








4013 Regustration

of omizsion will be very few. It is quice
clear that the Government mast ensors
thal only persons who are qualified
within the provisions of the law. are
permitted to register

PThere is alse another factor, and
that is that to give further opportunity
for registration way throw the whole
machinery and time-table out of geas.
There ig, of course, possible alteration,
and provision will have to be made for
Pevising Officers to hold a second Re-
vising Court. In regard to these late
claims, special provision will have to be
made so as to aveid any possibility, as
has been already intimated, of misrepre-
sentation, or duplication, or any improp-
er conduct. 1 may mention for the
information of hon. Members that the
last Revision Court is fixed for the Tth
of March. There are, as hon. Members
are aware, 24 lsts, and two of these
have heen already completed. These 24
lists involve 110 registration areas, and
the total number of voters on the pre
Himinary lists is 205,206, The date fuov
sending claims to those Revigion Courts,
which will sit on the 2nd, 3rd and ith
of March, has passed, but there iz still
some time for sending claims to those
Courts which will sit on the 5th, 6th
and Tth of March, In other words, there
js still time to send in claims and for
ohjections o be lodeed to those Courts
which are scheduled for the Bth, 6th
and Tth of March.

As: 1 say, I.am not in a position,
peither do 1 think hon.  Mem'ers
would  wish: me to make any commit-
ment se far as ibe procedure  which
smay - be adopted 8 concerned i the
case ol any omissions in respect of
elaimants wha have bheen registerved dur-
ing the course of the enumeration.  So
far as the Bill of which I have given
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notice of introduction is concerned, i
hope to be able to take that next week.

Dy, Jagan: I will mean that if the
Bill is taken, the whele machinery of the
revision of the Volers’ List will be put
out of gear. That is the point,and Iean-
not see why the Bill cannot be taken to-
morrow. Some period must be allowed
for objection to these elaims. 1 see 1o
dificulty with that because, if only o
small number are likely to make such
claims on that particulay date, there
ia no reason why the lst caunot be
posted up in the particular district, and
if there is any obiection then s supple-
mentary lst could be drawn up. ‘

The Attornev General: Nothing 1
have said could be interpreted o be a
ruling or a definite statement of that
nature. The whole matter has been ex-
amined in the Hght of the machinery,
the question of printing and the question
of thé Revising Officers going back to
the districts for purposes ich as were
mentioned, :

Dr. Jagan: FProm the last state-
ment made by the hon. the Attorney-
General, if the Bill is to be discussed
next week, say Wednesday, some Revig-
ing Courts will have sat already, anid
there would be no epportunity given to
register claims.

The Atlorney General.: If it iz hon,
Members” wish 1 have no objection fo
proceeding with the Bill tomorrow,

Dr. Jagan: 1 would be very grateful
if yeu prozesd lomerrow, so that we can
iron out these points and, if necessury.
adopt the procedure which has been yo-
commended. So fav as the date is con-
cerped, T do not zee that it wonld affect
the machinery too much, and [ do not see
why the Attorney-General is afvaid of
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A Wes 10 was decided 4o imples
ment the terms of the sconomy
clreular by leaving unfilled, va-
cancies thad occurred in schools

; Wi larger staff
was p ibed in ihe  circulaz,
rathes than by terminating the
wivices of - the teachers con-
cerned immediately. . Thus it
was sl necessary io base the
cstimates onothe “standards al~
lowed by the Education Code as
the ecopomy  measures  could
only be introduced gradoaliy.

UNDEEABLE PURPLICATIONS ( PROMIBI-
TN g ImporTaTion) Biuy

move the fivgt veading of o Bill in-
tituled:

“An Ordinance  to make provision for
prohibiting the importation of undesirable
publications and for purposes connecled
therewith”

The Coloniul Secretary ;1 beg to
second the meotion.

o birodagan: bbep to lake objectior
in the first reading of the B at this
time, because I feel it is constitution-
ally aut of order. Sir, sometime ago,
a Bl was passed giving—

Mr. Luckhoeo: Sir. to 4 point of
order! 1 bee to vefer the hont Member
to hule 33 (b)Y which -states that ail
Bills of which notice has been givin
must be read a first time before any
debate can be taken on the topie.

Dy Jagan: 1 am not debating the
BHL 1 am only referving to the faet
That it would be constitutionally oub of
order 3 Council accepted such a Bill

The President «  The Bill iy only
being given s first reading; it Is not
yet before the Counell at all, 1 put whe
question that the Bill be vead a fivst
time.

FERRUARY, 1053

The Atterney-General: Sir, T beg to

Forests Bill 4022
Question put, and agreed fo,
Bill read o first time,
FORESTS BILL, 1453
Council resolved  itself into Conw
mittee 1o resume consideration of the

Bill intituled:

“An ordinance to consolidate and amend
Law relating to forests”

The Attorney-General : When the
Bl wag under congideration by the Cor

. mittee, certain clauses were <deferved

i the light of comments made
hon,  Members. Those  clauses
3, 08,12, 15,716, 19 and 28 Whe hoao
the Iifth  Neminated Member {3y
smelliey raised a point with vepavd to

by
were

clavse B in connection with the expres s
fon “Urown Forests”.  But, sir, I ua-

derstand  from the Congeérvator  of
Forests that this gives the Governor-
in-Council the power to declare that s
tain aveas shall be administered by he
Conservator Therefore, the term
“Crown  Forests” is applied to disiine
puish such lands from other lands wiieh
are administered by the Cormmizsinnes
of bLands and Mines—~to make a differ-
ence between Crown lands and Crowe
Forests, s that the Crown Lands Ordin-
ance does nol apply to the Crown Fuie
egis.

Hon.  Members will recollect that
in the course of the seecond reading the
point was made that there should nor
be any 1dea of dual control in so far as
the administration of these foyresis s
concerned. 1t is therefore desivable that
there should be no eopnfusion of ths
expression wsed in velation to land from
which forest produee is taken, 1t was
therefore decided to have some expross
ion which wounld aveld aunv confusior
as to Iand over which the Conservatsy
of Forests excreises any contvol ovsupers
vision, and waich he administers, as
against those lands which the Commiz.
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leave them lvity in the forest. Tt will
he appreciated that rovalty on hundreds
of logs is lost overy year in that way.
We are really emnowering the Congerva-
tor of Forests 1o take steps for the col-
fection of rovalty at the stump rather
than to wait to do se at the loading
beaches, It is left to him to take what-
ever steps he thinks best, but it is des-
irable that a provision of this natore
should be included in the Bill

My, Pernandes: The hon, the At-
torney General will remember that when
1 raised the issue oa this dause ¥ said it
was my opinion that the Conservator
had put this elavse in to force those
nersons who ent trees down without any
intention whatever of bringing them out,
te pay rovalty, but I did net think it
could possibly have been his intention to
coilect rovalty generally in this manager,
because he would need two or three col-
fectors. - Apart from that there will be
congiderabi  difficaity to find out on
what logs ar 1 on what firewood rovalty
has nol been paid.  The point T made
then wax that T wanted an assurance
that small people who at present re-
taove thelr produce from a wood-cutting
traek to the point of sale, with a permit
and pay rovalty before a sale iz made
will not find that wader this clause +Hey
will have to pay rovalty before the pro-
duce s vemoved  from the frack, 1
pointed out that i the présent syatem
was not allowed to continue quite a num-
bey of those small people would have to
cease operations. T -do not want to see
that, becanse they -are making a Hveli-
hood ot of 4t and contributing quite a
fot to the production of those articles.

The other point made by the hen,
the  Attorney-Geveral was  that  the
Conservator of Forssts would only sell
a small portion of 'a man’s pro-
duce to cover rovalty. T have since

2618 FERRUARY, 1953

Bill, 1955 4030

had  an  opportunity  to speak  the
the = Conservator, - and [ think “he
does realize that if a man cots
firewood six or seven miles from the
river and rovalty was demanded on the
spot and he did net have money to
pay, the Conservaior would have o sell

the entire lot of firewood,  Bult I doubt
whether he would get o sale for it, be-
cause the person whe buys it would have
to provide transport of the wood from
the stump to Georgetown, which no pers
son in that business would want to do.
Tt was just for the protection of thoese
small people that T raised the issue; and
to make sure it was not the intention of
the Conservator to employ a large siaff
in erder to change the syvstem of collecr
tion which has been in operation over
since I can remember-at least for the
last 40 vears. ‘

The Conservator was out of George-
town and I thevefore did not have an
opportunity to consult him before 1T came
into Council on the last ccrasion, but 1
did vealize that there wag need for a
clause of this kind as long as it is clear-
Iy understood that it will only operate
where persons cut more logs than they
intend to remove, and having failed to
rernove them after six months, the Con-
servator may take steps to recover roval-
iv. But except perbaps in the case of
greenheart, and ypossibly crabweod, 1
doubt whether logs sold at the stump
would fetch sufficient to cover the rovals
ty. It has been my experience in cates
where people have cut wood on Crown
land and seizures have been made that
the upset price was the amount of
vovalty. but in many cazes the wond
was not sold and remained where it
wag cut.

The Attarnov-Genervals I wish to
assure the hon. Member that the Con-
servator has no intention of doing anye
thing which wonld ereate any hardship
on the small man. avd that he wishes
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i Miml‘t that it iy very difficult to
prove beyvond donbt that oopavt feular DErL

son starvted g forest Tive,  There is vea-
son Toer thal  One does not netive it un-
i aoday after i has started,  and
unless it starts nearby i takes
some time before he realizes that his
area is on five. T take it that a Magis-
trate will not eonvict anyone, except
theve is proof that that person did the
act. i think this clause shonld remain,
if ag nothing e, 48 g detervent
1t avill be knmm H”m% i s proved
the person convicted is 1iahl le to pay up
to #1006,

Dr. Jagan: In view of what has
been said. I anm quite prepared to accept
the amendment and the elause, I osaid
It is & sericus matter. We all know
how mueh trouble and loss (o a CoUT-
try a forest fire can cause, 1 am won-
dering what i ‘the basiz for assessing
the fines and the damages. In this case,
we have a fine not exceeding 100,
It was told te us 4 moment  ago
that it is very Aifficult to detect a
berson who omiay hive started a forest
Hire. Therefore if any prosecntion is to
take place successtully, it means that
the finger of  gult must be point-
el to a person definitely and Speg-
fically. In such a case T think the fine
shoiilil be inereazed and not placed only
at F106. 1 one veads the Subversive T.it-
ovature Bill which is before the ¢ ‘ouncil,
he would see that simply  for dmport-
g ar publishing some*hmw which is
prohibited, "a fine not excecding 500
and impriseonment not exceeding twelve
monihe’ oy hoth fine and imprisonment,
mw be imposed,

opinion  of
that may be a very
alty to impose on - one merely  ba
cause he dmports or sells something
which Government thinks iz harmfui,
',E;ui; which other people do not think is

v the some  people

heavy  pen-
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harmful - But here in this ¢ave, a man
negligently ecauses 4 forest fire which
may catsge thousands of dollars in dam-
age not only to the Colony but to indi-
viduals also, and we find that o fine nod
exceeding #100 I8 1o be Imposed, 1
would like fo know from the hon, the
Attorney-tieneral what basis has been
used o caleulate the fine hefore I vote
for this 160, Otherwise, T will vote for
the deletion of the penaliv.

The Atiornev-General: 1 thought
the hon. Member would have moved thay
it be increased to 500 as both ave capg-
ing fires. - The hon. Member iz beyand
me. I always thought the hon. Membor
developed  his submissions  snd  argne
ments in a logical manner. One wmoment
he says “What is the gooed of bringing
g case of this kind?  Tlow is it going
fo be proved when it has been shown
that proo? will depend on the eireum-
stances.  Then, later the hon. Member
comes along brandishineg a Bill which
he has in his  hund and in o which
he seems to he particularly interested,
saying “Here the fine ig 45007 T1f the
hon. Member thinks this is deserving of
a fine of $500 he can put it up to $500,
The hon. Member ~is  raiging a glies-
tion as to the difference and has pointed
his finger at the $500. He says that a
forest fire may canse millions of trees ts
he destroyed and forest produce to bho
damaged, ete.  Consequently, 1 gather
from him that he thinks the fine should
be inereased. If that is so, T am quite
willing to accept his wmetion for the
increase.

Mr. Ferpandes: There iz a grest
uztfwenw between these two ywnawms
and it is a very simple difference too.
The fine is not end in the case of
causing a fovest five, though i {5 a4 enimg-
inal  offence;  There s nothing fto
provent  a. persgn . whe has soffered
from that fire from recovering damages
eivilly from the person who started t‘hg
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