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1. The Honourable Mr. Prac @9 at & poll of the
P yhoide‘s s in the New rance Asgoc iaﬂﬂOﬂ should

oli 1
be taken, to determine the ga; uﬂ Bawfi of Directors

ghm].d be abolished.
2. 1“59 Hoimvuao}.e Vr VVILL’UME to move, That the Report of the N
Affairg Committee on the Petition of Hori Herehere and others be referred

0 H e Government for th‘if{ favourable consideration.

1. Presbyterian Church ]
(Hon. Mr. Menzies “;
Christchurch Market |
Hinancial Arrangement
Mr. G. R. Johuuem,)

( ui) Mr. Reeves.)
o be eﬁin_,_ﬁi,reri (Hon.

4, Distress Bill—third reading Ati uu- d debate. r. St
5. Otago Harbour Board Leagm ill—to be recommitted. (Hon. Mr. A.DL cal.)
8. D 1_1edm Drill-shed Act 1876 em%mem Act iu% AJ endment Bill—second

reading. Adj ourﬂe«i debate “ﬁOl’L Dr. Pollen,’
]

Contingent Notice of VOM@;@ v
The Honourable W Vm.gozq to move, That the Order be digcharged,
and that the Bill be re md the Joint Comzi

vittee on Bills.

. Fire and Marine Insurance é“‘omp:mes Bill—third reading. (Hon. Colo

~ Secretary.)

8. Resident Magistrates Courts Proceedings Validation Bill-—to be commitbed.
(Hon. Colonial Se @?emz"y )

9. Administration Act 1879 Amendment Bill—consideration of reagsons assigned
Eﬁz the House of Representatives for disagreeing to one of the amendments

the Legislative Couneil :—

[.n_u
pm...a

Rmasons for disagreeing with the Amendm
regards the giving "of the entire proper
and the entire property of a wife dy

its made in thiz Bill by the Council, so far as
of a husband dying without issue to his widow,
without children to her husband.

en
3/ )

1. Teatr there is no good reason for altering the law ag it ow stands, and has stood for
centuries, so far as regards the portion that & widow obtaing of her husband’s property, in the
event of his dying without 1ea,vmg issue.

2. That the tendency of modern legislation in England, as well ag in New Zealand (see
“The Destitute Persons Act, 18777), is to cast the burden of maintaining parents upon
children and other relatives.

3. That the amendment proposed may cast upon the Btate a burden that should be
borne by the plopcﬁav of the deceased, such as in the case of a child dying leaving his father
unprovided for and infirm.

4. That no doubt in small esbates there may arise cases in which the widow wonld not
obtain sufficient means for her maintenance if only one-half of her husband’s property were
granted to her; but the amendment is too sweeping, and applies to all cases, whether the
1“"01jelty left be large or small.

. That allowing the husband to suceeed to all plcparuy of hig deceased wife may work
an 111*11smce to her relatives and to 1 State, as she is gubject to the same obligation to
wuppom her parents, if alive and destitute, as her hu ‘%}O&ﬂd i8.
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oy Hormus. -
W. DowNIE STEWART.

;e

House of Representatives, 14th August, 1885.



