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padi. It is a ridiculous situation.
There is ne water and the people
have to depend entirely on the rainfall
tor their water supply. The drainage
is good in only one section of this
whole area from the gasolene station
at Bush Lot to the Hopetown School.

Sir Frank McDavid: May I ask
if it is a declared drainage area?

Mr, Jailal: T cannot answer that
firmly because I do not think it is.
It hay only just recently been declared
a Country District, and it is a Sea
Defence area,

Sir Frank MeDavid: I was try-
ing to ascertain the reason for the
high rates,

Miss Collins: I would
that this matter be deferred.

suggest

Mr. Jailal: T do not wish to
introduce any opposition to the Bill
hecause all it seeks to do is to give
authority for the collection of rates,
which are fixed by the Local Govern-
ment.

Mr. Commings: I would like to
enquire for the purpose of clarifica-
tion what the hon., Member, Mr.
Jailal, means by saying the Local
Government has fixed the rates. I was
nnder the impression that the Tocal
Authorities themselves fixed their
own rates and the estimates are
approved by the Local Government
Board.
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To say that the parents of the
parties marrying have also contributed
to the ill-doing is not to state the
truth. T know of many <¢ases to
which Mr. Sugrim Singh hag referved,
where the priests themselves v
been saying, “Oh, it is not neceazary
to rtegister the marriage” whe it
comes to the marriage of their sons.
But I know that the same priests,
when it comes to the marriage of
their daughters, saying, “Boy, you
have to sign this paper before you
get married to my daughter.”

In other words, they protect their
own but not the daughtfers of other
men. That I think iz an unfair and
wrong thing. 1 am sure T am going
to be a verv unpopular man among
the pundits and moulvis as a vesult
of what 1 have caid; but truth is
truth and it will stand the test of
time.

I am glad my friend (Mr. Sugrim

Singh) spoke of the grounds for
divorce under the Indian Labour
Ordinance; that if there is miscon-

duct a party can take his or her case
to the magistrate who is empo red

APAYT I10T TNUT, TNEre 18 DProtec-
tion of Indian wives, TFor example
cection 151 says:

“151. Everyone who entices away or
cohabits with the wife of an immigrant,
ar unlawfully harbours the wife of an
immigrant who has left her husband
without just cause, shall be liable to a
penalty not exceeding twenty-four dollars
or to imprisonment, with or without hard
lahour, for any term not exceeding three
months, or to hoth the penalty and im-
prisonment, and, on a second or any sub-
sequent offence; shall be deemed guilty
o a misdemeanour and be punishable
accordingly:

Provided that no one shall he convicted
under this section for cohabiting with
the wife of an immigrant if he establishes
to the satisfaction of the magistrate or
court before whom he is tried, that the
wife was descried by her husband, or
that the husband compelied her to leave
his house, or that the cohabitation was
with the knowledge and consent of the
husband.”

Those provisions are put there for
a people uprooted from their native
country and brought here and not for
those of us born here and who rub
shoulders with the other races and
congider ourselves equal citizens with
all. T c¢laim that the provisions of the
Indian Labour Ordinance may remain
in force as long as there are people
here who are entitled to their bene-
fits, but there is no such obligation
for the younger generation.








