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LEGISLATIVE GOUNCIL

Wednesday, 25th April, 1951

The Council met at 2 p.m. His
Excellency the Officer Administering the
Government, Mr. J. Gutch, O.B.E.,
President, in the Chair.

PRESENT :

The President, His Excellency the
Officer Administering the Government,
Mr. J. Gutch, O.B.E.

The Hon. the Colonial Secretary,
Mr. D. J. Parkinson, O.B.E, (Acting).

The Hon. the Attorney General, Mr.
F. W. Holder, K.C.

the Financial Secretary
E. F. McDavid,

The Hon.
and Treasurer, Mr.
C.M.G., C.B.E.

The Hon. C. V. Wight, C.B.E.

(Western Essequibo).

The Hon. Dr. J. B. Singh, O.B.E.
(Demerara-Essequibo).

The Hon. T. Lee (Essequibo

River).
The Hon. V. Roth (Nominated).

The Hon. T. T. Thompson (Nom-
inated)."

.The Hon. G. A. C. Farnum, O.B.E.
(Nominated).

The Hon. Capt. J. P. Coghlan

(Demerara River).

The Hon. J. Fernande (George-

town Central).
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The Hon. Dr. C. Jagan (Central
Demerara).

The Hon. A. T. Peters (Western
Berbice).

The IHon. W. A. Phang
Western District).

(North

The Hon. G. H. Smellie (Nomin-
ated).

Tne Hon. J. Carter (Georgetown
South)..

The Hon. F. E. Morrish (Nomin-
ated),

'i'he Clerk read prayers.

The minutes of the meeting of the
Council held on the 20th of April, 1951,
as printed and circulated, were taken
ag read and confirmed.

GOVERNMENT NOTICES
INTRODUCTION OF BILLS.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL gave
notice of the introduction and first
reading, and of his intention at a later
stage to move the suspension of the
relevant Standing Rule and Order to
enable him to proceed with the first
readine of the following Bills
intituled:—-

“An Ordinance to make special provi-

sions for the housing of labour workers
on sugar estates”.

“An Ordinance to amend the Sugar
Industry Special Funds Ordinance, 1947.””

“An Ordinance further to amend the
Constabulary Ordinance with respect to
the pensions payable to certain non-
commissioned officers and constables.”

“An Ordinance to amend the New

Amsterdam Town Council Ordinance,
1940.7

UNOFFICIAL NOTICES.

APPOINTMENT OF DR. HO AS
-EEYE SPECIALIST.

Mr. FERNANDES : On behalf of

the hon. Member for Georgetown
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South (Mr. Carter) I give notice of the
following motion:—

“WHEREAS the recent departure of Dr.
C. Murray, Eye Specialist, on leave has
resulted in much distress among persons
suffering from eye disease;

BE IT RESOLVED that this Council
recommends to the Administration the
immediate appointment of Dr. H. Ho to
act as Eye Specialist during the absence
of Dr. C. Murray on the terms offered
by him.”

ORBPER OF THE DAY.

SUSPENSION OF STANDING RULES
AND ORDERS.

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: Be-
fure we proceed to the Order of the
Day I beg to move the suspension of
the relevant Standing Rules and Orders
to enable me to have read for the first
time the four Bills introduced at this
meeting.

The
seconded,

COLONIAL SECRETARY

Question put, and agreed tv.

BILLS—FIRST READING.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved
the fivst reading of the following Bills
intituled—

“An Ordinance to amend the New Am-
sterdam Town Council Ordinance, 1940.”

“An Ordinance to make special provi-
sions for the housing of labour workers
of sugar estates.”

“An Ordinance to amend the Sugar
Industry Special Funds Ordinance, 1947.”

“An Ordinance further to amend the
Constabulary Ordinance with respect to
the pensions payable to certain non-
commissioned officers and constables.”

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 1
would like to say with regard to two
of the Bills—the one relating to the
housing of workers on sugar estates and
the other relating to the Sugar Indus-
try Special Funds—that 1 would like
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to take them through their remaining
stages on Friday.

The PRESIDENT: These two Bills
are necessary in order that the issue
of loans to workers for housing may
be expedited.

K XTENSION OF RENT RESTRICTION
ORDINANCE.

Dr. JAGAN: I beg to move:

“WHEREAS the provisions of the Rent
Restriction Ordinance apply to all dwell-
ing houses, whether let furnished or un-
furnished; to all public or commercial
houses, whether let furnished or unfur-
nished, and to all building land;

AND WHEREAS only Georgetown and
the area within three miles outside the
boundaries of the City and New Amster-
dam, Christianburg and Wismar and
Bartica are included within the provi-
sions of the Rent Restriction Ordinance;

AND WHEREAS tenants in other areas
of the country are experiencing great
difficulties;

BE IT RESOLYVED that this Council
recommend hat the Rent Restriction
Ordinance be made applicable to the
whole Colony.”

The motion seeks to recommend. to
Government the extension of the pro-
visions of the Rent Restriction Ordin-
ance to the whole Colony. At the pres-
ent time the Ordinance, as set out in
the first preamble, applies to all dwell-
ing houses, whether let furnished or
unfurnished, all public or commercial
houses, whether let furnished or un-
furnished, and to all building land.
Consequently we find that whole areas
which are set out in the second pre-
amble—Georgetown, New Amsterdam,
Christianburg, Wismar and Bartica—
arc included in this Ordinance, there
are large wections of this country which
are excluded. We are aware of the fact
that because of the increasing high cost
of living Government sought to stabi-
lize the amount paid for rents by people
resident in, those areas, so that they
should not experience undue hardship.
It may be argued that the rural areas
do not particularly come within the con-
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ditions as set out in those areas which
I have just named because, as I said,
in the rural areas most per ons usually
own their own dwellings. BRut we find
that the Rent Restriction Ordinance ap-
plies also to building land which is de-
fined as land on which houses are built,
and we do find in the rural areas, in
various parts of the country, that while
an individual may own his house, that
house 1is usnally built on leased land.
But since the Rent Restriction Ordin-
ance is not applicable to those areas, we
find that these renters do not have any
seenrity of tenure, and at any time the
landlords can ask for an increase on the
land rent. or in cases where houses are
rented, they can also ask for an in.
crease in the rentals. Tf these increases
in rentals are not given, in manyv cases
we find that notices to quit are usually
given, and the o-cupiers of either
huilding land or houses do not have
any legal protection.

In view of that, this motion asks
that Government he requested to extend
the Rent Restriction Ordinance to cover
the whole country. I think this motion
is self-explanatory, and I do not think
it needs much elaboration. Consequently
I shall not waste too much of the
Council’s time, except to give a few
insiances where people have been suf-
fering undue hardship. I have in my
hand, Sir, many letters which have
heen forwarded to me from various
areas, whereby an appeal was made to
me to see what could be done, because
of - the rental increases which were
made either on house or building land.
1 have a letter from Cumberland Vil-
lage, East Canje, Berbice, showing that
the person in question was paying a
rental of $4 per month and an increase
of $1 per month was requested. That
is an increase of 25 per cent. of the
oviginal rental.

Mr. ROTH: To a point of enquiry?
Is not Cumberland within three miles
of New Amsterdam?

Dr. JAGAN: In respect of George-
town the Ordinance applies within three
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miles of the limits of the City, but I do
not know if the same applies to New
Amsterdam.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 1
am not in a position to say, without
having the particular Order in Council
before me. I have to get it.

Dr. JAGAN: I have several cases,
some of which I have already reported
to the hon. the Colonial Secretary, and
on which some action was taken. There
is another matter which I recently took
up through the Colonial Secretary’s
Office, and which was submitted to the
Labour Department for their considera-
tion. An individual, who was leasing
a piece of land from Lusignan estate
on which he built his house, sent some
cane to the estate’s factory to be ground.
As we know, the canefarmers usually
send their cane to the estates to be
ground and they are paid a fixed sum
per ton by the estate. When this indi-
vidual applied for the money which was
due to him for his cane, amounting to
$44.76, he was told that he could not get
that amount as he owed the estate the
sum of $G0 which was calculated on the
basis of a land rentalof $12 per annum
for a period of five years. This individ-
ual claims that he was paying a small
sum per month and was never notified
that it had been increased to $1 per
month. Consequently he did not feel
that that sum should have been deduct-
ed from his cane money.

I have a few other cases from
Turkeyen, Cummings Lodge, and Ogle
pasture. I do not like the tone of the
letters which were written to some of
these residents notifying them of an
increase in the rentals. In one case, I
would like to read for the benefit of
kon. Members of this Council, a notice
to quit which was given subsequent to
the notice for increased rental. The
note which was appended to the notice
to quit reads as follows:—

“After your tenancy has expired pur-
suant to the above notice, the estate
intends to let the above premises at one
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dollar per month, and is prepared to
consider granting you a new tenancy
on that basis.”

In this case I am not arguing
whether or not the estate was charging
a reasonable rental, but it does appear
that a notice was given for an increase
in rental, and appended to that notice to
quit was a note saying that if the indi-
vidual agreed to the increase in rental,
then a new rent contract would have to
be signed. Those are reasons which
prompted me to move this motion in
this Council, because I do feel that some
protection should be given to the in-
habitants of the rural areas. I can
anticipate the Government, or some
hon: Members adducing the argument
that it would be creating a great deal
of work for the Magistrates in the
rural areas, bhut I would point out that
in the rural areas one finds that many
hcuses and land on which houses are
built are owned by the individuals occu-
pying them, but there are a few cases
in which houses, or land on which
houses are built, are being rented or
leased. Consequently I do not antici-
pate, if the Ordinance is extended to
protect the inhabitants in the rural
areas, that there would be an undue
number of cases coming up before the
rural Magistrates. In view of these
circumstances I commend this motion
for the consideration and approval of
Members of this Council.

Mr. CARTER: I beg to second the
motion which has been moved by the
hon. Member for Central Demerara. As
a legal practitioner who practises not
only in Georgetown but also in the coun-
try districts, I have come across quite
a number of cases, not as many as in
Georgetown, in which there has been a
great deal of hardship on tenants who
have been compelled to give up the oc-
cupancy of their holdings, or even in
some cases to remove their houses from
lands they rented. I have always won-
dered what was the reason for the non-
inclusion of country districts within the
realms of the Rent Restriction Ordj-
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nance. It may have been that when the
Rent Restriction Ordinance was passed
in this Council, there was no housing
shortage in the country districts. If
that was so at that time, I am sure it
is not the case today in the districts on
the East Bank, Demerara, particularly.
I know that at the Providence Court
applications have been made by land-
lords for possession of their houses, and
those landlords had not to state any
reason why they required possession, as
is done in respect of houses within the
Rent Restriction areas. For any whim
or caprice they can get their houses va-
cated, or the land which they own, and
on which people have built houses, va-
cated for their own use. I feel that
the time has come when the Rent Re-
striction Ordinance should be extended
throughout the country, and I have
much pleasure in supporting the
motion.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Hon.
Members are aware, I am sure, of the
fact that under the provisions of the
Rent Restriction Ordinance, No. 23 of
1941, section 4, power is given 1o the
Governor-in-Council to extend the pro-
visions of the Ordinance to any area.
Section 4 of the Ordinance is as fol-
lows:—

“(1) The Governor in
by Order—
¢a) extend the provisions of this Or-
dinance to any area described in
the said Order;

Council may

(b) declare the manner in which the
standard rent of any house or land
made subject to the provisions of
this Ordinance by any such Order
is to be ascertained.”

Therefore, power is given to
the Governor in Council to extend the
application of the provisions of this Or-
dinance to any area. Under those pro-
visions, as the hon. Member for Central
Demerara has said, the Ordinance was
extended to Christianburg, Wismar,
Rartica and to New Amsterdam. It
was extended to Christianburg and Wis-
mar and to Bartica in 1942, and to New
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Amsterdam in 1944. Those are built-
up areas, and ciearly the object of the
Rent Restriction Ordinance was to pre-
vent the infliction of exorbitant rental
charges by landlords. Obviously, where
there are areas of land where this diffi-
culty does not obtain, it would not be
necessary to apply the Rent Restriction
Ordinance. It would only be applied
where there are such built-up areas
where, as a result of a shortage of
houses, landlords, following the law of
supply and demand, may be tempted to
charge exorbitant rentals. That is
why the power is there and is put in
that form. It was really with the ob-
Jject of safeguarding the tenants from
undue charges and, one might say, ex-
ploitation at some time. But to apply
the Ordinance as a whole to the whole
of British Guiana,
point of view one can appreciate that
that would be neither necessary nor de-
sirable. There are vast tracts of this
country where there is not even a
house, and there is no necessity for it.

I suggest to hon. Members thai the
provisions in the Ordinance are suffi-
ciently wide to enable any of the objects
which the hon. Member seeks to achieve
to be realized. That is where there arc
built-up districts or areas, and it is es-
tablished that from the nature of the
holdings of the land, and from the
nature of the tenancies, it is desirable
that the Order should be extended or
applied to those districts.  Of course
that can be done, but to apply the
Ordinance wholesale would not meet
the purpose at all, for the simple
reason that hon. Members know that
the coastlands are the inhabited parts
of thig country and of these coastland
areas Georgetown, New Amsterdam,
Bartica, Wismar and Christianburg are
the built-up ones.

Mr. ROTH: I do not think Bartica,
Wismar and Christianburg can be
called coastland areas.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I have
added those. I am not as familiar with
the interior as the hon. Member. I quite

from a practical .
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appreciate his trying to make the dis-
tinction. The emphasis which I was
endeavouring to put was on the built-up
areas of the Colony. Obviously, rent
restriction does not apply where an
area is sparsely populated, and if you
use it in the districts such as I have
mentioned, where it becomes necessary
from the nature of the circumstances,
that the Rent R striction Ordinance
should be applied, it is a method of ap-
proach. This is a more positive way
of providing against the difficulty.

The hon. Member for Central Demer-
ara (Dr. Jagan) has emphasized the
question of land holdings as against
houses. The Ordinance provides for
rent restriction to be applied to houses
as well as land, and where it can be
clearly established that there are dis-
tricts where it is necessary and desirable
that the Rent Restriction Ordinance
should be applied, provision is made in
the Ordinance for such application, and
it is unnecessary to amend the Ordin-
ance to apply to the whole Colony. The
Magistrates in the districts take note of
what cases are brought. The real posi-
tion is that it is necessary to extend the
provisions to certain areas which do
not come within the Ordinance. The
hon. Member for Georgetown South
(Mr. Carter ) said he had come across
cases in which there had been a great
deal of hardship to people in George-
town and other areas, who had to re-
move their houses from leased lands.

Mr. CARTER: I referred to places on
the ast Bank.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The ar-
gument is the same. Those are built-
up areas, and where there is a-shortage
of houses and exorbitant rents are
being charged for lots, the question can
be dealt with under this particular sec-
tion. ‘Once it is established that there
is necessity for the application of the
provisions of the Rent Restriction Or-
dinance the Governor in Council can
act. We cannot make provision for the
Ordinance to apply to the whole Colony
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when there are large areas of the
Colony where there are no houses or
settlements to come within the term of
rent restriction.

Mr. LEE: I am in sympathy with the
motion. In respect of lands owned by
sugar estates, on which people have
built houses, the rent of the land has
been increased in certain instances as
much as 1,000 per cent. Some people
who were paying $1 per month now have
to pay $10 per month. In other cases
the rents have been increased from 50
cents to $2 per month, and in some
cascs people who were paying $5 per
year are now asked to pay $20 or $25 a
year. Those people cannot remove their
houses. In some cases they cannot af-
ford to do so, and in other cases they
cannot get land. I am not suggesting
that the lands on which the houses are
erected are net worth more today, but
in increasing the rents to the extent
they have done, the proprietors have
gone a little too far. The people are being
compelled cither to break their houses
down or to work on the estates. It is
a form of compulsion which is distinctly
wrong.

In my constituency Government has
condemned the ranges on the rice es-
tates, and has promised to acquire land
for the purpose of building houses. I
hope the hon. Mover will introduce a
motion requesting Government to carry
out that promise, and I am sure he
would get the support of the entire
Council. There is a shortage of houses
for working people who would like to
live near the sugar and rice estates. I
hope that the time will soon arrive when
Government will see the necessity of
converting these areas into Village
Authorities. I refer particularly to the
tast Bank. I am aware of the hard-
ship that is being experienced there,
and I sincerely hope the proprietors
will do something about it. The pro-
prietors on the Essequibo Coast are
also taking advantage of the situation.
They cannot increase the rental of the
lands for rice. but they have done so
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in respect of the ranges and the fees
for the agistment of -cattle. Those
things are wrong, and I would like
Government to take note of them.

Mr. MORRISH: The hon. Membeyr
who has just taken his seat has made
certain statements, one of which was to
the effect that he knew of cases—I
think I am correct in saying on sugar

estates—-where the rental of lands has

been raised 1000 per cent. As a mem-
ber of the Sugar Producers’ Association
I would be very grateful to the hon.
Member if he would give us some in-
formation on that, because I am quite
sure the Association would be glad to
explore it further. It seems incredible
that rents could possibly be increased
by 1000 per cent. The hon. Member
went on to say that he knew of a num-
ber of cases on the East Bank. It
happens that the Company with whom
I am employed, largely own the sugar
areas on the East Bank, and I happen
to know a very great deal about the
rents for such parts of the estates as
are leased to workers, and I am very
surprised indeed to hear that there has
been any extraordinary increase as sug-
gested. In fact I can deny that very
flatly.

The hon. Member also remarked
about compulsion. I think it is common
knowledge that the two Bills, the first
of which was moved by the hon. the
Attorney-General this afternoon, are
very closely tied up with this matter of
housing in country areas, with particu-
lar interest to the sugar industry. I
think if the hon. Member would explore
the Labour Welfare Committee’s recom-
mendations he would find that in the
extra nuclear areas which it is proposed
to create, I believe I am correct in say-
ing that the rental for land is one shil-
ling per month, which amounts to an
indefinite lease. The suggestion of
compulsion of such people as may take
up lands in those areas is therefore out
of the question and impossible to
achieve, even if so desired.
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There is one other point I would like to
make which does not affect the industry
with which I am connected. I refer to
the question of the renting of houses.
In fairness to the landlords, it must be
remembered that the cost of building
materials and maintenance has probably
gone up 200 or 300 per cent. within the
last five years, and while no doubt there
are those who will exploit such a situa-
tion, it does seem that there is some
justification for some moderate increase
in rentals:

Mr. LEE: I would suggest to the
hon. Member that if he looked at the
files of the Local Government Board he
would see that the residents at Grove
were sent a notice in which certain per-
centages were charged, and that a re-
quest was made of the proprietors for
the purchase of the land for eonversion
into a Local Authority:

Mr. MORRISH: To a point of ex-
planation. I did not quite follow the
hon. Member’s remark. I would be glad
if he would repeat what he said.

Mr. LEE: I referred to the notices
in respect of the increase of rentals for
land at Grove, which were given about
four years ago, and to the request made
by the people to Government to take
over the land by compulsion and con-
vert it into a Local Authority. .

Mr. MORRISH: To a point of
information. I may state that the Dem-
erara Company, who are very largely
the owners of Pln. Grove, have indi-
cated their willingness that that area
should become part of the Local Au-
thority.

Mr. LEE: I am glad to hear that.

Mr. FERNANDES: 1 have been
asked on more than one occasion why
the Rent Restriction Ordinance did not
apply to the whole Colony, and I ex-
plained that there was provision in the
Ordinance by which it could be applied
to-the whole Colony, or to any part of the
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Colony to which the Governor in Coun-
cil felt it should apply. Of course, at
the outset the Governor in Council de-
cided that the Ordinance should be
limited to Georgetown and the areas
within three miles of its boundaries,
and to New Amsterdam, Bartica, Chris-
tianburg and Wismar., At that time there
was no necessity to extend it any fur-
ther, but on account of the very strin-
gent housing shortage in the City some
people have been forced to move beyond
three miles of the boundaries of the
City. The hon. Member for Georgetown
South (Mr. Carter) referred to some of
the people on the East Bank who are
further away from the City than three
miies. Lots of City people have now
gon2 to Kitty and Subryanville, and some
as far as Plaisahce and Beterverwagt-
ing, and I understand that a few are
within reach of Buxton. The invasion
of the nearby villages by people from
Georgetown has resulted in a shortage
of housing in those areas, and as the
Rent Restriction Ordinance does not
apply theve, I can quite see the pro-
prictors of houses endeavouring to put
their village tenants out in order to
accorumodate persons who are working
in Georgetown, by charging them
incveased rent. Of course the owners
of houses, like the owners of any kind
of business, naturally try to get as
mrch as they can out of their invest-
ments.

I am supporting the recommenda-
tion that the Rent Restriction Ordin-
ance be extended to' the whole Colony,
in spite of the arguments adduced by
the hon. the Attorney-General, because
if it is just extended here and theea
there would be some difficulty in poouple
not knowing exactly where it operates
and where it does not. In areas where
there are no houses the Rent Restric-
tion Ordinance, even if in force, would
have no effect. In areas where rentals
have not been increased to any alarm-
ing proportion everybody would be sat-
isfied, and ncbody would go to the
Courts to have- their rents fixed. hers
are several laws in the Statute Book
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which cover the whole Colony but only
affect certain areas. I am sure that,
with the exception of the areas around
Georgetown and New Amsterdam, the
Magistrates would have quite a lot of
extra work. But that is no reason why,
if those areas need rent restriction, it
should not be made to apply there.

I am going to support the motion
because I feel sure that rent restriction
is necessary in a number of areas, and
T would like to avoid the difficulty of
knowing exactly where the boundaries
are by making the Ordinance apply to
the whole Colony, as there would then
be no argument as to whether a person
is on one side of the line or the other.

Mr. PETERS: As a practising
lawyer who is supposed to know some-
thing about the operation of the Rent
Restriction Ordinance and its enforce-
ment by the Courts, it is my considered
opinion that the provision in the Ordi-
nance whereby the Governor in Coun-
cil can from time to time declare cer-
tain areas of the Colony Rent Restric-
tion Areas, is sufficient to take care
of what my friend on my left (Mr.
Carter) has in mind. We must realize
that it was because the Legislature, in
enacting the Rent Restriction Ordin-
ance, felt that it might be necessary to
extend its operation from one part of
the Colony to another, it made provi-
sion in the Ordinance for the Governor
in Council—not the Governor alone—to
make such decisions. In a matter of
this kind I feel that the Governor in
Council is sufficiently competent to take
cognizance of what is happening throughn-
out the Colony in the matter of the
rental of premises, whether houses or
land. It is competent to do what is
right and just in the interest of the
people, and in view of that and my
own experience of the operation of the
law, I am afraid I cannot support the
motion.

Capt. COGHLAN : The last
speaker has said that the Governor in
Council, and not the Governor alone,
would make the provision necessary for
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the extension of the Ordinance to other
areas. When reference is made to the
Governor in Council it is understood to
mean the Governor with the advice of
the Executive Council but the Governor
is not compelled to accept the advice cf
the Members of the Executive Council,
so that the Governor in Council is in
fact the Governor alone, if he wishes
to override the wishes of the Executive
Council.

With regard to what has been said
by my friend on my right I do not see
any harm could be done by extending
the Ordinance to the entire Colony,
because from time to time the rural
areas will become more congested than
they are at present. Evidence of that
has been given by many Members, and
in view of that the Governor in Coun-
cil would be labouring from time to time
to decide what area or areas should be
proclaimed. The difficulty would %he
avoided if it were decided once and for
all to make the Ordinance applicable to
the entire Colony. I therefore think
that, notwithstanding Section 4 of the
Rent Restriction Ordinance of 1941,
which gives the Governor in Council
power to extend the application of the
Ordinance to any area, no harm would
be done by allowing this motion to go
through.

With regard to the suggestion that
rents have been greatly increased on
sugar estates, I can say from my own
knowledge of the Managers of sugar
estates—and I know quite a few of
them—that I think the situation is per-
haps a little exaggerated when it is
suggested that rents have been in-
creased by 1,000 per cent. There have
no doubt been increases of rent on
sugar estates, and perhaps there may
be specific cases of grievances, but, gen-
erally speaking, I do notthinkthe sugar
producers would have the slightest
objection to this motion going through,
because I do not think they wish to do
anything which would greatly operate
against the people who are renting
houses or land from them on the suge»
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estates,
estates.

provided they work on the

Mr. MORRISH: To a point of cor-
rection! The sugar estates do net rent
houses.

Capt. COGHLAN: No, they rent
land on which the houses are built.

Mr. FARNUM: 1 feel that I will
have to support the motien, because
while it is true that the Governor in
Council has power to apply the Ordin-
ance to any area within a 3-mile limit
of Georgetown and New Amsterdam,
application has to be made to the Gov-
ernor in Council to have it applied to
some district.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 1
do not think there is any application to
be made at all. The law does not say so.

Mr. FARNUM: How would the
Governor in Council extend the Ordin-
ance to other areas?

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: How
did they extend it to Christianburg and
Wismar? If it comes to the knowledge
of Government that it is desirable that
there should be an extension of the
provisions of the Ordinance to a par-
ticular area it can be done.

Mr. FARNUM: I have in mind
that for the Governor in Council to
apply the Ordinance to some area appli-
cation would have to be made. I know
of areas outside of villages where the
people are exploited by increased rent
of land. They suffer a great deal of
hardship and have no means of bring-
ing the matter to the attention of the
Government.

The PRESIDENT: The District
Commissioner or the Local Authority
would bring it to the notice of Govern-
ment:

Mr. FARNUM: I was referring to
the Rural Sanitary Authorities.
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The FINANCIAL SECRETARY &
TREASURER: When the hon. Member
for Demerara River (Capt. Coghlan),
was speaking I gathered that he was
referring to this matter in terms which
seemed to imply that the Rent Restric-
tion Ordinance was a permanent fea-
ture. He used the words: “Let us settle
this matter once and for all.”

Capt. COGIILAN :
I said that?

Do you say that

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY &
TREASURLER: The hon. Member used
the words: ‘“once and for all.” Perhaps
the conclusion I am drawing from
what he said is erroneous. The point I
am making is that rent restriction by
legislation is, I hope, an emergency
featurc. It is true it has lasted for
some time, and under the conditions
which beset us today it will be neces-
sary for it to continue for a longer time
but, nevertheless, this compulsory fea-
ture by which rents are kept down is
not a normal feature of legislation at
all. Let us all hope the time will come
vhen it can be rescinded. As a matter
of fact I believe I am right in saying
that the Ordinance itself fixes a limit, a
date for its expiry, and it is continued
by virtue of resolutions of this Council
from time to time.

[t is not a permanent feature at
all. This does not go to the root of
the motion, but I do think that by reason
of that fact, and by reason of the fact
that the provisions can be applied on
application either by any person in au-
thority or any member of the public,
all that is necessary is for the Govern-
or-in-Council to become cognizant of a
situation and to apply the provisions
accordingly.

Dr. JAGAN: I will take the hon. the
Financial Secretary and Treasurer first.
He stated that the Rent Restriction
Ordinance is merely an emergency
measure. It has been an emergency
measure in order to protect the
people in the areas, to see that
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they maintain their standard of

living in the face of the increas-
ing cost of living. Why is it felt
by the hon. Member that because

it 'is an emergency feature it should
be applicable only to certain areas and
not to the rural areas in general? While
it is an emergency feature T would like
to point out that the hardship experi-
enced by the people in the rural areas
is as great as that experienced by the
people in the areas mentioned- in the
Ordinance. We know that at the present
time the people in the rural areas are
mostly farmers planting rice, ground
provisions, etc., and we know that the
recent guaranteed prices fixed by the
Government are more or less the same
as those fixed three years ago.. But
when we consider the increased cost of
living to these people, and that they have
to pay not only the same psices as in
the city of Georgetown and other places
listed in the Ordinance, but in many
cases more, even though it is said that
the Rent Restriction Ordinance is an
emergency feature and should last while
the emergency' is there so as to protect
the people, I submit that in the same
way as it is felt that certain areas
should bhe protected by the Ordinance,
the other areas should also be included.

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY &
TREASURER: I do not deny that.

Dr. JAGAN: It seems +that the
hon. the Financial Secretary and Treas-
urer is under the impression that it is
no use making the Ordinance applicable
all over the country. With reference to
the hon. the Attorney-General's speech,
what I would have liked to hear him say
was that the application of this Ordin-
ance to the whole country would have
crcated great difficulty, but so far hon.

Tembers of this Council have not heen
given the privilege of hearing what
those difficulties would he. All he has
said is that if there is necessity for
protection in the rural areas then the
Governor-in-Council would deem it fit

to extend the provisions of the
“Ordinance to those areas. The mere
fact that we have scattered over
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this Colony several villages, coun-
try districts and what are known
as rural districts, wherein houses

as well as land are being rented, we
can visualize the numerous cases which
may not come to the attention of the
Governor-in-Council, but nevertheless
they are there and are creating a hard-
ship. 1 myself, as I have pointed out,
have had to write the hon. the Colonial
Secretary several letters on behalf of
many of those persons, and there are
many others for whom I have nct writ-
ten and whose cases I have not repre-
sented. I am sure hon. Members of
this Council ha e had similar experi-
ence,

Let us take -the villages in this
country. Most of them are not protect-
ed by the Ordinance at the present time,
and the Members of this Council who
represent the Village .Chairmen’s Con-
ference, can confirm that the tendency
today in many villages is for landlords
to build houses to be vrented to
individuals. Because of that factor we
find there is necessity for protection of
those people who may be renting dwell-
ing houses. What is the Governor-in-
Council to do? Will 1t say that one set
of villages in one constituency will need
protection and not the others? I feel
it would be much fairer to extend this
Ordinance to cover all the villages
throughout the whole country. Almost
every constituency has Village Authori-
ties. Even if we take what are known
as Country Districts, where there are
no elected members of the Local Au-
thority but nominated councillors, we
find there is necessity for such protec-
tion.

The hon. Member for Essequibo
River (Mr. Lee) cited cases of his ex-
perience on the Essequibo Coast. There
we have landlords who not only rent
land but rent house spots to ten-
ants. The renters of rice lands ave
protected under the Rice Farmers (Se-
curity of Tenure) Ordinance and thus
increased rentals cannot ‘be charged.
But the landlord is free, if he desires
to increase his ;‘entals; to push it on to -
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the house or house lot, and who can
prevent him from doing that at the
present tim-? We have instances of
that not only in the Essequibo River
District, the West K Coast, Demerara,
and Eastern Demerara Districts, etc.

I can see that no harm would be
done if the Governor in Council or the
Government agreed to extend this Or-
dinance so as to make it applicable to
the whole Colony. If the Governor in
Council were left to decide what areas
are to be protected,- then we can very
well see that the areas to which this
Ordinance will not be extended by the
Governor in Council may have several
cases of people experiencing hardship:
The point is, not that the majority of
people in a particular area may need
protection under this Ordinance, but
there may be a minority in these areas
which may need that protection as set
out in the Rent Restriction Ordinance,
and ought to be protected. That is why
I suggest it should be made applicable
to the whole country. I can understand
that the fear is that undue hardship
would be placed ‘on the Magistrates.
That is the point I want the hon. the
Attorney-General to emphasize, but he
has not emphasized it. He merely went
on to the point that the Governor in
Council can extend thiss Ordinance to
any particular district. That will not
remedy the situation because, in every
district, cases are turning up for protec-
tion under this Ordinance. Therefore
T feel this motion should receive sup-
vort, and I reccommend it wholeheartedly
to Members of this Council for approval.

Motion put, and the Council divided
and voted as follows:—

For—Messrs. Carter, Phang, Fer-
nandes, Farnum, Thompson, Roth, Lee
and Captain Coghlan—9.

Against—Messrs. Morrish, Smellie,
Peters, the Financial Secretary and
Treasurer, the Attorney-General and
the Colonial Secretary—6

Motion affirmed.

~by private individuals who
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GOVERNMENT ACQUISITION OF
NEWTOWN.

Dr. JAGAN: I beg to move:

“WHEREAS the residents of Newtown,
East Coast, Demerara, are generally in-
secure, being month-by-month tenants of
the proprietors of Newtown;

BE IT RESOLVED that this Council
recommends that Government acquire
Newtown, East Coast, Demerara, and
resell house lots to the residents on an
casy payment plan over a period of
twenty years.”

This motion seeks to ask Govern-
ment to acquire Newtown, East Coast,
Demerara, and resell the house lots to
the residents on easy payment spread
cver a period of 20 years. I remember
not too long ago, the hon. the Financial
Secretary and Treasurer, in moving the
motion to acquire Campbellville, sug-
gested that the people in that area
were subjected to insecurity of tenure.
They were month-by-month tenants
and, consequently, it was felt that some
protection should be given to those
people.

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY &
TREASURER: May I rise to a point
of explanation. [ did not say those
words. I said they might be subjected
to insecurity if the property was sold
by the present owners to others.
In fact I made the point that the ten-
ancy was quite reasonably satisfactory
from their point of view, because of the
goodwill of the present proprietors
which might not exist after the prop-
erty was sold to others.’

Dr. JAGAN: That is a further
elaboration of the point. Anyway this
motion seeks to give protection to the
tenants of this-era who have been re-
siding there for many years. New.
town is comprised of an area of ap-
proximately 59.98 acres. The area is
fully developed but it is owned today
lease the
land in house lots to the residents of
that area. The residents pay a month-
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ly rental but their teénure is
otherwise than secure. To provide
hon. Members of this Council with
some information as to the land, I
have extracted from the Deeds Reg-
istry certain relevant information so
that if this Council decides to purchase
this area Members would know the
whole story—the total number of acres
involved and the number of people resi-
dent there, etc. Part of this area was
first purchased in 1911. Mr. George
Garnett, as the Attorney of La Peni-
tence Estates, Ltd., transported to Mr.

ntonio D’Andrade and Mr. Manoel
Da Silva 35.35 Rhineland acres for
$5,713.25.

Mr. SMELLIE: The name is
George Russell Garnett.
Dr. JAGAN: 1 did not include

the middle name. It is George Rus-
sell Garnett. There was a subsequent
transport in 1912 by the same person,
in favour of the said two persons of
24.63 Rhineland acres for $4,000.50.
In 1913 Messrs Antonio D’Andrade and
Manoel Da Silva transported an undi-
vided one-third share of the total hold-
ings, having a value of $3,243.91, In
1944 one-sixth of the whole area of
59.98 acres was transported to M.C.
Gouveia and others for a total sum of
$28,687.560. That is approximately 10
acres for $28,587.

I have moved this motion because
I feel that this area is very near to the
City, and while City residents are en-
joying ceriain amenities the people in
this nearby district of Newtown are not
at present receiving the same ameni-
ties. By amenities I mean, Sir, supply
of piped water, proper roads, etc. In
Newtown there is no proper provision
for piped water into the homes of the
residents. The ordinary trench water
has to be utilised for the purpose of
washing, and in many cases for the
purpose of cooking. I do think that in
this day and age such a situation is far
from satisfactory, especially when we
consider that Newtown is almost within
the City of Georgetown. We do know
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that from the Town Planning Author-
ity’s scheme for a Greater Georgetown,
such areas are included for the expan-
sion of the City of Georgetown, and
consequently should Government ac-
quire this area, set it up as a Local
Authority, and resell the house
lots to those who are now occupying
them, I feel sure it would provide
greater amenities for the residents and
in due course make that area as good
as the City of Georgetown itself.
At the present time certain roads in
Newtown are closed to traffic. That
causes a great deal of difficulty tosome
or the residents in cases of illness. 1lun
rainy weather, when some of the reads
become very bad, the residents experi-
ence a great deal of difficulty, especial-
ly since motor cars cannot travel along
these blocked roads. Just as in the
case of Campbellville, which is an area
a little farther from Georgetown than
Newtown, and which Government has
decided to acquire for the purpose of
the protection of the residents of that
area, and in order to bring greater
am n.liecs to the pcople resident in
Campbellville, I feel that this interve-
ning area of Newtown should also be
acyuired by Government so as to give
similar protection to the tenants there
and also to create the necessary ameni-
ties which are certainly required by
those residents in and around the City
of Georgetown.

We have been told, Sir, that the
potable water supply scheme will soon
come into operation, and that within
a month or two the people in George-
town would be receiving and enjoying
the wcictits of this pure water supply
scheme. I am told that if the Govern-
ment were to expend a few thousand
dollars more this potable water supply
scheme could be enlarged to include the
areas of Kitty, Lodge, Newtown, Camp-
bellville and perhaps Subryanville anad
Bel Air. 1 do not know whether those
people want it or not, but my informa-
tion is that at a relatively lower cost,
since the scheme has to continue in any
case, an additional quantity of water
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could be provided for the amenities of

the inhabitants in the surrounding
areas in what is known as Greater
Georgetown. But I can foresee that

as long as private individuals own large
cections of land, and as ‘long as the
individuals feel that it is against their
financial interests to agree to- such a
scheme as a potable water supply, cer-
tainly such a scheme would not be
extended to those areas, and the people
would not be receiving the benefits of
such a scheme. In view of those eir-
cumstances, Sir, I have great pleasure
in recommending this motion for the

approval of hon. Members of this
Council,
Mr. LEE: I have great pleasure

in seconding this motion, but I would
certainly ask the Mover to consider
the question of compulsory acquisition
by the Government, because T know
as a fact that the heirs of this prop-
erty are not willing to sell, and unless
it is compulsorily acquired by Govern-
ment it cannot be obtained. No one ean
deny the fact that if the City is to be
extended it has to be towards the east
and the south, and this property would
have to be acquired in order that that
extension east can be done. It ought
not to be done in a piecemeal manner.

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY
& TREASURER: Does the hon. Mem-
ber say that the land has to be ac-
quired by somebody ?

Mr. LEE: I did not say that, I am
saying that the land has to be com-
pulsorily acquired for such extension
of the City east, because the heirs of
thiss property’ are not wselling. They
say it has been left to them by their
forefathers and they are not selling
it. Therefore Government would have
to acquire it ecompulsorily. Government
could then turn it into a Local Author-
ity or, if the City is going to be ex-
tended, the City can take it in.
Perhaps, I am misunderstood. If the
City is to be extended it wculd have
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to be taken in. Government could
make it a Local Authority, as will be
done with Campbellville, and in time
to come it could be taken over by the
Municipality. It is only a question
now of acquiring it. Because of the
high rates and itaxes in Georgetown
the residents of Kitty are against join-
ing up with Georgetown, but if they
see that they would be benefited by
joining up with Georgetown they are
going to do so. At present they feel
it is not to their advantage to do so.
The amenities that are required for a
proper standard of living, and which
obtain in the nearby City, are not pro-
vided in this little area, but that ean
be provided if the residents so desire
after the acquisition. I feel that they
should be given that opportunity, and
the opportunity to purchase the land
on a longiterm basis of 20 years in
order that they could have freehold
title to the land. The roads are bad,
and there is no doubt that the pro-
prietors are not making them up, be-
cause they do not want to spend money
on the roads out of the rentals they
get. They are very near to the water
supply station of the Georgetown
Municipality, and I feel sure that
water supply can be extended to them.
I would warn Government not to pay
the high price that certain other land-
owners have demanded of Government
for their lands. 1 would not agree if
these people want an exorbitant price.

Mr. FERNANDES: 1 am a little
amused at the remarks made by the
hen. Member who moved this motion.
The figures supplied were very inter-
esting. Everyone knows that the divi-
sion between Newtown and Campbell-
ville is just a canal and a road, yet a
short while ago we heard of the terri-
fic price which this Government was
paying for Campbellville. That price
was in the vicinity of $1,900 per acre,
yet the hon. Member today tells us
that as far back as 1924, when land
values were lower than they are today,
that portion of this block of land right
in front of Campbellville was trans-
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ported or sold at $2,800 per acre. As
one who supported the purchase of
Campbellville at $1,900 an acre, I feel
very happy today to find that my deci-
sion in supporting that price is more
than justified by the figures provided
this afternoon by the hon. Member who
was bitterly opposed to the purchase.
I was also surprised at the remark
made by the hon. Member for Esse-
quibo River (Mr. Lee) when he said
that for the City to be extended to the
easc the land at Newtown would have
to be forcibly acquired. That is
something which is very far from the
truth. If Newtown is included in the
City there is nothing to prevent its
present owners from continuing to
own the land. The only thing is that
the owners of the land would have to
pay taxes to the City Council which
would take care of all the amenities
in the area, such as roads, water sup-
ply, and things of that kind, and of
course the people of Newtown who own
houses but are not paying any kind
of taxation, would also have to pay
taxes. That is all it would mean.

I am one of those who feel very
strongly that every person who owns a
house and has the ambition to acquire
the land on which the house stands,
should be given an opportunity to do
so. Of course Newtown is in a very
much different position from Campbell-
ville. In the case of Campbellville the
ownership was being changed. There
was no moral obligation on the new
owners to give any sort of consideration
to the people who already occupied the
lands. The new owners would have been
quite in order to adopt every means al-
lowed them by law to get the best they
could out of their bargain if they had
been allowed to purchase Campbellville.
Of course Government stepped in and
was able to protect the people. In this
case that condition of things does not
exist. The people are paying leases,
and as far as I know there has not been
any general dissatisfaction over the
rates charged, or things of that kind.
We have heard today that they have not
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got potable water piped into their
houses, and things of that kind, but
that they would get those things if
Government acquired the area and
sold the lots to those who were willing
to pay for them. They could petition
the Governor to have the area declared
a village area, or, as the hon. Member
for Essequibo River (Mr. Lee) suggest-
ed, it could be absorbed into the City.
Of course we cannot get amenities
unless we are prepared to pay for
them.

While I strongly urge that every
opportunity should be seized to enable
those people who own buildings on
leased land to purchase the land, I
would hesitate to recommend to Govern-
ment the compulsory acquisition of
thoge lands, because I am sure that the
price of land acquired by such means
would be beyond the means of those
people who own buildings in that area.
I say so because the lands are valuable,
There is no doubt about that. The hon.
Mover did not see it fit, as he did on
the previous occasion, to give us an idea
of the profits made by the owners of
the area. I suppose that because its
not a limited liability company he was
unable to get the information. On the
last occasion he gave us information as
far back as 1940, but on this occasion
I would have liked information as to
the profits made in 1950, because I can
assure the Council that while I have
good reasons to believe that this area
is a very good investment to those who
own it, as they bought it a long time
ago when land was cheap, and that they
are quite satisfied with their present
returns, it would be a very poor invest-
ment at 3% per cent. if Government had
to pay the price those lands would be
worth if they were put on the market
at public auction today.

That being so, while I am in sym-
pathy with the people of Newtown and
would like to see them own their
house lots, I would support the motion
if the hon. Member had asked Govern-
ment to explore the possibility of nego-
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tiating for the purchase of the area.
But I cannot support it if it is the hon.
Member’s intention that Government
should go right ahead and take the
land away from its owners and leave
it to the Court to assess the price
that should be paid for it, because I

fear that the valuation would Dbe
far grealer in comparison with
what it is costing those peopie

today to have the use of those lands. If
the amount they would have to pay for
the land at 3 per cent. would be twice
as much what they are paying as lease
I am satisfied that the compulsory ac-
quisition of the area would not benefit
the people. As a matter of fact they
would be harder pressed than they are
at present. I therefore cannot support
the motion as it stands, except the hon.
Member amentled it so as to recommend
to Government that negotiations be en-
tered into with the owners with a view
to acquiring the land. If the magotin-
tions are successful and a price is sub-
mitted to this Council, I would then
decide whether it would benefit the
people if Government purchased the
land on their behalf at the price at
which the proprietors would be agree-
able to sell.

Mr. CARTER: 1 desire to support
the motion but, as the last speaker has
said, only if it is amended. I am
afraid that the last speaker rather stole
my thunder because, when he spoke
about the suggested amendment and 1
looked at what I had written
I found that my views corresponded
with his. Therefore, I am going to
move an amendment to the motion as [
had written it before the last speaker
made the suggestion. I move that the
resolution be amended to read:

“Be it resolved that this Council re-
commends that Government enter into
" negotiations witj the proprietors for the
acquisition of Newtown, Fast ("~~~ Dem-
erara, with a view to reselling house lots
~to the residents on an easy payment
plan.”

I do so not only for the reason stat-
ed by the last speaker, but because 1 do
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not think this motion should be in the
mandatory form in which it is. 1 feel
that Government should negotiate with
the owners instead of resorting to a
compulsory acquisition of the land
which would tend to influence the pur-
chase price. I am very pleased that this
motion has been brought before the
Council, because I feel that Government
should take ‘'the initiative in endeavour-
ing to provide security of tenure for
persons who own houses on leased land.
The hon. Member for Eastern Demerara
(Mr. Debidin) is not present, but he
mentioned during the debate on the
Campbellville purchase that there were
other lands on the East Coast with res-
pect to which he proposed to make a
similar request to Government, and I
think thai. wherever nossible, Govern-
ment should pursue this policv of ac-
quiring land for the purpnse of resell-
ing on a plan and pattern similar to
that adopted in respect of the purchase
of Campbellville and Bel Air. I feel
that Government should negotiate imme-
diately for the purchas~ of Newtown.
and if and when a purchase price is ar-
rived at the matter should be referred
tc TFFinance Committee, by whom it
could be derided whether or not the
purchase would be in the interest of the
residents in that area.

Mr. FARNUM: I believe that 1
know the Newtown area better than anv
other Member of this Council, and 1
think the time has come when an effort
should be made to enable the tenants
there to acquire the lands on which
their houses are built. I acree that ne-
gotiations should be opened with the
proprietors’ with a view to arriving at
a purchase price satisfactory to both
sides. Tf negotiations fail I think it
would b incumbent’ upon Government
to investigate the terms and conditions
of the leases. I regard them as being
absolutely unconscionable. 1 have lived
quite a long time in that district and
have received manv complaints about
the month-by-month tenancy. No tenant
can dispose of his building without
first offering it to the proprietors, who
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have the right of refusal. If a tenant
disposes of his building without the
knowledge of the proprietors he is liable
to have his tenancy terminated. A case
was brought to my attention about two
years ago of a poor woman who leased
a portion of a house lot from someone
else. The woman, who seems to be a bit
of a politician, summoned a public
meeting in the district to complain
against the absence of amenities and
the general unsatisfactory conditions in
the area. Abouta weekafterthe lessee
of the house lot was given notice by
the proprietors to give his sub-tenant
notice to remove her house from the
lot, failing which his tenancy would
be terminated. In order to protect
himself the lessee gave the woman
notice to remove her house. The wo-
man had nowhere to remove her house
and she was eventually summoned be-
fore the Rent Assessor who ordered
that her house be demolished. The
house was demolished and piled up on
the parapet of the road.

The terms of the leases are very un-
conscionable, and I think the time has
come when Government should enter
into negotiation with the owners of the
area with a view to purchase and resale
of the lots to the people who lease
them. In the absence of the purchase
of the area the terms of the lease
should be examined, and some proper
form of lease prepared for the protec-
tion of the people who own houses at
Newtown. I do not know whether
Government has that power. I under-
stand that some time ago when repre-
sentations were made it was stated that
it was a question of a contract between
proprietor and lessee, and that if the
lessee was not satisfied with the terms
of the lease he need not enter into the
tenancy. But, after all, houses are
required for the people.

Another matter, which is perhaps not
known to hon. Members, is that there
are few roads in Newtown, and only
two of them are open to the public. The
other three or four roads are private
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roads which can be closed at any time
the proprietors desire. If Government
proposes to develop Campbellville,
which is immediately east of Newtown,
it will be necessary for the people
there to have outlets to the public road.
That is a matter to which Government
will have to give consideration. No
tenant is allowed to keep a shop in
Newtown, and carts are not allowed to
take supplies into the area. The resi-
dents in the area have to purchase their
goods from the shops carried on by
the proprietors. All those hardships
exist in Newtown, and I think the time
has arrived when something should be
done to give the residents some sort
of security.

Mr. CARTER: Did the hon Mem-
ber second the amendment?

Mr. FARNUM: No.

Mr. FERNANDES: I would like
to second the amendment moved by the
hon. Member for Georgetown South
(Mr. Carter).

Mr. WIGHT: I was not here dur-
ing the earlier portion of the debate,
but I gather from the question which
the hon. Member for Georgetown South
has just asked, that he, or some other
Member, has moved an amendment to
the motion recommending that negotia-
tions should be entered into with the
proprietors for the purchase of New-
town. If that is so I can see no objec-
tion to negotiations taking place with
respect to all those areas around
Georgetown within a radius of 3%
miles. I say that because, for several
years, the Georgetown Town Council
has made representation to Govern-
ment that the area of land surround-
ing the City within a radius of 3%
miles, should be incorporated into the
City. That, of course, has aroused
some measure of opposition from the
residents at Kitty, but the City has to
be extended either up the East Coast
or on the East Bank. It cannot be ex-
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tended north into the sea, or west,
vnless we bridge the Demerara river.

It is amazing to find the hon. Mem-
ber tor Central Demerara (Dr. Jagan)
moving this moticn to acquire New-
town. It seems to me that there is a
notion held in this Council, especially
by the hon. Member, that lands should
be acquired from their owners by ecom-
pulsion. Presumably, that is the doc-
trine of the U.S.S.R., with which I
believe the hon. Member is very fam-
iliar, and no doubt follows to the full-
est extent. TI'oriunately, we are not
yet contvolled by that‘ system, and I
hope that in the interest of humanity
we will never come under that system.
Anyway, the hon, Member is suggest-
ing the acquisition of that area. I
wonder if he has thought for one
moment about the price that would be
asked for those lands? In the previous
debate the hon. Member was against
the purchase of Campbellville by Gov-
ernment for $480,000." I can assure
him that it is very unlikely that Gov-
ernment would be able to acquire New-
town for anything like $480,000.

I am sorry the hon. the Attorney-
General is not in his seat to confirm
what I intend to say—that the Courts
have a fixed principle upon which
acquisition of land for public purpcses
is allowed. I do not think the Attor-
ney-General would advise Government
to rush hastily into the compulsory
acquisition -of any land unless this
Council was 'prepared to vote whatever
compensation -was awarded by the
Court. [ am not too sure but I would
say that it would be at least seven or
eight times more per lot 1o acquire
Newtown than it would be to acquire
house lots at Campbhellville or any other
surrounding lands. There is no harm
in this Council recommendin that
Government should negotiate with the
proprietors of Newtown, but I would
ceriously advise a ainst compulsory
acquisition unless this Council would
be prepared to vote whatever sum the
Court, awarded,
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Mr. FERNANDES: I wish to
speak on the amendment. Since it was
moved, the hon, the Fourth ominated
Member (Mr. Farnum) made some
remarks in ¢ nnection with Newtown
which bear on the amendment. e said
that if it was not possible for Govern-
ment to arrive at an agreement with
the proprietors (or words to that
eifect) for the purchase of those lands,
the terms of the lease and things of
that kind should be gone into. I agree
with that, but the hon. Member men-
tioned the case of somebody’s building
being thrown on the side of the road.
It was done on an order by the Rent
Assessor, and [ am sure the hon. Mem-
ber does not suggest that in doing so
the Rent Assessor acted in collusion
with the proprietors of Newtown.

Mr. FARNUM: There was no
reference whatever, or any attempt to
suggest that there was collusion be-
tween the Rent Assessor and the pro-
prietors of Newtown when the order
was made. What I pointed out was the
result of the woman having the audac-
ity to convene a public meeting to pro-
test against ‘the unsatisfactory condi-
tions in the area.

Mr. FERNANDES: I thank the
hon. Member for proving that he said
exactly what he did not intend. In

other words his point is that the Rent
Assessor made the order because the
woman made a political demonstration
against the lack of amenities in the
area, and the hon. Member was at pains
to say that this person was thrown
out because she dabbled in polities in
order to shew that the area was not
heing administered as it should be.
Before the house was demolished the
owners of Newtown had to establish to
the satisfaction of the Rent Assessor
that their case was a just one, and if
their reason for wanting possession of
the land was because of the political
demonstration then the Rent Assessor
acted in just the manner I suggested.
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However, I will leave that point
for the moment to say that I second-
ed the amendment because I feel very
strongly that everybody should own the
land on which their houses are built—
not because I fear that the people at
Newtown can be exploited. I do not
fear that, because the Rent Restriction
Ordinance applies to the whole of New-
town which is less than three miles
from Georgetown, and as long as the
Rent Assessor does his duty—and I
think everybody will agree that he does
it fearlessly and honestly—I have no
fear of the lessees of the house lots
being exploited by the present owners
of Newtown. It is because of that
that I do not recommend that Newtown
should be expropriated. - The hon. Mem-
ber for Western Essequibo (Mr.
Wight) suggested that Government
should start right away to acquire all
the land within three miles of George-
town, for the purpose of having it
absorbed into the City. My home is
situated less than three miles from
Georgetown, and if it is Government’s
intention to absorb into Georgetown the
area in which I live I would be very
pleased to start negotiations with Gov-
ernment for the purchase of my bit of
iand (it is one acre) for the purpose
of having it incorporated into George-
town, and I would move further up.

Mr. WIGHT: I have not spoken
about acquiring individual areas of
land. The hon. Member knows full
well that he lives within Subryanville.
Nobody is suggesting that Government
should purchase private lands and
property. I suggested that Govern-
ment should acquire those areas for the
purpose of extending the City, and my
friend knows very well what I meant.

Mr. FERNANDES: I thank the
hon. M mber for the explanation, but
the word used is ‘“acquire.”

Capt. COGHLAN: I would be very
thankful, Sir, if you read the amend-
ment.

Mr. ARTER: ft reads:
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“Be it resolved that this Council recom-
mends that Government enter into nego-
tiations with the proprietors for the
acquisilion of Newtown, East Coast Dem-
erara, with a view to reselling house lots
to the residents on an easy payment
plan.”

Capt. COGHLAN: Thank you.
The original amendment was to nego-
tiate. It takes two persons to nego-
tiate; nect one person. With regard to
compulsory acquisition of land it is no
use labouring the point. We all know
that while there is the Compulsory
Acquisition of Land Ordinance, that
doés not give arbitrary powers to the
Governmant or anybody 1o fix the price
which would suit them but not suit the
vendors. Therefore, taking into account
that we must enter into negotiation for
the acquisition, the vendors may put
such a price on these lands that Gov-
ernment intends to acquire that we ean
get no further than that. That seems
to be the intention of the remarks made
by Members of Ccuncil. Therefore, if,
as has been said, the price that will
have to be paid if a purchase takes
place will be so high that the people
who are renting the lands at the
moment instead of paying less would
have to pay very ‘considerably more
over a period of 20 years, I fail myself
to see the object of even going through
today with the amendment. There is
no reason whatever why the motion
and the amendment cannot be post-
poned, and Government be allowed to
enter intc negotiation in the meantime.
This motion could then be brought up
when Government has ascertained the
price the vendors are asking, or is set-
tled upon by a Court of Arbitration. I
would strongly recommend that the
motion be withdrawn temporarily until
Government finds out what is the price
that can be arrived at either by nego-
tiation, arbitration or otherwise.

Dr. SINGH: I am sorry I was
not present when the debate began. I
had to attend another meeting. The
area 1in question, Newtown, is just
above the periphery of Georgetown. As
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a matter of fact it is on the border-
line of the City. Since it is so near
the border of Georgetown it should be
kept in a healthy and hygienic condi-
tion. The people there are paying good
rentals, and 1 do think they are not
getting justice for the amount of
money they are paying. In the rainy
weather doctors cannot go into the
area as the roads are closed to vehicu-
la1 traffic. 1 feel that those people
have been siiffering for too many years
this inconvenience in times of sickness
I think that something should be done
either by the acquisition of the area
or some sort of supervision be imposed
so that the people would be able to have
the facilities to which they are entitled.

The PRESIDENT: I take it that
the seconder of the amendment agrees
to this revised amendment.

Mr. FERNANDES: Yes, sir

Dr. JAGAN: Sir, I have listened
with interest to Members speaking on
this ‘motion, especially since not very
long ago some of these hon, Members
presented such forceful arguments for
the purchase of Campbellville. In this
particular case we aro told by the
hon. Member for Georgetown Central
that the Rent Restriction Ordinance
applies, and consequently these people
have adequate protection. But I would
like to tell him that even in the case
of ‘Campbellville, whether the original
owners to keep the lands or cven if
th y sell them to other individuals, the
Rent Re triction and the Landlord and
Tenant Ordinances apply. So that the
arguments which were presented by me
"the other day for the acquisition of

Campbeliville certainly hold good today.

br. FERNANDES: To a point of
correction! The arguments are not on
all fours. The land was offered to Gov-
ernment by the owners in that case,
but this is a motion to expropriate the
land. Had Campbellville come before
us for expropriation I certainly would
have- opposed it. I said that I would
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1ot recommend and permit Government
to go to the extent of expropriating
lands.

Dr. JAGAN: I wonder where the
hon. Member sees the word ‘“expro-
priation” in my motion? I ‘have not
mentioned anything like that In this
motion. I cannot see where the hon.
Member has got the word from,

Mr. FERNANDES: To a point
of correction! The word is ‘“acquire,”
but if the people are not selling the
land then the only way to acquire it
is to expropriate it.

Dr. JAGAN: The point is that
the hon. Member mentioned that in the
case of Campbellville there was an offer
to Government, but he must remember
thal, before the offer came to Govern-
ment as the re ult of petition , Gov-
ernment decided to acquire the land.
1t was not merely a question of an
offer. The hon. the Ifinancial Secre:
tary and Treasurer himself said he ap-
proached the owners after it was felt
the people had to be protected. It is
the same thing. In this case the
people have to be protected because
they were not protected in the past, and
have been suffering undue hardships.
Members seem to see red and to see
“Communism” everytime they see the
word ‘“acquire” mentioned. Acquisition
simply means ‘“to get hold of”’. Long
before there was Communism in Soviet
Russia people were acquiring; *in Mex-
ico they acquired the oil wells. There is
no harm in using the word ‘‘acquire”.

Why I object to the amendment to-
this motion is the fact that if Govern-
ment is ‘to acquire, negotiation must
first of all take place. I am not sug-
gesting for one mompent that the Gov-
ernment should go and say to the pro-
pri tors “We intend to take over the
land.” That is not the object of this
motion. The object of the motion is
that, in the interest of the people, Gov-
ernment having decided that <they
ghould own the land for their own
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protection, the land should be acquired
for the benefit of those people.

How is the land to be acquired ?
That- is a different matter alto-
gether. If it is to ba aceuired,
and that is the primary concern for
the moment, then there must be nego-
tiation. If it is not to be acquired,
then let us not make negotiation. What
is the purpose of accepting the amend-
ment if Government decides that there
is no purpose in acquiring the land ?
First, the purpose of acquiring must
be decided, and having so decided then
the next step would be to negotiate. If
Government decides, or this Legisla-
tive Council agrees, that Government
should acquire in the interest of the
people, then cbviously negotiation must
take place. Let us assume for the
moment that the negotiation breaks
down, and that {he price demanded by
the landlords is exorbitant, then obvi-
oysly the same necessity to acquire -1n
the interest of the people is still there,
and that is the only instance in which
the Compulsory Acquisition @rdinance
would come in. Government having
decided that it is in the public inter-
est, and having failed through nego-
tiation, or arbitration, or whatever you
want, as it is still in the public interest
to acquire, the only possible way to do
it is under the Compulsory Aceuisition
®rdinance. I do not see why Members
should go into the question of expro-

priation and all such statements asso- .

ciated with that word for the moment.

I quite appreciate the views held
by the hon. Members who have moved
and seconded the amendment. But
what would happen in the event of the
landlords suddenly deciding they would
have nothing to do with the selling of
this land ? Suppose this Council
accepts the amendment and Government
decides to apprecach the landlords, and
the landlords immediately say “We will
have nothing te do with this; we are
not selling for any price whatever. We
iove the land and so will not part with
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it for anything”. Obviously, even
though this Council would want to pro-
tect the tenants, it would have no
means of protecting those people.
The hon. Member for Georgetown Cen-
tral suggested that the Rent Restric-
tion Orainance applies to these people,
and consequently the Rent Restriction
®rdinance is protecting these people at
the present time. That is only so far
as rental is concerned and their secur-
ity is concerned, but the hon. Member
has yet mentioned therq are road
blocks which prevent doctors from visit-
ing the area. Can the Rent Restric-
tion Ordinance compel these owners to
remove those road blocks? Can it force
the landlords to provide proper roads?
Can it force them to keep the drains
properly. cleaned and see that the
people get a proper water supply ?

Mr. FERNANDES: The Sanitary
Authorities can.

Dr. JAGAN: The Sanitary Author-
ities may do so, but we know what con-
ditions the Sanitary Authorities will
ask. We have had the Venn Commis-
sion Report and we have been told that
in the case of the sugar estates the
Sanitary Authorities are not operating
there as wholly as they should. Let
us leave that out for the moment.

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY &
TREASURER: May I suggest to the
hon. Member that the answer to the
problem is not acquisition but bring-
ing the place within the realms of a
Local Authority? In Georgetown you
have not to acquire property to bring
it within the amenities.

Mr. LEE: Then it has to be declared
by legislation.

Dr. JAGAN: It is really surpris-
ing that at one time we hear the eham-
pions advoecating the cause of people
own their own little houses, and on
other occasions we hear the question of
price. A lot has been said about the
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Compulsory Acquisition Ordinance, and
if the land has to be acquired what
tremendous price would have to be
paid because of the wvalues at the
present time. I can see that that
‘Land Acquigition Oirdinance will have
to be seriously amended very soon
to take into consideration . other
factors, such as the value of the land
when it was purchased; at what price
it was purchased; how much profit
was made; how much expenditure was
made on it, etc., and not only what it
is worth in relation to other lands. I
can cite examples to show where
values fell overnight. If the Govern-
ment were to ibridge the Demerara
River by spending $5 million of the
taxpayers’ money, overnight the value
of the lands on the other bank of the
river would increase, and possibly land
values in Georgetown wouid increase
also. Value of land has some rela-
tionship with other factors which must
be given due consideration. I do hope
that this Land Acquisition Ordinance
will be amended so as to give con-
sideration to these factors, aside from
the one consideration which has been
quoted—the relationship to the value
of lands surrounding it.

Mr. LEE: To a point of informa-
tion! My hon. friend should realise
that in the Land Acquisition Ordi-
nance—

The
Member

PRESIDENT: The hon.
cannot make another speech.

Dr. JAGAN : The hon. Member
for Georgetown Central suggested
that the rentals charged at the pres-
ent time are relatively low, and con-
sequently-—

Mr. FERNANDES: To a point
of correction! I never suggested
that. I never said the rents are high
or low. It may be cheaper to keep
paying the rents than to have to pay
for the value of the land if acquired
against the wishes of the proprietors
at 133 per cent.
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Dr. JAGAN: I was coming to
that very sanie point. If the lands are
being renled at a specific sum at the
present time, and if subsequently Gov-
ernment were to acquire the area and
it was found that the price which they
had to pay was so high that the inter-
cst charges on those sums would, in the
long run, place an even greater burden
on the people, the argument does not
necessarily follow that the whole
burden would be placed on these
people, because I could have adduced
the same argument so far as Campbell-
viile was concerned—that buying at the
price which was then sought to be
given, and taking into consideration
that interest had to be paid, whether
by the individuals or by the Govern-
ment (if in the case of Government it
had to be passed on to the individuals
in the long run) the people would pos-
sibly be better off paying the rentais
they were paying. But I did not adduce
that argument, because I felt that in
the interest of the people, and for
their security, the lands should e
acquired. That is how I am underlining
the argument again—in the interest of
the people the land should be acquired.
If the price is too high and interest
charges which Government has to bear
wholly or proportionately, are high,
then I suggest there are other ways
of meeting those charges instead of
passing them on to the people.

If it is assumed that -certain
amenities are to be provided for these
people, I see no reason why Govern-
ment should not subsidize certain amen-
ities as it is doing for other areas in
this country. We know that the rural
areas and Local Authotities are being
given sums by Governmernt ye€ar by
year, and we do know that the Muni-
cipality of Georgetown is being given
a subvention to maintain roads, etc.
Consequently, if areas such as these
are to be purchased by Government,
even though at high prices, I feel that
certain benefits have to be placed
there at the disposal of these people,
and if it is found that with the in-
come which these people obtain, they



2581 Newlown
cannot pay for all those benefits,' then
it is the duty of Government to sub-
sidize the people by providing those
benetits. Consequently, I do not see
the necessity at the moment for ac-
cepting the amendment as suggested
by the hon. Mover and Seconder,
because this Council is not called upon
not to decide on any question of price
at the moment but to decide whether
the land should be acquired in the in-
terest of the people. That is the con-
sideration which musl be given to this
motion at the present time, and I say
that if that is the prime considera-
tion then the matter of negotliation
or compulsory arbitration would have

to come later. -

If 1 were Lo withdraw my motion
in favour of the amendment and the
matter is negotiated and it was found
that the price is too high, or the own-
ers refuse to sell, then this meotion,
or the principle which is being created
in this motion, will be lost, because
even though we may agree that the
people are suffering hardship, and that
the land must be acquired, if we ac-
cept the amendment we would find later
that if there is any refusal to sell by
the landlord, or the price is too high,
the principle set out in the motion
would not be really accepted. There-
fore I ask Members again to give this
matter serious: consideration before
deciding how to vote either on the
motion or the amendment. As I see
it, thé amendment really has no place.
It is really expressing the terms of the
motion to acquire it by negotiation.

Mr. CARTER: I do not think I am
allowed to reply, but I may point out
to the hon. Mover of the original
motion that if his resolution is carried
to its logical conclusion it would mean
that Government can just announce at
any time that this place has been
purchased for any sum,

The PRESIDENT : 1 think that
is appreciated. The hon. Member for

Georgetown Central pointed that out
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The original motion was put, and
the = Council divided and wvoted as
follows :—

For—Messrs. Phang, Roth, Lee,
Dr. Jagan, Dr. Singh—35.

Against—Messrs. Morrish, Carter,
Smellie, Peters, Fernandes, Farnum,
Thompson and Wight—8.

Did not vote—The I'inancial Secre-
tary and Treasurer, ‘the Attorney-
General and the Colonial Secretary—o.

Motion negatived.

Amendment put, and the Council
divided and voted as follows:—

For—Messrs.  Morrish, Carter,
Smellie, Peters, Fernandes, Farnum,
Thompson and Wight, Dr. Jagan and
Dr. Singh—10;

Against—Messrs. Phang and Roth

Did not vote—Mr. Lee, the Finan-
cial ~ Secretary and Treasurer, the
Attorney-General and the Colonial Sec-
retary—4,

Amendment affirmed.
CONTROL OF RETAIL PRICE OF PETROL.

A metion by Mr. Debidin, seeking
the control of the retail selling price
of petrol was next on the Order Paper.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: 1
would like to mention here that the hon.
Member for Eastern Demerara is un-
fortunately indisposed, and has asked
that his motion be taken at a later datie
when he is able to be present.

REFUND OF STAMP DUTY TO CHRISTIAN
CATHOLIC CHURCH
Mr. PETERS: ‘I beg to move:

“Whereas a Bill intituled “An Ordin-
ance to incorporate the Christian Cath-
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olic Church was on the 24th of Novem-
ber, 195¢, passed by this Honourable
Council;

And Whereas the sum of one hundred
dollars was paid as Stamp Duty pursuant
to the Tax Ordinance, 1939 (No. 43),
in respect of the said Bill;

Ancd  Whereas the said C€Church has
made useful contribution to the religious
and educational life of this Colony during
its operations in, this Colony;

-And Whereas it has been customary.

for this Honeurahle Council to recommend
the r fund of Stamp Duty paid in respect
of privat Bills dealing with the ineor-
poration of Churches;

Be it Resolved that this Honourable
Couneil be pleased to recommend to
Government the refund of the sum of
one hundred dollars paid in terms of the
Tax Ordinance, 1939, for the private Bill
intituled “An Ordinance to incorpora e
the Christian Catholic Church.”

Sir, I need hardly take up much
of the time of this Council in discuss-
ing the terms of this motion, because
we have already acted on the question
of the incorporation of the Christian
Catholic Church in our land. My duty is
simply to invite hon. Members of this
Council to follow the time-honoured
tradition, which hitherto meant extend-
ing the consideration of the Council
towards such institutions, and which
it has been always pleased to do by re-
mitting the sum of $100 which had to
be paid as Stamp Duty. This Church,
as I said on a previous occasion, is
comparatively new in our land, but it
has done excellent work, especially in
areas which have not been adequately
served for any religious purpose what-
ever. In addition to the work that it
endeavours to do along religious lines
the Church has also established schools
where either there was none, or where
the service was inadequate. I am asking
this Council, as it has done before, to
extend this courtesy and considerate-
ness to a Church which gives promise
of great usefulness to the people of
our land.

Mr. LEE: I beg to second the
motion, and to say that it is a deserv-
ipg cause,
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Dr. JAGAN: 1 npersonally have
no objection to what is being sought
by the motion, but I would like to find
out whether the statement in the fourth
preamble is correct—that it is custom-
ary for this Council to recommend the
refund of stamp duty paid in respect
of private Bills dealing with the in-
corporation of Churches — because 1
would not like to vote for the motion
on any misunderstandin of the posi-
tion.

Mr. PETERS: 1 recall that not
many months ago I "piloted through
this Council a similar- Bill in respeet
of the A.M.E. Church, and the motion
requesting this Council to remit the
stamp duty was couched in similar
language and passed without question.
I believe that in wording the motion
in these terms I have simply followed
what has been done in the past.

The ATTOR "EY-GENERAL: Re-
mission of stamp duty is not granted
in all cases, of course, but in cases such
as the one now before the Council.
Ilon. Members will recollect that in
the recent case of the Hand-in-Hand
Insurance Co. Bill the Company was
required to pay the stamp duty.

Dr. JAGAN: I am referring to
Churches particularly.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: So
far as I recollect refund is granted in
respect of Churche .

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY
& TRE SURER: There is no doubt
that this Council has recommended

remission of stamp. duty wherever leg-
islation dealt with charitable or reli-
gious bodie , and not with regard to
commerce, as in the case of the Hand-
in-Hand Insurance Bill,

r. FERNANDES: As the Mem-
ber who moved the Hand ° -Hand In-
surance Bill I can assure the Council
that the Company has no intention
whatever of applying for the remission
of the $100 paid as stamp du y.
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Motion put- and agreed to.
APPOINTMENT OF DR. Ho

Mr. CARTER : Sir, before we
proceed to the next item on the Order
Paper I ask leave to move the suspen-
sion of the relevant Standing Rules and
Orders in order that the motion which
has been tabled in my name by the
hon. Member for Georgetown Central
(Mr. Fernandes) may be proceeded
with now. It is a motion which con-
cerns a public emergency and I would
be very grateful if you would grant
me the indulgence of suspending the
Standing Rules and Orders in order
that it might be taken now. I formally
move the suspension of the Standing
Rules and. Orders.

Mr. PHANG seconded.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: 1
am afraid I must oppose the request
that the motion be taken this afternoon,
for the reason that it relates to nego-
tiations with Dr. Ho to provide a tem-
porary replacement while the Govern-
ment Ophthalmologist is away on leave.
The matter has been very thoroughly
ventilated in the Press, and hon. Mem-
bers will no doubt have read the state-
ments that have appeared. The reason
why I object to the motion being taken
this afternoon is that.n'this matter Gov-
ernment acted after consultation with,
and with the unanimous agreement of,
the Legislative Council Medical Advis-
ory Committee which comprise the
Hons. Dr. Singh, Chairman; Dr. Nichol-
son, Mr. Raatgever, Dr. Gonsalves and
Dr. Jagan, and Mr. Kendall. Only
two of the six members of the Com-
mittee are present here this afternoon
and, of course, none of them had any
knowledge that the matter was going
to be raised. I think that hon. Mem-
bers will appreciate that in fairness to
their colleagues they should be given
an opportunity to be present.

I may say, Sir, that I should be
prepared to agree that the motion
might be put on the order Paper to be
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dealt with on TFridav. This Conncil
will not be sitting tomorrow in view
of the meeting of the Finance Commit-
tee, but the motion might be put on
the Order Paper for Friday if thot is
the general wish of the Council. What
T would suggest is that the hon. Mem-
ber might move his motion on Friday
before we proceed to the Order of the
Day, and in the meanwhile I will inform
the members of the Advisory Commit-
tee so that they may come if they wish
to be present. In the circumstances I
feel 'that it would not be fair to those
members to take the motion this after-
noon.

Mr. CARTER: I have no desire to
have a snap vote on this very impor-
tant subject, and in view of the sug-
gestion made by the hon. the Colonial
Secretary I would agree to the motion
being taken first on the Order of the
Day on Friday.

The PRESIDENT: I should like to
add that this is a matter which has
been causing Government and myself
very grave anxiety, and I should wel-
come this opportunity of a debate in
Council so that hon. Members may
have a chance to ventilate the facts,
and also their views of what should
be done in relation to the fmpasse
which has arisen.

CIviL AVIATION (BIRTHS, DEATHS AND
MIisSING PERSONS) (AMEND-
MENT) BILL, 1951.

The ATTORNEY - GENERAL :
With the consent of Council I ask leave
to move the second reading of a Bill
intituled:

“An Ordinance to amend the Civil
Aviation (Births, Deaths and Missing
Persons) Ordinance, 1950.”

Last year this Council passed a
Bill, now Ordinance 38 of 1950, to make
provision for the registration of births
and deaths occurring in any part of the
world in aircraft registered in this
Colony. I emphasize the words “occur-
ring in any part of the world.” Thig
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Bill seeks to provide for such registra-
tion in cases of births and deaths
occurring in or over this Colony only.
With the words “occurring in any part
of the world” in the Ordinance they
give us extra territorial powers which
we do not have. This Bill seeks to set
that right and to provide that the
registration shall only take place in the
case of births and deaths occurring in
and over this Colony. I move that the
Bill be now read a second time.

The COLONIAL SECRETARY
seconded.

Question put, and agreed to.
Bill read a second time.

The Council resolved itself into
Committee and considered the Bill
clause by clause without discussion.
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The ATTORNEY - GENERAL :
With the consent of Council I move
that the Bill be now read a third time
and passed.

The
seconded.

COLONIAL SECRETARY

Question put, and agreed to.
Bill read a third time and passed.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: For
the information of hon. Members I
wish to state that I propose to take the
Income Tax Bill on Friday.

Council was adjourned until 2 p.m.
on Friday, 27th April, 1951,
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