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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

FRIDAY 2ND JUNE, 1950, 

The Council met at 2 p. m., His 
Excellency the Governor, Sir Charles 
Woolley, K.C.M.G., O.B.E., M.C., Presi
dent, in the Chair. 

PRESENT: 

The President, His Excellency the 
Governor, Sir Charles Campbell Woolley, 
K.C,M.G., O,B.E., ·M.C.

The Hon. th2 Colonial Secr2tary,
Mr. D. J. Parkinson (Acting). 

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

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

Secretary 
McDavid, 

The Hon. C. V. Wight, O.B.E.,
(Western Essequibo). 

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

The Hon. Dr. J. A. Nicholson (George-
town North). 

The Hon. T. Lee (Essequibo River). 

The Hon. V. Roth (Nominated). 

The Hon. C. P. Ferreira (Berbice 
River). 

The Hon. G. A. C. Farnum (Nomi
nated). 

The Hon. D. P. Debidin (Eastern 
Demerara). 

The Hon. J. Fernandes (Georgetown 
Cirntral). 

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

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

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

The Hon. G. H. Smellie (Nominated). 

The Hon. J. Carter (Georgetown 
South). 

The Hon.'F. E. Morrish (Nominated) 

The Clerk read prayers. 

The Minutes of the meeting of the 
Council held on Friday, the 26th of May, 
as printed and circulated, were taken as 
read and confirmed. 

PAPERS LAID 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY laid on 
the table the following:-

The Report of the Commissioner of 
Police for the year 1949. 

The Report of the Registrar of 
Trade Unions. for the year 1949. 

GOVERNMENT NOTICES 

CROWN LANDS RESUMPTION (AMEND
MENT) BILL. 

The ATTORNEY GENERA1L gave 
notice of the introduction and first 
reading of the following Bill:-

A iBill intituled "An OTdinance 
,further to amend the Cro'Will Lands. Re
sumption Ordinance ,with r2spect to 
lands1 which may be I'iesUJmed, by the 
Crawn." 

UNOFFICIAL NOTICES 

OLD AGE PENSION QUALIFICATION. 

Dr. J1.AJGANi: -gave notice olf the fol
lowing motions:- .-

WHEREAS the qualifying age under 
the Old Age Pensions Ordinance is. 65; 

AND WHEREAS the retiring age for 
Civil Servants and other Government 
employees. is between 55 and 60 years; 

BE IT RESOLVED that this Hon
ourable Council recommend that the 
qualifying age under the Old Age Pen
sions Ordinance be reduced from 65 to 
55.
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ABOLITION OF MEANS TEST. 

WHEREAS the Old Age Pensions. 
Ordinance provides for a Means Test 
whereby anyone having an income of 
more than $4.50 per month in George
town or $3.50 per month in the rural 
districts is excluded from the benefit 
of receiving $4.50 per month in 
Georgetown and $3.00 per month in the 
rural areas; 

AND WHEREAS the 1947 Margate 
Conference of the La,bour Party resolved 
inter alia that "the Means Test, which 
t:his Conference believes' to be a de
grading and unjus·tified inquisition into 
the houses of the working c1ass of this 
country, should be abolished"; 

BE IT RESOLVED that this Hon
ourable Council recommend that the 
Means. Test be abolished from the Old 
Age Pensions Ordinance. 

INCREASED PENSIONS. 

Mr. DEBIDIN gave notice of the fol
lowing motion:-

WHEREAS salaries and wages have 
have been revised and accepted by the 
Legislative Council for Civil Servants 
and wage earners under Government to 
an extent commensurate with the in
crease in the cost of living at as high 
as 212 points; 

BE IT RESOLVED that this Hon
ourable Council recommend the payment 
of increased pensions to all pensioners 
of Government to be calculated at 
present rates on the amount each such 
pensioner would have received undeT 
the new scales of salaries. and wages, at 
the point or grade at wihich he left, had 
he still been in the service of Govern
ment, when such new soales of salaries 
and wages became operative. 

NOTICE OF QUESTIONS 

CANALS PoLDER DREDGE 

Mr. FA1RNUM gave notice of the fol
lowing ques:tions:-

1. Is it the case that the dredge re
moved from the Canals Polder by
the Public Works Department is the
property of the Canals Polder
AuthorHy?

2•. Is i:t the case that despite frequent 
requests from the Canals Polder Au
thority to the iPu(blic Works-Depart
ment, this. dredge has not been 
returned? 

3'. Is it the case that had the dredge not 
been removed by the Public WoTks 
Department, the Authority would 

!have been able to recondition the
Canals, thereby avoiding the recent
inundation of the farms?

4. I� th� answeTs to the above questions 
are m the affirmative will Govern
ment give instructions' to the Public
W•orks Department for the dredge to
be returned without delay so that
the Canals may lbe dug and thus
s,a ve farmers from further loss of
crops through flooding?

ARTESFAN WELL AT PARIKA.

1. Is it the case that the artesian well
at P•arika is not flowing, and that
efforts. byi the Pure Water Supp,ly
Scheme to get it to function have
failed?

2. In yiew of the large popiu}ation at
Panka consiisting chiefly of farmers
who contr,ibute largely to the food
supply of the city, and hardships
being experienced by farmers. and
other residents to obtain drinking
water. due to the failure of the w2ll
�,ill Go".'ernment take early steps to
g1v.e relief to these pe,orple by pro
�iding an overhead tank at the well
m the adjoining villa.ge of Hyde

Park, and conveying wa.ter there
from by pipe line to Parika?

BRITISH PILOTS IN B.G. AIRWAYS. 

Mr. FERRELRA asked and the 
COLONIAL SECRETARY laid over replies 
to ·the following questions:-

Q 1 - How many Pilots are .employed 
by the British Guiana Airways 
iLimit·ed? 

A 1 - Five. 

Q 2 - Of these, how many are British? 

A 2 - One. 

Q 3 - Is i.t not possible to· secure, 
(a) the services. of British

.Pilots?
(b) suitable British Aircraft

for the various services?

A 13 - (a) Efforts have been made by 
advertisement in the United 
Kingdom to secure the ser
vices of British Pilots and a 
special item regarding va
cancies in British Guiana 
w,as inserted in a p:rof es 
sional magazine by ;the 
Director General of Civil 
A via-ti on, but there !has been 
no response. 

(b) The Company's present
fleet of planes consisting of
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two Dakotas and three 
Grummans acquired at rea
sonable prices from war 
sur'plus can adequately cope 
with the existing and any 
foreseeable traffic in the 
immed.ia te future and the 
acquisition of further aii
craf.t is. not wa.rranted at 
present. !Enquiries have, 
hO!weveT, been made regard
ing British aircraH with a 
view to future needs, but it 
does -not ·appear that any 
sa.tisfactory amphibian air
craft of the type particularly 
suited to local conditions aTe 
being produced in Britain 
at the pres-en t time. 

Q 4 - What amounts were pa.id in 
HARD CURREN.CY 

(a) by way of s,alaries, to Pilots
for' tihe years 1948 and 1949,

(b) for machines and spare
parts. for the year 1948 and
1949,

(c) .agency and/or' other charges
for :the years 1948 and 1949?

A 4 - (a) Pilots are paid by the Com
pany in local currency. 

In 1948 and 1949 sums of 
$6.,900 and $1 10,7'40 U.S. were 
obtained by the Company 
from the Exchange Control 
in respect of approved home 
remittances. of American 
p, e r' s. o n  n e 1. Equivalent 
amounts in local currency 
recovered from the em
(Ployees, concerned. 

(\b) 1949 Engines & 
Spare Parts, . . $24,3157.44 

1949 Engines & 
!Spare Parts . . $2'5,598.918

(c) 1948· kgency
1Char,ges . . . . . . $ 4,800.00 

19419 Agency 
tCiha,rges . . . . . . $ 4,800.00 

1948 Other 
Charges 
(i.e. telegTams 
& (Postage) .. .. $ 882. 16 

1949 Other 
Charges 
(i.e. telegrams 
& posta,ge) ... $ 1,82'5.10 

iMr'. FtARNUM: If you will permit 
me, 1Sir, I would like to co,ngr.atu}ate the 
hon. the Colonial Secretary on the p!f,omp
ti'tude with which he has replied to the 
questions of the hon. Member. 

The COLONIAL SECRETARY: I 

wish to express my appreciation of the 
Hon. Nominated Member's cpmment and 
to say that i't ,is the beginning of a new 
year'. (laughter). 

HOUSING (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1950. 

The AJT'liORJNEY-GENERAL: I be1g 
to move the second reading oir a Bill 
intituled: 

"An Ordinance to amend the 
Housing Ordinance, 1946, to enable the 
Legislative , Council to waive loan 
charges made in connection w.rth the 
Wortmanville Housing Scheme." 

Section 7 of the Wortmanville Housing 
Scheme Ordinance, 1946, made pr,ovision 
for moneys to be advanced to the Oom
mittee established by the Ordinance as 
the capital money expendable for the pur
poses of the Ordinance, and also provided 
that the Committee should ,pay interest on 
the said capital money, or such p,art there
of, as the Legislative Council determined, 
at such rate of intJeres.t as the said Council 
should fix. 

Provisfon was made by subsection (4) 
of Secition 7 of ,the Ordinance that the 
Legislative Council could 'by resolution 
waive payment of such portion of the said 
capital money and any interest -thereon as 
i-t thought fH.

Section 57 of the Housing Ordinance, 
1946, tr'ansfened from the Wortmanville 
Housing Scheme Committee incorpor·ated 
by the W ortmanville Housing Sc:heme 
Ordinance, 1946, ,to the Central Authori'ty 
establis,hed by the Hous,ing Ordinance, 
1946, inter alia, all assets and liabilities 
of 'the Wo['tmanville Housing Scheme 
Commi-ttee, and the Wortmanville Housing 
Scheme Or'd.ina:nce, 1946, was repealed by 
seiction 77 of the Housing Ordinance, 1946. 

No provision similar to section 7 ( 4) 
of the repealed Ordinance was made in 
the Housing Ordinance, 1946. 

This, Bill seeks to remedy thisi omis
sion by amending the Housing Ordinance, 
1946, to include such a provision. 

The object of the Bill is, in short, to 
make pr-ovision for what was originally 
enacted in the Wortmanville Housing 
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Scheme Ordinance. I move that the Bill 
be read a second time. 

Mr. WIGHT seconded. 

QueS'fion pu:t, and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 

The Council r'esolv,ed itself ·into 
Gommititee and considered' ,the iBill 
clause by claus·e without discussiion. 

The Council resumed. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I move 
that tihe Bill be now read a third ,time 
and passed. 

Mr. WIGHT seconded. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Bill read a third time and passed. 

GEORGETOWN IMPROVEMENT WORKS 
(FINANCE) (AMENDMENT) BILL. 

The ATtDORNEY-GENERAL: I• move 
the second re1ading of a Bill intituled : 

"An Or1dinance to amend the George
town Jmp;rovemen.t Works {Finance) 
Ordinance, 1932, with respect to pay
ment by the George'town Town Council 
of its share of its li'ability for ,the cost 
of the Sewerage Works and for the cos!t 
of the Water Works." 

The Ge,or.geto,wn Improvement 
Works, comprising the Sewerage and 
Water' Works, were financed from the 
proceeds of the British Guiana 5 % 
Inscribed Sfock 1949\69, the Georgetown 
Town Council being lia,ble for 50 % of 
the agreed cost of the Se.werage Works 
and for the fuH cost of the Waiter Works. 

Sections, 4 and 5 of the George,town 
Impr'ovement Works (Finance) Ordin
anc-= 19-32 (No. 48 of 19132) stipulate the 
payrnen1ts to ibe mad,e annually to the 
Colonial Treasurer 'by ,the Municipality 
in respect of its share of the cos,t of the 
Sewer:age Works and for the full eost of 
the Water Wiorks, having r'eg.ard to fhe 
fact that ithe annual charges on the loan 
are me.t from the General Revenues, of 
the Colony. 

On 1st August, 1949, the 5% Inscribed 
Stock was converted into Stock bearing 
inter'es1t at 3 % p.a. redeemable 1975\80 
and tihe proceeds. of the rela,ted Sinking 
Fund abated by the expens·es of the loan 
aonversion1 ,operation .were appropriated 
to the General Revenue of the Colony. 
In consequence the outstanding balance 
of •the Council's liability in respec,t of 
the Works h'a$ been reduced, credit having 
been allowed ,the Municipality for the 
.appropriate proportion of the yield from 
the Sinking Fund. 

Contributi-on to the Sinking Fund to 
be formed for r1edemption of •the New 
L'.)an :has been fixed at the rate of 2.1 % 
p.a. as. against 1 %· paid in respect of the 
converted 5 % stock. 

Accordingly the amoun,ts to he paid 
annually by the Mayor and Town Council 
of Georgetown to the Colonial Treasurer· 
commencing from 'the year 1950 have been 
varied, and this, Bill seeks to make pro
vision for the annual \payments to be 
made by the Mayor and Town Council 
in respect of its shar'e of the cos.t of the 
Sewerage Works, and the full cost of the 
Water Works., as fr.om the year 1950. 

That sets out the position with 
regard to .the cost to be met by the Town 
Council with respect to .the Sewer'age 
Works and the Water Works. I think 
the hon. the Financial Secretary will be 
able to give hon. Members any other 
information they may requir'e. I form
ally move that the Bill be now read a 
second time. 

The COLONIAL SIDC'RETARY se
conded. 

Mr. WIGHT: I ask that consideTation 
of this. Bill be deferred. The position, 
as I have already indicated, is· that the 
Town Clerk addressed a minute .to me 
jus.t before he left the Colony on fur
lough, and I have not had an opportunity 
to check the figures myself. It was also 
sug.gested to me, and I am going to make 
the suggestio,n here, that the Accountant 
and the acting To.wn Clerk should be 
satisfied by the Treasury as to the purpose 
of the Bill. I may say briefly that ,the 
subject matter of the minute by the T•own 
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Clerk to me js to the effect that as far 
as he sees i.t

1 
the citizens of Georgetown 

will have to pay m:n·e as a result of this 
Bill if it is· carried. The explanation to 
be given is as ito the amount to be 
carried forwar'd to reserve, or whether 
interes.t and sinking fund is to be 
increased or de,creas.ed is a ma,tter for 
financial wizar'ds. I know that you can 
juggle with figures and read a balance 
sheet backwards or forwards. I have 
acquiTe'.d that expuience by having to 
appear fo1� those i::l the past who dealt 
with figures. I ha'.-e not been in contact 
with figures or baJ:mce sheets and I am 
asking that opportunity be given for the 
two parties to get together and discuss 
the matter because, as pr'esently advised, 
I would have to oppose the Bill until the 
mat,ter is satisfactcrily explained by the 
Financial Secretary to the advise,rs or 
employees of the Town Council. 

The FINANCJAL SECRgTARY & 
'I'REA!SURER : I have no wish to shirk 
any explanation to the Mayor or anyone 
else he may assign to meet me for that 
pur,pose, but I do not think it is fair to 
the Government or to the Council that 
a statement of that nature should be made 
on ,the occasion of the second reading of 
this. Bill which hc3 been published and 
sent to the Town Council some time ago, 
the contents of wh:.�h were known to the 
office1�s of the Town Council and should 
have h'ad their attention many weeks ago. 
Lt is true, as the hon. Member has said, 
that the Town Clerk has made repre
sentation to him as Mayor, and also by 
tel2:p,hone to the Tre-asury, that he was 
not satisfied that this Bill did pr.'ovide the 
relief to the Town Council which it 
purports to do. When the telephone 
mes'S'age was receiived the Town Clerk 
was invited t,o come to the Treasury but 
I understand that, owing to presseur2 of 
business and his desire to get ready for 
his journey albroad, he has not ibeen abl2 
to do so. Be that as it may, the position 
is quite simple, and I submit now that it 
is very desi:r1alblie that this Bill should ibe 
passed into law, and if I may, I will go 
a little further than the hon. the Attorney
Ge�,eral in ,explaining what it is all 
about. 

Many of us will remember the con
. troversy whkh raged over the George-

town sewerage scheme some year's ago. 
Eventually that controversy was resolved 
in the year 1932. The particular poin,t on 
which the controversy took place was 
.when the Gover'nmen t were accused of 
having, !by various 1a:pses, caused an 
excess in the cost of the work. The 
arrangement or agreement between the 
Municipality and tihe Government at that 
time was that the Municipality should pay 
80 per cent. of the cost of the work and 
the Gover'nment 20 per cent., but a 
compromise was reached in 1932 by which 
the total cost of the sewerage scheme, 
that is to say the main drainage and the 

external house connections, should be 
borne 50-50 by the Government and .tihe 
Town Council, but the cost of the 
improvement of the Water Works. was to 
be borne in full by the Town Council. 
On the basis of that compromise acc·ounts 
were struck, and a• schedule showing the 
various figures was tabled in this 
Council. As a matter of fact the 
sc·11edule showing that agr·eement was so 
important that I had it at that time 
included in the Report of the Tre1asury 
Department for that year as an 
Appendix and it was tabled in this 
Council. On the basis of that schedule 
the capHal cost of the sewerage scheme 
which was chargeable against the Town 
Council was halved, and as the scheme 
cost appr'oxima tely five million dollars 
their share was 2 ½ million dollars. As 
a matter ,of fact, before this compromise 
was reached they had ·been paying 
interest on the capital cost on the old 
'basis of 80 per cent.

1 
and they were given a 

credit on that account which reduced their 
share of the cost to 2,100,000. That was 
the amount which was recorded as owing 
by the Municipality in respect of the 
sewerage scheme. 

The position with r'espect to the 
w.ater Works was quite S'imple. The
Municipality had to pay the full cost
which was recorded at a grand total of
$853,250. Now as to the discharge of
this liability. Members know: that tlhe
cost of those works was met from a loan
wnich was r'aised in 1929 - a loan of
approximately 10 minion dollars - and
the rate of interest which .w:as being paid
on that loan up to quite recently was 5
per cent. per annum. The annual char.ge
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to provide a sinking fund to redeem that 
loan at the end o'f 40 yiears. was. at the 
rate of one per cent., so that the total 
annual char,ge was 6 per cent. Con
sequently 6 per cent. of those caipitial 
sums was. calculated, and the amount 
in two sle;parate piarts· - one for the 
sewerage scheme and the other foT 
the · Water Works-was includ2d in a 
Bill which is now Ordinance 48 of 
1932. In other words statutory provision 
was mad·e to enable the r'ecovery of 
those annual sums from the Town 
-Council, and of cours.e to authorise the
Town Co 1mcil. to p,rovide for them and to
pay them over .to the Government. At
t'he same time there was an undertaking
on both sides that, should there be a
change in the rate of interest by conver
sion of the loan or by O'ther cause, this
annual liability would.have to be reviewed
and revised.

A change in the condition of the s.tock 
market has taken place. At the time 
when the loan .was raised that loan a.t 
5 per cent., w'nich was quite a common 
thing in 1932, but now, - certainly up to 
last year it was poss,ible to obtain a loan 
at 3 per cent.�· hut iby the same token the, 
yield of the · sinking fund has also been 
reduced. That is to say, whereas when 
the loan was r'aised the sinking fund 
charge at o.n.e per cent. would have pro
duced the amount required to redeem the 
loan at i,ts. redemption date, that chargre 
is noiw much too low. In :£act, the sink
ing f.und char,ge for a loan r 2deema1ble 
over 20 or 30- years: is· now over 2 per 
cent., and for the remainder of this par.., 

ticular loan-JO years-it would be some
thing like 2.3 per cent. Now I come to 
the maitter of the conversion. In 1949, 
when this matter was considered, it (be
came dbvious that there would have had 
to be a review of the ,arrangements ftor 
this, loan in any case because w2 would 
not have had enough money in the s·ink
ing 'fund to repay. it. In other words, 
th.: s.inkin.g fund :r,ate 1being paid by the 
Town Council and the Government was 
far from enouglh. We would ha'Ve been 
compelbd to provide enough mone.y for 
the re-:payment CYf the loan in 1969, and 
to do so we would have had to increase 
the rate of contrilbution to the sinkin,g 
fund from 1 p.er cent to 2.3 per cent. In 
other words, ins.tead of paying 1 p.er cent 

for sinking fund both parties, would hla:ve 
had. to pay something like 2.3 per cent. 
No;w we have s.ucceed2.d in completing a 
conv2rsi,on of the whole of the loan under 
which the interesit rate orf 5 per cent. falls 
to an interest rate o·f 3 ip2r cent. There 
was, however, a variation in the cur
rency of the loan and, the ip2riod of :re
demption W3.S extended to 1980-another 
101 years. Now, the annual co�t of tr..e 
con vers:i,on lo,an is: interest, 3 per cent. 
and sinking fund, 2.1 per cent; s.o that if 
we tak2 these tiwo figures. in contrast, 
had the loan remained unconverted, both 
Government and Town Council would 
have had to b2 paying their share of 5 
per cent. and 2.3 per cent, respectively, 
for interest and sinking fund-a total o.f 
7 .3 per cent in all-to carry on the loan, 
wh2reas. naw we are paying 3 per cent 
and 21.l per cent.,-a total of 5.1 p2r cent. 
or a saving or 2.2 ;per .cent. 

Lt is true, 1as I have Siaid, that 
the .period -of the loan would extend 
for 10 y,ears. more than what was 
originally intended - from 1970 to 1980 
-lbut, notwithstanding that, by the pro
cess of ordiniaryi arithmetic if you add
up these .figures in a straight line it
would lb.: found that there is a saving.
The To1wn Council would have had to
pay from next year s.omething like
$217.000 a y,ear instead orf what they nolW
pay-$177,000 and inst21ad of what they
are nQIW being asked to pay in the Blil
before the Council-$118,0·00. Thereror2,
the saving to the T'oiwn Council on wha.t
they are no:w paying is about $519,000 or
$·60,000 a y2ar; and on what they would
have had to pay :iifi the loan had not been
converted is something like $100,000.
There is no doubt what2ver that this
transaction has !been completely ad
vantageous to bQlth parties--Gov 2Tnmenrt
and the Town Council-and it is ess:en
bal that the law which no1W authorises
the Council to p,ay a c2rtain sum to the
Government should ibe amended in keep
ing with the position. f!'lhat, sir, as simply
as I can put it, is. th2 position. I have no
doubt whatever that if I meet the proper
officer of the To1wn Council he would s·2e
the force of the argument. It is; unfor
tunate that the Torwn Cl2rk d.id not see
fit to come to the Treasuryi and discuss
this ma.tter ibe'fore he went out of the

Colony. That, however, is no reason for
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holding up this important piece of legis
lation; we _must have this chang2 in the 
law as soon as poss�ble. I hope I have 
made the position particularly clear, 
esp2cially to the hon. Memlber for Wesit 
ern Essequi'bo. 

Mr. WIGHT: That is very interest
ing, but -

The PRESIDENT: The hon. Member 
cannot speak twice. 

Mr. WIGHT: On the firs:t occasion 
I merely asked that the Bill be held over. 
That is not a speech unles·s, the Chair 
rules that it is. 

The PRESIDENT: T'he hon. Member 
suggested ,that the Bill be deferred. 

Mr. WIGIHT: That is what I wanted 
done, but p,roba.bly the Financial Secre
tary does not think it necessary to do so. 
W.hile this Bill is lucid and the statement 
made by the Financial Secretary is lucid 
also - the figures appearing to be clearly 
put - I am going to move formally that 
the Bill be def erred until such time as the 
Council thinks should be given to satisfy 
the app.r-opriate officers of the Town 
Council. It must be borne in mind that 
the T'own Clerk is. a Chartered Accountant 
and a very efficient Officer, and although 
he submitted to me, on May 26, a state
ment relatin.g to this matter, I would not 
be in a position to go through it in his 
absence and come before this Gouncil and 
explain the position. In the Town Clerk's 
minute he refers to the fa.ct, briefly, t'hat 
the Town Council would be paying more 
than they should if the Bill goes. through. 
As· regards. the statement by the Financial 
Secretary that -it was unf.oritunate the 
Town Clerk did not attend to discuss. the 
matter 'before he left the Colony, I am 
glad for the statement that the courtesy 
df a postponement cannot be extended 
because the matter' should be expedited. 
I feel sure that such discourtesy will 
never be exhibited by any hon. Mem,ber 
of this Council and I hope that in future 
any matter put before this Council by any 
Member who may desire it to be expedited 
w.ill not be held up by Government, other
wise Government would be charged with
discourtesy towards that particular mem
ber. I was• informed by the T-0wn Clerk

tihat he was. requested to visit the Treas� 
ury and discuss this matter but he was 
very busy at the time. He related the 
facts to me and I go further and say I 
consider that he was right. He was asked 
to discuss. the matter and this· is, what 
ha,ppened: Some semi-s·enior deputy 
Gover'nment Official rang the Town Clerk 
and suggested, that he should come over 
to the Treasury to discuss t!he matter but 
he wa,s. very busy at the time and 'sug
gested that the Officer should come across 
instead to see him. That could have been 
done, but it was not done. 

The PRESIDENT: I do not think 
this. Council is interested in matters of 
that' sort. 

Mr. WIG HT: I am saying that in 
reply to what the Financial Secretary has 
said. He has left the inference that the.re 
may have been inattention on the part 
of the Town Clerk to his duties and I 
think it. is necessary to dispute and dispel 
such an i:mpres,3io.n. There· could be no 
r·easun for thinking so. I move the defer
ment of this Bill. It is a matter entirely 
for hon. Members of this Council whether 
they would proceed today and pass it be
cause it would, undoubtedly, hav,e to be 
discussed by the Town Council. The 
Town Council may be right .or the Finan
cial Secertary may be r'ight. If -there is 
an ·enquiry and the Town Council is right 
ther,e might have to be a further amend
ment of the Ordinance. 

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TREASURER: I just .want to s-ay a wo;yd 
in reply to the hon. Member. 

Mr. WIGHT: The motion for the de
ferment of the Bill has not been seconded 
and I rise to point out that in the circum
stances. the Financial Secretary has· no 
right to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. DEBIDIN: I beg to second ,the 
moti,on for the deferment ,of the Bill. I 
do, so because I happen to have overheard 
a conversation on this question and be
cause I am interested as a member of the 
public in .this, measure. As far as. I kno-w 
the motion by the hon. Member fm West
ern E,ssequibo· has a g.rea t deal of merit. 
That is as much as I can s·ay at the 
moment. 
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The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TRE,ASURER: The question ,of defer
ment is in the hands of the Council. I 
would like to say, howev,er1 that, pernon
ally, I do not oons1ider it my duty to satisfy 
the officers ,o ,f the Town Council although, 
quite naturally, I will do my utmost and 
endeaviour as far as I can to make them 
understand what the position is. It is, my 
duty to satis·fy this particular Council in 
the matter which, ,of course, does ,affect 
the Georgetown T,own Council also. It is 
a matter of very important public interest, 
affecting public revenue. It is the duty 
of the Government and this Council to 
see tha,t the proper liability of the Town 
Council is. included in the law and is paid. 
As I have s,aid, it is myi d:irst duty to 
satisfy this Council but I shall always en
deavour to see that the Town Council is 
fully cognizant of the position. 

The P:R,ES1IDENT: I will put the 
motion that the Bill be deferred. 

Motion put, t'he Council dividing and 
voting as follow:-

Tor: Messrs. Debidin, Farnum and 
Wight - 3. 

Against: Messrs. Morr'ish, Carter, 
Smelhe, Peters, Kendall, Dr. J agan, Fer
nandes, Ferreira, Roth, Lee and Dr. Singh 
-11.

Did not Vote: Dr. Nichols,on, the 
Financial Secretary and Treasurer, the 
Attorney-General and the Colonial Secre-
tary - 4. 

Motion Lost. 

The PRESIDENT: Council will now 
proceed with the second reading of tlhe 
Bill. Does any Member wish to speak on 
the second reading ? 

Mr. WIGHT: I would like to say 
this: What has been submitted by the 
Town Clerk is to the effect that the citi
zens of Georgetown will be carrying an 
additional burden of $1001000 by this 
conversion ,over and above what they 
would have had to c,arry if the loan was 
carried on in tihe usual way. That is the 
position as I see it at the moment. I have 
not analysed it and I am, naturally, bound 
by the advice submitted to me by the 

To,wn Clerk who is mor,e ot less in the 
pos,i•tion of the Financial Secretary and 
Tireasurer to· the Town Council. I 
do not pay .any rates and taxes; I pay 
rent so the s·ituation would not affect me. 
It might affect a number of pr'emises, 
however, especially the larger premises 
that are being erected in Water Street. 
Perhaps they ar'e in a position to bear in
creased taxation since the effect of this 
Bill, as I have already stated, is that there 
will be an additional burden of $100,000 
on the Town Council. We have had a 
long hisitory of the discu.ss.ion and turmoil 
and so on which took p1ace in connection 
with the sewerage scheme and of ho,w 
this Bill came into being. It has. been 
siaid that a large sum of money went 
down "into the drajn' when it should not 
have gone, and if the Town Council has 
to carry this additional !burden we ma)Y 
have to re-01pen this sewerage question. 
That is the posit.ion as I have been ad
vised by the Town Clerk. Apparently it 
is the desire of this Council that this Bill 
should be passed, but if the Town Clerk 
is correct the citizens would have to bear 
an additional burden of $100,000 in con
nection with the sewerage scheme. 

The PRESIDENT: I find it rather 
djlfficult to follow the hon. MemJbe:r. 
There can be no d!oubt that there has 
been a plain, s-traight -forward conversion 
of the lo.an. The new terms. ar'e more 
advantageous than th= old, and the Town 
Council is geitting as much benefit out of 
them as the Government - in proportion 
wi·th the amount given to each party. 
'Tihat is a plain fact and J cannot under
s·tand wlhat this is all about. If the Town 
Clerk can show Government that .we are 
doing the Town Council any injustice, I 
shall be the first per'rnn to help to put it 
right. This is a plain, straightforward 
Bill in connection with the conversion of 
the loan and I think the Financial Secre
tary will support me in what I have said. 
I do not want the Town Council to feel 
nervous about ·tlhis matter - that it has 
not been plain and straightforward as far 
as Government is concerned. 

Mr. DEBI1DIN: May I· ask whether 
the intereS't payable under the conversion 
would not be payable over a longer period 
than hitherto and whether the accumu-
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lated amount of interest would not affect 
the conversion ? 

':Dhe FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
'DRJEASURER: No, Sir; that is not so. 

Mr. DEBIDIN: Am I right in saying 
that the period of extension refers to pay
ment on demand? 

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TREA!SUR,ER: No, Sir. The period of 
the old loan expired in 1969-1970. It was 
a period of 40 years from 1929, but under 
the terms of the conversion the loan has 
be-en extended to 1980 a!)-d, consequently, 
th2 period has been extended by 10 years. 
As I said in my explanation, the cost of 
carrying the loan on the old basis would 
have been tremendously increased during 
these next 20 years. It would now cost 
the Town Council $118,000 a year, but the 
figure that would have been payable 
under the old loan would have been very 
much more. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

Bill read a second time. 

COUNCIL IN COMMITTEE. 

Council resolved itself into Committee 
to consider the Bill clause by clause. 

Clause 2-Amendment of section 4 of 
the Principal Ordinance. 

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TREASURER: May I explain that the 
figure $84,136.96 in this clause has replac
edl the figure in the present law which is 
$126,443.36. 

Clause 2 passed. 

Clause 3-Amendment of section 5 of 
the Principal Ordinance. 

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TiREA!SiURiEIR: Here also, Sir, may I say 
that the figure of $34,065.78 · is replacing 
the figure in the existing law which is 
$51,195. 

Clause 3 passed. 

Council resumed. 

The ATTORNEY GENERAL: With 
the consent of the Council I beg to move 
that this Bill be now read a third time 
and passed. 

. The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TREASURER seconded. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

Bill read a third time and1 passed. 

CURRENCY BILL, 1950. 

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TREASURER: I beg to move the first 
reading of a Bill intituted: 

"An Ordinance to implement an 
Agreement to provide for a uniform 
currency in the Eastern group of the 
British Caribbean Territories." 

The COL0NilA,L SEC.RETA!RY se
conded. 

Motion put and agreed to. 

Bill read a first time. 

The FINANCIAL SECRETARY & 
TREASURER: I beg to give notice that 
I would like to take the second reading 
of this Bill on Frid�y next, June 9. As 
the Bill is framed on the basis of the 
1946 Repor,t of the Currency Conference 
which was laid in the last Council and was 
the sUlbject of a Resolution in the last 
Council, I have asked the Clerk to cir
culate among hon. Members additional 
copies of the Report so that they may be 
available for the second reading on Friday 
next. 

A.M.E. CHURCH (INCORPORATION) BILL. 

Mr. PETERS: With the consent of 
the Council I beg to state that I do not 
propose to proceed today with the second 
reading of a Bill intituled: 

"An Ordinance to incorporate the 
Board of Trustees of the African Met
hodist Episcopal Church in British 
Guiana; to vest ,therein certain pro
perty; and for purpos·es connected with 
the matters aforesaid". 

There are certain statutory require
ments to be fulfilled before we can pro
ceed with the second reading and I crave 
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the indulgence of Council to be allowed 
to do so before the second reading is 
taken. 

The PRESIDENT: Perhaps the hon. 
Member will give notice when he is ready 
to proceed with the second reading of the 
Bill. 

Mr. PETERS: I will, Sir. 

INHERITANCE (F•AMILY PROVISION) 
LAW. 

Mr. WIGHT: I beg to move the 
following motion standing in my name in 
the Order Paper:-

"WHEREAS there exists in Eng
land the Inheriitance (Family Provis
ion) Act 1938, Chapter 45, 1 & 2 Geo. 
VI which said, Act has been of great 
assistance to those affected thereby; 

"BE IT RESOLVED that this Coun.
cil request Government to introduce 
legislation containing _similar provi�
ions to the said Act viz: -the Inheri
tance (Family Provision) Act 1938, 
Chapter 45, 1 & 2 Geo. VI. 

I feel sure that hon. Members will 
realize that this iprovision which has been 
enacted in England for a period of 10

years can very well be extended to this . 
Colony. I say so because it is a necessity. 
Personally, I think the o·bjections, which 
can be or may be raised against the 
motion are that the number of cases which 
might come before the Court in this 
Colony is not in proportion to those which 
come in England and, secondly, that there 
is more illegitimacy in this Colony than 
there is, in England. It seems to me that 
those are the two possible objections, but 
it must not be forgotten that the question 
of illegitimacy will be gone into shortly by 
Government because there are certain 
persons in the community who have been 
affected by the law as it stands. They are 
living in accordance with their own racial 
laiw,s, or the laiws of their country, and it 
is hoped that their embarrassment will be 
removed by new legislation. Tha,t remedy 
will, of course, affect a large seotion of the 
community - nearly 40 per cent - and 
therefore that ground of opposition to the 
motion should1 be automatically cut away. 
With regard to the number of cases that 
might come before the Court under this 
head, ,there again I would submit that the 

fact that they might be few is no logical 
argument, becaus,e it is, obvious that in 
England and such other countries the 
populaition and the wealth of those places 
are greater than in this Colony and, 
therefore, the number of cases there 
would be proportionately greater. 

The motion suggests that the 
enactment should be along similar 
lines as in England. It may very 
well be that hon. Members may 
like a Committee of some legal Members 
of this, Council to consider whetheT we 
can even extend it further. I should say 
briefly and in a nutshell that the whole 
object of the Act is that it provides that 
where a person dies leaving a wife or 
husband, or a daughter who has not been 
married and is incapable of maintaining 
herself, or an infant son, or a son who is 
incapable of maintaining himself, and 
leaves a will any of the persons named 
may apply to the High Court for an order 
that reasonable provision out of the 
estate of th(Jllfieceased person be made in 
his or her favour. The Order provides 
for periodical payments and, if necessary, 
those payments can be overridden and 
application can be made to the Court for 
the ordinary variation in the various 
forms of settlement, as more popularly 
known in this Colony as the Husband and 
Wife Commi.tment Ordinance. It seems 
to me that whether this can b� counted 
according to the number of cases that will 
be brought ibefore the Court or otherwise, 
it is absolutely a necessary provision for 
the maintenance of the family tie and 
family concerns. 

It must be noted tha,t it does not g-o 
as far as saying that the able-bodied man 
or child cannot be disinherited. It only 
protects the son if physically and men
tally incapable of maintaining himself, and 
it protects the spouse whether that spouse 
is a male or female. In other words 
wheither it is a wife or husband it applies'. 
It was thought necessary in England for 
certain reasons, which in my opinion apply 
here, to have this enactment. There are 
certain cas,es well known to the legal 
Members of this Council and recently they 
have gradually developed, where there is 
an entire disinheritance in this Colony 
mainly of the wives of certain families. 
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They either desert, or separate, or divorce 
and get married again, and then the 
spouse, or whoever it is, is left absolutely 
destitute and in certain cases entirely 
dependent on charity and friends and 
may be on the assistance of Government. 
That obtains in many cases where those 
persons were brought up in a certain 
amount of affluence and have now found 
themselves either in homes for ,the desti
tute or, as in one or two oases, actually in 
the Alms House, or in certain cases ex
pecting and receiving dole from the Poor 
Law. I d.o not think I should proceed 
longer. It seems to me that an Ordinance 
of this kind dealing with the subject is 
obviously one which should be encour
aged and, I feel sure, has. the commenda
tion of the Council. I formally move the 
motion standing in my name. 

Mr. ROTH seconded. 

The PRESIDENT: The point about 
the motion is the wording which says 
"request Government to enact an Ordin
ance." Government cannot enact an Or
dinance but this Council. 

Mr. WIGHT: "Requests Government 
to introduce legislation". 

Mr. DEBIDIN: I should have thought 
the hon. Mover. of this motion was batting 
on a better wicket than to ask for a Select 
Committee to go into this question. 
Whether it is a specific request I certainly 
cannot agree unless I am satisfied the 
particular legislation sought is going to 
be of advantage to the Colony. I am very 
sore on the question of Law Reform in 
this Colony. Many Judges and lawyers 
always have talked of in what direction 
Law Reform is necessary in this Colony 
but I have never heard this one discussed. 
I know of many which are outstanding 

and urgent, such as the question of ,the 
adoption of children. That is far more 
germane, far more to my mind useful in 
this community of ours, than this parti
cular legislation which is being sought. 
I personally did not form any definite 
opinion, but I ceTtainly had expected to 
have been told of definite instances where 
but for such le,gislation hardship would be 
worked on certain people. I have not 
heard th.at. On the other hand thinking 

for myself, I cannot but see grave diffi
culties. We have our Wills Ordinance in 
this Colony. We have definite rules of 
intestacy, and it seems to me this par
ticular legislation must strike at the 
root of community life. Lt may upset the 

normal way off living and the very ethics 
of the people in so far as domestic life 
is concerned. Very recently I had been 
given instructions and asked to make a 
will and among the direotions was that 
the wife should get a dollar. I questioned 
the propriety of that, and when the whole 
story was told me I could) not but feel 
that the man had justification. It is not 
for the lawyer to argue against but to 
comply with a specific request in the 
making of a will, !but at the same time I 
went a little furither and asked in order 
to see whether that individual was giving 
effect to what claims the wife may have 
to his proper1ty. In such a case, as I cited 
I saw a great deal of justification for that 
instruction. If such legislation was exist
ing as is be•ing sought it would upseit 
that man's wish completely and he could 
not have done otherwise·. It would be 
useless to ask to have a will made in that 
pariticular form. A wife has left a man 
for a long time• and he has had to fence 

for himself with his children and to 
establish them in positions of life. 
Where his wife is not deserving he may 
leave his property in trust for the· child
ren to ,the person who is going to take 

care af, them. Last night I had a chance 
of studying the particular Act of Eng
land. I have it before me. I see there 
that two-thirds of the property is made 
available to the wife. That, to my mind, 

is capa;ble of upsetting the normal con
tingencies arising in this Colony. Maybe 
the way of life of our people is such 
that it may incur some danger to upset it 
without good cause. As I said, I was 
hoping to get good examples for the 
cause of changing an old order of things. 
On the whole I cannot see that it will be 

of advantage and for that reason I can
not support that this legislation should 
be brought at this time. 

Mr. CARTER: I must say, I was a 
little disappointed that the Mover of the 

motion did not g,o into more details as to 
the· whole etff ect o£ the motion 

and what would be the results of 
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legislation of this kind. I thought, for 
instance, he might have gone into· the 
history of Wills, because at one time -
I think before the 17th century-a man 
had to make some provision for his 
family. Then there was the Wills Act 
which gave an unrestricted right to any 
person 1to make whatever bequest he 
cared to make. I believe I am right in 
saying that condition continued until this 
Inheritance (Family Provision) Act of 
1938 which once again restricted the 
rights of any testator. I remember a 
lecturer describing this me1asure as legis
lation of a madman, and I am incline� 
to agree with him. This Act would mean 
that an ungrateful child'. would be entitled 
after the demise of a parent to claim 
from that parent's estate, although it may 
be against the wishes or desires of that 
parent that that child should be entitled 
at all to any part of that estate. 

Mr. WIGHT: To a point of explana
tion! May I just point out to the hon. 
Member, I do not know if he read the 
Act, that such a case does not apply at 
all. It is circumscribed. The type of 
person applicable to it is so described in

the Ordinance, so that case instanced 
will not come under the Ordinance at 
all. 

Mir. OAiRfl'iER: An unma!rried 
daughter will be entitled. I do not 
follow my friend that she or a spouse 
Nho has possibly neglected her spouse 
for man\.Yf years should come up and 
attempt to claim some part of the estate. 
I think one of the things we have always 
fought for is a certain amount of free
dom, and freedom of disposal of one's 
estate is a very essential freedom in the 
life of any human being. If she has 
natural a·ffection one would expect 
the parent would see that the child 
is, benefited or would see that 
the spouse or daughter would receive 
some benefit from his or her estate. I do 
not think there should be any legislation 
to restrict the freedpm of any testator. 
A man should be permitted to leave his 
estate in any particular � ·ay; he may 
<iesire to leave most of his estate tf 
charity or some other cause, educational 
or otherwise, or to any person whom he 
may desire to /benefit from his estate. I 

do not think we should do anything to 
restrict a man or a woman's freedom in 
the disposal of his or her assets. I am 
thoroughly against this motion, and I do 
hope that Members would see the sense 
of allowing a man or a woman complete 
freedom in making whatever bequest or 
legacy he or she desires to make. 

Mr. LEE: Being a motion which is 
going to affect the liberty of the subject 
and Members of this Council not being 
conversant with the Act which was en
acted in England, I would' suggest to this 
Council that a Select Committee be 
appointed to, enquire into the matter 
and its recommendations be placed be
fore this Council. On the face of it, no 
one would like to be restricted in the 
disposal of his property which he has 
accumulated. There are many instances, 
especially in certain sections of this 
community, in which the wife has left 
the husband and gone away, and the 
husband through the good services o'f 
nnother woman has accumulated some 
money. Fo the wife to be able to come 
in and claim two-thirds of it is a little 
too ,hard, provided of cour3e that the 
wife is not capable of maintaining her-. 
sE:;'lf. I do suggest to the Members of this 
Council that they consider the question 
of the appointment of a Select Commit4 

tee to go into this matter, vi • .1ich I do 
move. 

Mr. FERREIRA: I have listened to 
the Mover and to the other sid � and it 
would appear to me to 1be a very involved 
matter. I would therefore like to follow 
the, suggestion mad,e 1by the hon. Mem
ber for Essequeibo River that this matter 
go to a Select Committee. I should be 
very chary voting one way or another 
on a motion of this kind without know
ing something further about the matter, 
so I support that suggestion. 

Mr. PETERS: I am just going to 
refer to one phase of the attitude that 
certainly must need be taken in respect 
of this. Bill. I reg:ret • the doing away in 
this land of ours of the old community 
of property legal institution which was 
here before the 20th August, 1904, where 
the property belonging to one's spouse, 
unless there ha� been an ante-nuptial 
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contract previously arranged, would be 
shared equally by both. Today the wife 
has unre:stricted claim to all her property 
and the husband likewise. What is to 
happen if the wife holds on to or fritter 
away her property and turns round and 
insist on getting something which the 
husband all along struggled to hold to
gether. The hon. Mover of this motion 
certainly has th:;, best intentions in 
respect of this motion, but it is a matter 
that needs a good deal of delving into 
a.nd sifting. I d1t�sire to join in the sug
gestion that if we must proceed with this
matter, a Committee should be set UiP in
order to go into the whys and where
fores. 1bed'ore 'bringing it back to this
Council.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: As 
several hon. Members have observed, the 
question of the enactment of legislation 
of this nature in so far as this .Colony is 
concerned is not without difficulties. Al
though, as the hon. Deputy President 
(Mr. Wight) has said, the Inheritance 
(Family Provision) Act, which was 
enacted in En.gland in 1938, has 
for its o.'bject reas9naible provis10n 
'being• mad,e for the dependent of 
a testator and there by p10viding an 
opportunity for th2 variation of a testa
tor's will by an order of the Court, it 
obviously limits testamentary freed!om. 
The question is ho:w far will legislation of 
this nature be for' the general .good of this 
community, having regard to the particular 
circumstances of the Colony and to the 
gern€ral background of testamentary dis
position and to various domestic arrange
ments? Obvious these are matters whkh 
will require a considerable amount of 
thought, and I would suggest those are not 
matt,ers to be hastily rushed into. As the 
last s,peaker said, we appr·eciate, and I do 
personally, the fact that the hon. Mover 
has brought this motion forward, but at 
the same time I. think the whole question 
should receive very full consid�ration. It 
is not easy to give that consideration to 
a matter of this sort, sitting here in thi� 
Council, and, consequently, it is felt that 
from the point of view of principle and 
from the point O'f view of equity, which 
are apparent and obvious, legislation 
should be enacted, then before we act
ually come to the decision as to the kind 

of legislation or the extent of the legis
lation the matter should be gone into 
very thoroughly. That is my view on this 
matter. 

The legal Members of this Council 
know very well the provisions of this 
Act which was enacted in 1938 and, as 
the hon. Mover said, the Act gives power 
to the Court to order payment out of 
the net estate of the testator for the 
benefit of the surviving spouse or child, 
the surviving spouse or daughter who is 
not married or who by r·eason of some 
disability is incapable of maintaining 
herself. That covers the hon. Member's 
fears. The ungrateful child will have 
to be a daughter or an infant son, or a 
son who is incapable of maintaining him
self through some mental or physical 
disability. The provision is, if the Court 
is of the opinion that the will does not 
make reasonable provision for the main·• 
tenance of that dependant, the Court 
may order that such reasonable pro
vision as the Court thinks fit s:K. ,11, sub
ject to such conditions and restrictions 
if any, as the Court mayJ impose, b� 
made out of the testator's net estate for 
the maintenance of that dependant; pro
vided that no application shall be made 
to the Court by or on behalf of any 
person in any case where the testator has 
bequeathed not less than two-thirds of 
the income of the net estate to the sur
viving spouse and the only other dependi-
ant or dependants, if any, or any child or 
children of the surviving spouse. There
fore, the main point to be borne in mind 
is. that the Ad does not place on the 
testator a duty to make provision, but 
only gives power to the Court to inter
fere, if it thinks fit, with the disposition 
of the estate, having regard to the estate 
its elf and the· circumstances surrounding 
the relation. The Court has very wide 
testamentary powers given to it under 
the provisions of this enactment. and 
obviously that must be so in order to 
enable the Court to go into all testament� 
ary dispositions and arrive at a d(ecision 
which can be implemented by an order 
and thereby varyjng what the testator ex
pr'essed in his will. 

Mr. WIGHT: In reply I would like 
to be very short, as I was in moving the 
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motion. It is suggested that I should have 
gone into the history of this matter. The 
text-books are many and I do not intend 
to deliver a lecture on Wills. It is further 
suggested that I should have in moving 
the motion given ·particular instances. 
This, I submit, is not the place where 
individuals and their family history 
should be discussed and\ debated. The 
hon. Member for Eastern Demerara (Mr. 
Debidin), I do not think, suggested when 
he made that statement that I should sit 
here and debate the several instances 
known to the lawyers in this Colony, 
and there are quite a number of them. 
This is a small community where one can 
easily spot who is meant, I cannot do so, 
especially when it is known to me that 
is the privilege of a client who must give 
that permission to have his matters dis4 

cussed in public. As I intimated and as 
there seems to b-e1 a large number of 
Members who feel that this, matter 
should go to a Select Committee, I in 
moving the motion made the suggestion 
that hon. Memlbers may like it to g,o to a 
Committee for the purpose, if necessary 
of extending the provisions here, which 
are very limitedt, and if necessary they 
can very probably limit them further 
than they are already limited. I person
ally have no objection to a Select Com
mittee sitting and deciding on it. I never 
do force my opm1on down anybody's 
throat. I say what I think. I bear no 
malice in it and, therefore, it is not a 
question, as one or two Members think, I 
should force my opinion on. 

It seems to me it is a matter which 
needs consideration, which is neces
sary, to keep family union to
gether. One hon. Member suggests the 
ungrateful child. That nas been answered. 
Men with families have left their grate
ful children and spouse high and 
dry and gone off having a rampage and 
leaving it probably to someone else, as 
the hon. Memiber for Essequibo River (Mr. 
Lee) puts it, for certain conveniences or 
:amenities, as he suggested, in assisting 
them to make that estate possible. I do 
feel it is necessary. It is a ll!t\ ':ter that 
should not be rushed. It is a ma'tter in 
which I cannot see the limitation of the 
disposition of one's property. I hear the 
hon. Member for Georgetown South (Mr. 
Carter) suggest it limits disposition and 
freedom, I shall remind him before this 
Council is dissolved, or it dissolves itself, 
ot, eventuaaly :by; the teffiuxion of time runs 
out, of those very words of the limitation 
of disposition and the freedom of the 
human mind. I shall give him his own 
cliches and\ phrases, and I feel sure he 
will then agree with what I say. 

Question "That the motion be referred 
to a Select Committee" put, and agreed 
to. 

The PRESIDENT: The membership 
of the Committee I shall announce later. 
This. concludes the bu:;iness. 

The Council adjourned to Friday, 9th 
June, 1950, at 2 p.m. 
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