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18 Rabbit Bill. [COUNCIL.] Seat uj Hon. James Gibbun. 

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

Wcdncsdny, 29 July, 1885. 

Scat of the Hon. Jamcs Gibbon.--:\Ics:,age from the 
Legislative Assembly.-Leave of Absence to }!ember. 
-Rabbit Bill-thinl reacling.-:Jlcmbcrs Expenses 
Bill-second rcacliug.-Adjourmnent. 

The PHESIDENT took the ch>1ir at 4 o'clock. 

SEAT OP THE HON. JAMES GIBBON. 
The POSTl\IASTER-GENimAL (Hon. '1'. 

l\lacdonald.Paterson), in 1110\ ing-
'l'hat an adclre::-;s lJe pre::,ented to His Excellency the 

Govenwr, bringing nndcr his notice the fact that the 
Honourable James Gibbon, a member of tllis House, is be
lievud to have been absent from this IIousf• fo1· t.wo snc
cc~sive se~sion~ 'vithout the permis;..ion of Her :Jfajesty~or 
the Governor of the colony, contrnry to the provisions 
of the twenty-third section of the Constitution Act of 
1867. and vraying that HiH J•;xel:'llency ·will be ]Jlensed to 
submit to this House t'or ht-·IU'ing and determination the 
question whether the ~cat of the said honourable mem
ber has bceome vacant-
said: Hon. gentlernen,-The n,otion \\hich I 
sh>1ll move is one of some importance to this 
Ch>1m ber, as it concerns its practice. Hitherto, 
the 23rd section of the Constitution Act has 
been read in "' p>uticulm· way. I shnll ad vert to 
tha,t by->1nd-by; but, in the meantime, l think 
it highly desimble th>tt no furthEr doubt should 
exist in reference to the interpret>1tion of tlmt 
clause. It is not requisite th>1t I should de>1l at 
>1ny length with the subject-matter of the 
motion which is bro,Ight forward for the pur
pose of remodng that doubt. There can be 
no f]Uestion th>1t the 23rd section may be read in 
two ways-that is to s>1y, it is held by some that 
>1ny member of this Council who sh>1ll, for two 
consecutive seL-::.ion~, fail to give his attencl:1nce 
in this House shall thereby lose his scat; but, 
reading the clause as it stands in the Statute. 
book, we find that "if any Legislative Coun
cillor shall, for two consecutive ses,ions of the 
Legi~lature of the said colony, fail to give his 
attembnce in the s>1id Legisbture, without the 
permission of Her :Majesty or of the Governor 
of the colony, his se>1t in StlCh Council slmll 
thereby 1Jecome vacant." Shortly, therefore, my 
contention is that leave of absence is not to 
to be helcl eC[tml to presence in the Leg-isbtive 
Council. Th>1t is not whett is contended by some 
hon. members, and by others who are not in the 
House. There >1re, I believe, sufficient grounds 
for the motion to be found in the 24th section of 
the Act, which says that-

" Any (1ue~tion \Yhkh shall arise rCRllCcting any 
vaeane y in the Ijcgi:-;lative Council on account of the 
matters afore~aid ~hall be referred by the Governor 
to the said Leg-islative Conncil to he by. the said Legis
lath·c Council heard aud determined." 
It is with that object that I rno\e the motion. 
I think the time has come when the m>1tter 
shoul<l be determined, and this is the proper 
method of taking notice of the subject. Umler 
>11l the circmnstmJCes, I think tlmt there >Lre "' 
number of men:bers >dw rlesire that the ques
tion should be settled. It was never intended 
that a member of this Council should haYe 
the right to t>1ke twelve months' le>1\-e of 
absence, and, lmving oLtained it, should also be 
able to be absent from the House two con
secutive sec;sions beAides. If any cow;iderable 
number of hon. gentlemen were to >1V>1il them· 
solves of that rear ling of the Constitution Act it is 
f]uite pr>ssible the result would be tlmt there 
would often be no quorum to uonduct the 
business of the country. It is easy to conceive 
of an hon. n1eni her being absent, according to 
that rea<ling of the Act, for four consecutive 
years-at >1ny r>1te, for three yem·s-it would >11l 
depend when se'Rions began >1nd when they 
ended. I think, therefore, it is desimble tlmt 
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the matter should be referred to His Excellency, 
who will, under clause 24 of the Con
etitution Act, relegate the matter to this 
House for its decision. Before sitting down 
I would like to refer to the circumstances in 
connection with the :1b:;ence of the Hon. Mr. 
Gibbon. Leave of absence was gmnted on the 
23rd December, 1882, and it was announced 
during the session of 1883, on the 2Gth June of 
that year. Therefore, since his leave of absence, 
the hon. gcn tleman has been 11bsent during the 
ser;.~ion-the short ~cssion~which began in June 
"'nd ended in July, 1883; the session which 
begm1 in l'\oven1ber, 1883, and ended in l\Iarch, 
18:>4; and the last se,sion. Practically, themfore, 
he has been absent four sessions. 
Ho:-~ounABLE ME}IBEns : K o ! 

The POSTMASTER- GENERAL : Three 
seseions. I contend that leave of absence should 
run concurrently with the two sessions referred 
to in the Act, and thnt is the point raised. I 
beg to rnove the n1otion standing in n1y narne. 

The HoN. F. T. GREGORY said: Hon. 
gentlemen, - The motion of the Postmaster
General is one which require,,, the careful con
sidemtion of all members of thie Council. 
If we carefully investigate the matter, and 
find distinctly that the meaning of the 
Constitution Act implies that the Hon. Mr. 
Gibbon has vacated his seat, there is no doubt 
that it will be our bounrlen duty to carry out the 
ohject of the motion. At the same time we must 
jealously guard the privileges of this House in 
every respect where there i' a risk, by any deci
sion con1e to, of in any way tresvassing on these 
privileges. No doubt it tnay be anextremeca~ei 
am putting; but should a memlJer obtain leave 
of alJsence for a single d><y of session No. 1 
as I will call it, for the sake of convenience, he 
would be absent for the whole of that session 
and the whole of another, and his seat would 
not be declared vacant until the commencement 
of a third-or 801118 tirne during thethird-se;,sion. 
On the contrary, there is this case-namely, the 
one before the Hmme. The Hon. :!Hr. Gibbon 
obtrtined leave of absence for twelve mouths, 
which expired on 23rd December, 1883; conse
quently the session which commenced on the 
7th Km·ember, 1883, covered a portion of 
his lmwe, inasmuch as from the 7th Novem
ber, 18R3, tn the 23rd December, his leave 
of absence actuallv wc1s then current. That 
absence, therefore, ~\'a~ cert:1inly not for a whole 
session. The ses"ion termin11ted on the Gth 
]\larch, 1884 ; therefore he had not been absent 
during that session withont leave. He had been 
absent part of it, but had leave for the remainder. 
The se,sion of 1884 commenced on the 8th ,T ulv 
r1nd terminated on the 23rd Decem her; that 
constituted a whole se>sion. The records of the 
1-fouf.!e do not show tha,t he was llresent during 
that whole se!lsion, but, in accordance with 
the 23rd section of the Comtitution Act, 
if he put in an appe~1,rance any tilne during the 
pre,ent session he will have complied with the 
conditions of the Constitution Act. \V e are not 
in a po,sition to say-whatever we uw .. y ,surrnise
that the hon. gentleman will not be here before 
the end of the session: consequently, it would be 
premature to ask His Excellency to bring to our 
notice the ahr:;ence of a rnmnber who, in accord
ance with my reading of the Constitution Act, 
has not been absent during the whole tinw per
mitted. As a matter of opinion, I strongly object 
to hon. :::nen1bers taking an undue a.dvarltage of 
the provi,ion made by the Act in reg·ard to 
absence, as it would be possible to be absent 
during long lJeriodH and not attend to the dntieH 
uf 1\t.rli<.truent. I arn not goin;; to cliscn~:::; any 
individual';; absence ur the question whether he 

has taken unfair advantage of the privilege, but 
will deal with the question as a constitutional 
one-as one of privilege-and I shall be sorry to 
see anything which would tend to infringe our 
privileges. I cannot see that the Postmaster
General has made ont a case to justify us in 
rer1uesting His Excellency to bring the question 
of a seat being vacated before us at the present 
time. 

The Ho:<. G. KING said : Hon. gentlemen,
I should like to know, mtd to htwe hon. members 
generally informed, wherein consist' the differ
ence between the present case and the case of the 
Hon. Dr. Mullen, which we 11djudicated upon 
two years ago. I think that case was brought 
forward when the Hon. l\Ir. l'Yiorehead was 
Postrnaster-Geneml, and the present case appears 
to be similar. I shall be glad if some hon. 
gentleman who knows the circumstances of the 
case would state whether there is any difference 
between one and the other. 

The HoN. T. L. l'YIURRA Y-PIUOR said: 
Hon. gentlemen,-As far as my recollection 
serves me the Hon. Dr. Mullen had actually 
been absent, without leave, two consecutive 
se,sions, whereas the Hon. iVIr. Gibbon has not. 
He had leave for part of a session, at all events, 
and having had that lerwe coul<l not have been 
absent without leave for that session. As far as 
the records of the House go, he was absent one 
session, and at the conclusion of this session, if 
he has not put in an appearance, his seat becomes 
vacant ; but if he were to return here the last day 
of the session he would he as much entitled to 
his seat as anyone present. Under the circum
stances, I agree with the Hon. Mr. Gregory that 
it would be better not to deal with the matter 
now. 

The HoN. P. MACPHERSON said: Hon. 
gentlemen,-! ha,ve no doubt whatever abvut 
the soundness of the conclusions arrived at by the 
Hon. l\ir. Gregoty. AR a. n1atter of law, in rny 
opinion, the seat of the Hon. Mr. Gibbon is not 
vacant for the reasons so well and pertinently 
put by the Hon. ::Ylr. Gregory. It is quite 
pos,;ihle the hon. gentleman may make his 
appearance here any day. He has been flitting 
about since lSGU, when the first record 
of his absence appears. I cannot congratulate 
him on the admit·able manner in which he 
has performed his duties as a legislator, but 
that has nothing to d<> with the question we are 
dealing with. which is an abstract point of law on 
which the Hon. J'\lr. Gibbon is entitled to the 
benefit of any doubt that may exiRt. I have no 
doubt, as I said before, that the Hon. Mr. 
G regory has the best of the argument, and I 
recommend the Postmaster-General to withdraw 
his motion. 

The HoN. \V. D. BOX said: Hon. gentle
men,-If the address sketched forth by the 
Postmaster-General could be presented to the 
Governor I should support him, because I think 
it would be om duty to appeal to His l'xcellency ; 
but, ltCcordiug to my reading of the Act, the 
Hon. Mr. Gibbon wa.~ absent part of one session 
and the whole of another, but that does not make 
him absent for two consecutive sessions. The case 
of the Hon. Mr. Mnllen was very different, as can 
be seen from the Reports of the Session, vol. 32, 
from which it appears that the Ho'l. Mr. MulleJt 
had been absent two whole sessions, and his 
seat was consequently declared vacant. There 
is a statement in the records of the House that 
the Hon. JY.Ir . .!Uullen did not attend for two 
consecutive ses,ions. I trust hon. gentlemen will 
nnt press the Hoube to address His Excellency 
on the subject, because I think if the Hon. 
.:VIr. Gibbon were to present himself at the bar 
of the House any time during the present 
session he would be entitled to take his seat. 
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The Ho:'!.:F.H.HARTsaid: Hon.gentlemen,
\Vith reference to the question askedlJythe Hon. 
J\!Ir. King, I may point out that when the Hon. 
l\rr. ::Yiullen went home he wont withont applying 
for any leave whatever. The Hon. JHr. :VIein, 
who was then Postmnster-General, state,] that 
he was in bad health and did not npply for leave 
of absence. He was absent for two whole 
sessions, consequently his seat was declared 
vacant. 

The Hox. A. C. GllEGOEY said: Hon. 
gentlemen,-I think if the Postmaster-Geneml 
would carefully look at the qnestion he 
would withdraw the motion, because to pass 
such a resolution woul<l be to actually go 
in the face of the records of this House, which 
show that the Hon. Mr. Gibbon had !Pave 
of absence during the session of 18'i3; therefore, 
though the session might have htsted a period 
after his leave exvired, he was not absent from 
the session in the terms of the Act. He was 
absent during the se,sion of 1884; therefore, at 
the end of that session he harl been ab,ent one 
entire session \Vithout leave. Now· we are in 
the session nf 1885, the second session the 
hon. member has not made his appearance, but 
this session is c·urrent, and until the last day 
shall arrive without the Jn·e,ence of the hon. 
member, he will not have remlered himself liable 
to removal under our Constitution Act. Should 
he not appear during this session his scat will, 
no doubt, be declared \'acant early in or during· 
the succeeding session. The thing is so sirnple 
and clear, that we should appear in a ridiculous 
light if we ·asked the Gm· ern or to re<juest us to 
appoint a select C•lmmittee to inqnire into that 
which we know will have to be decided in the 
negative. 

The POST;\fASTEU-GEXEHAL said: I do 
not think some hon. gentlemen quite apprehend 
the pmition I take up in this matter. Apart 
from the personal view I holcl, I shoulcl like the 
House to understand that this motion is a motion 
of the Government of the c1ay, ancl it is brought 
forward to determine \Yhat must be clone in onch 
cases. The contention has been that leave of 
absence is to he regarded as erJual to presence in 
this House, but I do not assent totha.t, and further
more, the treatment of this motion has been as if the 
question hac! been submitted to thie House hy the 
Governor, whereas it i;-; purely fonnal. It is not 
asking the Hom;e at the pre"ent moment to cl eter
mine whether the seatofthehon. memberi,; vacant 
or not; on the f'nntrary, it i.s complying: in the 
onlycourteou~;modebywhich we can approach the 
subject, with the 24th section of the Con,;titntion 
Act of 1867, which says that "any <juestion which 
shall arise shall be referred bv the Go.-ernor to the 
said Legislative CounciL" That is the only mode 
by which we can h:tYe the matter relegaterl to n,,, 
and that is what I am seeking. Several hon. 
gentlemen ::tre dealing with the matter "'' if the 
motion had reached the stage of having bt·•Jn 
forwarded to the Governor and sent back here, 
hut, it is quite poosible the Govemor might not 
send it here at all; if he do, it will be time 
enough to enterou thccluestion as to whether lea,·e 
of absence shall be considered eqnal to presence, 
or not ; but that point should not be considered 
at this juncture. I was glad to hear the 
Hon. :Mr. Box say that if the motion was in 
order he would support the proposal to submit 
the case to the Governor. I think it is highly 
desiral>le that we slwuld take action to determine 
what course shall be taken. I Imty state that a 
different opinion is held in several <1uarters to that 
held here by hon. gentlemen oppo~ite, and 
I think it is proper that this motion shonld 
nass to-day. I must intimate that, if n, diviRion 
ig necessary on the point, it will be taken ; and if 
a-:lverse, another course will, doubtlt>ss, have to be 
fallowed, which will be very incom enient. The 

course I have proposed is much to be prefel'J'cd. 
ThiR i:S the proper course to tnke, and un
doubtedly on that ground I a,k that the motion 

, should paR''· I did not for n moment anticipate 
1 that hon. gentlemen would deal with the motion 

as if it had been referred back to this Chamber 
for consideration, and I do not think the elements 
of ]eaYe of absm1ce should be discu.,sed at this 
moment. The <Jnection has arisen, and there 
is a difference of opinion, and all I ask is that 
it may be discussed in the proper quarter, aucl 
that is in this House at the proper time. 

'rhe HoN. A . • T. THYNXJ~ saicl: I did not 
intend to add anything to what has been said by 
hon. members on thifl subject, until I heard the 
second speech of the Postmaster-Genera!; but 
after the tone mid manner of that speech I can
not let the matter go by without saying some
thing on it. In the first place, in asking this 
House to bring this matter before His I<:xcellency 
the Governor, I think that the Postmaster
General ought to have pnt himself in a position 
to sathfy the general body of members of this 
Honse that there was some rpwstion worthy of 
consi<leration. It seems to me, after the explana
tion given by the Hon. J\Ir. -Gregory, that there 
can be no question whateYer for discussion. 
The hem. Postmaster-General has certainly not 
shown me that there is any point which 
is \vorthy ~.f our taking such a strong course 
as inviting His }:xcellency to take such steps as 
would lead to the vacation of the seat. I a:m 
nn willing to use strong lrtngu::tge, but it seems to 
me that the action proposed to be taken horders 
on the verge of ab,nrclity. The hon. the 
Postmaster-General said leave of absence does 
not count as if the n1mnber \Vero present ; 
well, if that is so, wha.t is the object 
of granting leave of absence? If Her Majesty 
the Queen or His }:xccllency the Governor 
has the power of giving a rnember leave 
of absence, what is the aJ vantage of it, unless 
he ca'1 absent himself for the time being? 
A member should certainly have the full 
benefit of his lcfL\'e of nbscnce, nnd I think it 
most unreas•maule to ask this House to settle the 
(1nestion whether a se~tt has becorr1e vacant, 
when it is shown that the Hon. Mr. Gibbon has 
not lleen absent for two whole sessions without 
lmtve. l•'or that reason I concur with what has 
l1eeu said by e•:ery hon. lllPnlber except the 
Postmaster-General, and I agree with the con
clusion th>tt there i.s really no question to submit 
to His :Excellency the Governor. 

The Hox .• J. TA YLOR said: It appears to me 
that a great fnt-J~ iH being 1nade ubout this seat ; 
there is n, regnlD.r stonn in a tea, pot, and I have no 
he8itation iu :,,aying that owing to the increased 
value of land in Queen street, and the general 
rise in corner allotments, we shall see the Hon. 
J\Ir. Gibbon lmck here during- the present session. 
I can see no necessity for the motion the hon. 
the PGsbnaHter-General has brougbt before the 
House. \Vhy is it necessary to get this man out 
of the House? 

The I'OST:\L\.S'l'J~R-GEKERAL: That is 
not the question. 

The Hox .• J. TAYLOH: It is the question-it 
is the question I intend to discuss. I believe the 
Government want to send another of their cla's 
into the House. I for one shall oppose this 
motion, and I think it is hrought forward with 
very bad taste on the part of the Government. 

The Hox. \V. FORH:EST sai<l: It was not 
my intention to speak after the Postmaster
Oeneral had repli~d, nor was I aware that that 
was the custom ; for my part I should luwe said 
nothing·, but that the hon. gentlenmn opened up 
fresh ground and introduced matter which he 
rlirl not refer to in his O]Jening speech. I will 
not go into the points which have been discussed 
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by hon. members already, but I woulrl draw 
attention to the extraordinary wording uf the 
re:-;ulution, which rnns aH follows:--

"'!'hat an ::ultlt\ ,;;she llrPSi~llte(l to His Ex cc llmwy the 
COYCl'llOl', hriH!.!;ing under l1is uotiec the fact that Uw 
Hononrablc J~unc~ Gi.hhon, a mcmlJcr of this Jlonse, i-.;; 
believed to 1mYc been absl-~llt from thiK Jion::;c for t\vo 
suecessive sr<~~ions ·without the l' ·rmis~ion of Het· 
:JiajC'\1\ty or of the Governor of the colony." 
I would point out to this House that this is not 
a bet; ; it is a fiction, to start with, and yet we 
are asked to ]Jresent an address to His 
:Excellency to conYey infonna.tion ·which we 
know is not true. vVImt are the facts? The 
records of the Hom;e show them plainly 
enough, and do not require any legal (;r 
other expbnation. If hon. memhe" would turn 
up the records of the House they woulcl find that 
on the 23rd September, lS.-;3, His J;:xcellency 
the Governor gase t"wcl Ye rnontlm' le::tYe r;f 
a;Jsence to the Hon. 1\lr. Gibbon. During that 
tnne there ·was n. ;:.:,hnl·t HC::<:..:ion and then~ wa;:; 
the beginning of ~tnother Ht~''ll"lion \Vhich tbe leave 
covered, and I Rny the hon. gentle1nan wa~ not 
absent two se.3sinns, but only one clcL1,r se:., ,ion. 
I quite agree with the l{on. J\Ir. Gregory 
th"t if !\h. Gibbon comes back he is entitled 
to take his se ,t. No far as the Hon. ::\Ir. 
Gibbon i,.; coucerned, I dwuld cheerfully 
vote that his sc~t br vaccmt. I h<ne not the 
plet.tsure of knov.'ing J\Ir. ''Corner _Allotrneut. ') I 
have never seen him that I know of, but after 
the sc1ndalous manner in which he ha.; e>·aded 
his duties he j,, deserving of no cousiderati()n. I 
an1 not considering hinr~I am considering· our 
Constitution ftnd con...,idering rny;:;elf ; for \V8 do 
not know \Yhose turn it 1nay he next. I arn 
si1nply going to oppo~e thi.; nwtion bec:111Re I 
co~1s_ider it ft11 infringen1eut of our rightH and 
priVIleges. A member "·ho is absent two whole 
sessions certainly forfeits his seat ; but the 
Hon. 1\Ir. Gibbon has n>lt been away two whole 
s~s:::;imu;, and the qum~tion, therefore, is not 
ready to be brought before the House. 

The Hox. vV. G RAI-IAl\1 sairl: Like my friend 
l\Ir. Forrest, I did not intend speaking'on thb 
subject until I heard the speech in reply from 
the Postmaster-Gene,·al. There are a few words 
in that speech that I would like to refer to. 
The Postmaster-General has referred to some 
mysterious cr>urse which would be pursund if the 
House refused to agree to the motion. Now. I 
would like to ask the hon. gentleman what 'be 
meant by that? I should be very glad to get 
some explanation. He d<•,criherl it as a course 
\vhich 1.vonld be a great ir1conveniencu, nnd I 
should like very much to know lrhat the incon
venience will be. I hope the step intended to be 
taken will not appttl ns altogether ; bnt, as the 
hon. gentleman made a threat, I think he ought 
to have a further right to n:ply i11 order that he 
may shadow forth what this enormons incon
venience is that ii3 going to happen. 

The POSTJ\L\.STER-GEXERA.I, said: Deal
ing with what fell from the Hon. ::\Ir. Thynne 
as to the inutility of this measme, I will g:i ve a 
case in point in regard to the des,imhility of a 
member of this House getting leave of absence. 
Suppose three sessions took plnce dnril1g twelve 
months : it is quite possible that an hon. 
gentlernan 'ivho de~,ired to visit any other 
part of the world, and who would Le away 
t\velve rnonths, might rnjs::; t\vo '"eh .;ions, 'ivhich 
possibly would take place within five months. 
vVcll, he woulrl in all prolx1Lility ask for ltJ.ve 
of absence for the full period he intended to 
be tt\vay; that leave of absence rnight cover 
any number of sessions within twelve months. 
vVith regctrd to what fell from the Hon. Nrr. 
Forrest, I think that his remrrrks as to the 
wording of the motion do not apply ; but 
as there seems to be disparity of opinion be-

tween us it is no use pursuing- the subject. 
Jlealing with what fell hom the Hon. lVIr. 
Gmhmn, I can only say that the words I believe 
my,;uH to have nmde use of were that this 
w;t:-:; the conrtoonR and proper course to take 
-the rno:-:t convenient cour.-;e-and it would 
Le cloubtles.; a matter of consideration as to 
what other course should be taken to bring the 
point to a decision if the House declined to 
adopt the motion. The matter cannot be 
nllowed tn lie; \Ve n1ust take smne 1nea.ns to 
determine whether leave of absence shall count 
as if a member were present; and I say distinctly 
that it is most inc,mvenient to this House anrl to 
every member of it not to have that matter 
definitely decided. Some hon. gentlemen have 
lost sight of this circumstance, and all I ask is 
th:tt the frmrml proceec1ings shrcll be com
menced, and that the r1uestion may he snb
rnittecl to this l{on~e for fnrther considcratinn. 
rl'hat i . ..;; the way to a.rri ve rLt a deci.;;;ion, rLnd 
wlmteve1· thn dcc:ision is it will be placed on the 
record; of the House and I shall be perfectly 
scttisf1ecl with it. I hope h<m. members will let 
the n1otinn go, because this appei\l'S to rne the 
nwst constitutional \Vay of arriving at a deciBion; 
aucl a decL.ion when 'u-rived at would be of the 
utmost Yctlue to this Chamber. 
. The PlU.:SIDE::\'1': Before putting the ques

tiOn I 1uay sa.y, as there nppears to be smne 
doubt on tbe part of hrm. members as to their 
right of speaking after the rnernber in charge of 
the motion has repliccd, that there is really 
no rule against it, anrl it is only ft matter of con~ 
venience that there should be no spenking after 
he has n~plie( t, unleRs he in1 ports into the 1natter 
sou:c new subject. There is no rule to prevent 
anyone who luts not spoken, speaking after the 
HH~!nbur has re1 Jlied. 

llnestion put, and the House divided :-
CoYl'E;'\T:s, 5. 

rrhc PostmastBr-CenPral, the Hons. \Y. Il. "\Vilson, 
\Y, I>c1tigrow, l~. II. Jlolberton, a.nd J. Svnlll. 

Xo~·-Q():\'l'.E:'I'l'S, 13. 

rl'lte Hons. A. lL Wilson, A .. J. 'l'bynne, .J. Taylor, "r· Grn.ham, P. '1'. Gregory, .:L C. Crcgory, \Y. l<'orrest, 
'1'. I~. _\Inrray-l'rior, .T. 0. ;)myth, VV. G. Power. G. King, 
l\ H. lla:·t, 1r. D. Box, 1'~. B. 1-'orrcst, aud A. Raft'. 

Question re.,,olved in the negative. 

nmSSAC:m FIWM THE LEGISLATIVJ~ 
ASSE:vLI3LY. 

The PHESIDENT announced the receipt of a 
mes,;agc from the Lc,-islative Assembly, for 
wardmg Appropriation Bill No. 1, 188,)-G. 

On the motion of the POST:\IASTER
G ERJ<:RAL, the Bill was read a first time, 
ordered to be printed, and the "econd reading 
made an Order of the Day for to-morrow. 

LEA V}t; OF ABSEl\CE TO l\-IE:VIBER. 
The Hox. A . • T. THYNNE: I beg to move 

that leave of absence Le granted to the Hon 
\V. H. \Valsh for the remainder of the session. 

The PHESIDEN'l': You must give notice. 
The Hox. A. ,T, THYNNE :I understood that 

it was not usuttl to reCJ.uire notice. 
The PRESIDENT: Give notice for to-morrow 

RABBIT BILL-THIRD READING. 
On the rnotion of the I'OSTi\IASTER

GENEHAL, this Bill was read a third time, 
passed, and ordered to he tmnsmitted to the 
Legislatil·e A,,embly for their concurrence, by 
rnes:;~age in the usual fonn. 

:\IKiim:RS EXPENSES BILL-SECOND 
READING. 

The POST:\IASTER-GENERAL said: Hon. 
gentleJnen,~In n1oving the second reading of 
this Bill I do not propose to go over much 
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ground in relation to the general question. The 
subject-matter of the Bill has been debated on 
numerous previous occasions in this House, 
and every member is fully aw[u·c that it 
is a subject in which the various constituencies 
of the colony have taken a deep aml active 
interest for many years. Indeed, I find within 
my own recollection that the matter wa" in 
active discussion as early as 1863-4-.1 ; and since 
the Bill passed the other House recently I have 
given a little attention to the matter with a 
view to making a synopsis of the different pro
ceedings which have taken place in the other 
Chamber in relation to this question, and how 
such a Bill has been treated by this House 
on former occasions. As early as 18GO, when 
the present Chief Justice, Sir Charles Lilley, 
was a candidate for Fortitude Valley, he 
strongly advocated what was then termed pay
ment of members, and he was the succes,fnl 
candidate. Subsequent to his entering the 
Assembly, on numerous occasions he took every 
opportunity as a leading colonist, high in the 
political world, to advocate the principle that 
members of the Assembly should receive some com
pensation for attending to their legislative clnties 
as well as expenses incidental to their remaining 
in Brisbane from time to time. The first occasion 
on which Sir Charles Lilley had an opportunity 
of practically putting his views before Parliament 
was in 1872, when by a series of resolutions the 
principle was affirmed in a House of 32 by a 
division of 1G to 11. The following year, 1873, 
Mr. Graham, then representing Clermont, a 
supporter of the Government, :md afterwards a 
member of the Government, introduced a series 
of resolutions on the same subject, which 
were affirmed. They were practically to 
the effect that £150 should be the an1ount 
of expenses paid, exclusive of 1s. 6d. mileage 
and the passage money between any portion 
of the colony and Brisbane. On that occasion 
the resolutions were carried by :3 to 2. Subse
quently a Bill was brought in founded on the 
resolutions, and was passed by the Assembly but 
not by the Council. On that occasion, as show
ing the kind of support the payment of expenses 
received, I would respectfully allude to the fact 
that the late Sir Joshua Peter Bell, Sir Arthur 
Palmer, and others voted for rtlsolution (a), which 
confined the payment of expenses to £150 
per annun1, excluding mileage and passnge 
money. There were three resolutions, (n), 
(b), and (c). In 1S74, following the general 
election of 1873, a new Government was 
formed, of which Mr. l>lacalister w:1s Premier. 
He likewise brought in a Bill founded on the 
resolutions affirmed by previous Parliaments on 
the same subject; and the introduction of this 
Bill should be regarded as of higher value 
because it was practically the outcome of a test 
question during the elections of 1873. In April, 
1874, the second reading of a Bill similar to that 
now before the House was carried by a majority 
of 29 to 7. I would also observe that in 1873 the 
following gentlemen voted for Mr. Graham's 
resolutions :-Sir T. l'IIcilwraith, Messrs. More
ton, l'!Iacrossan, Malbon Thompson, Buzacott, 
De Satg·e, Fitzgerald, and Ivory. That Bill did 
not pass this House. In 1875 the then Colonial 
Secretary (Mr. Macalister) brought in a Bill to 
provide members with compensation for tlwir 
services in attending Parliament and travelling 
expenses, and the second reading was passed 
without division, thus .'Showing the ripene:::;s 
of the question and the unanimity of that 
Chamber on the subject. That Bill was 
again rejected by the Council. In September, 
187G, the Bill again passed the Assembly with
out division, and was again rejected by the 
Council. Last year a Members Expenses Bill, 
similar in all respects to this, was passed 

in the Assembly by a majority of 29 
to 8. The Bill now before the House 
was carrier! through the Assembly by a 
majority of 22 to 13. That is to be accounted 
for hy the fact that the ~;econd rmtding came 
on at a much P trlier hour than was anticipated 
by the members of that Chamber. As showing 
the opinion of the Assembly on the subject, I may 
mention that when the Bill came into com
n1ittce, the principa1 clause, \vhich refm·s to pay
Jnent, ,.Yas carried (H1 diviRion by a n1ajol'ity 
of 25 to 7, and that in a thin House. 
I trust hon. m em hers will note the facts I ha Ye 
narrated. I think they bear strongly on the 
question, as it affects the colony as a whole; and 
it is with some pleasure that I can refer to other 
countries in the world where payment of mem
bers exists. No one can deny that some of the 
best-governed countrie:.:; are countries where pay
ment of members subsists. Canada, e.u., pays its 
n1e1nberH, I think-speaking fronJ rnernory-8 
or 10 dollars per day, and the total sum does not 
exceed during one se,sion 1,000 <lollars. If a 
member be absent the same sum per diem is 
deducted for hi~; ab:;ence. \Vith respect to 
Queensland, I think I have a pretty con,,idemble 
knowledge of it, and what the burden is to rnem
bers of the LegislatiYe Assembly travelling to 
and fton1 their conHtituencies, and the nun1eronR 
expenses incurred while in Brisbane and away 
from the scene of their labours ; and I 
have no doubt it is highly desirable in this enor
mous territory to recompense members for their 
actual cash outlay in connection with the per
formance of their duties as members of the 
Legislative Assembly. I believe that the result 
of payment of expenses will be an enormous 
advantage in this way: that it will bring out 
candidates for constituencies who are at 
present unable to bee~r the expense of resi
dence in Brh;bane during the se:-3sion. It is 
always desimblc to have local representation, if 
po.,sible, in the Assembly, and there are many 
first-class men who are debarred by the heavy 
expense attaching to their presence in Brisl1ane 
from becoming members of the Assembly. 
\Vith reference to what may be termed pay
ment of members, I am stoutly opposed to 
allowing a salary of £400, £500, or £GOO 
a year, irreilpective of attendance in Parliament. 
If our colony had the same facilities as Vic
toria, where n1en1bers of Parlia1nent can g·et 
to the capital by railways from almost every 
direction, we should be in a different position. 
Our territory is very different, however, and I 
think, in view of the pregnant fact that the 
constituencies have for a large number of years 
affirmed their wish to have their members com
pensated for their outlay, it is highly desirable 
that this Chamber should give the matter their 
best attention. That is what I seek, and I 
hope in the discussion on the subject regard 
will be had to the many difficulties that are 
attached to the bringing about of faithful and 
true representation of the different districts 
of the colony. This Bill does not give facilities 
to those who may wish to make a trade of 
politics getting into the House, because it 
does not propose to give a yearly salary to 
be paid by means of a cheque every month 
or every quarter. The sum is limited, and 
measured by the daily attendance in Parliament. 
If it be a long ceRsion, and most of the 
sessions for smne :~~~ars past have been long, the 
total" mount received will not be large, bnt it 
will be sufficient to prevent many good and 
true men being· placed at a cli~advantage in 
attending to the lmsiness of their country. I 
hope therefore that hon. gentlemen will give the 
matter their best consideration, and that it 
will be discussed purely on its merits, anrl 
having due regard to the past, and how their 
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decision would affect what appears, without a 
shadow of doubt, to be the unanimous wish of 
the different constituencies in this land. I lJeg to 
move the second reading of the Bill. 

The HoN. T. L. i\lURRA V-PRIOR s<>id: 
Hon. 'l'entlemen,-\Vhat the hon. the Post
master-General has said was, I think, put before 
the House in a very lame manner; and I join 
issue with him in the first place as to the wishes 
of the memlJer,; representing their constituencies 
in another place. The hon. gentlenum said thfLt 
in 1872 there was a majority of lG to 11 in 
favour of the resolutions. That was not such a 
large majority. In the next year there was a 
majority of 3 to 2, but that after all was not 
so large a majority either. No doubt it "fter
wards obtained more favour in the sight of the 
representatives of the people, for there was 
on anothm· occasion a majority of 2\J to 7. 
The hon. gentlernan gn,ve the nan1es of seYernl 
mernbers who voted on that occ~tsion, Nhuwing 
that they agreo<l with the principle; hut l look 
uvnn 'vhat the hon. gentleman said a:-; n1ost 
against the 13ill, and showing that the opinionf.: of 
the people and members have altered when wefiiHl 
such a gcntlcn1<Ul aH Sir T. ~Icilwra,ith, who i-; 
said to have <vlvocate<l payment of members, after 
great experience going ~tgain~t it. Several other 
gentlernen \vhon1 the Postnlat:iter~General rnen
tioned have come to the same conclusion. The 
last division in another pbce was 22 to 
13 in 1885. How very different must h<wc 
been the opinion of the members there when that 
division \Vas recorded! The hon. gentlmnan has 
given a very htme excu~e for the absence of 
several members, but I must say that it sh,nvs 
great want of tact, to say the lea~t, not to have had 
all their force,, present on an occasion which thev 
considered of such iwportance. The hon. gentle
man also says he h;cs found during his travel, 
that the whole of the community are in favor of 
]Jayment uf members. I join issue with him 
there. 

'rho POSTMASTER-GE:'-rERAL: This is a 
Members Expenses })ill. 

The HoN. T. L. MURRAY-PRIOR: The 
Members Expense,; Bill is indeed payment of 
members; it is nothiug else; and to take up the 
hon. gentleman's word8, \vhich I was very please(\ 
tu hear, when he said he would not advocate 
payment of members but on]~' members' ex
penses, I say tlmt this Bill is the payment of 
members, and th»t if this Bill is p<tssed the thin 
end of the wedge will be so driven in that 
members will soon be paid the sarne a,; 
they are in Victoria, and receive their money 
f[Uarterly or monthly by vouchers-a system 
to which the h(m. gentleman and, J be
lieve, the Premier, are very much O]Jposed. 
After all, it is only a matter of opinion aml fa,ct, 
and until we know that the country is in bvour 
of payment of members, the constituencies must 
be apt•ealed to on the question. No doubt the 
Postmaster-General will say the constituencies 
were appealed to during the last election, but I 
totally deny it. rerhaps a body of men calling 
themselves a Liberal Association went on a 
certain ticket-no land-grant raihvays, no coolies, 
and payment of members; but the two former 
completely threw the latter into insignifi
cance, for many who were opposed to land
grant railways \Vere opposed to payntent 
of members also. And I tell you candidly, 
hon. gentlemen, th:~t I was oplll"ed to 
htnd-grant railways, and I am also opposed 
to payment of member,; and alway" have be<m. 
I think the Council acted wisely in throwing out 
thih Bill on former occasions, anrl I believe that 
before long there will be very few in the colony 
who will advocate payment of members. J<:x
perience will teach people, as it has taught men 

hi!jh, in the political world, to change their 
opuuon. '\Vhen there is a general expression of 
opinion from the people that they wish for 
payment of memllers, then I think it will 
be time enough for this Council to judge 
whether it will be right to oppose the 
determined will of the people. Under those 
circumiltances matters might be different. I 
think I have answered the Postmaster-General 
so far. If we turn to the 4th clause of the Bill 
we find that it s:tys :-

" Xothing in this Act shall be construed to make the 
Offif'e of mcmbm· of the Legislative Assembly rm oflice of 
profH, or otherwise to atfect the capa<\iiy of any member 
to >::Jit. and vote in Parliament." 

The very fact of this clause being inserted 
proves to my mind that the hon. gentleman who 
framed this Bill had very grave doubts whether 
any 1nmnbcr receiving payrnent would not 
forfeit his seat, and I have no hesitation 
in saying that if the Bill passed without 
that clause, m· without amending the Con
stitution Act, any member who received pay· 
ment would lose his seat. \Ve have, on several 
occasions, found such Bills passed in another 
pbce, but, if I remember rightly, those Bills 
always dealt with a future session, whereas 
the prc·sent B1ll does not deal with a future SPS· 

sion, hut with the present session, and not only 
that, lJnt it is actually retrospective. I also 
que.,tion "·hether by the Constitution Act any 
member,; being- pecuniadly interested in the 
matter ha Ye any right to vote. \Vith that C[Ues
tion however, we have little to do in this Cham
ber, but I bring it fonv>ud to show how the 
Bill has come before ns, and in reg-ard to the 
rtuestion of interest I will quote from" J\fay" :-

"In 1796 ~L general rcf:.olntion was proposed in the 
I.Jonls. 'That no veers slutll vote who are interested in a 
question,' but it ''as nqt adopted. It is presumed, ho·w
ever. that snelt n ret-·olution was deemed nnneces~nry; 
and that it was held that the personal honour of a peer 
will }ll'~''\.'C'Ut him from f•Jl'\\Ul'ding his own pecuniary 
interc>5t by his vote-., in Parliament." 
Therefore they have nothing in their Constitution 
in regm·d to the interest of a peer-the honour 
of a peer is undoubted. "~lay" further Sa} s :--

" In the Commons it is a distiuct rnle that no mem
ber who ha::> ~ direct pecnnitu·.r intere'i\t in a question 
shall l)e nllmvefl to yote npon it; but, in order to 
operate as a di~illUtlification. thh; in tcrest must lJe 
illullc<liato and Jler...amal, and uot merely of a general 
or remote dr-.:.cription," 
Now can the l'o<.tmaster-General say for one 
moment that where any member actually re
cci_yes 1noney, whether for rnoney expended or 
not, he is not pecuniarily intere"ted? I think he 
is. It is also to be remembered that the member.~ 
of the As,embly h1we the custody of the public 
purse, but they are actually voting money .out of 
that purse for themselves. I am not gomg to 
bring forward as a great argtnnent the amount 
of money that will be spent, because that is 
comparatively a mere trifle. On principle, I 
entirely rli,;agree with the hon. gentleman that 
it would bring forward a hetter class of members 
-the small sums of money that would be paid 
tn them by this Bill. The nature of man i~ to 
be ambitious-to excel his fellow,.,, If we go to 
municipalities there is no want of aldermen, who 
act withont payment. It is the ambition of 
another class to become nmgistrates. They use 
all rnanner of influence, as the Postinaster
Geneml and those who have been in the Govern
ment know, to obtain the position, and they 
perform the duties connected with the mag-is
tracy for nothing. \V e have had a Parliament 
since 18GO, and no members have been paid, yet 
there has never been a dearth of members. I 
will allow that the colony is large, and that, in 
the North, there must be a difficulty at times in 
obtaining a local member, but I do not think 
that any local member who, merely on the 
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payment of such a paltry sum, would be 
induced to become a candidate is fit to become 
a member of Parliament. I cannot help 
thinking that any man who wishes to be 
a member of Parliament should be sufficiently 
independent, at all events, to be able to live ; 
and I think that payment of members, instead of 
bringing forward a better set of men than we 
have now, would bring a far \Vorse set of rnen. 
I need not go any further into the mo.tter ; in a 
few words I have tried to explain what I think. 
It has been my fate, somehow, to move an 
amendment to the motion for the second reading 
of the Bill brought forward for the payment of 
members on several other occasions, and if, as is 
most probable, other Bills of the same sort should 
come before us, unless with the decided approval 
ofthepeopleofthis country, when perhaps I should 
be ready to give up my private opinion, I shitll be 
ready at any time to propose another amendment. 
I would remind the hon. gentleman representing 
the Ministry in this Chamber that there is a 
report, which I ha VQ reason to believe is not 
incorrect, to the effect that in the event of this 
Bill being thrown out the money will be placed 
on the Estimates. If tlmt should be the case, 
and this Bill meets its usuo.l fate in the Council, 
hon. members will see that if these aggressive 
measures are attempted it will be the duty 
not only of members who now oppose the Bill, 
hut of every hon. member who has a seat in this 
House, to assert and gum·d the privileges which 
we have under the Constitution. ·without taking 
up any nwre time, I beg to u1ove, as an ainend
ment, that the word "now" bo struck out, with 
the view of adding the words "this day six 
111onths." 

Question-That the word proposed to be 
omitted stand part of the question. 

The HoN. F. T. GREGORY: I was sincerely 
in hopes that we should have heard an expression 
of opinion from the other side of this House, in 
addition to what we have heard from the Post
master-General, and I think hon. gentlemen 
opposite are scarcely doing justice to the leader 
of the House in leaving him to stand alone in 
the face of a considerable majority o.gainst this 
Bill. It would have been very much more 
straightforward of hon. gentlemen, even if they 
differed from the Postmaster-General, to have 
expressed their opinion fairly and fully, either 
in favour or against the Bill. · I have no 
intention of dealing with the subject at grettt 
length-this is not the first, or second, or third 
time that we have had such a measure as this 
before us-but I will carefully and logically take 
up what I conceive to be the arguments which 
have been adduced by the Postmaster-General 
in support of the Bill and also those argu
ments which I think are strongest and most 
powerful against it. In the first instance, 
the arguments advanced in general have 
been of this character-and it has been 
reiterated over and over again by the other 
branch of the Legislature-that it is desirable 
they should receive emolument for their services 
on the principle that the labourer is worthy of 
his hire. That expression has been made use of 
more than once. I can remember it having been 
n~ed ten years ago, when this question was before 
the House. But I can show that the argument is 
totally without any logical ground. The labourer 
is worthy of his hire when he is compelled to 
labour to earn his livelihood, but I defy any 
hon. member to prove that any one of the 
members of the other House are compelled to 
give their services t::J the country. There is not 
only no compulsion, but experience proves that 
men are eager to grasp the opportunity of r:ain
ing a seat in the legislature of the country-they 
are proud, and justly so, of acquiring a position 

in the I,egislature, and of being elected by 
their fellow-electors to represent their fellow
countrymen. "\Ve find that that has ttlways 
been the case, and that hitherto there has neYer 
lJeen any scm·city of members to represent 
the electorates, but on the contrary there has 
been a scramble to try to gain the honour of it 
seat. \Vhy, then, should the Government now 
come forw~<trd and offer a bribe to inferior men to 
try and secnre se;cts in the representative branch 
of the Leg·islature? :iVIen of the class who would 
try to gain a seat in Parliament, for the sake of this 
paltry £200 a year, are not worthy of being repre
sentatives of the people, in my opinion, and there 
is no douht that the result of payment of members 
would be that we would get an inferior class of 
men tho.n those who at present represent the 
country. Another argument advanced by the 
Postmaster-Genero.l is, that constituencies are in 
favour of payment of members. I utterly deny 
that. I think I am as well posted up in the 
wi:;hes of the people of this country as the 
J?ost1uaster- General, and, withont arrogating 
to myself any special lmowleclge, I can 
assure hon. gentlemen that I have made it 
my husines:; for many years past to con
sult all classes of the cnnstituencies on this 
question, both in public and in private. At 
large meetin:;s I have put the question, and I 
have been over and over again told that the 
people do not desire the payment of members of 
Parliament, anrl that they highly approve of the 
action of this House in throwing- out the measure 
for that purpose, whenever it was introduced. 
The few other arguments which have been brought 
in RUPJ 1ort of the 1nea.~~ure are very puerile, 
and the greater number of them have been 
demolished on previous occasions. I shall now, 
therefore, refer to what I conceive to be the 
strongest arguments why such a Bill should not 
become law. In the first place, if this measure 
pas,.,ed, it would be v·ery inequitable in its opera
tions. The members who constitute the other 
branch of the Legislature represent constituencies 
thnt are scattered, of course, over a large amount 
of territory; but I have taken the trouble to see, 
relatively, what members would be really deserv
ing of any consideration. I find that taking the 
metropolitan circuit, that is to say, taking the 
members who represent constituencies in and 
about Brisbane, and who live at such a dis
tance from their duties here that they would be 
able to return to their homes every night, that 
about one-third of the entire number of members 
in the lower branch of the Legislature are in 
that position, and consef[uently are no more 
entitled to consideration in any shape or way 
than for merely attending· to the functions 
connected with any other institution in Bris
bane. Another third consist of those who come 
from one central point, and who would certainly 
have to travel some little distance to attend 
to their duties. They, however, are within 
reach of railways and steamers, and conse
quently it is more a matter of time than 
expenditure with them. The remaining third, 
if we are to admit the principle of pay
ment of members at all, are the only ones who, 
in my opinion, are worthy of any consideration. 
The proposed arrangement, therefore, would not, 
I consider, be in any way equitable, supposing it 
was admissible, as the members of the metro
politan circuit would not be entitled to more than 
one-fifth of the remnne1ation of those coming 
from the outside and Northern districts. It ha8 
been said over and over again that payment of 
members would very much increa,e the number 
of randidates who would offer them,;elvco< 
at an election. I acknowledge that ; but 
I must also point out that it would v-ery 
much increase the evils of corruption and 
bribery ; and a class of people wm1ld be created 
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who would mn.kc it their business to get an 
inferior class of men into Parliament, who 
would be open to receive considemtinn for their 
service8. ~I ore than one hon. 1118111 her of the 
other branch of the Legislature h:ts not hesitr,ted 
to s:ty that the cost of his election lms been con
sidembly more tlmn the £:lOO per ses;;ion which 
it is proposcrl to grant, and that shO\YS very 
clearlv that even when there is no immediate 
ho]Je ·or prospect of t1cquiring emolument, still 
men t1re found who t1re prepm·ed to expend 
that sum upon their election in order to gain 
the privilege of representing their fellow
colonists. Can we in the face of that sny that it 
is necessn.ry to subsitlise members in ordel' that 
suitable pei·sons may be found to oc,~upy set1ts in 
the Hom.e? I need hardly enlarge upon the 
clemomlising effect that this principle would 
have, except to say that in a House cmnposed of 
members who are paid for their services, there 
will t1lways be found n servile majmity to 
support nny llfinistry, even nlthongh they ht1ve 
lost confidence in them. In Victorit1 this has been 
the case beyond question. I hfwe spent very many 
months in that colony, t1nd have cliscus·oed this 
qne,tion with '111 cbssc' of the community, and 
the majority of them affirm that payment of mem
bers has been "' failure. I move on now to 
nnother important poiHt, t1ud thnt is that the 
<juestion has ret1lly never been put, to the con
stituencies of the colony. There mny he 
individual ca:-;ed where the constituencie"'i 
have been asked the question whether they 
·were in favour of payn1ent of r11e1nberti ; 
but it has nevm· been put in t1ny substantial 
way so tlmt the electors could give "' vote 
in favour of or against the proposition. 
l~urther, I can nrge the fint1ncial view of the 
question. The amount proposed to be expende<l, 
it is said, is only n.bout .£10,000 a ye:tr; but any 
hon. gentleman who has tt1ken the trouble to 
wcttch the progre''·' of the colony, the present 
condition of its fint1nces, and its probable 
needs, n1ust adn1it that we a.re not in a position 
to throw money away. There t1re innumerable 
public works, such "'"roads and bridges, which 
rer1nire all our means to maintain. Are we then 
going to take £10,000 a year from the consolidated 
rev en ne to pay nwn1bers, \V hen there i:-; no SIJrt of 
requirement for it, and when there are t!O rnany 
demands upon the public funds? Ten thousand 
pounds a year expended upon the public hospi
tt1ls of the colony alone, I venture to st1y, would 
meet with the approv,tl of the tt1xpayer., of the 
colony very n1uch sooner than if the saute an1ount 
should be divided amongst members of Parlia
ment; and I doubt whether, if the question Wt1S put 
to the electors whether they would expend thnt 
.£10,000 upon the hoopitals or members of Parlia
ment, the vote would not be five to one in favour of 
subsidising those importn.nt institutions. I know 
that the Postmaster-General has t1ssertecl tht1t 
the constituencies t1re in ft1 vom· of this principle, 
but I simply deny that; t1ncl therefore, as we 
differ in opinion, and as I am willing to concede 
that the hon. gentleman has equal capacity with 
myself to form a judgment, I agree to differ. 
But I cannot help saying· tlmt I think he is 
egregiously 1nistaken in his estirnate of the 
wishes of the constituencies. I would therefore 
suggest that before any attempt is made by his 
Government, or by any other Government, to 
fome upon the country an expenditure of £10,000 
for the payment of members, some nwms 'lwnld 
be bken by which the constituencies should be 
absolutely· tested, mtd by which an exact 
opinion rnay be arrived at. I would sugbe,'o t that 
at the next general election the question might 
be printell upon the voting--paper:.; ' 1 Payn1ent or 
non-paynwnt of 1nen1bcrs," and let elcctorR erase 
whichever one of those they pleaRe, just as they 
erase the nt1mes of different candidntes at the 

present time. That wonld make it patent to t1ll 
of us whether the people were really in favour or 
opposecl to "'eh n scheme as this ; t1nd the;re is not 
a, ;.;hado\v of doubt in 1uy n1ind that if tln;c; course 
\V::tR vnrtinec1 we should {ind there would be no 
desire to hnYe thi,; t1dditional burden placed on 
the shouldr-1~" of the people. I therefore feel it 
my duty, on behalf of the taxpay~rs of Queens
hncl, to oppose this measure unttl I find what 
theit· opinions re:tlly are. 

'The Hox. IV. H. \VILSON said : Being of a 
retiring disposiJ:,ion I did not think it bec;nne n1e, 
n.s a r{ew member of the House, to follow the 
lmtdcr of tl1e Opposition, and I waited for a few 
1n01nentR to Hee whether an older n10n1ber \vould 
take that plr,ce. I certainly did not intend that the 
debate on the second rearling should close without 
;:;;aying smnething in fa vonr of thi . .;; n1~asure. 
I intend to vote for the second readmg of 
the Bill, allll therefore I wish to gi,,e n few 
reasons f,n· doing· so. The Hon. :VIr. ~Iurray
Prior semnc•l tP ·think thn.: this is rr'ally a l'ny
ment of l'IIember,; Bill. I must differ fmm the 
hon. gentlenmn on tlmt subject, bccnu.% I think 
there is a very grect,t distinction bet\veen th8'two. 
Thi'" Bill is "' Bill to recoup the expenses of 
n1ernbers of Pa .. rlia.1nent in some degree for the 
great e_xpenNo whieh they incur in per£o:·1ning 'v~utt 
I consHler very onerous and rt>·:ponsihle dnbo.~. 
\V e all know· very well what these dutie'< n.re, 
and the grc .t c.x'pcnrJe invoh eel in perfonning 
them. Therefore, I consider that this is merely 
"' :'lie m bers Expenses Bill, mtcl not a Bill for the 
payment of mewberil t1t nil. The Hon. 1\_I r. 
l'IIurra.y-Prior also s:cid tht1t at the last electwn 
the <ruestion did nut come befilrc the electors, and 
I think that the Hon. :'llr. Gregory reitemterl tl.mt 
argun1ent. ?\ow, altho11gh it \\ a.s not a burning 
rpll"tion at the last election, still it wa;; a very 
important 111inor qnestion. It \1/aH well dmcus!::ied 
at most of the meeting,s thnt were helcl all 
over the country, and I know that the question 
was frequently put from the body of the hall as 
to whether a c:1nrliclnte was in favour of payment 
of 1nmnbers or not, so that the question\\ as really 
before the country. I look upon the passing of 
this Bill as t1n act of simple jnstice to the members 
of the other House, especi<tlly to conntry mem
bers, becttll"' if t.hey are paid their expenses I am 
certain that local representation will be very 
much better obtained them under the present 
system. I think tlmt the present stt1te of things 
strikes at a vital point of our Oonstitut!on. T!w 
people :tre supposed to be repre,ented m Parlia
ment, and if they t1re not ade<]JUttely represen.ted, 
wlmt becomes of the princivle of representatiOn? 
I do not think tlmt the people of this colony n.re 
adequately represente<l, because constituencies 
cannot finrl suit:tble men who can t1fford to leave 
their ordinary bu;;iness and n.l~o p:ty their own 
ex)Jenses. l\:bny capable men, if they knew they 
would be p:tid their expenscc<, woulrl consent to 
become cn.ndidates. and in this way locnl repre
sent>ttion would be secured ; as an illustmtion 
of this, hon. gentlemen will re'.:oll.ect, I 
dare say, a circumstance connected wtth the 
Kennecly election which took place some yet1rs 
ago. The people ofthat electorate could not Fecure 
a representn.ti ve of any kind, so they elected the 
Right Hon. John Bright. In tht1t cn.se it ;vas 
perfectly impossible to get a repre;;ent.attve. 
lVInny of the Northern and \Vestern constituen
cies h:tve been compelled to eleet J3risbn.ne men 
as their representatives. In fact, that has been 
done in quit" nnumherof cases, and I think on that 
account the Bill Rhoulcl receive 1-mpport, as it will 
enable constituencim; to obtain loc.J.llnl~n as their 
representatives. If thio object is accomplished 
it will be of gn,at benefit to the colony. Another 
point in favour of the Bill is that pt1yment of 
expenses will tend to the more regular attend
ance of members in their places. That is another 
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object which it is very desirable to obtain, and I 
fancy that that will be the case if members are 
paid their expenses. If they received some 
emolument they would cnnsiller that they 
were more responsible to their constituents 
than they would be if they were not l'aid. 
It is well known that payment of member,; 
existed in the House of Cmn1nons since its 
creation until about the 17th century. Pepys, 
in his diary, refers to this pertinently. He says 
on elate, l\Iarch 30, 1GG8-

'' At Uinncr we had a. groat deal of 600d clisconrse 
about Parliament, their number being uneertain, and 
al\vays at the ·will of the King to i.nerea:;:e af; he saw 
l'eason to erect a now borough. But all con0lnded that 
the bane of the Parliam€nt hath bh·n the lcaYing otf 
the old custom of the )}laces, allowing wages to those 'that 
served them in Parliament., 1w whif'h they chose lllCll 
that nn(lerstood. their btlsi.nc::.:S and wonlc(attcn(l to it, 
and they could expect an :wconnt fl'om, which now 
the~· cannot; and &D the Pm·liament iB bcromc n rom
WL11.Y of men nnahle to .dve account for the intcri'~t of 
the plaN\ they SCl'Ye for." 

That is in support of the argument I hfl.ve 
advanced. I also wish to refer to those countries 
which adopt the principle of payment of 
Iumnber.s. In Belgiun1 metnbet·>, not residing in 
town re.ceive sixteen guineas per nvmth during
the sessron. In Denmark the members of the 
Up],er and Lower Houses receive payment for 
their scrvic<'S. In }'ranee 'enators and deputies 
receive-deputies 9,000 francs, and senator,, 
15,000francs a vear. In Prussia members of both 
chambers receive travelling expenses 'end diet 
money from the State, according to a scale fixed 
by law, amountingto£1 per day; refusalofthesame 
is not allowed. In Saxony a salary is attached 
to the performance of the legislative functions, 
the members of both Houses being allowed 12s. 
per rlay during the sittings of Parliament, with 
journey money. In Greece the deputies are 
paid £72 each per session and an extra £52 each 
for an extra session. In Italy neither senators 
nor deputies rcc<:ive any snlary or other other 
indemnity, but are allowed to travel free throngh
ont Italy by rail or by steamer. That is an im
portant item in this colony. In the Nether lands 
members of the second eh am her receive an annual 
allowance of 2,000 guilders, or £1GG, besides 
travelling expenses. In Portngnl each deputy 
has a remuneration of about 10s. a day during 
the session. In Roumania both senators and 
deputies receive a small daily payment during 
the seHsion. In Sweden meml:m·s obtain salaries 
for their service•. at the rate of £G7 in each 
session of fot~r months, besides travelling ex
penses. In l'\ orway members of the Storthing 
have an allowance of 12 krunor a day, besides 
travelling expenses. In Switzerland members 
of the Federal Council receive £480 per 
annum. In the Argentine Republic member« 
of both the Senate and the House of Deputies 
are paid for their services, each receiving £700 
per annum. In Brazil I find that the senators 
receive a salary of £!lOO each session. The Senate 
has 58 members, and the 122 members of the 
House of Deputies receive £GOO each se,,ion, 
besides travelling expenses. In Canada, which 
I think has already been referred to by the 
Postmaster·General, I may mention that the 
House of Commons there consists of 213members, 
each of whom receiv~-; 10 dollars a clay up to 
the end of thirty dflys, an cl for a se,.Hion hwting 
longer than that period the sum of 1,000 dollars, 
with, in every case, 10 cents per mile for travelling 
expenses, tlw sum of S dolhrR per <liem being
deducted for every day's absence of a member 
unless the same is caused by illness. There ie 
the same allow:wce for the me m hers of the 
Senate of thG Dominion. In Hnyti, formerly a 
l<'rench colony, but now a republic, members of 
both Houses are paid during the session. In 
Mexico members of both Houses receive salaries 

of 3,000 dollars a year. In America I understand 
there are 401n1cn1ber.-;of Congress, and they receive 
5,000 dollar~ rwr annun1 each~which arn~mnt:-;, 
I think, to .£1,04~ l:k 4d.-am1 their travelling 
expenf:le:-;. In the Orange l,~reo States 1nernberr; 
of the Assembly, or VolkRm:"l, 5:1 in nmn
ber, receive £2 per day each. In New Zea
laml members of both Houses receive £142 each, 
for e ·ery se~sinn; and in Victoria 1nernbers of 
both Houses receive £300 per annum each. 

The Hox. IV. FORREST: Ko; the members 
of the Upper House do not receive it. 

The Hox. IV. H. IVILSO'N: I think they do. 
IVhat I have read upon the subject simply 
shows me tint in most countrie< the universal 
practice appems to be payment of members, and 
I think that we are not introdncin[( anything very 
stt·ange or novel if we pass a Bill for the payment 
of members' expenses. I consider that if the Bill 
pass, the electors will prob:tbly see that they get 
gonc1 valne for their n1oney. Of course, that is 
putting it npon a business ground; hut at the 
same time, in this lHth century, that mnst be con
sidered. Again, 've rnnst not vresnnte too n1nch 
upon the patriotism of hon. members by forcing 
them to l'ay their own expenses as well as give 
their services to the colony. It nnmt be recollected 
thn.t onr n1e1nbers are nut, a::; in older countrie~, 
drawn fro1n a lei~ured clas;._,-1 a1n speaking, 
of course, of the Lower House-but they are 
drawn fl'Oll1 a class of veople who cannot v-ery 
well afford to pay their own expenses as well as 
give their services to the country. I think 
that we are all occupied men in Queensland, 
and that we are all hard workers. It has 
been said, as an argun1ent in favour of the 
Bill, that the labJOmer is worthy of his hire. 
I do not regard it in that lig-ht at all. I do not 
see any hire in it. It is all labour an<l no hire. 
It is simply " Bill to recoup the expenses of a 
member, and it has nothing whatever to do with 
payment for his services. In fact, we clo not 
propose, so far as I can see, tn pay our n1en1Lers 
tot all. \Ve simply propose to pay their expenses; 
and I think that is a fair thing-we do not 
propose to be liberal. Then with regard to the 
previous rejections of this Bill by this House, 
the Postmaster-General pointed out that on 
several oct·ctsions this House has emphatically 
protested :tgainst the measure. So far so good, but 
I think that now we might regard the situation 
from a different point of view. Thesubjecthas been 
dehtted, as has been shown by the records of the 
House mentioned by the Postmaster-General, cmd 
the Bill has been rejected by this House on fiye 
previous oceasions. The question no\v iR whether 
this House intend.~ to rejeet it upon this occa
sion. I think myself that it would be unwise to 
do so. Of course that may be only my opinion, 
but at the same time I hold that opinion, 
I think that the previous rejections of this Bill 
are a sufficiently emphatic protest on the part of 
those hon. members who are opposed to the prin
ciple of it, and that now when it has come 
forward for 1 think the sixth time, it might be 
considered as a titne when, in consideration of 
its having been sent up so frequently, it should 
be passed; of course that is for hon. memher.s 
to consider. It must be also recollected that 
this is a money Bill, an cl that, therefore, it is a 
Bill distinctly appertrrining to the functions of 
another place. But whether that is so or not, I 
think it would be cxtremelv unwise for this 
House, on the present ocr:tsion, to withhold its 
consent to the Bill. It is verv eYident that the 
reprc'sentatives of the people have made up their 
minds upon the subject, and I say again, it is un
wise for us to do anything which would disturb, 
or which is calculated to disturb, the cordiality 
that has always existed, so far as I remember, in 
Queensland, between this House and the Lower 
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House on a question of this kind. That is 
one reaROn why I press so much that hon. 
members should regard the situation and nass 
this ~ill. \Yith reference to the que~tion of the 
re]ectwn, of course if it is rejected I am not 
prepared to say what the con,vqnences will be. 
I may mention those familiar instances which 
will occur to hon. Fentlemcn of the rejection by 
the House of Lorns of the Irish Land Bill, and 
also, on a 1nore recent occasion, of the JTr:1nchise 
Bill,,~ot~1 of which I think ended really in the 
hunuhatwn of the House of Lords. I think we 
h.ave .an oppc:rtunity of calmly regal'ding the 
situation as 1t IS now, and as no steps have been 
taken by the public onhide-for instance the 
holding of. ma~~ 1neetingtl, or in the 1;nblic 
Pre-,s-to mdorse the action of this House 
--hcking the exact opposite of the arguments 
of the Hon. l\1r. Gregory and the H'on. Mr. 
J\!Iurray-Prior-I appeal to hon. gentlemen who 
have been opposed to this Bill in the paet, and 
who are perhaps opposed to it now, to con~ider 
the situation, and pass the Bill. \Ye ha,·e in 
this Hous: collectively, only one constituer;cy, 
and that rs the whole colony; and I think we 
shall be serving ib best intere'ots by passin" the 
second reading of the Bill. " 

The Ho).[. J. TAYLOlt sttid: ~Ir. President 
-I must say I am extremely surprised to find 
a new member, of a week or a fortnight old 
con1ing to lecture the older rnernbers whZ) 
have been here ever since the House was eetab
lished. It appears to be a perfect novelty for a 
gentlen1a.n to get up and Iectnro us, and si1o\v us 
the dangers of refnsing the Bill. \Ye are r1uite 
prepared for the danger on this side of the House. 
\Ve are told by the Hon. Mr. \Vilson that the 
other House is not representeLl "t all well now-
that is, that the member·" of the A'.wembly 
cl? not represent the country-but that if we 
grve them £200 a year the country will he well 
r~pre~ented. I cannot see, for ruy part, \Vhat 
dlffere_nce .the £200 a year is to make in the repre
sentatiOn m that House at all. One hon. mem
ber-the hon. member for Ipswich-I read in the 
paper, stated that ever since he was sixteen years 
old he was a Radical, and likewise voted for the 
payrnent of mernbers. Ever since I 'vas sixteen 
years old I have been a Conservative, and have 
always voted dead agninst it. I think the argu
ments that have been brought forward by the 
Hon. Mr. vVilson extremely childish. The hon. 
memb<:r has rear! a long list of what different 
countnes pay their members· but I mvself 
do not believe. one word of it'--not o;,e ;;ingl~ 
syllable. I .thmk the whole thing is "cooked" 
for the occaswn, and I do no~ believe one sing·le 
''?t~ of ;vhat he read. The rdea of a country 
grvmg £000 a y<•ar! Is that at all likely? It 
must be 900 dollars or somethingebe not pounds· 
but he ~aid "pour:ds" distinctly, a~ cl I say I d~ 
not belreve 0ne smgle word of it. JYiexico or 
;urazil, I think he said, gives £900 a yer~r to 
Its memb~rs. I myself am gre:>tly opposed 
to the Brll, and I shall vote arrainst it 
let the consequences be what they may: 
I for my part am qmte prep,ued to share 
them. Both the Postmaster-General and thP 
Hon. lYir. \Vilson have pointed out to us 
that we must be careful 1vhat we do or some
thing ;serious will happen .. \Yhy do n~t they say 
what rs to happen? It mrght make some of our 
votes very different if we saw a grectt cra-:h 
before us. I am not afraid at all, myo,;elf, of 
what ~1uty _cmne, and <:Ls for having better repre
sentatives m the Assembly for £200 a year, they 
must be a mean, pnltry set of men who will come 
forward for that am?unt of money. 1 think, myself, 
tlu~t ~hat Home wrll not be as well repre,.;ente<l 
as 1t IS now. If we were Rhf;rt of 1nernbcrs and 
members cnuld not be obtained it won!~! be 
another thing altogether, But ;~e find almost 

every constituency contested, and why clo we 
want to pay the members? I cannot 8ee it in 
that light at all, and I trust that this House will 
~tand finn to its principle~:) in ~pite of the g-o~sip~ 
mg we have heard from the Hon. J\!Ir. \Vilson, 
m1d let us take the consequenc.-~~ our'='el ves. 

The Ho).[. A. RAF:!<' said : Mr. Pre,-,ident -
I voted upon this n1easure upon the lrtst occn_,_,.i;m, 
and I intend to do ,;o upon thi,;. Althoug·h 
I clo not appl'ove of the payment of members, 
I believe this l3ill is a very moderate pro
po,;lll, and upon that ground I shall support it, 
and also upon the ground stated by the Hon. 
J\ilr. :Murray-Prior-namely, that he would sup
port it if he were of the opinion that the con
stituencies were in favour of it-he would give 
WlLY in that case. I believe the constituencies 
are in fa,vour of it, because the only 'vay we ha:ve 
of kntnvin6 the opinion of the constituencies is 
through their representatives, and I think it has 
been made clear that the people's representatives 
are in favour of the n1easure. 

TheHox. IV. D. BOX said: Mr. Presirlent,
~\s this rnatter willcornetn a. divhdoni arn de:-;hous 
of knowing whether the better pbn would be to 
neg·;ttive the vote, or to support the uwtion of the 
Hon. ::\Ir. ~Iurray-Prior that the Bill be read this 
day six months. I think tlmt the most courteous 
manner is to adopt the resolution that the Bill 
be read this day six months. The Bill before the 
HPuse has one serious objection to it to my 
mind, and that is, that members of another 
House are voting money for themselves. If the 
Bill pass its second reading I trust that the 
House will snpport me in the endeavout' 
to make the Bill operate after the end of 
the last ses,,ion of this Parliament ; so that 
hou. n1ernbers cannot be~ accused of YotinO' 
money into their own pockets. That seems to b~ 
strongly pertinent to our ideas. If the matter of 
payrnent <!f ~nen1l1ers ctnnes hefore rne again, and 
I am i<:ctrsfied that the electors of Queensland 
desire that their representatives in the other 
House be paid, I will, as the Hon. J\Ir. J\!Iurray
Prior has told us, give way in the matter and 
vote for the payment of members. It is all very 
well to say that this is only to pay the exvenses 
of members; it is all the same thing--it is pav
ment of members. \Ve have had the experience 
of other colonies which luwe adopted the prin
ciple, and has any superior intellect been shown 
there or are the opinions of the e!eGtor,s more 
fairly represented? The representatives in Vic
toria., rny ni-Ltive colony almost, do not stand one 
iota higher than tlmn those of Queenslttncl or 
New South \V ale.,, I do not think the quality 
of the House is improved one atom, and there
fore, my opinion is that it is not a rlesirabl~ thin". 
As I said hefor·e, a Bill to provide for the pa,y
ment of the members of an existing Parliament 
is, to rny n1ind, utterly wrong. I cannot sit down 
without mentioning- tlmt I should like to ascer
tain the opinion of the hon. gentleman on my 
left-the Hon. Mr. }'oote, of Ipswich. There 
is no man who so much mixes with the electors 
of \V est l\Ioreton as that hem. gentleman and I 
trust he will give us his opini~m as to ,;hether 
the electors dhire payment of members or not. 
I should like to have that opinion, because it is 
an opinion which I should vctlue and which the 
House would value. I think, under the circum
stances, the n1o.s.t courteous thing· we can do i~ to 
decide to have the Bill read a second time six 
month,, hence. At ctny rate, if it should pass its 
second reading and get rnto cmnmittee, I hope 
hon. ll18Ulbers will only nutke it opel'ative on 
condition that the payment shall commence after 
the present Pm1iamcnt has ce>Lsed to exist. 

The Hox. W. PETTIGREW said: Hon. 
gentlemen,-I haYe no wish to take up the time 
of the House, and should not have risen but for 
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the remarks made by the last speaker. It is 
evident tha.t he has not read the title of the Bill, 
which ic< "A pill to provide for the JXwmcnt of 
the expeusoti incul'red Ly rnmnbers of the LegiH
lati,·e A:·.·embly in attending Parliament." Hr. 
sny,, it is for the payment of members. 

The Hox. J. TA YLOR: So it is. 

The Hox. \V. Pl~TTIGRE\Y: It is nothing 
of the sort, and I hope hon. members will \"Ote 
for what is before them. \Vhen there is a Pay. 
ment of :Members Bill bef,Jre the House, then 
they can vote either for or against pay1nent of 
members; but as this is a Bill for the pccyment 
of ex]Jenscs, that is the C[Uestion on which hon. 
members should gi,·e their votes. 

The Hox. G. KI:l\'G said: Hon. gentlemen,
I have always been opposed to the payment of 
mernberR, ancl I see no rea.Ron to chm1g-e my 
opinion now. A_t the sarne tin1e, sununing up nll 
the arguments pro and con., and ·weighing thorn 
fairly, and giving those with rlifferent opinions 
credit for good intentions, there is n1uch to be 
said on both 'ides. It resoh-es it· elf very much 
into a qnesti()n of sentirnent, and on th~~t point 
Vi.'e ~-;hall hnve to give \vtty \vhen the con.~titnencies 
directly exjn·ess their opinions one way or the 
other. \Ve hnve to study public opinion ; and if 
the majority of tho people sny that their mem
bers shall be paid it will be onr duty to give 
effect to thitt opinion and vote accordingly. 

The HoN. \V. FORRl~ST sai<l : Hon. gentle
men,-The supporters of the measure ar~ very 
anxious to make out that this is a Payment of 
Expenses Bill and not payment ofmembers-tlmt 
it is intended chiefly as a measure of relief to 
outside men ; but if the Government had been 
sincere in th>tt view they would have revised the 
schedule, and instead of giving £2 2s. a day and 
ls. Gd. a mile they would have given £2 2s. 
a mile and ls. 6d. a mile for cab-hire. To mv 
mind there is no difference between a J\iembe;s 
Expenses Bill and payment of members. I 
intend to support the amendment of the Hon. 
J\Ir. J\Iurray-Prior for two reasons: first, because 
I am desirous of protecting the public income; 
and second, because I object to pass any measure 
the effect of which will be to call up a crop of 
trading politicians. Some of the arguments ·,,d
vanced in favour of the Bill by implication were 
uncomplimentary to members of the other branch 
oftheLegislatnre, because it was hinted that if we 
passed this Bill we should have a very much 
better class of men. I doubt whether we should 
ever have a better class of men if the Bill passed. 
\Vith respect to the matter having been before 
the country, I may say I was over a good part of 
the country during the late elections, and it did 
not come under my notice. Since that time I 
have been through the country, and I am of 
opinion, from my intercourse with people in 
different parts of the colony, that the people 
are not in favour of the measure-they would 
rather have the funds spent in a better manner. 
In illustration of that fact I may mention the 
deputation which waited on the Minister for 
Works in regard to a branch railway to Marburg. 
They made out a most excellent case, showing 
that 200,000 acres of land had been cleared, and 
50,000 acres werP under cultiv,tion-that the 
line would go through coal country and would 
open up a valmtble district. The country, they 
said, was languishing fm~ want of a railway, 
and the reply ginm by the l\Iiniste1· for 
\Vorks wa·:, "There are no funds available 
out of the last loan." The last loan was 
for two and a-half millions, and none of that is 
available. The Minister for Works said that 
possibly the thing might be done out of the next 
loan. VVhile there is no money available to 
make a railway in such an admirable district we 

are quietly asked to vote .£10,000 a year to pay 
the expenses of meml1ers of the LegislatiYe 
Assembly. Some call it a trifle, but £10,000' 
a year c,tpitali>Jed at 4 per cent. moans £:!i'/),000, 
and tha.t would n1akc a very n1neh longer rail
way than that asked fOl' by the deputation the 
other day. I should like to see that r[nestion 
pnt to the electors of Hose wood - whether 
they would rather see their me m her paid or 
ha \'e a rail way in their district. I would like 
it so put to them-" You can either have a 
raihnty or payment of members, but you cannot 
hnve lJOth." I am certain that the answer would 
be, "\Ve will take tt·.e railway." The colony is at 
present threatened with an invasion worse than 
the thre,,tenell invasion of the llussians-·I mean 
the invasion of rabbits; hut the Postmaster· 
General sa''" that the Government have not time 
to deal with that most nrgeut matter at present; 
and we are informed that there are no funds 
av>1ilable to stop the invasion. I would point 
out again that the £10,000 ln·opoc<ed to be pai<l 
to members would more tlHm pay the interest of 
an amount sufficient to put np a fence which, if 
it would not keep out tho r'l,bbits, \\Tould get 
them under control shoul<l they reach the border. 
Then HCC how the 1nining indw:;try would be 
stimulated by a snm of .£10,000. I could enu
merate nnmberle·-:s examples of the good that 
could be done with this money, but I will merely 
ask whether branch railways, or a fence to pre
vent the invasion of rabbit,, or substantial aid to 
the mining industry, or whether, on the other 
ha,nd, pa.yrnent of rumnber;;; Vironld do n1ore goo<l 
to the country? The revenue will not stand all 
those drains on the expen,liture, which is in
crea::;ing ·while the revenue i:-; decrea.sing. 'l'ha.t 
decrease is caused by one of the most serious 
droughts tlw country has suffered from, and from 
crushing out the sugar industry, together \vith 
the low 11rice of bng:tr. A few yearR ago~out 
west-men could scarcely be got for love or 
money, but now they can be seen walking about 
alrnost begging for \vork. If yon dirrlinish pro~ 
duction yon also dirninish consun1ption, and the 
revenue must suffer, more po.rticuladythe revenue 
fmm railways. The last returns in connection 
with the Rockhampton lhilway will strike any 
reasoning n1an with great a.larn1, as they 
struck me when I saw them. I sh:<,ll not detain 
the House much longer with regard to this 
payment of members question. I am opposed 
to the Bill on principle, because I think it is 
appropriating a portion of the revenue of the 
colony to something to which it should not be 
devoted, and in the next place it will encourage 
trading politicians instead of men such as we get 
now, who from patriotism and ambition come 
forwarrl to serve their country. No one has 
attempted to show why we should pay for getting 
work done "\vhen we can get it done quite a.s well 
-in fact better-without pay. I shall certainly 
support the amendment of the Hon. Mr. J\iurray
Prior. 

The HoN. A. H. vVILSON said : Hon. gentle
men,-! see no reason for changing the opinions I 
expressed last December relative to this Bill, 
when it was rejected by this House. I notice 
that elsewhere it was stated that when the Bill 
came again before the Council it would not be 
rejected, because we are sen,;ihle people. Very 
flattering indeed ! But if, after fair considem
tion, wo reject a Bill, and then within eight 
months take it up, agree to it, and pass it, 
without its being altered or improved in 
any way, or without. good reason being shown 
that it is for the good of the country, I fail 
to see any reason for this doubtful flattery. 
However, at the risk of being denounced as void 
of sense, I do not intend to vote for the Bill, 
which I think will do more harm than good to the 
country. I said last year I should vote for the 
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payment of members whose homes and business 
place·, were at such a distance tlmt it \1 as im
possible for them to reside in and about Brisbane; 
bnt n1ernhers who live in or so near to Brisbane 
as to be able to get comfortably to their homes 
after the evening's debate etre really ont of pocket 
little or nothing, and .-,urelythe plemmre, honour, 
and perquisites appertaining to their position as 
mem!Jers form a very f::cir set-off for any trouble 
or loss of time or expense to which they may be 
put. lYiembers coming· from :1 clist::mce are put to 
considemble expense, not only for travelling ex
penses, hut also for board ::end lodging while attend
ing to their duties in Parlimuent, and I cou~ider 
that ::cny Bill to reirnlnu·.se them for such imper::L
tive outlay would perhaps be a step in the right 
direction. \\Thether the amount set down in 
this Bill is suffieieut or not I will not argne; 
but I mn perfectly certain that there are m"es 
where it will ~·o but a snmll way towards the 
expenses of some who have to pay dearly for tl1, 
n1anagen1fnt of their busine.js dnring- the tiuw 
they attend l'arlianwnt, to say nothing of the 
ritJks of trade and heavy C"'<:pensf's in their o'.\'ll 
homes. \Ve often seem en who, tccfter being elected 
for a constituency, give up their horn eH, and even 
business, in the district they represent, and come 
and locate then"elves in Brisbane, consequently 
soon losing their claim to be called locn! repre
sentatives; :1 matter that distant constituencie·, 
httve always felt very keenly, and I bil to see 
how this Bill "ill benefit them. In my opiuion 
it will go the other way, and it will rather assist 
nlCJnberR to cYm1e and locate therrlSelves in Bris
bane than in the districts they represent. I 
ha,ve often heard it argued that the amount 
stated in the Bill is so small that it wonld 
not tempt a c11p:1ble man to le:1ve the district 
in which he is located and reside in Brisbane. 
I mn speaking of the Y\'Orking cla.~s, and I look 
upon it in this way: that it is er1nal to ::en irlle 
life for nearly six month' of the year-seven 
hours per day, for three or four days per week, 
at the mte of from £i5 to £8 per week, or a gre::tt 
deal more than g·ood artisans or the best of wrwk
lllen are able to 1nake by \Yorking eight honn; a 
day and ~-:;ix chtys per wcwk. .L\_ ntan of thi~ cla.-;~, 
hy locating himself iu Brisbane, has a better 
clumco of finding employment for the time he is 
not engaged at hi.~ Pnrlia1nentary duties than 
any\vhere else in the colony ; therefore, to such 
a man it woulrl be to his interest to leave the 
district for which he might be elected and reside, 
while a member of Parliament, in Brisb::cne. 
\Ve all know that n:oney goes a gre:'Lt \vay in 
securing a rnajnrity at elections ; but, in the case 
of 1nen1bcrs living at a di::;b_tnce, when they con1e 
to Brisb::cne the amount they will receive will 
go but a f:Inall wn,y tovvards paying their neces
s::cry expenses ; but, on the other hand, a man 
residing in Brisbane will have a Yery good 
sum to save up and 1nake provision for hi."l 
next election expenses. I say and maintain 
that it is wrong to pay rnornber:-:; residing in 
Bri::.;bnne or about Bri~bane, no 1na.tter what 
constituencies they may represent, and I think 
the Bill sh;mld be mnenrler1 in some way to meet 
the differcnt cases that will arise. Unless that 
is done I shall vote a"ainst it. 

The Ho:-~. A. C. GHEGORY said : It has 
been ur~ed in support of this Bill, first of all, 
that it is next to impossible to get representatives 
to attend P11rliament unless they are paid. Kow, 
:1 statement of that kind i,; so diametrically 
opposed to the actual facts that we can hardly 
understaml how it can be adv-anced. \Ve 
fiud that there is not a single constituency of 
any importance but \Ylmt there have been 
more c:1ndidat£s than thm e were members to 
be elected-that is, in the case of either party, 
there has always been more than one mmdiLbte 
representing each side to fill the vacancy. As 

a matter of fact we should really sec more 
candidates in the field, but tlutt the committees 
who know who has the best chance aiwavs 
ende~'Votu· to kPep ba.ck other:-; who would ~coll1e 
forw:1rd and split the votes. That is one reason 
why we see no greater 1nnnber of. ~nen offering 
them.sehes for election, yet notwithstanding· that 
tbere are ahva,y,, an a1111Jle nun1ber cmning for~ 
ward. It has been urged agttin that the country 
is very anxious that members slwuld be ]Jaid. 
I am aware that at a great number of political 
uwetings during· the l::tst general election the 
queotion has been asked, "Are you in favour of 
the payment of members?" but that formed 
vart of a nice little scheme, and it was part 
of the business of the election committees to have 
F;omeone in rcadines~; to ask that question in an 
indirect sort of manner from the Lady of the 
hall. It was a kind of abstract question, and 
now nH:otnbcr::; take ad' antage of the arrnnge
ment and say that the country is in fav-our of 
their being paid. Especi11lly in the northern part 
of the colony, where we would suppose that the 
electors would be willing to lmve their membnrs 
paid, I made inquiries of people of all shades 
:1nrl cbsses of opinion, D.nd I could hardly find a 
single incliYidual who spoke in favour of it. They 
Raid, "Yes, n1mnbers would like very rnnch to l1e 
p11id, "but they evinced a kimlof indifference to the 
whole question. There i,; evidently snch a diversity 
of opinion in the different parts oi the colony that 
it would be desirable that we shonld adopt a 
species of local option. That would he the 
birest wa.y if payment i; to be given at all. At 
the elections 1ft the member declare himself 
by Raying, "I require payment" or " I do not 
rer1uiro p:wment." If he be one of those who 
~ay "I reqnire payrnent," let the electors note 
on their voting pa)Jers accordingly. \Ye should 
then get the true feelings and opinions of the 
electors :1s to whether the member is to be 
paid or not. That would not be imposing a 
heavier burden UIJon one electorate than U]JOll 
another, because they would only pay exactly 
the RG,lue rLluount as if all n1e1nbers \vere being 
paid alike throughout the whole of the electorate~. 
They would he simply contributing directly. 
Then I 111ight lJe n1et by the argu111ent, " Look 
at the expense of deciding the matter in that 
way," Lut there would be no expense whatever, 
becalhe, if " member is to be paid, it could be 
easily arrr.nged th:tt the municijJnlity or other 
local anthority shoulrl be required to strike 
:1 rate '"ufiicient to conr the amount of 
the Inmnber\; cx1)enses, and if there was 
any difliculty in collecting the mte tben the 
amount might be clednctecl from the endowment 
dne to the local authority by the Government. 
lJ ... uder these circtunstnnce:-; I think we would get 
the true feeling of the people, and we would see 
a snbstantial evidence on the p::crt of the electors 
that they wished their member to be paid. Until 
I see smue evideJ1<'8 that it is the desire on the 
part of the electors that members should be 
paid, I shall certainly oppose any Bill th:1t may 
be brought forward having that object in view. 
The little argument that this is not a Payment 
of Members Bill but a Members Expenses Bill 
is too trans]mrent. The really important '}Ues
tion is whether "-e should pass this Bill or not, 
:tnd I certainly think that the arguments that 
have been brought forward in faYom· of it this 
.oession have been we:1ker than ever. \Vhile we 
Bee the 1ninorities in the otl1cr House increasing 
ttnd parties becorrling u1uch rnore er_tua.l than 
they were heretofore, it is quite evident 
that the cause is losing gronncl. \Vhat is 
the state of affairs here, the division to-night 
will show. \Yhen I look rnnnd and seek for 
some inforrna.tion, fron1 lvhat is conRidered to be 
a power in the State-the P1·ess-I see hardly 
a single article in fa your of payment of members. 
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I think that one of the leading papers in this 
city, which is supposed to be the organ of the 
present Government, denounces the payment of 
1nen1ben.:; in 1nost unnteatlured n,nd tnunistak::tble 
terms. How far, then, ewe we to suppose that 
the mere aS'!lertion on the part of the few 
individuals who are to he benefited bv it, is to 
he taken as a proper indication of public opinion. 
I will leave hon. mentbers to judge. At this 
period of the evening, I will not tnke up the 
time of the Houe;e nny longer, because I think 
the quee;tion has been pretty well run out, but 
I will simply content myself by voting for the 
amendment. 

The Hox. A . . J. THYNXE said : \Vhen this 
question was before the Hmme last year, I stated 
that I should not give my consent to the vnssin:; 
of a Bill by which one branch of the Legislature 
should put in their own pockets public moneys 
which are required for mnny other useful 
pnrpm;:es, and I see no reason for a change of 
opinion on the subject. I think that a me;cf,ure, 
which was thrown out of this Chamber last y<'ttr, 
being· introduced in the self-same words the fol
lowing year, ought to be accon1panled Ly so1ne 
stronger argutnents than have been offered to us 
to-night. I do not quite agree with some of t.hc 
remarks that have been mttde on the subject on 
this side of the House. I am not quite content 
to say th,,t even if" nmjority of the constituents 
were in favour of this mea:·mre I would give up 
n1y opinion upon the subject. There are rnany 
points to be considered before one in this Charn her 
should surrender the opinions which he has 
formed after careful consideration; and there is 
no rmtson 'vhy, because another brt_"tnch of 
Parlian1ent hrtrs arrived at a certain deci:.:;ion, 
that we should act upon that decision ttfter the 
<juestion has been cm·efully considm·ed and 
decided by us. If a httsty conclusion has 
been arrived >tt-if the question Juts been put 
upon a false foundation, as many public 
questions are in this country-we should not 
be too ready to cast ;cway the views which 
we have taken, ns I have already said, nfter 
due ;end <'J,reful consideration. I felt some pam 
in the earlier part of the debate on the con
Htant nllusiou:-; \vbich were nuMie to the con
stituencies. I'\ ow I do not think it i.-; a ques· 
tion for us here in this Chamber to go 
into what has been put before the consti
tuencies or what htts not been put before 
them at former elections. \Ve have the question 
snbrnitted to us for our conRiderntion; we have 
to deal with it, and if there are no good reasol'" 
for a change of opinion on our part' I do not see 
why we should stultify om,elve' and adopt a 
different com·><e to that which we adoptedbstyear. 

question-That the worcl proposed to be 
omitted s·tand part of the question-put; and the 
House divided:-

Co:\Tt:l\ .. i'S, ;), 

The Po.~tmastcr-Gcnern1, awl tlln lion:-;. \V. li. ,,-ilson. 
F. II. Ilolborton, IY, Pcttigrew. and~\. HafL 

So.N-COXTEI'IT.-;, 15. 
The Hons. A. II. ·wilson, A .. J. 'l'hynnr, F. 'r. Gregory, 

'1'. L. :\Inrray-Prjor, A. C. Gregory, W. Graham, ,J. Taylor, 
W. !"arrest, IV. G. Pmvcr, ,J. C. ~1myth, J. ~ .. Foot.t 
w·. D. Box, E. B. Foncst., F. II. Hart, and G. King. 

Question resolved in the negati \:'e. 
QuPstion - That the words proposed to he 

inserted he so inserted-put and passed. 
(~uestion-That the Bill be read a second time 

this da:' six months-put mul passed. 

A])JOli EKMEXT. 
The POSTMASTER-G l<~XER \.L mo.-ed, that 

the Honse do now adjourn. 
question put ttnd passed, 
The House ;cdjoumed at twelve minutes Jm,;t 

8 o'clock. 

Additional Members Bill. 




