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of clause seven in pref'etencc to the additional claus (clause 8), 

as proposed by the Coll ge Council. But the Fin nee Corruni t o 

r cco ended that the dra.:f't of' the Bill be approv d, ubj ct to the 

inclusion of clause eight as r co n ed by the Colleg 

and thi course aa adopted by the Counc11.<S8 ) th 

authoritie , 

Bill, th 

tlle inclusion of' Clause Eight, had no been pprove by both parti a 

concerned, it was ready to come b for Parliament, but, b for thi 

took place, tho Registrar ~rot to the City Council king if it 

1ould be convenient to change the date of' transfer from pril1 ,1949 

to October 1, 1948 and to this the Council agreed. 

Althou h the t~o Councils had agr ed on the :f'o m that t e ill 

should take, Mr. • • iVright, the solicitor to. the Gammack Estate, 

remained adamant on the inclusion of' the disputed clause. no fever, 

the City Council, after h.vin heard him state his caoe, decided to 

proceed 1ith the Bill as drafted, and to send Councillors Tait nd 

.anning to ellington to give evidenc , before the Corrunitteo of the 

House, in support of it, i'lith particular reference to the Garnmack 

E·tate.(59) en the Dill had been approved by the Local Bodies 

Co ttee or the House of Representatives, a letter was received 

from • S. G. Holland d.P . iil.formin,£ the City Counc 1 that Tr. right 

h d, during the consid r-..tion of the Bill, rai.,ed th question of' 

making the Library completely free. (GO) It was point d out to lr . 

Wright that the Connnittee had no power to do ao he su gested, and 

Holland promised to communicate 1ith the City Council, requesting 

that the question of' maldng the Library completely i'rce should be 
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