaching frntnnity for that system, 
nor am I blaming them for the 1ipparent 
failure of the system. I cannot see what 
mo re the Rchoolmaste1·;; c1111 do. I know 
that tlwy endeavour to Recure the regular 
1i11cl prompt attendance of the children at 
their schools. I know th,it they take an 
interest in doing so. lt -is not merely a 
personal but a pecuniary interest which 
compels them to do so ; but it seems to 
me that their efforts in this direction are 
likely to be unavailing for the simple 
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reason that so long as the minimum num
ber of compulsory attendancefl is limited 
to the low figure, as I contend, of 30 and 
25 so long will the evil results of this sys
tem ·continue. It follows that if tl1e age 
limit wer·e reduced to 12 it will be possi
ble for the pupih; to bP. given efficient 
instl'Uction within that. pniod without anr 
detriment to thefr trnini.ng if t,lrn cu1Ticu
lum and the sylhihus were ·confined to what 
is 'only prim.itry education. If you are 
going to introduce into the curriculum 
opporfunities for teaching secondary sub
jects then, of course, you are allowing a 
state of things which will not give the 
b'est results fo1· the expenditure, and which 
leads to overcrowding in the schools, to 
the impossibility of imp:irting efficient 
instruction in a limited sp�1ce, and to inter
ference with the oppottunity the teacher 
should harn of sp1·ea.tling the result of his 
tuition ovel' the entire school instead of 
limiting it in part to only a certain :;;ec
tion. 

It has got to be instillPd into the 
parents that eductttion is costing them 
relatively nothing, and it is quite impos
sible for the schoolmaster to do that. 
There was a time when there was a large 
number of Emm·gency Inspectors. Their 
duty was to induce children into the 
schools. It was felt that there should be 
a reduction in their number, again on the 
score of economy, but in order to discover 
how for primary education is being 
imparted in the schools and how far the 
pupils are making real progress, I throw 
out the suggestion that• there should he 
a reversion to the system of public compe-

, titive examination with the idea of testing 
' whether irrngul1tr ,tttendance has ,my 

1·ef\ection on the results that we are 
deploring to-d�iy. I conceive that if parents 
wern reminded of the necessity of the 
pupil attending reguhu·ly, :md a cet·tajn 
number of iittendances required before the 
child ci1n sit for im examimition, parents 
would make it their duty to see that their 
children rtttend more regularly than they 
do now. I am not aware if under the 
pl'esent system even parents know whether 
:t child attends school. They asimme when 

�� ' the child leaves for school that he goes
• the1·e. They do not necessarily know. I
_ think it would ensut·e gt·eater interest on 
" the part of pai-ents seeing that the child 

went to school if they knew that it was a 
condition prec.edent to his being allowed 

to sit at examinations. Having regard to 
the commencing ages for the scholarships, 
and the differentiation in the age limit 
between city schools and urban schools, I 
contend that we have not yet arrived at 
any definite agreement as to what the age 
limit should really be. I believe that the 
maintenance of the age of l 2 in the country 
districts is detrimental to the progress �f • 
the children in those district,,;. It cannot 
be denied that the difficulties of ehiklren 
in the eountry 'districts ,tttending school 
are far greater than those in Georgetown. 
In the majority of instances the schools 
are situated at a longer distance from their 
homes than would be the ca8e in George 
town and the attendance of children dur
ing school hours may be delayed from one 
cause or another or rnav be found to be 
entirely impossible. It is· a question for 
gr.ave consideration, therefore, if you are 
going to maintain the age limit at 14 in 
the case of urban schools, whether you 
should not grant the same privilege to the 
country schools. As 11 compromise I 
should be willing to conside1· what nrgu
ments might be adduced which would 
reverse the policy in this matter and 
limit the age to 12 in Georgetown 
and extend it to 14 in the country 
districts. But we must in our policy 
select some age, whether it be 12 or 14, 
which would be made applicable to the 
entire country. I shall regret very much, of 
course, if any of these proposals will have 
the effect of unschooling any children. If 
I thought that was going to be the effect 
of my motion I would never have made it. 
I do not believe that it will. I believe 
that careful investigation into the number 
of scholars whose education could be pro
vided for at Government schools within 
the limit of the savings would not result 
in the general unschooling of the children 
at all. There is no question in my own 
mind that whatever advantages the children 
now gain by remaining in school up to the 
age of 14 those advantages would be tre
bled if they len,vc at l 2 and were drafted 
into the technical schools to find their 
proper vocation in life. 

It was never my intention, as you know, 
sir, that the savings should lapse into 
revenue. I told the Di1·ector of Education 
long before any public criticism had 
apeared in the Press what was at the 
back of my mind, and I believe that in 
course of time it will be found that other 
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economie;a; can be effected by restrictin� 
the age limit to 12 and by restricting it 
within the limits of a proper curriculum. 
I think if that were done the children 
would be better a,ble to earn their livelihood 
than by remaining at these schools up to 
the age of 14. In the determination of 
the question of the age limit in the country 

• districts the Government of the day were
:ifraid of adverse critici1nn. I make that
statement because I believe it to be true.
I do not allow the contention that the
East Indian sect.ion of the community are
Indians at all. They are British Guianese.
Born 11s they were here, and if they are
to remain here, th,1t iden, must be instilled
into tlwm from the verv start. To allow
children born in this· Colonv to attend
school when they like, because.it is the wish
of their parents thiit they should ea_rn
money on a sugar plantation, means that a
arge number of children are not really
getting the benefit of a completed and
continuous education between the ages of
6 and 12, u.nd I s,ty most unhesitatingly
th11t while the Government of the day were
prepared to prosecute the parents of other
children because of agit1Ltion concerning
immigration they woukl uot pt·osecutc
the parents of E11st Indian child1·en. The
result has been tlmt thet·e has been 1111
impression on the mind of the E11st Indian
that his children are frlc'e to take advan
tage of education in t,he �11'irnary school,..
only when it suits him to send them to
school. I think that those children 1Lnd
their pare11tR should he made t-o realise,
first of all, that t.,1xp11yers other than
themselves are being ;n,1de to contri
bute to the maintenance of a, system whiL:11
should admit of no differentiation what
ever the race of the people may be. If
these children are not required to make
the same number of attendances as children
of other races it would be better if they
went to a school of their own and in some ·
measure relieve the general taxpayer of
maintaining schools for them. It is an
impossible position. It is a matter for
regret that the Government of the day
vielded to the t>ntreaty to give such a
;ystem a trial.

I am sorry that I c,innot at the moment 
proceed with any further argument on the 
subject. I am soon due in another place 
and, if I am not afforded another oppor
tunity for saying anything more on the 
f:!Ubject, I hope I will be given credit for 

honesty of pu1·pose. I have been in public 
life in this Colony for 11 number of years. 
I have for lll,u1y years been a membet· of 
the Board of Education. It was mainly 
due to me then that the teaching fraternity 
secured actmLl direct representation 
on that Board. I also took an active 
and leading piirt in securing to the 
teachers some security against arbitrary 
and fitful dismisRal by the manage
ment of their HchoolR. Also through 
very strenuous 1ulvocacy on my part 
all teachers lmvc pension rights to
day. A former Governor denied the 
right of the teachers to secure those pen
sions unlt>ss, M< he said, thPy were Civil 
Servants u.ud h(s could dismiss them or 
retain their· Sf'rvit:f's in the same way as he 
could do Civil i:'.lerv,Lnt,s. He presided over 
the Board of Education and those of us 
who wen• 11cqua,intecl with the atmosphere 
of those meetings know how difficult it wa;; 
to secure a privilege of that kind. I hope 
that when discussion does arise as to the 
!llotives which h,Lve prompted me to make
this motion it will be 1·ememhered that I
too belong to this Colony and I too have
its interest at. heiirt, and whether I am
mistnken in m;v ideas of how primai·y
educ,.1tion should be controlled or that
pupils at the age of 12 should be made to
leave the schools ,incl drafted into other
xchools at, nn furthe1· expense to their
parents, I 1u,k those who differ from me to
give the matter more consideration than
apparently they have done. If I am here
when the time comes T hope, ><ir, I may be
allowed to iunplify the remarks which I
have made to-d,t.v unde1· ve1·y considerable
rlitficulty.

Mr. CANNO'.',T xr.conrled the motion. 

Mr. CRANE: I de;;ire to take tlu, 
opportunity to contribute in a very small 
way to this dPbate because, like the hon. 
m'over of the motion, I am due elsewhere 
in a sho1·t tinw. It is a matter for the 
greatest reg1·et that Elected Member;; of 
t,his House Rhnuld finrl themselves at vari. 
,111ce over such a very important subject a8 
primary education in this Colony. It iR 

regrett11blP bPcause the ElPcted Members, 
in my opinion, 1·lc'p1·esPnt the masses of the 
community, and the educ,ttion of the masses 
of the commuuity must be n matter of first 
importance to each u.nd eve1·yone of us. 
The move1· of the motion has been in 
public life for a considerable period, 
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much longer than I havP. been, he has 
rendered vel'y uistinguished services to 
the cause of eductLtion, and he has been 
the champion of the miLsses in geneml 
and of the teachers in particulal'. It 
therefore comes with mor·e regret t,hat I 
should stiLnd he1·e differing from him after 
his very long experience and the wisdom 
which he must have gathered dul'ing that 
period when he puts forward a motion the 
net l'esult of which would be perhaps to 
unschool 7,000 chiidren of this community. 
I shall approach the subject with no degree 
of satisfaction because I always hesitate 
to differ from the hon. M embeL' in this 
House. I have been privileged to hear the 
whole of his argument in support of the 
motion, but from what I have heard, I 
respectfully submit in deference to the 
hon. Member, he has not made out a case 
for limiting free education to the age of 12 
but has made out a very strong case for 
the establishment of ,L technic,Ll school to 
which boys and girl;; can go between the 
ages of 12 and U. The hon. Member 
correctly says that our system of educa
tion would be of far greatel' utility if 
between those ages boys and girls can be 
drafted into a technical school and given 
some form of educ,ttion that would be of 
practical benefit to them in daily life. 
Every Elected Membel' is in ageeement 
with that view. But I ask the hon. Mem
ber whether he thinks a solution of the 
question can be effected by this proposal 
before a techniual suhool is established. If 
he had asked Government to p1·ovide 
technical schools at whiuh boys and girls 
could be tt-ained in order that they should 
become workers and not idlers, m�d a� a 
corollary to tlmt propos,tl he had sug
gested that between the age� of 12 and l_4 
the uhildren be t,Lkeu out of the pl'irnary 
schools, he would have found a willing mid 
loyal supporter in me. So far as the 
masses are concen1ed the ouly educ,ttion 
they c;au get is free education given at 
public expense. The hon. Member con-
1:,iders that between $50,000 ,md $70,000 
may be saved by his proposal. It was 
this ruthless cutting down that has caused 
the present position in edu(·ation. 'l'he 
hon. Member has set off against this 
$50,000 or $70,000 the cost of the techni
cal school. Until he is able to Hhow the 
income and the expenditure side the sug
gestion of saving $50,000 or $70,000 
cannot be taken seriously, 

I understand that the questiuu of rnak-

ing savings out of the Educ,ttion Vote 
arose out of the necessity to pay addi
tional teachers who we1·e required by vir
tue of the increase in the school popula
tion during the last two or three years. 
The executive officns have recommended 
that this sum, approximately $10,000, 
should be found by making incursions on 
the maintenance vote of the schools. 
Representations were made to the church 
bodies that for next year they will get only 
one-half of the· present grant,;. Duriug 
the regime of Sir Gordon Guggisberg there 
was a reduction in the number of teachers 
which saved the taxpayers $30,000 per 
annum. These figures supply evidence of 
an ovenvhelming case for Government 
impplying this $10,000. The Educat,ion 
Vote was then at-bi trnrily cut down by 
$30,000 by the reduction of the number of 
teachers. What has happened? Not 
only has the reorganfoation of the teaching 
staff not been sufficient for current needs 
but it was not devised to meet the school 
population. Between two aud three years 
a.bout 3,000 children have been added to 
that population and the teaching staff has 
become so inadequate that Government 
itself has l'ecognised the necessity of 
inueasing the staff at a cost of $10,000. 
It is unfair-I should almost say it is 
unholy-to ask the churches to accept a 
reduction of this $10,000 when it took off 
$30,000 ruthlessly. I said earlier in this 
session that I regiird the attempt to throw 
the whole burden of maintenance of school 
buildin"S on the church authorit;ies as 

0 

unfair and retrograde. The religious 
bodies erected the s<.:hool buildings and 
have fol' years rendered service, and it is 
the duty of Government to rncognise that 
service with grntitude and uot make things 
morn difficult for them. The churches 
h1L\·e beeu uisenclowt•d and a co1Tespo11ding 
burden has been thrown on thei1· members. 
Some of the chul'ches are disgracefully 
kept because thei1· ruembers can ill afford 
to keep their churches and their parsons. 
Is this Council going to throw furthe1· 
bu1·dens on those people ? It \l\\mld be in
teresting for this House to be told what 
sum is given to these bodies en bloc to be 
distributed in maintenance of their several 
buildings. The churches have done their 
part well to the masseli of the country 
in the provision of elementary education. 
'l'hey have done what was the duty of 
Government to do and to them is due 
the gratitude of Government rnthe1· than 
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a policy of driving them to despair. 
What is going to be the practical effect of 
this policy? Some of the chut·ches might 
be able to maintain their schools in spite 
of the fact that the grants are withdrawn. 
The Roman Catholic body may do it 
because they want to cany out their 
religious teaching, and I believe they are 
able to find the money to do it. But it is 
not so with the rest of the denominations, 
and being unable to maintain their build
ings the schools ma,y be closed by the 
church authoritieR. 

THE PRESIDENT: I do not want to 
interrupt the hon. Member. His remarks 
are relevant on. the point of reducing 
the grnnt,;, but the motion before the 
House conce1·ns a definite proposal with 
regard to educ,Ltion. The subject of the 
maintenance grant does not come into the 
motion. 

Mr. CRANE : I think I stated at the 
beginning that the reason for this motion 
is to find money to meet the maintenance 
grant. 

Tin: PRESIDEN'l' : 'l'he lllove1· of the 
motion in his remarks said he desit·ed to 
make it quite clear that he did not wi�h to 
:;ave money but wiHhed the money to be 
spent in another way. 

l\fr. CRANE: In justification of the 
suggestion contained in this motion, the 
hon. Member thought education between 
the ages of 6 and 12 was sufficient to 
enable a child to acquil'e what he considers 
should be primary education at the expense 
of the community. 1n my days children 
were put into school at the age of 4 and 
left at 11. I do not consider seven years 
as an unduly long time to receive primary 
education. Boys from the primary schools 
who commence their secondary education 
at the age of 12 are the ve1·y best. The 
fact that boys can get there between 11 
and 12 is no argument in support of the 
motion when you ruthlessly cut off a 
number of boys whose sole opportunity 
of education is in the primary school. 
The only boys who can letwe the primary 
schools at 11 and 12 are those who 
are going to continue their education in 
the secondary schook I am not referring 
to the human wreckage in the town but to 
the boys without opportunities for a 
secondary or higher educa.tion who 

need ne.vertheless a sound primary educa
tion. The hon. lYiemher's indictment is a 
criticism of the system of primary educa
tion, which, in my opinion, is not sound 
at the core. It is the system which makes 
it possible for boys to attend even at 
the >Lge of 16 and come out wo1·se than those 
who left school twenty yeat·s ago. It is a 
severn indictment of the education system 
but it is not ,u1 argument for turning boys 
out of school. The hon. Member has 
unwittingly blundered in making a motion 
which will have the effect of increasing 
the number of w,tywal'd boys a11d girls and 
throwing the community into decadence 
and mo rnl degrndation. 

The Council adjourned fot· the luncheon 
recess. 

Mr. LUCK.HOO: So much ha.s been 
said on this subject that I do not wish to 
inflict myself on the Council. In any case 
I think -the motion is one that should not 
find ready acceptance ,Lmongst my col
leagues. I feel it is a retrograde move
ment and one that has created a grea,t deal 
of unrest in the community. Since the 
publiuation of the motion thern has been 
,L g1·eat deal of talk on it. I thought at 
one time th,it the mover would h,we taken 
the line of least resistance by withdrawing 
the motion, but lrnving persisted in putting 
his case before the Council the only course 
open to us is to oppose the motion. As 
far as the moral >Lspect of the que.�tion is 
concerned I think children should be kept 
iu sch6ol until the age of 1± ,Lt least. It 
would have a most disastrous effect to 
turn children away from school at the age 
of 12. Children are not in school only for 
the education of their minds but also for 
the training of theil' charactel' in 1tll the 
qualities th,Lt go to ma.ke good imd useful 
citizens wol'thy of ou1· gre,Lt Empire, which 
nevel' had g1·eater need for trained charac
ters than ir1 theHe dal'k, difficult and troub • 
lous times. The mover of the motion has 
suggested thiLt the siwing which may be 
effected should be diverted to the institu
tion of technical schools. If the motion 
were canied into effect it would be prac
ticallv a rewrsal of the whole educational 
polic.\'· At the present time the Educa
tion Department has under consideration 
the org,tnisation of technical schools. 
To say that there would be a 8aving of 
$50,000 or $70,000 is not a co1Tect thing 
under the circumstances The children 
should be given eve1·y opportunity of 
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equipping themselves for the battle of life, 
iLnd to curtail the educational facilities 
which they now enjoy would undoubtedly 
be a serious mi,;take. This motion does 
not commend itself to reasonable men in' 
the community. A saving of $70,000, or 
even $50,000, might have to be expended 
in other directions if the child1·en are left 
without the means of getting the necessary 
educa.tion, and I think those who ha.ve 
studied the question closely will see in it 
what has been described in some qual"ters 
a.s a. reactionary movement. Tha.t is my 
considered opinion. 1 had the benefit of 
education in a prima-ry school. In those 
days, as has been pointed out, the1·e was 
an examination annually for promotion 
from one standard to another. School
masters in those days-and I believe they 
a.re doing it at the present time-applied 
themselves not only to the intellectual but 
a.lso to the moral development of their 
pupils, and I think it would be 11 gre,.t 
mistake if the children were thrust out 
into the world without the ,Ldvantages of 
making them good and useful citizenH. 
Let us give them the best we can up to a 
rnasonable age. A distinction has been 
dra.wn of children rLttending schools in 
Geo1·getown, New Aw.sterdam a.nd Buxton 
up to the a.ge of 1-! years. H there was 
any agitation 011 that point I would sup
port t:hildren in country scl10ols being 
given free compulsory education up to 14. 
L<\. large number of boys itnd girls are 
turned out of the schools and have no 
opportunity to get pl'ofitable employment. 
vVhat we really want is a good vocational 
haining fol' these children after they leave 
school. Let th�t be supplementary to the 
primary education, and the age which 
would be reasonable for children to a.ttend 
these schools would be 15 or 16. It would 
be a very sel'iou;; urnt.te1· if anything is 
done to cu1·tail the educational facilities 
of children, and while I believe that the 
motion has been moved by the hon. Mem
ber with the best intention I record my 
vigorous protest against its adoption. 

Mr. BRASSINGTON : I am stl'Ongly i11 
disfavour of this motion. I do not think the 
motion if given effect to would be putting 
forward the hands of the clock but thi11k it 
would be putting them back very con
siderably. It is common knowledge that 
if a country is to progt·ess it must have a 
good system of education. One of the 
rna.so11s put forward for the succe,s;; of the 

Scotsman is his education system, and if 
we turn to the Continent we also find that 
the people of countries like Germany are 
highly educated. It would be a very 
ignorant person who would advocate less 
education, and to turn children out of 
school at the age of 12 would cert,Linly be 
giving them less education. I was respon
sible for the motion which brought Mr. 
·wynn-Williams to this Colony. I am not
im educationist but I am satislied that our
f!ystem of education leaves mut:h to be
desired. When I asked Government to
!tppoint the Commission what struck me
was the question : vVhat is to become of
the vast number of children one sees pour
ing out of the ;;chools in town and country?
While that Commission has done a great
deal of good we are still faced with the
problem. ThiR motion is cel'tainly not
going to do anything that wi11 solve the
que;;tion. For that reason I cannot sup
po1·t the motion. No one can question
the sincel'ity of the mover of the motion.
Every Member of the Council has the
desire to see the adv,Lncement of the
Colony, but we must be sure that the
steps we take are wise and will result in
improvement and not retrogression.

Mr. ELEAZAR: I wish to congmtulate 
the hon. Member for h,wing the courage to 
bring forwa1·d this motion and on the good 
it i� likely to pt·oduce in that it has caused 
the whole community to give some atten
tion to elementary education. There can be 
no doubt that, the hon. Member in bringing 
forw,�rd the motion addressed his mind to 
the economic aspect alone, and from that 
aspect there seems to be merit in the 
motion, but that is a fallacy. It is the 
business of the Sta.te to safeguard life !Lnd 
property lLnd ignornnce of the masses is the 
greatest menace to the life and property of 
the community. That being so the question is 
not how much would it cost but is it worth 
it. The hon. Member �uggests th!Lt chil
dren should be in the schools from the age 
of 6 to 12 years. He hlLs lost sight 
of the fact that between the ages of 
4 and 6 a child's mind is most plastic 
and infiuence8 for good or· evil will 
be embedded in ib mind which it is impos
sible to eradicate. Between 5 and 6 is the 
age when a child should be receiving some 
sort of education. "\Vhen the child arrives 
at the age of 12, the hon. Member says, he 
should have learnt sutlicient to leave school. 
At that age the child luLs barely com-
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menced to appreciate and to be able to 
apply what it has learnt between the ages 
of 6 and 12, and to remove it at that age 
would be to throw on the communitv itn 
individual with a smattering of knowl;dge, 
who becomes a mere machine and very 
little better than dumb driven c,tttle when 
faced with the tl'oubles of life. The hon. 
lVIembel' says the money saved must be 
spent on secondary education. Secondary 
education does not mean a cessation of 
elementary education. J5 pet· cent. of the 
children who attend the elemenfatrv schools 
will never get anything more than· elemen. 
tary education and we al'e asked to subordi
nate those 75 per cent. to 25 per cent. who 
are likely to find themselves in secondary 
schools. Is Government prepared to 
establish secondary :ichools all over the 
Colony, and, if it is prepared, will that be 
a wise step ? I think not. I venture to 
think, notwithstanding that it is so hard 
pushed for money, Government will not 
accept the motion. ·what to my mind 
is needed more than anythiug elsP is 
an enquiry into the whole system of 
primary education with ,L view to see
ing how we can obtain bettel' results. 
·within the last ten yeitrs the fabric of
education has been rudely thrown down
and mere experimentation has taken its
place. The idea is to standa.rdise educa
tion, but you cannot st�mdal'dise education.
Every attempt to standardise educatiou
has failed and Government should look
into the system, not from the point of view
of what we are paying but from the point
of view of getting better value for the
money we are spending.

1'here is another point which, to my 
mind, is fatal to the motion. Government 
has found it necessary to make the school
leaving age 14 for children in Georgetown, 
New Amsterdam and Buxton. The reasou 
for that is that Government realised that 
it was dangerous to let loose children 
between the ages of 12 and 14 in the towns 
and the village of Buxton upon the com
munity. A system which permits of that 
age for one part of the Colony and the age 
of 12 for the other is a pemicious system 
of differentiation. I pl'Otest stl'Ongly 
against the idea of some hair-brained 
visionary who would like to conve1·t the 
elementary schools into workshops where 
every boy will become a shoemaker or 
tailor and every gid a washerwoman or 
something else. The primat·y school is 

not the place for that. Can Govemment 
OL' anybody wonder at the alarm that some 
of us feel when we begin to visualise the 
number of children at the age of 12 let 
loose and the tendeucy to vice that must 
overtake them? These children should 
remain at school until their ideas have 
developed and they have a foundation so 
laid that they can build on it. The system 
permits of no proper supervision over the 
schools. At one time the mamtgers had it 
!Lll their own w,ty and abused it, and now
they resent it and will not pay proper
attention to the schools. The system per
mits too of the master of a school being
prevented from trnining his own assii;tants
and of te,whe1·s being thrust on the school
whom he has to train to his own methods in
order to get them into line with what he is
doing. To-d,ty a schoolmaster is worse th1u1
a policeman iu his job, because he can he 
moved from D,u1 to Beersheba without
m,n·ching money. In some cases he is
allowed to say ,vhether he would go or 
not, but if he won't go he gets a reduced
pay for doing the same work. To spe,Lk
of a system is a delusion. It is a mis
direction of education all the time. I cau
find uo appellation which describes it
better than that bu1; I can find something
much worse. \\'hen I came here this
morning I came with the intention of
moving an ,11nendment for considemtion of
the whole question by a Committee, but
the hon. lVIembe1· fol' Demerara, River
suggested to me to let the motion die it
natural death. \Ve claim that we had a
very good foundation laid in teaching a
boy to read, write and ciplu-'r, wi h the
elements of Grnmnmr and Geography to
open his mind to read a book intelligently
and to understand wlmt he i� re,tding.
After ,tll that is what is expected of the
elementary �chool. The motion gives us
an opportunity of pointing out the defects
of the 8Vsteu1. I do not think there is
any lik�lihood of Government accepti11g
the motion Mid therefore do not think it
incumbent on me to take up more of the
time of the House in pointing out t,he
defects of the svstem. I will conclude bv
urging tha.t the· points I lmve made repr;
sent the considered opinion of the people
of tlw country that educ;ation is being
misdirected a,ud will have to be changed in 
a very short time. 

Mr. ::, EAFOR:O : · Thi,., question has 
engaged tlm attl.lntion of cowmuuities all 
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over the world. In Great B1·itain to-day 
they ,ire consirlering the question and 
maintain that if children are kept too Jong 
at school their hea.ds are crnmped with 
knowledge that they ca.nnot a.ssimila.te. 
In other parts of the world childn .. n ar·e 
ta.ught to use their senses, their 1-':es, 
their nose and to put facts togethet·, and 
they learn that not ii1 thP schools but i.n 
their homes. I,; Gov<1rnmpnt l:OmmittPd 
to teaching childrPn to enter various 
walks of life, Ruch as to become carpPn
ters, engineers, schoolmiisters and office 
clerks? To my mind the earlier they 
get ii groundwork for what they have :L 

bent tlw l'l?One1· they will henPfit by it. 
I am in a),(reement with tht-> mornr nf tliP 
motion that if we can get more regular 
attenc:hmce thert-' is nothing lost by reduc
t.ion of the agr from 1-l to 12. A point 
was made bv the hon. lVIembe1· for BerbicP 
River that ;L child',; plastic age w,is between 
4 and 6. Home influence is goiug to make 
the child and not so much what is forced 
into its head. Another point made by the 
mover of the motion was examinations. I 
was reading an article a short time ago by 
one of the Cecil family and he pointed out 
that cramming for school certificates and 
scholarships was doing more harm in the 
United Kingdom than anything else. One 
is inclined to agree that we should eliminate 
a good deal of the book work and teach 
the children how to use the gifts God g,we 
them. To my mind free education is a 
misnomer. For education is paid $400,000 
a year. How can it be ca.lied free educn,
tion? The question was also raised of 
te.chnic,d or trades Rchools. Some trncle 
can be taught child1·e11 without the St,ite 
paying a penny for it. Children -are serv
ing to-day at different places as appren
tices. The difficulty iu many cases 
is that they want to get nut into 
the world before thev h:we leamt suffi
cient of the trade. • It 8hould not be 
necessary to establish schools for that pur
pose. In the matter of education in this 
Colony we are too apt to put everything 
on the schools. Parents should be marle 
to accept responsibility for the behaviour 
of their children. As regards education 
the child should get very much more from 
its own home, the school being only an 
adjunct to the home. If it is felt that the 
homes are not capable of doing it then it 
is time to consider the question of remedy
ing it. I feel that the question of limiting 
the age is worthy of considemtion. Its 

reduction would give the children a better 
opportunity of finding out what they desire 
to do and give them a better fighting 
chance, and I am sure the Colony will 
adrnnce much more rapidly than it is doing 
to-d1Ly. 

Dr. SINGH: An educated community 
is an asset to any country. The inhabi
tants of this Colony number over 300,000. 
In round figures the annual expenditure is 
$5,000,000, of which $396,000 is allotted 
to education, which is a little over one 
dollar per ciiput of the population. It is 
fairly high but it is money well spent. 
TJw,;e al'e pl'ogressive days and every 
opportunit,y should be given to the com
munitv to educate their children. I feel 
that t'IH' present generation should be given 
better oppol'tunities than we have had. 
The hon. Member for New Amsterdam has 
told us that the age limit for elemtintary 
education should be between 6 and 12. 
He has not outlined a preparntory scheme 
for the child before it enters the elemen
tary school. A child should have some 
preparatory training between the ages of 4 
and 6 before he enters the elementary 
Rchool. The hon. Member has told us Lhat 
a child should have industrial training 
after leaving school at the age of 12 but 
he has not told us for how many years 
there �hould be that course of training. 
In the absence of a prepan1,tory scheme 
and a scheme after the age of 12 I feel that 
1 cannot support the motion. 

Major BAIN GRAY (Director of 
Education) : This is rather a difficult 
motion to reply to because the speech 
made in support of it divertep it from its 
original objective tis it was understood by 
mo�t people. There are, however, one or 
two facts which are overlooked, or mis
understood, which perhaps I had better 
explain before I deal with the points 
raised. One is the historv of the aae • 0 limit. In the annual report of the Educa-
tion Department for 1915 thel'e is a short 
statement dealing with the subject. Up 
to the year 1904 grauts were paid on boys 
and girls i1,ttending the primary schools up 
to the age of 15. Since 1904 compulsory 
11,ttendance has been limited to 14 
years. The present position is that 
attendance is compulsory in Georgetown 
and New Amsterdam up to the age of 14. 
·with regard to Buxton we passed an Ordi
nance but it has not yet been proclaimed;



491 Jfotion 20 Dr.cRM BER., 1932. -Rec/net.inn n.f Sr!wnl Age 492 

the intention is to bring it into force on 
the 1st January next year. With regard 
to the other parts of the country com
pul�ory attenda,nce stops at 12 but children 
may a.nd do attend up to the age of 14 
years and in some cases beyond that age. 
It is therefore not accurate to suggest that 
the children ove1· 12 years outside the two 
urban areas may not attend school ; they 
do attend aiid are encouraged to attend by 
the majbrity of mitsters. The accepted 
policy of the Education Depa1·tment and 
of the schools generally has been to 
en�ournge those itttcndances. 

So far as I know,.theue is no one con
nected with education in the Colony, 
whether as schoolmaster, manager or ;,s 
a member of the Educ,ition Committee, 
who will be inclined to give any support 
to the motion as it stands or as it was gen
erally understood. ·when there is added 
the proposition that chilrlren over 12 are 
to be transfened to some other educational 
institution it then raises rather a different 
set of considerations, but under present 
circumstances we have not got those insti
tutions. If by a stroke of the pen at any 
pel'iod, say, the 1st July, 1933, or some 
subsequent date, children at the age of 12 
were excluded from the primary schools we 
would be totally unable to deal with them 
in any fashion. That is a, point I should 
like hon. Members to keep in mind. 

There is a certain amount of confusion 
as to the term " primary education." Its 
very name indicates that it is going to be 
followed by something else, and I wish to 
emphasise the fact that it is not complete 
in itself and ought to be followed by some 
other process. One hon. Member has 
mentioned that 75 per cent. or more of 
the population have to be content with the 
education as given in the primary schools. 
That therefore throws a very heavy respon
sibility on us as to how we are to organise 
this system so as to achieve the best 
results in general education for the whole 
community. Within the last few yea-·s a 
great deal of atttention has been devoted 
by all countries of the wol'ld to the proper 
organisation of the primary or elementary 
education of the child from the ver·y 
earliest age it can be educated up to the 
time it reaches youth or early manhood. 
It follows three stages : the first or infant 
stage from 4 to 6 or from 5 to 7, the 
strictly "prim:1ry education" stage between 

7 and 12, and the stage beyond that which 
is in most countries called post-primary 
education. When we start to reorganise 
education those are the three stages we 
have to keep in mind and it will be our 
duty to orgitnise on that basis. Vile have 
been working towards it hut we hiwe been 
confronted with the great difficulty of 
buildings. One hon. Member suggested 
that the difrerence between our present 
!tttitude to ·Jirimary education and that of 
20 or 30 y!!ars 1tgo was that we want to 
standardise the schools and consequently 
standardise the children. There can be 
no greater misapprehension. The contrary 
is exact the case. 

Another �ispect that has been raised is 
what would be tlw effect of this policy, 
of closing the primary schools to children 
at the age of 12, upon employment or 
unemployment. There is no doubt that it 
would swell the ranks of the unemployed. 
No one has been able to suggest means by 
which they could lie absorbed and there 
would be a period of very great disturbance 
and economic difficulty for everybody 
conce1·ned. It is surely no unreasonable 
request that those children who are receiv
ing education after the age of 12 should be 
received in the primary schools as they 
are organised now. vVe would of course 
very much prefer to have central schools 
for them. 

The whole policy of primary education 
is indicated in the 1925 Education Com
mission Report and one definite recom
mendatio·n is that there shou).d be central 
schools in Georgetown for boys and girls 
over the age of 12. ·when the Department 
was first organising the Government school 
we considered the ques�ion whether a 
central school of thiit kind should not be 
the first Govemment school opened in 
Georgetown. It was found to be against 
the balance of convenience and we decided 
that it would be of far greater benefit 
to the whole system of organised educa
tion if we opened a complete school 
and not a school whi6h dealt with only 
one stage of primary education. There are 
a few more misapprehensions. There are 
ideits a.broad that in the p1·imary schools 
we teach Latin and Gr·eek, the Calculus 
and higher subjects·. generally. That is 
far from the case. We teach on a sound 
basis of the tlHee R's but do not pre
tend to stop there. That was the old and 
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narrow conception of the primary school. 
We consider that the child should know a 
little of his own country, its geography and 
its history and something of its men of 
note, and that he should h[LVe some know
ledge of elementary hygiene with regard to 
his own body and the surroundings in 
which he lives. 

'.11he question of itttendance has cropped 
up frequently. Every officer of the Educa
tion Department would like every child to 
go regula,rly to school, to gti· every day 
and to go up to the age of l'4 years. '.Ve 
would welcome any steps to induce �Lttend
ance and we do our very best by prizes 
a,nd otherwise to inculcate the habit of 
regubr attcnd1111ce in.all ehildren. If they 
came we should have to add :mother 10,000 
to the school population of 40,000 and 
there is no doubt that we would need more 
accommodation tlmn we have now. A 
debate of this kind brings home to the 
minds of the community the educational 
importance of the primary schools of the 
country, but it is essential that we should 
get away from the idea that education is a 
matter of£. s. d. and that only. Govem
ment is unable to accept the motion. 

THE PRESIDENT: After the full, clear 
and comprehensive speech by the Director 
of Education there is not much more to be 
said, but I would like to emphasise one 01· 

two points which have been made in the 
course of a very interesting debate. I 
think there should always be a debate, and 
a Eull dress debate, on education, and I 
should be very sorry to see Estimates go 
through without a debate on education. 
It is something which concems everybody. 
One Member said that this motion has 
caused a good deal of umest in the com
munity. That is the sort of unrest that I 
do not think does the community much 
harm. Unrest about education is a good 
thing because it m,ikes everybody take a 
little more interest in it and they begin 
to ask questions about education. To 
paraphrase a well known StLying " The 
country which ge_ts the education with 
which it is satisfied deserves it." No country 
is or should ever be satisfied with the educa
tion it gets. They are not satisfied in 
England with education and are begin
ning to see that more and more must 
be done for different forms of education. 
There is no better subject for everybody 
to discuss than education. The hon. 

Member for Berbice River said the mover 
of the motion deserve8 thanks for b1·inging 
it forward. I agree with him, though not 
on the principle. Government cannot 
accept the motion, but, at the same time, 
it has brought into the arena a subject 
for discussion, which has made people 
think perhaps a little more. Curiously 
enough, I was looking at a paper this morn
ing of a Colony with which I was associ
ated, Ceylon, and found that. a debate has 
been going on in the Legislative Council 
there on this very subject. There educa
tion is from 6 to 14- and it was argued by 
the mover of the motion that the schools 
were filled with children over 14 and s�eps 
ought to be t,Lkcn to lmve some graduated 
charge with respect to children ,Lccording 
to age and the numbers in each school 
after due notice lms been given. I do not 
know what the fate of the motion was but 
mention it to show that these questions do 
arise elsewhere and bring out points in 
connection with education. 

There has been a goo'c} deal of misunder
standing about Government's action, or 
proposed action, with regard to the main
tenance gru,nts to the schools. The 
position is this. Do you prefer to have 
all the children possible in the country 
taught by as many teachers as you can 
possibly afford to recruit for them, or do 
you consider the first objective is to have 
buildings for them and not have more 
children than the present buildings can 
accommodate? We cannot do everything 
in all departments. '.l'here are two 
important services in which we have to 
economise in one way or the other. 
No one wants to economise on educa
tion. You will find that for the cur
rent year the education vote has actually 
been increased by $6,000. We don't 
want to economise to the extent of 
cutting the grant, but we want to econo . 
mise in the same way that every good house
holder economises in order to get better 
results. In education you get your 
return from the teaching; it is the 
men you have in the schools who 
make the schools; and it is not build
ings, attendance officers or other agencies. 
The influences that make the school 
are the headmaster and his staff. I£ you 
have a school in a village with a 
schoolmaster who is well known and 
respected parents take care that their 
children go to school. It is the 
honest teacher who is going to matter 
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most in thi!-l country and we ought 
to have more of such teachern. GovPrnment 
lboked around to ;;ec whe{·c the money was 
to come from :md it w,is pl'oposed to 
reduce,· the maintenance grant, but it was 
not intended to reduce it to a,nything like 
the extent originally proposed. It ,1•,Ls not 
intended to throw any extra burden on the 
Missions, but to put before the country 
the position of how best we are going to 
spend the money on the school. Is it 
better to spend money on teachers or on 
buildings? The people ha,ve them�elves to 
consider what they arc going to provide. 
The point ,is what are they going to do 
to help their own school. I know of. many 
parts of the-world where a school is only 
provided :vith tea,chers if it is put up 
and maintained by the people who ask 
for the tep,cher. Let us use the buildings 
much more than they ti,re used at pre�ent. 
'rlrny c,1n be used a good deal more, and 
theee is no reason why there should not be 
night schools. The Missions have not all 
the money to maint,1in schools. Let Gov
ernment help, let the Missions help, a,nd 
let the people help, because it is much 
more important to get all the teachers we 
c;i,n than it is to be spending money in 
ways which the people themselves can 
assist. I know that in some places a very 
great deal is being done by the people and 
want we want is co-operation with Govern
ment. 

Government is by no means unsympa
thetic towards educa,tion. Government 

'l'e/1,lise tha,t no vote is more essential than 
·educa,tion, but it has a duty in regard to
edµcation •in the same way as with regard
to every other-:y.ote, and that is to see that
the money th'.�t is being spent on educa
tion is well spent. Reference has been
made to the appointment of ,1 Committee
or Commission. I doubt whether a Com
mittee or Commission will do much good
at the present time. I think what we do
want leading up to 1mch ,L Committee or
Commission-and it would perhii,ps be
advisable to have a, Commission or Com
mittee aEterwa1·ds-i1:, to get the Education
Department, the Missions and the Teachers

and people together in some of the big 
centres of population like Buxton, New 
Amsterdam and various other plac��,land 
let them thresh out a good many of these 
problems. The Director of Education 
1-eferred to the problem of attend,1nce.
There is no doubt that attendance is not
satisfactory and should be improved, and
the people to suggest the best means of
doing it a,re the teachers. The Dieector
oE Education would be the last pe_rson to
say that education is in all respects sati8-
factory. It is not a,ncl it will never be so
long as human nature continues to be
what it is, but we must all try to make it
more satisfactory a,nd more suited to the
needs of the Colony.

lYir. ·woOLFORD: I had not the 
benefit of hearing what has been s,1id on 
the motion. I am not willing to thrust 
my opinion on other people for their 
acceptance. I have already explained that 
my object in bringing forward the motion 
was to prevent a reduction in the mainte
nance grant and in the total expenditure 
with the idea of providing technica,l schools 
and devoting the savings to other purposes. 
I gathered from what Your Excellency 
said towards the close of your remarks 
that the question will not be lost sight of 
a,nd in the near future there will be some 
opportunity given of appointing the people 
you lrnve in your mind working Commit
tees to deal with the question a,nd see how 
far improvement can be affected. Perhaps 
at some time next year we may be in a 
position to reconsider the question. I 
feel very strongly that the curriculum in the 
primary schools have got to be restricted 
to primary subjects. That is not being 
done, but the system has helped the 
entrance into the schools of a number of 
pupils who lmve no right to be there. 
With the consent of my seconder I pro
pose to with<lrnw the motion. 

�\otion accordingly withdrawn. 

The Council adjourned until the follow
ing day at 11 o'clock. 


