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Kata~nning will equal those of ?ertb, and
then I shsall be glad to see the municipal
subsidy diminished, for that will show
hoDw greatly Xatanaing has increased in
size and wecalth. On the whole, I think
the Treasurer's proposals should receive
earnest consideration at the bands of
members. I am quite convinced that his
scheme will be of great assistance to
them, because it will relieve them from the
responsibility of making recommenda-
tions to the Government, and will -relieve
the Government from the difficulty of
dealing with such application s-a, diffi-
culty which I have personally experienced.
Frequently applications appear to be just
and fair, and probably the member miak-
ing them believes they are; but he may
catch the Minister on a day when he is
in a mnore generous mood than usual, and
may get a much larger grant than some
unfortunate member who subsequently
comes along representing another con-
stituency which deserves quite as much
and possibly more consideration, yet does
not receive its proper subsidy.

THE TREASUR1ER: It should not be left
for the Minister to say.

HO0N. F. H1. FIB SSE: I agree. I say
you aro taking the right course, and I
Will give one good reason and an
example. I was not the Minister who
was responsible, for the introduction of
that, altbough it was suggested in my
own time, but it was ultimately carried
into effect during the work of the present
Minister, that is with regard to the
question of agricultural halls. Recently
I have had three applications, and I did
not even go to the department about
them, nor did I write about them, but
applied for the necessary forms and
returned them to the people asking them
to state what they proposed to do them-
selves, and pointing out the fact that, if
they proposed to carry out such work and
could assure the Government they would
raise so much money, the subsidy pro-
vided under the regulations would be
payable to them. That was a case where
we were able, without trouble, to give
them the opportunity of making the
application which they felt they shol
make, and of obtaining the necessar 'y
help. it was a. case of a similar character,
only upon different lines fromn that now
proposed. Anything we can do in this
direction should be done; but of course it

could not apply very well to a roads
board district, You may have the
different lengths of road, the opening up
of the country, and different things to be
carried into effect, making it difficult to
apply the principle. But in munici-
pal ities the principle could be applied. At
the same time it needs careful considera-
tion as to its application. The system of
paying the subsidy proposed is an excel-
lent one, and one which no doubt should
be thoroughly well received; but at the
same time it is a question in regard to
applications in the case of municipalities
whether the order the Government have
placed them in, from one to five, is such
as the House is prepared to accept. I
welcome the proposal of the Colonial
Treasurer, for I think it is a step in the
right direction, and one that will assist
not only the present Ministry but any
succeeding Ministry that has to deal with
claims which we know are difficult to
deal with, and which after all are not
dealt with on that equitable basis which
which should be laid down.

On motion by Mr.. D)AGLasH, debate
adjourned.

ADJOURNMENT.
The House adjourned at 10-32 o'clock,

until the next day.

Lrgislatibt (&ouncii,
Thursday, 20th August, 1903.

PAos
Question: Pastoral Less (Kimberley), Mr. 5.,16. Copley .. . .. - .. 525R
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Adjournment of Hiouse to Stb September .. .. W8

Tan PRESIDENT took the Chair at
4.30 O'clock, p.m.

PRAYERaS.

QUESTION - PLSTORA-L LEASES
(KLmrSnRLE), Ma. S. W. COPLEY

Hosq. W. MALEY asked the Colonial
Secretary:- F, If Mr. S. W. Copley
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applied for 2,000,000 acres of pastoral
lease in the Kimberley division, thrown
openi for selection on 1st July, 1902. 2,
If the land applied for adjoined the
reserve for breeding remounts, close to
Napier-Broome Bay. 3, If any other
person of persons made application for
any portion of the said 2,000,000 acres.
4, The names and addresses of such
other person or persons. 5, If the
applications. of Mr. Copley and those per-
sons were referred to the selection board.
6, If the selection board gave a ruling,
and in whose favour. 7, If Mr, Copley
accepted with satisfaction the ruling of
the board. 8, The names of those who
accepted leases of portions of the said
2,000,000 acres agreeably with the
decision of the board. 9, In whose or
what name the leases thus granted now~
appear in the books of the Department.
10, If the Government subsequently
threw open the Remounts Reserve of
1,000,000 acres. i i, If this was done to
placate Mr. Copley. r z, If the Govern-
ment arranged that the minimum area
of lenses should be 250,000 acres. 13,
If the Government adopted the system
of tendering for the reserve. 14, If
these steps were taken to suit Mr.
Coplev. is, If Mr. Copley or Copley &
Co. applied for the whole or any portion
of the reserve. 16, If Mr. Copley secured
the land he applied for. 17, If the
Government thereupon immediately
arranged and numbered certain areas in
the Kimberley division from I to 12, in
lots reaching up to 450,000 acres each.
18, If the Government applied the tender
system also to this land. ig, If Copley
& Co. again applied for leases, and the
result. zo, I f the Government have
dealt with any other lands in a. similar
manner since Mr. Copley 's requirements
have been met. 2z1, When the leases
granted to Mr. Copley and others will
expire.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY
replied:- t, Yes. a, Yes. 3, 'Yes. 4,
A. Cameron, Collie; R. T. Smith, Frank
Johnston, John Rosco and William
Parker, Henry Gunter, care of E. A.
Griffiths, Kalgoorlie. 5, Yes. 6, Yes.
(a) To grant S. W. Copley about
1,2250,000 acres; (b) to grant R. T.
Smith about 250,000 acres; (c) to grant
F. Johnston about 250,000 acres; (d) to
grant A. Cameron about 100,000 acres.

7, Mr. Copley withdrew his application,
but subsequently applied for and obtained
an area of 1,387,000 acres adjoining the
late Remounts Reserve. 8, R. T. Smith,
F. Johnston, A. Cameron. 9, A. Cameron
and the Rhodesia Cold Storage and
Trading Co., Ltd. i o, Yes, . on 4th
Februabry, 1903. 11, No; it was done
because the reserve was not required for
the purpose for which it was set apart,
and after communications with the
Imperial and Indian authorities. i ,
The reserve contained 1,030,000 acres;
the block was divided in four parts, one
of which contained 280,000, and the
remainder 250,000 acres each. 13, Yes-
14, NO. 15, Yes. S. W. aind B. Copley
applied for the whole area. 16, No.
17, No ; but 2,507,000 acres, wich had
been applied for previously and refused,
was subsequently dealt writh in this way
and advertised as open by tender on 6th
Mfay, 1903. '8, Yes. 19, NO. 2o, No.
2 1, 31st December, 1928.

CO-OPERATIVE AND) PROVIDENT
SOCIETIES BIILL.

Read a third time and passed.

ADMhINISTRATION (PROBATE) BILL.
SECOND READING.

THE COLONIAL SECRtETARY (Ron.
W. Kingsmill), in moving the second
reading, said: The Bill which I have to
move the second reading of has been
before both branches of the Legislature on
more than one occasion. It is, as mcew-
bers who have taken the trouble to read
it will find, a very technical measure
and deals largely in legal terms and with
legal procedure. Members, however, will
note that it hats a. very large consolidating
tendency, and they will see by reference
to the first schedule of the Bill that no
less than seven statutes are repealed by
this measure, anad one is repealed in part,
so that the consolidating effect will have
a very beneficial influence on our statute-
book. Perhaps one of the most drastic
alterations in our present legislation will
he found in Clause 14 of the Bill, whereby
certain provisions are made as to the
disposition of the estate of a husband or
wife dying intestate, and it is significant
that with the march of progress in this
Bill is expressed what has already become
a fact, that the woman is placed practi.

[20 AU0UST, 1903.]Pastoral Leases.



630 Adminietration Bill. [ONI. eodraig

eally on the same footing and on an
equality with the man. Formerly, if a
wife died, without farther question her
estate was absorbed in that of her hus-
band; but now it is proposed that 1)0th
estates shall be treated in the same
manner. It is also provided by tis
clause that an advantage of £500, as it
were a start of £500, from the estate of
the deceased husband or wife shall he
given to the survivor of the couple. There
is an alteration in the Sill in the scale of
probate duties. Suffice it to say that by
this Bill the probate charges, which it
was felt were far too light in this State,
have been raised to what may be looked
upon as the average rate of probate duty
throughout the Commonwealth. Th some
cases the probate duties are higher, and in
some eases less. In Queensland and in
certain States they are mnuch higher than
the probate duty provided. for in the Bill.
There is another point. Now it is pro-
posed to charge probate dut 'y on the
estate, and not on specific legacies; and
though this may not seem to make much
difference on a first glance, in the long
run it does. It is possible by sub-
division into a number of legacies to
render the duty on each legacy very light;
but this will be done away with, and by
charging on the estate, the true duty
which should be paid will be paid.
Again, it has been decided to alter the
practice which at present obtains of
estates under £1,500 value not paying
probate duty. Now duty will have to be
paid on whatever the amount of the estate
is. Up to £1,000 the duty is 1 per cent.,
but provision is made that in cases
where the estate is left to blood relations,
they shall pay only half the percentage
paid by strangers. There is one other
alteration which deals with deeds of gift.
Hitherto it has been possible, by a
judicious deed of gift, to evade probate
duty. It is j roposed in the Bill that
where a deed of gift is made six months
before the decease of the donor, that deed
shall be treated as a will, and the estate
which has been passed to any person by
such deed shall pay the probate duty just
as if that estate had been passed by the
usual testamentary instrument.

HoN. G. RANDELL: The period is now
two years, is it not ?

THE COLONIALT SECRETARY: I
do not think so: that would be more

strict than the Bill. My authority is the
Crown Solicitor.

How. J. W. HACKETT:' Int what clause
is the £1,500 exemptioni

THE COLONIAL, SECRE CARY: That
exemption has disappeared. In the ex-
isting Act it is contained in the schedule,
w hich provides that where the total value
of the estate, after deducting all debts,
exceeds £1,500 and does not exceed
£92,500, it shall pay 1 per cent. The
schedule of this Bill provides that estates
not exceeding £1,000 in value shall pay 1
per cent. ; but provision is made that
where the estate is left to near blood
relations-I think to parents or issue-
such legatees shalt pay only half the
usual percentage. I do not suppose
members will expect me to go through
the measure clause by clause., seeing that it
has already been before them several times,
that they have no doubt carefully studied
it, and that it bristles with legal terms
which I should be somewhat diffident of
attempting to explain, at all events in the
presence of the legal members. The first
important clause is 14, which, as I have
said, provides that where the net value of
the property of a6 deceased husband or
wife does not exceed the sum of £500,
th e survivor shall be entitled to the whole
of such property; anad where the net
value exceeds £500 the survivor shall get
the £500 advantage, and also a half
share of the residue where there is no
issue surviving; but where there is issue
surviving, the husband or the wife shall
be entitled to a third share of the residue,
the issue going to the remaining two-
thirds. Clause 15 abolishes the courtesy
and dower rights of husbands and wives
respectively. In the following clauses
up to Clause 22, there is no alteraton. of
the present law. In Clause 22, as to
duties payable by an estate, there is an
alteration. I am informned it has hitherto
been the custom to give what are, I
believe, called specialty debts, some pre-
cedence over other debts; but it is now
proposed that all unsecured debts shall
stand on an equal footing. The succeed-
ing clauses to 22 for several pages prac-
tically give effect to the existing law, in
some cases with a little alteration Of ex-
pression, but I am assured with no
alteration of meaning. In Part III. we
find two clauses dealing with foreign
probates and administrations, which

[COUNCIL.] Secondreading.
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clauses are designed to facilitate the
giving effect- sealing" is, I believe, the
legal term-to probates granted out of
Western Australia, and referring to
property within the limits of this State.
In the case of Part IV., which deals
with the curator of intestates' estates,
little alteration will be found, or practi-
cally no alteration, save in what is pre-
scribed to be paid to the curator by way
of percentage for what he realises upon
the estates intrusted to his care. At
present there is often considerable
trouble in assessing what percentage
shall be paid,' first as to what I
may term the book value of the estate,
and secondly as to the value of that
portion of the estate collected by the
curator. Now it is proposed that the
curator shall retain a commission of one
per cent. on thbe total value of an estate,
and five per cent. on all moneys actually
collected or received; this of course to be
paid into the Treasury for public use,
as stated in the second paragraph of
Clause 63.

RON. J. W. HACEFTT: Six per cent.
altogether.

Tiaw COLONIAL SECRETARY! Yes.
Following that clause we find a long
succession of clauses which do not alter
the present Act, until we come to Part
'VI., -which deals with the duties on
deceased persons' estates, and succession
duties. We find in the interpreta-
tion clause that the term " Commissioner"
-he being the person in whose hands is
placed the collection and adjustment of
these probate duties-is to mean " such
person as may, hereafter be appointed
Commissioner of Stamps, and until such
appointment is made the Master of the
Supreme Court." It has been thought
that should a commissioner be appointed
under our Stamp Act-hough I under-
stand there is no immediate intention of
appointing such a person-he would be
an eminently suitable officer to carry out
the duties pertaining to this part of the
Act; but until he is appointed those
duties will, as at present, devolve on the
Master of the Supreme Court. The
principal alterations made by this Bill in
the existing Act are contained in the
schedule. At present, estates under
£21,500 do not pay probate duty, but the
Government see no reason why they
should not; so the limitation is abolished,

and the new provision which I have
mentioned is made. Cla use 86, which pre-
scribes the duties payable by an executor
or administrator, is taken from South
Australian legislation, except thbat the
duties are, as I have said, proposed
to be payable on the estate itself,
for the reason I have given, anid not
upon the individual legacies, In Clause
94 will be found the provision to which I
have alluded with respect to settlements
and deeds of gift. I am advised by the
Crown Solicitor that duties are now
charged on settlements, but not on deeds
of gift. Mr. Etandell is possibly think-
ing of that fact when he refers to the two
years' limit at present in force. Of course,
probate duty is not proposed to be charged
on marriage settlements, or on settle-
ments for valuable consideration; but
Clause 96 provides that a deed of gift
which is executed six mouths or iuder
prior to the decease of the donor shall
pay probate duty as if such deed had been
a will in the -usual shape and form. For
several pages following we find Clauses
which are the same, in effect at all
events and in many cases in wording
too, as the Acts by which these matters
are at present governed. In Clauses 117
and 11LB members will notice that pro-
vision is made for adjusting any differ-
ences which may arise between the
commissioner 'who is to receive probate
duties and those who have to pay them;
and it will be found that where too little
duty has been paid, power is given to get
the rest of it, and where too much has
been paid there is power to make a
refund.

HoN. G. RAN-DELL.- That is rather sur-
prising.

THE, COLONIAL SECRETARY: It
is somewhat unusual. I think this last
clause must have escaped the eye of the
Treasurer, for I am sure he would have
strenuously objected. Ana important and
useful clause, 129, will be found in Part
VIE., and it provides for the disposition
of money lying in any bank, when such
money is the property of a deceased
person, if no probate or letters of
administeration be produced to such
bank within three months of the death
of such person, and no notice in writing
of any will be given to the bank. Under
the P~ost Office Savings Bank Act there
is at present power to deal with such
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sums of money, and the Government
have been requested by the various banks
in the State to give to them the same
power as is now possessed by the manager
of the Post Office Savings Bank-, namely
that any bank may, after notice i writing
to the curator, pay such sum of Money to
any person who appears to the satisfaction
of the 'manager to be the husband, wvidow,
parent, or child of such deceased person.
This, I take it, is with the object. of clear-
ing accounts; and members will observe
that it is almost a self -sacrificing step on
the part of the banks. The other clauses
of the Bill do not contain anything new,
or any alteration of the existing law. I
may say I have been informed that the
administration of the estates of deceased
persons in this State is in what may be
termed an almost nebulous condition;
that the law directly dealing therewith is
practically embodied in a few sections of
an Act known as the Supreme Court
Ordinance, 1861, which members will
find referred to in the schedule; and
where these rules do not apply it is
usual fdr the Supreme Court and for the
administrators of estates to work on
a. system of analogy, gathered from the
English text-books and what imay be
termed almost unwritten law. It is
recognised to be a most unsatisfactory
state of affairs; and it is with the object
of definitely fixing what rules shall guide
the procedure in this State as in other
States of the Commonwealth that the
Bill is introduced. I am aware there
has been in the past some little disagree-
ment between the two Houses with
regard to a clause in the Bill, and on
two occasions that disagreement has led
to practically the wrecking of the
measure, and putting off the rendering
more definite of rules under which intes-
tate estates may be administered. What-
ever course may be adopted, it will be a
great pity if the Bill is necked for the
sake of one little clause. I hope mem-
bers will think that point over, and will
perhaps, if they will be kind enough to
do so, forego their inclination, so that
we May put on the statute-book a Bill
that will have nothing but a good effect
on estates of deceased persons in Wes-
tern Australia. I have much pleasure
in moving the second reading.

Silt. E. H. WITTENOOM: Could not the
Government make that little concession ?

How. S. J. HAYNES (South-East):-
l have pleasure in supporting the
second reading of the Bill. I think it is
a measure that is greatly needed at the
present time, and, judging from the
schedule at the end of the Bill, such a,
measure will assist practitioners very
materially. At present it is very cum-
bersome to arrive at the law in respect
of adm inistration, and, as the leader of the
House has stated, we have to rely in some
instances on English practice, especially
as to the rules. As to Clause 14, that
is an innovation-I thiiuk not an unwise
one-of allowing £500, or such other
SUM asB Members may think expedient, in
favour of the husband or wife. I think
it is an equitable provision. At present
in many instances it mieans breaking the
law. The widow has taken out adminis-
tration; bonidsmen have been obtained
for the due administration; the widow
gets the estate in her own hands, and she
has to use the money for the support of
herself and children. When the children
come of age she has spent the money,
she has broken the Jaw; but she h;as
brought up her children and has expended
the money in necessaries. The bondsmen
escape, for they know the money has been
spent by the mother, and they know the
mother would be in difficulties as well as
themselves. With respect to Clause 129,
I think that is a wise provision. It is
practically allowing deposits not exceed-
ing £50 in any bank to be paid to the
widow. At the present time if small
estates are proved the bulk of the money
is eaten up, so to speak, in costs and
charges, however small they mays be, and
the costs are disproportionate. I under-
stand from the leader of the House the
Bill is practically the same as has been
before members on one or two occasions
previously. Therefore when I say I sup-
port the measure I take it on that
assumption, subject to the clause refer-
ring to commission. On previous occa-
sions the Bill has been lost by reason of
the House attempting to place on the
statute-book a provision for the payment
of commission to executors. That pro-
vision is on the statute-book of South
Australia, and I believe of Victoria and of
New South Wales. I do not know about
Queensland. I think it a very proper
and right provision. As it is now, toast-
tons, by reason perhaps of want of thought,

[COUNCIL.] Second reading.
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and. in some cases from mean motives, I
do not make proper provision to pay
executors for the trouble which they go
to. Persons who have bad anything i
to do with estates know that if no
provision is made to pay them for
their services, all they can claim is
the money that they are out of pocket:
they cannot claim one penny in payment
for their services. In administering
comiplicated estates people have to under-
take duties, which very often they do out
of respect to a deceased person, at great
loss; and if an executor wakes a mistake
the beneficiaries under the will, in many
cases, are only too 'ready to take action
against the executor, putting him to great
expense and trouble. The provision I
refer to ought to be on the statute-book,
as executors are entitled to payment for
their services. Why the other Rouse
opposes such a provision I cannot say.
The only conclusion I can come to-I do
not know that this is the reason-is that
it is feared the Bill will be forming a,
monopoly for a registered company or a
trustee company to adwinister the estates.
That is wrong, for the reason that there
are many persons who prefer a company
to an individual, for a company does not
dlie, and people consider they have great
protection under a. company, although it
mnay be more expensive. But some trustees
think that companies of this nature are
not elastic enough. Executors can take
certain risks that are judicious for the
benefit of the estate; therefore a large
number of testators prefer to appoint
persons in whom they have confidence to
administer estates in preference to a com-
pany. If a testator, by reason of care-
lessness or ainything else, does not pay
the executor t6e law should step in. I
trust provision will be made in this direc-
tion at an early date, for no companiy will
have a monopoly. At the same time,
while thinking strongly in that direction
and knowing that this Bill has passed the
Rouse on two previous occasions, as far
as I am concerned I shall support the
Bill without this provision, unless some
mnember brings up a clause with respect
to commission. Rather than wreck the
Bill, I would like to see it go through in
its present form, because it will not only
be a benefit to the profession but to the
general public at large.

On motion by Hon. F. M. STOmE,
debate adjourned.

AUDIT BILL.

IN COMMITTEE.

R~esumed from 19th August.
Message from the Legislative Assembly

received and read, agreeing to an amiend-
went suggested by the Council.

Clause 48-Governor may exempt cer-
tain accounts from detailed audit:

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:
Last evening a message was sent to the
Assembly suggesting that in this clause
the words "Legislative Assembly" be
struck out, and "Parliament" inserted
in lieu. The clause inadvertently pro-
vided that certain reports sbould be laid
before the Legislative Assembly: the
Council suggested that the reports be laid
before both Houses. The Assembly had
agreed to this suggestion.

Clause, as amended by the Assembly,
put and passed.

Preanmble, Title-agreed to.
Bill reported, and the report adopted.
TuE COLONIAL SECRETASY: In order

that another place might as soon as pos-
sible be advised that we had agreed to
this Bill, he moved-

That so mnuch of the Standing Orders ba
suspended as will permit of the Bil being now
read a third time.

RON. 3. W. HACKETT. Why P It was
desirable to look into several clauses of
the Bill.

THE COLONIiAL SECRETARY: That being
so, he would not press the motion.

Motion withdrawn.

PAPER PRESENTED.

By the COLONIAL SECRETARY:
port en Gaols anld Prisoners, 1902.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

Re-

ADJOURNMrEN~T.

THE COLONIAL SECRETARY:-
Printed copies of the next two Bills on
the Notice Paper not having come to
hand, it was impossible to proceed with
their second reading; but during the
adjournment which he was about to
ask for these would. be distributed to
members for perusal. He moved that
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the House ait its rising do0 adjourn till
Tuesday, the 8th. September.

Question passed.
The House adjourned accordingly at

20 minutes past 5 o'clock, until the 8th
September.

Thursday, 20th August, 1903.

PaGCa
Question:- Harbour Trust, Reports etc..........63&
Bis: Audt Cuncil' suggested amendment ... 084

Constitution Aczt Amendment, in Committee,
poZsoe Aclass reported ............. 63t
Elotoni ctAmendment, in Committee
resumed, reported....... ....... 644

Redistrbution of Seate, explanation ...... 6S
InsecionofMachinery, in Committee
esume~dCla&uses 17 to 58, progress -1, &%6

THs SPEAKER took the Chair at
4-30 o'clock, p.m.

PRAYERS.

PAPER PRESENTED.
By the MINISTER. FOR RAILWAYS:

Return showing locomotives running on
Government railways; moved for by Mr.
Bath.

Ordered, to lie on the table.

QUESTION-HA.RBOUR TRUST,
REPORTS, ETC.

MR. HASTIE asked the Premier:
When he would lay upon the table of the
House (in accordance with the Act passed
last session) -z, The half-yearly report
of the Fremantle Harbour Trust; 2, A
copy of the Trust's recommendations of
proposed alterations in the Harbour; 3,
The report of the late. Engineer (Mr.
Leslie) on the proposed Harbour altera-
tions.

THE PREMIER replied: i, This has
been done; 2, These are being considered
by the Trust in consultation with the
Engineer-in-Chief; 3, This is under con-
sideration, and' is now before the Execu-
tive Council.

AUDIT BILL.
COUNCIL'S SUGGESTED) AMYENDMENT.

Message of the Legislative Council,
suggesting amendment in Clause 48, now
considered.

IN COMMITTEE.

Clause 48-Line 44, strike out the
words "1the Legislative Assembly if Par-
liamnent is," and insert the words " Parla-
ment if."

TiE COLONIA.L TREASURER
moved that the amendment be agreed to.
Clause 48 was an exact. copy of a section
in the New South Wales Act (he thought
Section 54), but the Government saw no
objection to agreeing to the request of
the Council. The clause would then read,
"provided that a statement as to such
exempti on shall be laid before Parliament,
if Parliament is then sitting."

Question passed, and the suggested
amendment maode in the clause.

Reported with an amendment, the
report adopted, and the Bill as amended
returned to the Cduancil.

CONSTITUTION ACT AMENDlMENT BILL.
IN COMMITTEE.

Resumed from the previous Tuesday.
Mit. HARFER in the Chair; the

PRE MrIER in charge of the Bill.
Postponed Clause 51-Provision for

disagreements between Houses as to
Bills

Mu. ILLINGWQRTH:- It was to be
regretted that the Government had seen
fit to put this clause in the Bill. There
was no necessity for it, and he did not
know of any case where such a clause
would be of value. We had gone on
very well without any such deadlock
clause. In the Australian States there
had been only one serious deadlock. fn
Victoria feeling was intensely strong with
regard to the rights of the Council and
the rights of the Legislative Assembly,
but there was a, very general consensus of
opinion when he was there that this kind
of deadlock clause was an irritant and
not a help, and that it had at tendency,
instead of causing the two Houses to
endeavour to 'keep themselves in touch
with each other and puhlic opinion, to
cause them to fall hack upon this sort of
safety valve, and throw the responsibility
on the constituencies. He had no strong
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