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INTRODUCTION

GENERAL SURVEY OF THZ SUBJECT.

Arising from the discussion in 1956 for an
independent Federation of Malaya, the Reid Constitutional
Commission was appointed to recommed constitutional
arrangement for the proposed Federation. In due course,
the Constitutional Commission presented its report
together with its dr&ft constitution which, after further
examination and someaamendments,was finally promulgated

as the Constitution of Malaya on Merdeka Day. This

Constitution made provisions for a ' federal form of
government ' for the whole country as a single indepen-
dent unit within the Commoneealth based oﬁ Parliamentary
democracy with a bicameral legislature, in accordance

with the term of reference.

Althougﬁ the term of reference for the Commission
had not indicated whether the doctrine of legislative
supremacy or constitutional supremacy should prevail,
the written Constitution which the Reid Commission present

-ed made it abundantly clear, however, that the entire
philosophy of the constitutional arrangements was the
doctrine of constitutional supremacy. Article 4 of the

Constitution provided

This Constitution is the supreme law of the
Federation and any law passed after Merdaka Day





