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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL 

'l'HURSDAY, 26ih FEBRUARY, 1S58. 

'The Counciil met at 2 p.m. 

PRgSENT: 

The President, His Excellency the 
Officer Administering the Go.vernment, 
Mr. John Gutch, C.M.G., O.B.E. 

The Hon. the Colonial Secretary, 
l\Ir. J. . Fletcher, 0 .B.E., T.D. (Act
ing). 

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

The Hon. the Financial Secretary 
Mr. W. 0. Fraser, O.B.E. (Acting). 

The Hon. Dr. J. B. Singh, 0.RK 
(Demerara-Essequibo). 

The Hon. T. Lee (Essequil.lo River). 

The Hon. W. J. Raatgever, C.B.E. 
(Nominated). 

The Hon. V. Roth, O.B.E. (Nomi
nated). 

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

4008 

The Ho.n. Dr. G. M. Gonsalve · 
(E::1ste:rn. erbice) . 

The Hon. Dr. C. Jagan, (CenLrai 
Demerara). 

The Hon. W. 0. R. Kendall , (New 
Amsterdam). 

The Hon. A. 'r. Peters, (Western 
Berbice) 

The Hun. W. A. Phang (North 
Wester'n District). 

The Hon. L. A. Luckhoo, (Nomi
nated). 

The Hon. W. A. Macnie, C.M.G. 
O.B.E., (Nominated). 

The Clerk read prayerr. 

0ATR t)F ALLEGIANCE 

The Oath of Allegiance was admin
istered to the acting Financial Secretary 
3.nd Treasurer, .l\Jr. W. 0: Frai:er, 
0 .B .E :, who then took his scat. 

The President : I am sure hon. 
Members would like to join with me in 
welcoming r. Frnser once again to this 
Council~ 

MINUTES 

The Minutes d the meetings of t he 
Council held on 'f.hursda.y, the 19th of 
February and Friday, the 20th of Feb
ruary, 1953, as printed and circulated1 

were taken as read and confirmed. 

PRESENTATION OF REPORTS AND DOCU· 
The Hon. Capt. J. P. 

(Demerara River). 
oghlan. MENTS 

The Hon . .J. Fernandes, (George
to-wn Central). 

The Colonial Secretary (Mr . .J . L. 
FletrheT, actin ·) : I 1be to lay on the 
table the following documents:-
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The Report by the Director of Audit, 
British Guiana, i:>n the a,udit of the Ac
ounts of the Government of British Gui

ana for the year ended 31st December, 1951. 

The Report of the Financial Secretary 
and Treasurer for U1e year 1.951. 

GOVERNMLNT NOTICES 

SPECIAL REVISAL BILL 

The Attorney-General : I beg to 
give notice of the introduction and first 
r arling of a Bill intituled-

''An Ordinance to make provision for 
the division of the Counties of this Col
ony into revisal djstricts for the purpose 
of the preparation in relation to each re
visal district of :-l Uegister of all British 
subjects of full ag£> other than persons 
subject to certain disqualifications who i0n 
the first day of January, 1953, were resi 
dent in British Guiana for two years or 
more, and for pm poses connected thE::re
with and incid-ental thereto.'' 

REGISTRA 'llON OF VOTERS 

Dr. Jaga.n: Sir, before the Order of 
t he Day is taken, once again I wouJrl 
like to crave your indulgence to re-fer 
to the revision of 1 he Y ot0rs' Lists. A1s 
a result of representations made to th~ 
hon. the Attorne.,·-General, the last date 
on which claims were to be submitted 
by p r sons to be- registered was extend
ed by four clays, but I have just receiv·~ 
ed ,vord that there are a number of per
sons who were unable to secure the 
necessary forms for registration, whicb 
were supposed to be available at 
1.he Post Officer,, ever, up to Fridar last. 
J think the hon. the Attorney General 
has given notice of the Bill which is to 
be discussed, I hope, very shortly. I do 
h qw an aUempt will be made to Jiscuss 
it either tomorrow or possibly at the 
next meeting of the Council l'lext 
week. Many personf; are undc>r the im
pression that the)· will be given an op-

por t unity to register their namc•s on the, 
day on which the RP.vision Court is held, 
at the various places. 

I spoke to a former Enumt•rato ' 
and he is also under that impression , 
Unfortunately, thot;e notices which were 
supposed to be posted up in the variou 
districts went too Jate, and the original 
notice published in the newspapers, setting 
out the dates of the holding of varion:=: 
Revision Courts, did not make it quite 
clear what the procedure was going to 
be. Consequently I hope that tho e per-
sons who have not been able to get 
t he registration forms to lodge their 
claims within the prescribed date 
will be allowed to go to the Revising 
Court on the prescribed day and sub-· 
mit their names to the Revising Officer. 
so that they will have an opportunity up 
to the last day to have their names 
placed on the register for their parti
cular constituencies. 

I do not know when the hon. the. 
Attorney General intends to take tlw 
Bill. It is most unfortunate that we ar,; 
going through w·ith the machinery for 
the revision of thf) Votl'rs' List and the 
B ill i8 not yet prepared. I do not know 
if it has been printed already. The hon : 
the Attorney-General told me by tele
phone yesterday that it was to be 
printed and published toda~·. I have 
not seen it, if it has been published 
today. I hope, hm,vever, ,,,e will be dis A 

cussing this Bill tomorrow. 

The Attorney-Genei-al: So far as 
the Bill is concerned it has been publish ·
ed today. The hon. Member has raised 
two points. They are points of considel'
able importance, and 1 am sure he would 
not wish me, nor would hon . Mem
bers wish me to give an expres ·fon 
of opinion with1)r., having had tima 
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for adequate onsideration, having re
gard to the possible implications. It -,.yil] 

be appr tiated that if we xt nd the 
dates of the Revi.::i ion ourts so as te 
allow for the addition of the names of 
persons who hav,::i submitted claims to 
the Revising Office..·, it means that we 
will have to extend the period to :i1lc.rw 
for objections to those claims. In othe1· 
words, if a claima 1t goes before a Re
vis in g Offi'Cer in ;>~rson, as suggestP.d 
by the hon. Member , and makes a claim 
without having filled in a form, then 
opportunity should be given to an)' pos

i;; jbJe objector to raise his object-ten, 
otherwise there might b<' duplication. 
Th<>re may be cases where surh personi::: 
arP. not qualified either by residence or 
age. I am sure the hon. Memb<'r ap -· 
preciates that point. 

As to the c:.ses where there may 
have been genuine errors of omission on 
the part of the, Enumerators, it will be 
realized that in Hie machinery of the 
Sperial Registration Ordinance, which 
was enacted about a yC'ar ago, thne i~ a 
provision inserted. I t hink at the in
stance of the hon. Member for Eastern 
Dem<'rara (Mr. Debidin), which en·· 
i;ures that t he lists prepared by th~ 
Enumerators ar e to be posted up ill 

prominent placeg in eac.h sub-di stnc:
Consequently, sufficient time has been 
afforded to enable persons to examine 
those lists which were posted up itnd 
see whether th{'fr names were on the 
lists or not. If there have been omi~-
sions, such as the hon. Member referred 
to, I think that ·may be attributed to 
the fault of the Enumerators themse1veg 
in putting down the names of other 
peop1<' and omitting- to put down their 
own names. The point which the hon 
Member has taken is fnlly appreciaf~d 

There is another aspect of the qucs 
tion. and th at is if those persons who 
arc seekini no-w to lpwe their names 

placed on the Voters' List are sure that 
their names a.re not on the List in the 
cfo;t ricLs in which the enumeration was 
c;.uTied out, it is quite conceivable 
that t here ar e persons, whose names 
are on a List of a district where num· 
eration ,va carried out, who removed 
subsequent ly to .. iome other district. 
Such persons may come along and make 
representation that their names are r1vt 
on the List of the district in which they 
now reside. The hon. Member said th r,t 
repre entations were mad to him. .,.an 
the hon. Member i-ic1 Y with any degree of 
certainty that their names are not <,n 
he List of any electoral district? Tl1-11e 
are 24 electoral districts, ~ nd the proce
dun, adopted for registration was in 
order to ensure that the highest possi
ble number of Yoters ·would be on foe 
List. and consequently it was done t,y 
means of the method ad pted in 1. 16 
in regard to the preparation of the 

1 ensus. 

I would like to say that emphasis 
has to he placed on the question that 
opportunity mu t be given to objectM·s 
to make the necessary objections, other· 
wise there is always the possibility aL, 
this late stage of p ~.rsons, for one reason 
01· another, either through mis-repre
sentation or through ,som mis-con -. p
tion, trying to have their names placctl 
on the Li.st. As all hon. Members wrn 
agree, we must endeavo,nr to ayoid dtt!J · 

lication. If a claimant present him.::idf 
to a Hevising Officeri and say " ,fy 

name is not on the List", it is very 
difficult for the ReYising Officer him
self, having regard to the large numbe1· 
of persons registered and the larg·e n11m
ber of claimants, to say he is not on 
t he Register. nt it is clear, havrn6 
regard to the procedure which is adot>t~ 
ed, that the maximum number of rntets 
is already put on the negister. 'rh.!r 
may be, as the hon. ~ f ember has indi
cated, cases of omi8sion, but those ·' [! ses 
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ORDER OF THE DAY the election not coming off on April 27. 
I do not tbink that date has been fixc 
by God and cann,'.)t be changed. Aud 
even if the hon. Member for Georgetown 
North and the ho:1. Member for D·~m
erara-Essequibo wili be going to the 
Coronation, I do n0t know whether that 
will have any bearing on the elect.i0~ 
date. For that matter I do not know· 
that they will be returned at the elecp 
tions in any case. 

The Attorney General : The hon. 
Member has taken on the roll of u 
prophet. If it is the wish of hon. Mem
b rs that the Bill be taken, not at this 
meeting but at the earli st possible op
portunity, I will then have to accede 1.o 
their request. 

Mr. Lee: I do not know whether 
we can carry the Bill through all sta.ges 

now. 

The Attorney-General: The Bill 
was published in nn Extraordinary l).f(i
cial Gazette today and the point is that 
the Standing Rule::; and Orders provide 
that Bills be read s. second time not less 
than seven days after 1puhlication, but I 
propose to ask that the Standing Rules 
be suspended in order to enable me to 
proceed with the reading of the Bill in 
view of the urgency of the matter, as 
hon. Members han indicated. 

Mr. F,2rnandes: I have no doubt 
hon. Members are keen on getting the 
matter settled, ~nd. that the hon. the 
Attorney-General will get permission 
to move the suspension of the Standing 
Rules and Orders. 

The Presid nt: I am very anxious 
to be assured that hon. Members .. Nill 
come back here tomorrow quite prepared 
to go on with the matter which is now 
adjourned. Council will proceed to the 
Order of the Day. 

lMPORTATlON 011' TALLOW 

Dr. Jagan asked, and the Co onial 
Secretary laid over replies to the fo,l. 
lo,wing questions: 

Q. - Will Government say whether 
t~llow recen~ly imported into the Colony 
without an import licence has been al
lowed entry? If not, will Government 
say whether the tallow has been reshippe:d 
to the suppliers? 

A:-Yes. The commodity is an e sen
tial ingredient in the manufar;ture ,of 
common laundry soap, and as it was re
quired at that time b,y local soap manu
facturers the shipment was taken over hy 
the Comptroller cf SuppJ.ies and Prici:s 
and distributed to them. 

P ADARAT
1
S BURNT EARTH CONTRACT 

Mr. Lee on behalf of Mr. Debidin 
asked, and the Colonial Secretary laid 
over replies to the following questions: 

Q. 1.-Is it a fact that Padarat of Pln, 
Airy Hall, East Coast, Demerara, has been 
burning earth heaps for the Public Works 
Department and w·orked in varipus other 
capacities, e.g., in making up sea-dam. 
and the public mad? 

A. - Yes. P.adarat worked with a 
donkey cart nn road maintenance in the 
Springhall-1'.bary Area previously to Hl42 
at which time he became a burnt earth 
contractor to the Public Works Depart
ment. 

Q: 2.-Is it true that he is no longer 
given a contract to burn earth? 

A:-Yes. 
Q. 3.-Wlhy has no further contract 

been given to Padarat for burning earth? 
A:~Padarat ceased to be appi·oved as a 

contractor or sub-contractor for Sov
er~ment in June, 1952, following com
nlarnts made by his labourers of non
payment of wages. Investigations showed 
that Padarat did not always pay ·Nages 
w~en due, ai:-d further, had not complied 
~1th the Fair Wages Rules in keeping 

Time and Wages Books, and had not de
clared the arrears of wages due when 
claiming payment from the Public Works 
Department. 

Q. 4.-Is it true that his sons applied to 
burn earth but their applications have also 
been refused? If rn why? 

A:-No. 
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Q .. 5: 

A. 

Q, 0: 

A. 

Q. 7: 

Is it true that the last heap that 
Padarat was burning was at 
Recess, &st Coast, Deme1:ara, 
and that usual further ad

vances to Padarat were stopped 
because of a report by one 
Sankar, the foreman of Padarat, 
that he v,rns n ot paid certain 
moneys~ 

The last heap burnt by Padarat 
was at Recess, East Coast, 
Demerara. Padarat's work-peo
ple, seven in number, reported 
to the Public Works Overseer 
the non-receipt 0£ arrears of 
wages to the total sum o: $60.86. 
As a result of this report 1he 
matter was referred to the Com
missioner of Labour who direc
ted that any amounts outstand
ing to Padarat's account shou~d 
be used for the payment of 
arrears of wages and this v,:as 
done. :F'urther the owner of the 
land on which Padarat's heap 
was s1t~d, preventEd Padarat 
from burning any more earth 
until he had paid him the rent 
of $10 for the heap site. 

Is ·it not ;:i. ~act that P:ildarat and 
his witncs5es were ahle to prove 
that Sankar was trying to da.ir.1 
more money than he was en
titled for cartage when his cart 
never worked for as many days 
as Sankar alleged ? Is this 
allegation sufficient for the 
Labour Department to jnter
vene when .Sankar should have 
been made to have resort to the 
Court m a dispute ? 

Sankar's claim {or arrears of 
wages rrom P adarat was not 
e1~tcrta/ned b~ Lhe . Department 
~ - Lanour smce it was con~ 
sidered that his relationsh·i') 
with Pad~rat was more in th~ 
rw lure of a partner than an 
employee. Sankar was ad vised 
to take c!vil proceedings a~ainc;t 
P~darat 1f he wished to recove::: 
h1s money. 

(a) Is it a fact that the Labour 
Departmf•nt paid oft the la
bourers and 

(b) has in hand the sum of 
$25.00 for Padarat on the quan
tity of burnt earth measured 
on the heap? 

A. (a) The Department of Labour 
has pa.id ::i.11 the labourers ,vhose 
claims for payment could be 
substantiated. 

(b) After Padarat's work-people 
had been paid off, a balanCf. of 
$28.48 IEmained, and this sum 

Padarat agreed to distribute 
between two men who had sup
plied him with wood. Their 
claims were for $181.00 and $54 
respectively. He subsequently 
changed his mind and uplifted 
the amount, to which he was 
legally er.titled, from the Per
sonnel Officer, Public Works, 
Department on 11th November 
1952. ' 

Q. Is it a fact that Padarat as a 
result o·Nes $234.00 for wood 
suppli2d i.0 the burnt heap and 
is this net because he was not 
permitted to continue his heap 
by building and burning to the 
capacity of WO cubic yards; and 
had he been enabled to burn 
his heap by the usual advances 

made would he not have been 
able to pay off his indebtedness 
for wood and make a pro~if;? 

A: Padarat is ~ndebted in the sum 
of $235.00 for wood supplied. If 
Padarat were permitted to com
plete the quantity of burnt 
earth for which he held the 
District Engineer's authority, i.e., 
by burning a further 53 cubic 
yards, he would have been 
further involved financiaUy. 

Q. 9. Is it not a fact that Padarat 
had taken 8 cords of wood at 
the heap valued $68:00 which 
would have enabled him to 
burn GO cubic yards more 1Jf .a 
value of $216.00 but because of 
the suspension he lost this 
amount and also the wood which 
was 3.lmost aH stolen away '! 

A: No. Padarat had approximately 
1 cord of wood at the heap site 
when he was forced to suspend 
burnin15 operations. After the 
payment of outstanding wages 
he asked to be allowed to con
tinue burning to complete the 
heap. This request was ·refused., 
as it was felt that he would be
come ftirther involved financial
ly. In spite of the Overseer\· 
instructions he persisted and 
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QlO 

A: 

transported approximately two 
cords of wood to the heap site 

in an etfort to force the Over
seer's hand. 

Is it not a fact that to stop ad
vances js to deprive the burner 
from burning or continuing to 
burn, and that this is wihat has 
happened in Padarat's case? 

This question is not UIIlderstood. 
Advances are only made when 
sufficient work has been com
pleted to warrant such advances. 

Q 11 : Will Government through the 
relevant Departments consider 
renewing contracts with Padarat 
on the usual terms and con
ditions of advances etc., in order 
to enable him to pay off his 
debts and recoup his losses by 
virtue of his long and meritor-
ious se1 vice in the past '! 

A No. Government does not c;ee 
any reason to alter its decision. 

E ONOMY IN S TAFFING OF SCHOOLS 

Mr. Carter asked, and the Colonial 
Secretaa:y laid ave::.· replies to the fol
lowing questions: 

Q 1 : What was the number of pupil"' 
enrolled in the years 1950, 1951 
and 1952? 

A 

Q 2: 

A 

Q ., : 

J950 
1951 
1952 

Pupils Enrolled 
73,570 
77,421 
77,575 

What was the number of teacher~ 
- Assist=tnts and Pupil Teachers 
employed during 1950, 1951 and 
1952? 

Year 

12~0 
1951 
1952 

No. of Teachers employed. 
Assistants Pupil Teachers 

1.342 219 
J ,371 180 
1,371 132 

In the terms outlined in RcE!. 29 
(2) of the Education Code how 
man.y teachers-Assistants and 
P upil Teachers should have 
been employed in 1951 and in 
1952? 

A 

Q 4: 

A 

Year No. o± Teachers that could 
have been employed in 
accordance with the Edu
cation Code. 
Assistants Pupil Teachers 

1951 J .333 ~.86 
1952 1;403 482 

How many teachers were grant
ed sick leave in excess of one 
week dur ing the years 1950, 1951 
and 1952? 

1950 657 
1951 643 
1952 4.-67 

Q 5 Is Government satisfied that the 
present conditions as indicated 
by the answers to Questions 1 
to 4 ·1vill not ser iously affect the 
standard of education in the 
schools? 

A In 1951, owing to the urgent need 
for econom,y, it was decided to 
depart from the maxima allowed 
under R1.1le 29 (2) of the Edu
cation C0de and to include Head 
Teachers in the teaching staff 
allocated to schools, thus saving 
one Assistant Teacher per school. 

Q 6 

A 

Q 7: 

Experience proved, however , 
that normal standards could not 
be maintained with this re.duc
tion £ staff, and it has there 
fore been d~cided to revert to 
the maximum staff allowed 1m
der Rule 29 (2) so !ar as Assis t
ant Tea('hers are concerned. 
Financial considerations s t ~ 11 , 
however, preclude the employ
ment oi more than two pupil 
teachers in any school. 

It is considered that these 
arrangements will be adequate 
to maintain efficiency at a ;sati~
factory level. 

Will Government state what w as 
the amount saved by the cur
tailment of Staff in 19·51 and m 
1952? 

1951 

1952 

Approximate saving;:;
$ 82,•000 
Approximate savings- 
$ 100,000. 

Were th e Estimates for Educa-
tion bas<:d on the Staffing au
thorised in Reg. 29 (2) of the 
Education Code? 
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sioner of Lands and Mines exercises 
control and which he administers. 
Consequently, the term ·which is being 
used here in this (:lause provides a suit
able expression for aYoiding such con
fusion. 

I think if -:he hon. the Fifth 
Nominated Member were here he 
would have been satisfied with the 
explanation which I have given. And 
it must be clear that at the moment 
in the accepted desirability of arnidmb 
dual control of the Crown Forest~ fur 
this purpose, it will be. necessary or 
essential to have some different ex
pression with regard to the two type<, of 
areas administered by the onservato.t 
of Forests on the one hand as Crowr 
Forests, and those administered by the 
Commissioner of Lands and Mine:; a 
Crown lands. One has to do with lands 
and mines, the other with ,a good deal 
of forests. 

Mr. Roth: While the hon. the Attor
ney-General was speaking, a point struck 
me and it is that in making up tllc 
Civil List all rights to the land w ~:-t'' 
rehirned by the Crown. Reference wa:
made to this section as if it was apa1 L 

from each other. It is the same Crown 
lands on which there ·were Crow.a 
forests and upon which revenue is co l
lected. 

The Attorney-General: That' does 
11ot affect the point of definition whk"i.1 
I was endeayouring to make. I ~ppr r
ciatethe point the First Nominated Mem .. 
ber has made, but these two points a re 
used to avoid any confusion between the 
functions of the Conservator o,f Forests 
and the Commissioner of Lands ,H1("i 

.l\Iines. I have tried to indicate lhat 
Crown forests deal with the areas whi:h 
will come under the supervision of r~ ~ 
Conservator of Forests, to be adminis
tered by him in connection with fore.st.s 

and dealing with the question of royai
ties and things of that nature, partica.· 
larly ha Ying regard to forests. Crown 
lands, dealing particularly with lands 
and mines and matters where the em
phasis is placed on land itself, will come 
within the control and supervision of 
the Commissi'Oner of Lands and .Mine,3. 
These are separ•ate functions to prevent 
any confusion whatever. rl'he hon. :h? 
Fir ' t Nominated Member's point is that 
the Crown forest is still Crown iaml. 

Mr. Roth: It is a question of 
revenue from Crown lands. ~\. yery laL·gt~ 
portion of the reyenue comes from forest 
lands, and I feel there should be somt; 
protectio11 of those forests under this 
Ordinance in that respect. I quite 
understand and appreciate the dual cvn~ 
trol by the Commissioner of Lands an{l 
Mines and the Conserv1ator of Forf'sts, 
but the question js Crown revenue we 
are discussing. 

Dr. Jagan : The hon. the Attor
ney-General said. it is done to avoiJ. 
confusion, but as far as I see it i!:i 
going to cause greater confusion, 
be ca use one Department will he 
administering land on ·which for-'!::it~ 
grow, while the other Department -
the Dept. of Lands and Mines) will e 
administering land on which there 
are bauxite, gold, minerals, etc. I cun
not see the reason for bringing such a 
confusion before the public at tr,,) 
moment. I think c.he way it has been 
done all along is fairly good. Muny 
persons '-Vill have to decide to which 
Departmt:ri.t they should go. Instead of 
making Crown lands and Crown for~,:;t;; 
and having them being administered by 
a (;onsen-ator of For,ests and anothct 
set· of lands administered by the Lands 
and Mines, I think Goyernment would 
be much better off for reyenue if tht; 
two Departments were together, calling 
them Crown Lands and Mines and 
Forests, and so simplify this matter of 
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administration a great deal. At the 
moment we hav~ a great deal of over
lapping in the functions Depart
ments. We sometimes hav,e the Local 
Government Board functioning throug b 
the Department of ~\gricultnre and 
sometimes the Agriculture Departmei.t 
functioning through some other Depart
ment. 

Mr. Roth: That is exactly what this 
Ordinance proposes to do-to stop thi.; 
oyerlapping. 

Dr. Jagan: That is not going to 
prevent it. As far as l can see it is go
ing to mean furtber misunderstanding 
with the Forest Department having 
its own staff and officers working 
seperately from another Department 
dealing with lands and mines. That is 
what is going to happen under this Rm. 
We will eventually .find ourselves spend
ing more money administering the Gov
ernment Departme-ats. Apart from con
fusion, I do not sec the necessity of put
ting what we may consider forest under 
the Conservator l•f Forests. I think a 
better idea would be to join the two 
Departments together under the Or-

dinance. 

Mr. Lu ·khoo: This is a question of 
consolidating and amending the law 
relating to forests. There is no question 
of overlapping of th<' two Departments. 

The Attorney-General: If it were 
a small place like Barbados, yes, that 
might be alright, but this is a big 
Colony of 87,000 square miles, a large 
portion of which is tah·n up in forests 
and land utilised in the interior rle
velopment of the Colony. It is desirable, 
I submit, that the functions of these 
two Departments ~hould be in no con
fusion whatever, and that the Forest 
Department should be permitted to 

deal with matters which come withi.n 
its purview and concern. Hon. lYiemb~rs 
must bear in mind that forestry in this 
Colony has developed within re<:erll. 

years. Forestry is no longer done the 
ordinary way, it must proceed along 
the most scient1fk lines. It is essential 
that in this Colony where we have 3uch 
forest value; it '5hould be developed in 
the best possible way. I think this is a 
step in the right direction. 

Mr. Luckhoo: There seems to be 
ome confusion with the hon. Member 

for Central Demerara (Dr. Jagan ) who 
started off by referring to overlapping. 
The object of the Bill is to consolidate 
and amend the law relating to the IH'O

per administration of it. 

Dr. Jag-an: The hon. Member ob
viously did not folk,w me. T said that at 
the moment we nave two De,partments 
which are functioning in one area which 

if'. divided into compartments, and :;ig a 
result of these functions, in many cases 
they are overlapping each other. Tf we 
have this Bill going through we will 
have the Department of Land and Mines 
supervising one area and next to it 
another area being supervised by the 
Forest Department; each one having its 
own officers to carr:v out examinations, 
etc. Let the hon. Member speak of the 
tremendous amount of travelling allow·· 
ances ckarged against this Colony as a 
result of these overlapping functions. 
I say again, if the hon. Member followed 
me he would have seen what I am speak
ing about, and he would have realised 
that there is nothing incongruous in 
what I said. I am not against the For
est Department being run in a proper 
rnannel·. 

The Attorney--GeneraJ: We are not 
creating any Department; the Depart
ment exists. 
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Dr. Jagan: Exists yes, but sooner 
or later we will need more staff, more 

this and that. Th~ is what I am against. 
If. the hon. the Attorney General and 
hon. Members are going to waste tax
payers' money, I am not. If the At-

torney General is willing to do that, his 
bread must be buttered well-not mine. 

The Attorney-Generar: Perhaps 
the hon. Member's bread is buttered 
better than mine. 

Dr. J a,ga;n: I hope this Council in 
trying to make any improvement in 

developmen t, sees to it that we do not 
waste the taxpayers' money, and that 
is why I am opposed to supporting the 
Bill. I deplore the administrative 
methods of the Forest Department. 

The President: In the new House 
of Assembly that will be the respon-
sibility of the Minister of Forests. 

Tlrn Attorney-General! : At Clause 
9, the hon. the Fifth Nominated Member 
raised the point with rega.rd to con
tinuance of the position of leases now 

held, and what will be the outcome of 
that. The Con;:,erva.tor of Forests 
stated that all existing leases and li-
cences are to remain in force until the 
ordinary date expirr.s under the terms 
and conditions preHcriibed 1by the C1)m
missio11er of Landa and Mines. The only 
difference is that -::hE Cons,ervator of For
ests will deal with the less·ees on any point 
that arises in regaTd to supplies, and 
advises the Commissio,ner, as is the 
practice at the present time. In other 
vvords, that the Cons,ervator of Fore ~,; ts 
will assume and tak<i over those func-
tions hitherto exercisable by the Com
missioner of Land.· and Mines in :re
lation to any of these leases, licences 
and forest holdings which have hitherto 
come within the purview of the Com
missioner of Lands and Mines in re
lation to Crown forests. 

Where a lease expil't::!s the lessee can, as 
before, apply for its renewal, but inst~ad 
of submitting his application to the 
Commissioner of Lands and Mines un
der the Crown Lands Ordinance he may 
make _application to the Conservator of 
Forests for a renewal under the Forests 
Ordinance. 

In the case of wood-cutting leases 
renewals will be granted on conditicms 
which may be slightly different from t~e 
old ones, but the Conservator states that 
he sees no reason to alter the terms of 
balata licences, and he will probably 
adopt the form of agreement used by 
the Commissioner of Lands and Mines. 
I think that was the point raised by the 
hon. the Fifth Nominated Member (M:r. 
Smellie) with regard to balata licences. 

Mr. Roth: On behalf of the ho,n. 
the F ifth Nominated Member (Mr. 
Smellie ) I thank the hon. the Attorney
General: That is exactly the informa
tion the hon. Member wanted to get. 

Question 9 put, and agreed t o. 

Clause 9 passed as printed. 

Clause 12. ~ - Ownership of forest 
produce. 

The Attorney-General: In reply 
to the point taken by the hon. Member 
for Georgetown Central (Mr. FeJ'.'
nandes) I pointed out on the last occa · 
sion that the Conservator will have 
power to demand royalty as soon as it 
becomes payable. This clause empow
ers the Conservator of Forests to take 
such steps as he ccnsidrrs advisable for 
the collection of royalty as soon as a 
tree is felled. The Conservator states 
that in most cases royalty will be col·· 
led ed at the loading- or landing beachPs, 
but he considers thnt the Conservato!'.' of 
Forests should have power to collect it 
at stump, where necessary, in order to 
deal with persons who fell trees and 
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to give every facility to enable him to 
continue his operations, but of course it 
will b, appreciated that the Conserva
tor does not wish anybody to put one 
on him or his Dei1artment. I think !he 
hon. Member can l'E.'Si assured that the 
power given by this clause will not be 
used with any departure from the pro· 
cedu re which is being adopted at pres
ent. If the Conservator gets a satis
factory assurance from the small man 
that he proposes to pay royalty at a 
reasonable time from the date when logs 
are felled, then of course the Depart
ment would give all the facilities re
quired, but I must emphasize that a5 
Conservator he ha::; alf:o to serve the in
terests of his Department. 

Mr. Fernandes: There was one 
other point I made, to which I hoped Lo 
get a reply. I raised the issue as to 
how royalty could be paid on charcoal 
as soon as the tree ·was severed from the 
ground. It take.s approximately three 
months from the time a tree is severed 
befort> the charcoal is removed. 

The Attorney-General: The Con
servator of Forests wishes to assure ·the 
Council, through me, that the s,ame pro
cedure adopted vvith regard to charcoal 
will continue. He has no desire trJ 
change it at all, although that is not 
S',Pecifkally mentioned. TtJ_e povlC~r 
which is given by the clause is one which 
the Conservator shculd have, but it is 
the ex<' rcise of t hat power that the hen . 
Member is commenting on. As hon. 
Members will appreciate, throug!lou t 
these provisions the Conservator is ~ol
lowing along the present line of proced -
ure in a large measure, but what I wish 
to emphasize is that the Conservator will 
deal with even·thing in a manner inci
dental to having Crown forests under 
his control and supe1·vision. 

Mr. Fernandes: Is the hon. the 
ttorner-General satisfied that charcnal 

is included . i:;he definition of ''forest 
produce" in paragraph (a) of clause 2 ;. 
It is stated there that "forest produce 
includes timber, trees and firewood, and 
it seems to me that charcoal should be 
included. 

The Attorm~y-General: We ha e 
learnt to think of charcoal as a sort of 
independent product, but on reflection 
it will be realized that it would probr:.bly 
come within the definition of "foreist 
produce" in paragraph (b) of clause 2. 
I think it should come under the hend 
of a produce of a plant, because after 
a tree has been felled it takes some time 
to burn it into charcoal. I do not pre
tend to know anything a.bout it, there-· 
fore I will not ·::ompete with the hon. 
'lember's knowledge on this particular 

~ubject. 

Mr. Fernandes: Charcoal is made 
from a tree, and if a plant is regarded 
as a tree I see n0 need for paragraph 
(a) at all, because it is firewood which 
is burnt to make r.harcoa1. 

The Attorney-General: To save 
the hon. Member further argument I 
will ask leave at a later stage to re
commit clause 2 to a.mend the definition 
of "forest produce'1 to include charcoal 
in paragraph (a). 

Dr. Jagan: I would like to have 
an assurance that the Conservator of 
Forests will not U8t~ his powers in any 
wa.y to deprive any small logger or work
er of any of his rigl1t . I think +t.e 
hon: Member for Georgetown Central 
(Mr. Fernandes ) made a very good 
point in dealinr,- with the question of the 
collection of royalty. We must not lose 
sight of the fact that many of thesP, 
small traders lfre a very hand-to-month 
existence and do nort have any morn~y 
in their pockets until they have sold 
their produce. On one occasion I men·· 
tioned in this Council how advantage 
was l;>~ing ta;ke11 of those small :people 
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who had to fell the t iml·er and tr·:t2,.-.. 
port it 1.o the sawmills which paid t:1.n11 
wha ieyer pri<-es they were disposed to 
pay in the ab::;ence of any Government 
control of the prices of the ·e produc:ta. 
I can see that this clau se wonld wort·· 
admirably if GoYCi'IHY1ent hd sc t-u1j ;.i 

timber pool or an org-a1iiza lion sm1iiu r 
to the Rice ::Uatketing- Hoard, which 
c·ould purchase tir1ber on the i-i.~ot and 
collect royalty. In the absence ~of such 
an tJ1·g-·1nization l cannot ~··.)0 how thos~ 
small people are going to be in a posi
tion to pay royalty. The hon. t he .\t,,or
ney-Genernl has said that the Conserva· 
tor of Forest~ will nse his discreti'),1, 
but I do not think that is good enou~h 
when WP are makbg 1egislation. W ~ 
sho1ild be more specific when we ::;.re 
making a la"·· 

The Attorney-General: This is more 
or less the la ,v now. All the hon. )le •• 1-

ber for < }eorgetown ('entral ( Mr. 1r JC· 

nandes) has asked iR whether there 
wonld be a departnre from the preser.1t 
proced11re by t he Consenator, if and 
when this nm becomes law. The hl)n. 
.'.\[ember wanted to kno"· whether the 
C1onservator ,vould follow the practice 
adopted by the C1ommissioner of Land~ 
nncl ~lines, ,ind I have given him th~ 
aHsurance that h ·,' won ld, provided there 
is no attrmpt h:v· tho worker to cn:>at 
or do anythi-i1g improper. 

Dr. Jagan : I do not say that the 
Consenator would not follow the 8J.mc.. 

procedure adopted by the Commissio:i.E.i.· 
of Lands and Mines. b11t I wonld 11.ke 
to know whether the law as it r:07, 

stands is the ~ame a~ stated in clau3~ 

12 of thi s Bill. If the l::i "' is to be l,he 
samp and th" same procedure is going 
to be adopted, there can be no objection 
but if the law i change<l and ~ve ar~ 
only to ass11me that the same procedtu:e 
wm be adopted, I do not think that is 
good enongh. A )fagistrate once said. 
he wns not intereste<t in what was s~1.1d 

in t his Council; he had to deal with the 
law as he -foimd it. Therefore, if the 
law is being changed l will morn an 
amendment to make the procedurP for 
the collection of l'O)'alty specific. 

The Attorney-General:: The princi
ple i the same, except that the Ovn1-
missioner of Lands and Mines had no 
power to remove the logs or to cm1.act 
royalty from the person concerned. The 
only point is whether the Con ef\'J.:;ur 
of Forests is going to make some start
ling departure from the procedure wluch 
has been adopted in the past. There is 
no difficulty whatever with regard to 
this Hill. The moment the ConservatJr 
assumes control over what are to be 
termed Crown for,ests, then all the otlH:f 
things incidental to that control will 
follow. It is no use arguing that he 
should have control and not give him 
t he power which would make that ~Oi1-

trol efficient. It is quite correct to 3ay 
that a Court is only concerned wHh 
what is stated in the law, but here 1t 
is a matter of administration, and the 
procedure to be adopted has tJeen 
explained to hon. )Iembers . 

Mr. Fernandes: I only wanted to 
be sure that there wonld be no change 
-f!rom the procedure " ·e are accnstomr rl 
to, and I haye been ghen that assu ... ·
ance. TTnder the new Constitution w ~ 
are going to haye a )[inister of _\g!.'i· 
c11ltu re, I,ands, )fines and Forest~, and 
I daresay he will not permit any varia
t ion from the assurance given in this 
Council, when the law_ is passed. If he 
does, the electorat8 would know what to 
do with him whl:!n he comes forward 
ag·ai n for election. 

C1lause 12 pnt, and agreed to. 
Clause J il. - Precautions agai:-i,qt 

fire. 

The Attorney-General: As a result 
of the suggestion made by the hon. the 
Sixth Xominated Me1nber (Mr. Lul!k-
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hoo) I propose that clause 15, as printed, 
be re-numbered 15 (1), and that the 
follo,ving new sub-clause (2) be ad,Jeci : 

"(2) Any person who contravene:::; ,any 
of the p rovisions or sub-section (1) o.f this 
section will be guilty of an offence and 
shall be liable on summary conviction 
thereof t o a fine not exceeding one hun
dred dollars.'' 

It would be left to the Court ti.. 
im1wse whateyer fine it thinks fit, 
having regard to the circumstanceg. I 
think that mee:ts the point r ai::ed bs 
the hon. )Jember. 

Dr. Ja,gan: I quite appreciate the 
adyantage of a clause such as this, bJt 
how is one to know whether a per ac,n 
negligently lit a match or other matE: r
ial? T.hat is going to be a diffic11(t 
proposition, and I am wonden;ig 
whether the hon. the ttorney-General 
can tell us in what way it would t,a 

determined whether someone negllgentty 
lit or threw a match or other lighLed 
or inflammable mater ial which . cam, .!il 
a forest fire. 

T he tLor n ey-Genera : 1 am sure 
it will appeal to the hon. l\Iember as 
to other hon. M,embers, that this w:u 
be a mat t r of proof, hnt it is ver y dif
ficult for me to _ay here exactly now 
it can be proved. l n one rase t here may 
be a party of men working, and som;> 
one yith complete abandon and indiffer
ence may throw away the end of a light
ed cigaret te or cigar, or some 0Lne1· 
light ed material, eyen though he may 
have been warned not to do so. That 
is a matter for proof. In another case 
a per son may be walking through the 
forest and may cause a large conflagra
tion , but it may not be pos"ible to estab
lish that he did it negligently or at an 
AH these matters must obvionsly depe.1d 
upon the circumstances and the f act'l 
which are capable of proof when th~ 
case is presented to the ourt . If them 
is no proof then the person wo11lct he 
f\Cqu~tted or I!Ot chargecl ~t a.lL 

Mr. Fernandes: I agree entirely 
that this clause and the penalty should 
be there, as it will prevent carelessness 
in the forest. I speak with authority. 
In l!.J:W nearly everything I owned was 
burnt in a forest fire. I had to drive 
a tractor t hrough a road with fire on 
both s ides , in trying to saye the little 
thatched house we had there from bP.ing 
burnt down. In that case no one knew 
,-hat had started the forest fire. ' ome
time in 1946, or eEsrly in 1947-I cannot 
remember rightly the e. act time - l 
suffered another loss from forest fire . 
In this case, howeyer, it was a small 
loss and we ·were able t o establish with 
a reasonable amount of certainty where 
the fire star ted. It was started by a 
prospecting party working for a big 
firm. Because of the difficulty of exact 
proof as to who was the individual who 
lighted the match and caused the fire 
which did damage, I coulJ not attempt 
to take legal proceeding for damages. 

I had no idea that the Company or 
firm concerned had been informed that 
it was the fault of t he prospecting party 
they had in t he area, and about six 
months af ter I got a telephone message 
from their la ·wyers informing me that 
they understood 1 had suffered loss from 
the forest :fire and that they were await
ing my claim. I promptly told them t .h.a t 
it was no use my claiming because if they 
turned down my claim I could not take 
the matteir any furthel' , since I had 
110 exact proof as to who had caused 
it. I was then t old that the Compan~· 
was aware that it ·was t~1e fa ult of their 
employees and that if I claimed they would 
consider it. I had not taken an actual 
physical ,stock t o know what was los t to 
a penny, but eveutually 11 agreed to 
accept what wa approximately a little 
less than half of what the loss was 
thought to be. I was quite happy t o get 
th~t. 
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fire. J do not smoke and so do not wat.l{ 

,dth matches, but if T was a smoKr.r 
and [ lighted a cigarett and threw the 
burning match down while walkin 
\hrough the forest and as a result a fir 
started, if several person saw wnen I 
did it I could be charged and convicted. 
T_,et us ass11me that the Magistrate 
impose the maximum of $rnO; that 
wonld not relieve me if that fire 
destroys other people's buildings and 
forest produce, from having to pay dam
ages under a civil claim. In the othe1 
case of a fine of $500, whatever dam
aP-'e is done there can be no ciYil claim. 

Dr. Jagan: The hon. the Attorney
General ref erred to causing fire in both 
cases. do not think his statement i,. 
q11ite correct, because in the case o 
banning books and literature, gramo· 
phone records and pictures, we are 
bringing a fire \Vhich is going to burr 
out British Imperialism and the system 
,f exploitation in tpis Colony-

The Chairman: Will the honourable 
,_!ember take his seat? 

Dr. Jagan: \:\'ill the hon . .Mem
l)er say "'hat point he was making when 
he got up? 

The Chairman: Will the honourable 
irember take his seat? The hon. i1em
ber is quite out of order in introduc
ing discussion on a Bill which is not 
under debate in the House. I have 
exercised much leniency in allowing him 
to make the remark he did. The hon : 
t he ttorney-General alluded to the 
remarks in his reply. ThA matter ii 110'-'' 

cloi:ied. 

Dr. Jagan: ...... J anked t he hon. the 
Attorney-General what was the basir- or 

wdstick used in assessing tho fine. 
That is Yhat ask d him. 

Clause 15, as amended, passed. 

Clause 1 O-.P1,iJlic to assist in e:-c
tingllishing fire::; 

The Attorney-General: -~ s hon. 
lVIembers would see, this clause has been 
redrafted as subclause (3) to meet the 
suggestion which ·as made ,by the Hon, 
l\Iember as to the compensation whic1-, 
should be paid a person who is r equired 
to assist in exting11ishing a fire and is 
injured or dies as ·:i result. It was sug
ge ted, sir, that the Workmen's Com
pensation Ordinance should. be ap,pli
cable to a case where a ,person has sus
tained injury while assisting in extin
guishing a forest fire. That was con
sidered, and accordingly this clause 

. was redrafted to meet that suggestion. 
But I ·will point out to hon. ~f~mbers 
that the su bclause. as originally printed 
in the Bill, provides for a simple proce
dure and that consideration will havn 
to be given to the alternative as 
suggested by honourable Members of 
this Council, whereby the provisions o.c 
the -workmen's Compensation Ordinance 
are being introduced in relation to a 
person who is injured so that persons 
would know that there is some formula 
by ·which compensation would be made. 

Hon. Members c;an envisage the pos
sibility of -a per3ort being injured :ind 
as a result of representations made 
the ConserYa tor of F orests makes his 
repnrt to the Governor in Council and 
there is an assessment of the amount 
which it is considered should be paic to 
the person who has received the injury. 
On the other hand, to follow the sug
gestion made by hon. Members that the 
w·orkmen's ompensation Ordinance 
..-;hould apply, it wo1,ld mean that whe1·e a 
person is injured in remote areas or in 
Crown Forests the procedure of sub· 
mitting a claim and the holding of a 
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Court of Enquiry " ronld have to be gone 
into. I do not know whether it was the 
intention of hon. :)Jembers that the com
putation to be applied should be on the 
basis of the Workmen's Compensation 
figures. or whether the ·whole procedure 
shonld be revised. 

Mr. Luckhoo: When I ra.ised this 
matter on the last occasion I felt con
scions that the machinery here was of 
a. simpler nature than that under the 
Workmen's Compensation Ordinance, bnt 
T felt that this Bill should provide the 
yardstick by which the computation 
wonld be effected. In other words, ; 
can see no harm in this clause remain
ing as it is if WP. are going to use 
Rome basis upon which the computa
tion will be made. If that basis is to 
he that obtaining under the Workmen'~ 
0ompensation Ordinance, then this clause 
can remain so that persons would know 
that there is some formula by which 
compensation would be made. If this 
clause remains like that- without having 
a formula by which compensation would 
be assessed-then it would ·be left to the 
arbitrary duty of the Governor-m
Council to make the award. Certainly we 
shoulrl have some form. of assuran"e
if I may use the word of t he hon. Mem
ber for Georgetown Central. There 
should be a formula used in arriving at 
the figure to he a"'arded, and it should 
not depend upon the whims and fancies 
obtaining at the time: I say, by all 
means let us have a simple machinery 
and not one that is rather co plicated. 

The Attorney-General: I may in
form the hon. Member that in any 
case where my Department has to 
advise in matters of this nature we 
generally follow the bas is -of computa
tion in the \' orkmen's Compensation 
Ordinance. I do not know ·whether it 
is desired that ,it should be tied down 
to the Woi.kmen's om ensatfon Ordin-

ance. That is quite fixed, but there ma~ 
be certain cases iri which the Gov-

. ernor-in- ouncil may , ,'sh t o give a 
little more t o t he per son,' who have 
sustained inju ry or have been injur: 
ously affected. 

Mr. Lee: I think the ho . 
Sixth Nominated Member (l\Ir.i 
hoo) should leave it as it is - :· 
Governor-in-Council - as under tr , 
Constitution ther,e will be a major ,, 
Elected Members on t he Ex~,~~· 
Council. \' 

Mil'. Fernandes : I was goi r , 1 

suggest that the clause would al' 
right if something is put in to sa .,! :: 

the amount of compensation shou rl no 
be less than what tan be got undE · the 
Workmen's Compensation Or dinan2e. Ii. 
is the minimum we are thinking about 
It is not only a question of the whi:. 
and fancies of the Executive Coun-. 
but the whims and fancies of the Leg
lative Council as well. No matter the· 
will be a new Constitution, one shOl 
bE, sure in a case of this kind that a c• 
tain limit is the lowest which a pe1 
can be awarded. 

The Attorney-Gene:ral : That 
has d'ifficulties on reflection. H u 

1 

nature is human natnre, and ther e 1 

be a case where a person is injurer' 
pite all the warnings and the req 
and everything else, and consequentl. 
will be left to the Governor-in-Cot• 
to decide what r;ompensation sh 
awarded when the man has brought .. . 
bis own head. Even though the 1 
Mernber for E ssequibo River ( Mr. Le 
has pointed out that there will be Mh1 
ters on the Executive Council, it will i. 

those Ministers whom we are tying do 
when their particular concern ·will ' 
inyestigate the mattel"\ and to der 
upon the amount to be paid. Eve: . .. 
:Ministers themselnPs may feel : 
the person -is c; ueserving 
farthing. Bu · tn~ · honourable Mem. 
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says it should not be less than he wou:!d 
have received under the \Vorkmen·s 
Compensation Ordinance. Hon. )lembers 
are avoiding on the one hand the inclu
sion or introduction of the "\Yorkmen's 
1:ompensation Ordinance procedure, and 
m t he other hand they are having a 

.nr1e procedure v,1ith the ,provisions 
the · ·workmen's Compensation 
a nee. We -::annot have it both 
Therefore, if the hon. the Sixth 

inated Member (Mr. Luckhoo) 
.asked t};lat we have the Workmen'8 
.pensation prov1s1ons and all the 

· 1· :lure that goes with that 
. .aance s ttch as going to the Court 

the Miagist.rate determining th~ 
1. ,,er, we cainnot have the other pro·! 

ns as well. 

On the other hand, we can have 
thh, simple procedure in the B m and 
leave it at that. I do not think I can 
gre to have a procedure one half one 

,.ay and the other half another way. 
',et us have it t his way or under the 

· w:or~men's eompensation Ordinance, 
that the man who gets injured will 

\ now what the pr~cedure is, what the 
.w pro,·ides and what he is entitled 
. get. This is a simple procedure-he 

--s to the Governor in Council who 
1I go into all the circumstances, have 

· e matter investigated and then make 
n award. It may possibly be that 
..., 

0

person who is injured may receive 
r more considaration if the matter 

1 to the Govenor in Council than if 
ied down to the Workmen's Com

~ .,s.ation Ordinance. Either you must 
ave faith in your Governor in Council, 

'{)articularly in view of the change of 
., 'le Constitution t o which the hon. Mcm-

1 ber for E ssequibo River has r eferred. or 
· cu must not. 

" l\fr, Fernand s : I would like to 
.. nt out to the hon. the Attorney-Gen-
1 1 that thi~ ! t the ordinary case 

Y~~re a person w~ . .1 is employed is i~--

j ured. This is a case where a person 
is forced to work whether he likes it or 
not, ~n.d if he does not work he is liable 
to be fined. I know what is a forest 
fire, and forcing a man to wo1:k there 
is quite different . . A man is told to go 
in and put out the fire, and he has to do 
so ev,en when he knows that in doing so 
there is Hable to be certain injury. 
If he does not go he is liable to 
be prosecuted, and if he goes and is in
jured, then it is to be left to the whims 
and fancie of somebody to award him 
compensation. I think there should be 
something put in for the protection of 
those persons. I have a case wherp a 
gentleman walked into my office and 
told me .he was allowed a c·ertain 
amount of damages in the matter of the 
Georgetown Fire Brigade accident. l 
asked him if he agreed to it and he 
m id: "Yes; but some~me not as seriously 
injured as I wa got more money." I then 
said to him " Yon agreed to the amount 
of damages and you have been pa.id, and 
there is nothing more I can do to help 
you in the matter.:• 

I only mention that to show that it 
is possible that the person making re
presentations on behalf of a particular 
party may have some· effect on th.a 
amount of damages that will be paid. 
\iVhatever it is, I do not mind what he 
get s on the good side, but certainly I 
would not like to see him get less than 
he would ha,ve got if he had been 
working with an ordinary individual 
and was injured. It must he considered 
that he went in to fight the fire 
voluntarily and was injured. It is all 
right to leave it to the Governor in 
Council, but the award should not ba 
less t han he is normally entitled to 
ttnder the Workmen's Compensation 
C,rdinance. 

Mr. Luckhoo: After the expression 
sion of opinion given, I am minded to 
let the provision remain as it is in the 
original clause. I am persuaded by the 
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