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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

Wednesday, 22nd October, 1941. 

The Council met at 11 a.m. His 
Excellency the Officer Administering the 
Government, Hie Hon. G.D. Ow1rn, C.M.G., 
President, in the Chair.  

PRESENT. 
The Ho11. the Colonial Secretan\ 

� r. G. C. Green, iVI.B.E. (Acting). 

The Hon. the Attornev-Geueral, Mt·. 
E. 0. Pretheroe, K.C., M.c·.

The Hon. F. Dias, O.B.E., (Nominated
U notficial Member). 

•The Hon. E.G. Woolford, K.C., (New
Amsterdam).

The Hon. J. S. Dash, Director of Agri
culture. 

The Hon: F. J. Seaford, O.B.E., 
(Georgetown North). 

The Hon. M. B. G. Austin, 0.B.E., 
(Nominated Unofficial Member). 

The Hon. W. A. D'Auclrncle, O.B.E., 
Comptroller of Customs. 

The Hon. N. :M. Maclennan, Director of 
Medical Services. 

The Hon. M. B. Laing, 0.B.E., Com
missioner of Lauour and Local Govern
ment. 

The Hon. L. G. CrPa,P, Dirnctor of 
Education. 

The Hon. B. R. \Yood, Conservator of 
Forests. 

The Hon. Percy C. 'Wight, O.B.lt, 
(Georget,own Cent-ml). 

The Hon. J. Gonsalves, 0. B.E., (George
town 8outh). 

, The Hon. J. I. De Aguiar (CentrnJ 
Dernerara). 

The Hon. Peer Bacchus ('Yr�tern .Ber
bice ). 

_ The Bon. E. .M. Walcott (NomiuateJ 
Unotiieial Member). 

The Hon. C.H. ,Jacob �North Western 
District). 

The Hon. J. W. jackson (Nominated 
Unofficial Member). 

The Hon. F. A. Mackey (Nominated 
U noflicial Member). 

The Hon. C. V. Wight (Western Esse
qL1ebo). 

MINUTES. 
The minutes of tbe meeting of the 

Council held on the 17th of Octobe1·, 1941, 
,ts printed and circulated, were confirmed. 

PAPER LAID. 
THE COLONIAL SECRETARY (Mr. 

G. C. Green, Acting) laid on the table the
following report:-

Tlie Report of the Commissioners of 
Currency for the year 1940. 

UNOFFICIAL NOTICES. 

LA BELLE ALLIANCE STOCK FARM. 

Mr. C. V. WIGHT gave notice of the 
following questions =� 

l. What is the area of the Stock Farm at
La Belle Alliance? 

2. How many cattle are agisted in this area?
(a) Cows and heifers.
(b) Steers.
(c) Sheep.
(d) Any other animal during the past

twelve months, also the maximum number
of head in any one month during this
period,

3. What is the price per bead charged for
cattle, sheep, or any other animal per month? 

4. Are there any other pasture lands at Anna
Regina? lf so please give the above figur,is 
for such area. 

5. How many pedigree bulls are kept at the
Farm? 

RICE MARl{ET}NG BOARD. 

.Mr. C. R. JACOB gave notice of the 
following questions :-

1. ( llisallowed ·.
2. (Disallowed .
3. (Disallow9d).
4. Is it a fact that the firm of S. E Lee & Co.

. . . . . . (Part of this question disallowed) 
supplied the Rice Marketing Board with 
about 20,000 bags of rice as from 1st December, 
1939, if no�, what quantity of rice was actually 
supplied to the Board by this firm, and what 
amount was paid by the Board to the firm? 

5. Is it a fact that this firm also sold in the
open market. at prices fixed by the Board for 
tJie sale of rice a large quantity of rice which 
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the Board was unable to take over on account 
of infestation by weevils, after the Board 
assumed full control of the rice industry? 

6 How many bags of rice were purchased 
and the amounts paid to the 34 Licensed Rice 
Exporters. including Messrs. S. E. Lee & Co., 
when the Rice Marketing Board took control 
of the rice industry on 1st December, 1939, each 
exporter separately? 

7. Are the Income Tax Commissioners satis
fied that the firm of S. E. Lee & Co , submitted 
correct returns of Income for the years 1939 
and 1940? 

8. Whether the Income Tax Commissioners
are satisfied or not, will the Government cause 
an enquiry t,, be made to ascertain what 
amount was paid by Messrs. tl. E Lee & <Jo., 
to the suppliers of the rice, and what amount 
was received by the firm from the BG. Rice 
Marlreting Board for all the rice supplied to 
t'he Board, including empty bags? 

9. Will the Government cause a further
enquiry to be made so as to ascertain to whom 
the surplus was paid from the rice transaction 
mentioned in questions 4 and 5? 

10. How many times the Hon. E. M. Walcott
Nominated Unofficial Member of the Legisla
tive Council, Governing Director and later 
Liquidator of Messrs E. M. Walcott & Co., 
Ltd., was appointed a Member of the Rice 
Marketing Boards since 1932, giving the periods 
of his service, and the reasons why he resigned 
or whether he was asked to resign in 1939, on 
ar,count of the fact that his Company was 
licensed to export rice ?

11. (Disallowed).
12. What amounts were paid by the B.G.

Rice Marketing Board for lightering rice from 
the various wharves to exporting vessels during 
1939 and 1940, each month separately, and to 
whom were the amounts paid? 

ORDER OF THE DAY. 

RE�T RES'L'RlCTION Bn,1., 1941. 

The Council resumed the debate nn ll1P. 
srcond re:iuing of the following .Bill:- . 

A Bill inti tnled an Ordinance to restrict in 
sper.ified areas the increase of rent of certain 
classes of dwelling-houses and the right to 
recover possession thereuf, and for purposes 
connected with the matters aforesaid. 

Mr. GONSALVES: In respect of this 
Bill quite a fair amount has been said 
a.lready, but I would like to point out one 
or two things. First, with regard to the 
remarks of the hon. Member for New 
Amsterdam (Mr. vV oolford) as to the 
reason for the introduction of the Bill, 
rov recollection is that it was the result of 
representation by the Labour Union in 
connection with the rental paid by the 
labouring classes and the appointment of a 
Committee by Government to go into the 
matter. That Committee c·on�isted of a 

Member of the Legislative Council, a repre
sentative of the Chamber of Commerce 
and, I think, a representative of the 
Labour Union, with the Official Receiver 
as Chairman. It is rnther significant that 
the Official Receiver should be appointed 
Chairman of t,he Committee. Whether he 
was there to protect the tenants or . the 
landlords I do not know. The influx of 
Americans into the Colony 1·ece11tly has 
been contributing in a way to the increase of 
rents, but only in regard to the larger size 
houses, and did in 110 w,w ,iffect the sm,tller 
classes of people at all.. It is, therefore, 
not altogether con-ect Lo say that the 
reason given by the hon. ;\'.£ember for New 
Amsterdam is altogether true. 

It has been said by the hon . .
M

ember for 
Central Demerara (M:r. De Aguiar) that 
whilst there may be some landlords who 
have been unconscionable in regard to 
their rentg there are others who are suffer
ing to a certain extent. The plea has been 
put up as regards the cost of mat,erials and 
T think it is admitted th,tt at the present 
ti'me bu.il<ling materi:-tls, including paint 
and oils ,md things of that kind. are 
exceedingly high. As regards paint oil 
t,here jg no control of the price, and land
lords find it very expensive to paint their 
buildings. J think that is the experience 
of Government tlwough the Public Works 
Department which is concerned with the 
maintenance of Government buildings. I 
am sympathetic enough to attribute the 
cause of Govrrnment buildings being in 
the unsightly condition that they ttre to 
the excessive cost of painting mriteria!R, 

With rega1·r:l to tlw Bill it-self t,h,:, fir�l 
poi11t is as regard,; .. standar<l rent" in 
clauHe 2. ln the I \:l:?:2 Ordinance there 
was n, provisinn for an addition of .'!U per 
cent. on what was the rent in 1914. There 
were two alternative rents fixecl-wlmt the 
rent was in 19] 9 or what it wa� in l 91-l 
plus 30 per cent. I had intended to sug
gest to Government two alternati Vf-l�
either give :IQ pet· cent, increased l'ent or 
a<lopt what exists under the English Act, 
an amount not exceeding 15 per cent. 
added to the rental as it was in the days 
fixed by the Ordinance, but I see from the 
amendment put before us this morning an 
increase of · IO per cent.. is proposed. [ 
am sorry it has been laid so late a� not to 
give me an opportunity of comparing the 
proposed amendment with the existing 
sections of the Ordinance. I could not 
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get through the whole of it. Whether it 
be 10 or l!'> per cent. is a matter which 
should be fully considered when that clause 
is reached in Committee. I do think 
that under existing conditions it is advis
able thn,t some provision be made for the 
addition of 10 pe1· cent to what the rent 
was in 10 Ul. 

With regard to · chmse 3 it is suggested 
that the Ordinance should apply to cases 
where the rent does not exceed $i20. I 
observe from the remarks of the hon. 
.Attorncy-Genernl when introducing the 
Bill, that when the first Bill was intro
duced in 1922 it was originally suggested 
that the amouut should be $480 but the 
Council increased it to $7 20. I do not know 
what w,LS the re,tson for the increase and [ 
have not been able to look up Hansard to 
see the reason, but I. certtLinly think and I 
intend to sugge.�t, that the amount should 
be fixed at $4-80. I hope Government will 
see its way to 11ccept th,Lt a.mount when the 
time comes to propose the amendment. 

Sub-clause (7) of clause 3 proposes that 
the Ordinance should apply to dwelliug
houses in the City of Georgetown or within 
three miles of the boundaries thereof. I 
do not know whether Government has con
sidered it still necessary to have the three 
miles limit or to restrict the Ordinance to 
Georgetown only. I see, however, that 
in clause 4 there is provision for the 
Governor in Council at any time to extend 
the application of the Bill. Government 
may consider leaving out the three miles 
beyond the limits of Georgetown and the 
Governor in Council can later, if they 
deem it necessary, extend it to cover areas 
outside the limits of Georgetown. I 
suggest that is a matter which the hon. 
Attorney-General and Government may 
consider. As regards clause 5 which fixes 
the date as the 8th March from ·which the 
tenant will be ahli> to recover excess 
rent--

TETE A1"l'ORNEY-GENERAL: 1'ha.t 
is in sub-ch�use (2) of the proposed amend
ment to that clause. 

l\'lr. GON8ALVE:::l: It provicleis that 
recovery of the excess rent should be from 
the 8th March, 1941. I have been trying 
to think why t,hat particular da.te was 
chosen. I looked up the date the Bill was 
first published and saw that it was the 21st 
May, l 'J41. I expect the hon. Attorney-

General to explain why that particular 
elate has been chosen. I <lo agree that a 
date has to bt! fixed, and further that it 
should be some date in this year rather 
than to go back to September, 1939, as was 
at first proposed. 

With reaard to clause 6 (1) an amend
ment has be�n proposed, but as fa1· as I see it 
just throws the onus on the tenant to apply 
to the Court and ask for the relief. ·what 
strikes me about that is t-his, comparing 
tha.t clause with clause 13 ( 5), clause 
6 (Ia) allows 8 per cent. of the amount for 
improvement and alteration, a.nd it seems 
to be limited to that only. But ch1use 13 
(5) says: "A magistrate may, as a con
dition of sanctioning any increase of rent
or part thereof, require that the dwelling
house be repaired and kept in rnpafr to the
satisfaction of the ID>l-gistrate." The
Magistrate can refuse to allow the increase
unless the house be kept in repair, but the
landlord is not allowed anything fo1· repairs
except for improvement or structural altera
tion. If power is given to the Magistrate
to impose an obliga.tion upon the landlord
to keep his place in repairs, you must allow
i;omething for those repairs. It seems
that the suggestion put forward by the hon.
Member for Georgetown Central (Mr.
PeL·cy C. Wight) that the amount be
increased to 10 per cent. is reasonable in
view of the provision under clause 13 (5).
Either that or the provision of sub-clause
(5) of clause 13 should be struck out. If
it is not intended to give the increase as
suggested in clause 6 then it seems that
the provision of sub-clause (5) should be
taken out. It was on that point I intended
to suggest that the clause provide for an
amount of 15 per cent. I see the hon.
Attorney-General has given an amendment
for 10 per cent., but as I have said, that
may be reserved for di:scussion when the
proposed amendment is put to the Council.

,vhil:st on thi:s point of im:rease f 
desire to point out that with the pass
ing of th is Bill with its provisions in 
regard to getting a reduction of rent or 
increase, as the case may be-I think the 
hon. Attorney-General would appreciate 
that-it must neces1,a.rily entt1.il mo1·e work 
on the Magistrates in Geo1·getown, and 
Government will have to consider whether 
or not, at least for some time, an additional 
Magistrate will not be required in George
town in orde1· �o cope with the work. Ali 

... 
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it is in regard to the existing work in the 
Court, the Magist1ate themselves complain 
that they are unable to do more than they 
do at present. If further work is to be 
thrown on them, then it seems there is neces
sity for Government to consider what 
arrangement can be made in tlrnt direction. 
I point that out lest it be lost sight of. 
Should there be complaints late1· that the 
work cannot be done Government cannot 
say it had no idea of it. If tenants can get 
advantage from the operation of the Ordi • 
nance and landlords too, there should be 
someone appointed who would be able to 
see that the Ordinance is operating satisfac
torily to both parties. 

"With regard to clause 7 as worded in 
the Bill there are a few deletions com
pared with the simila1· provision in the 
Ordinance of 1922. If vou refer to section 
6 subsection 1 (d) of the l 922 Ordinance, 
amended by section 3 of the Ordinance of 
1924, and compare that with the corres
ponding clause in the pr- sent Bill, it 
will be observed that the words "or for 
any of his relatives " have been omitted. 
The 1922 Ordinance as amended, referring 
to the question of restriction on right to 
possession, says : 

(d) The dwelling-house or land is reasonably
required by the landlord for occupation as a 
residence for himself or for any person bona

fide residing or to reside with him, or for any 
of his relatives, or for any member of his 
family or for some person in his employment. 

Tho provision in the present Bill reads : 
The dwelling-house or land is reasonably 

required by the landlord for occupation as a 
residence for himself or for any member of his 
family or for any person in good faith residing 
or to reside with him or for some person in his 
actual whole time employment. 

It will be seen that the words " or for 
any of his relatives" are omitted and the 
provision restricted to members of his 
family. Unless the hon. Attorney-General 
is going to say what the inte1·pretation of 
·the words " or his relatives " mean then I
cannot follow it. Perhaps, the hon.
Attorney-General will be able to explain
why he thought it fit to omit those words
from this Bill. It is open to him to
explain the reason or to say it is a clerical
omission or the mistake of the draftsman
in leaving it out. If that is so then they
should be put back, if they meant some
thing in 1922 and still carry the same
meaning today as in 19�2. Then there
are the last words in that same· clause

" some person in his actual whole time 
employment." I wonder why it is neces
sary to limit it to whole time employment? 
The 1922 provisior� I referred to speaks 
of "some person in his employment." 
I see the suggestion of the present Bill is 
to restrict the provision to persons in the 
whole time employment of a landlord. On 
these two matters I would like to have some 
explanation, and if there is no reason 
then I suggest, perhaps, we stick to what 
is provided for in the 1922 Ordinance. 

With regard to clause 8, I join in what 
has beeu said by the hon. Member for New 
Amsterd,tm that the question of the 
amendment of the Rent Recovery Ordi
nance is one which has been in abeyance 
for quite a long time, waiting to engage the 
attention of this Council. Whilst I agree, 
and I think the tenants themselves would 
offer no opposition provided they get pro
tection under this Rent Restriction 01·di
nance, the process at the present time is 
rather involved. As a matter of fact it is 
due to the Government not cousidering 
suggestions which have been made here 
more than once that the Magistrate may 
be relieved of the trouble of attending to 
possession applil:ations and other matters 
under that Ordinance. If that is done, I 
repeat wha,t I have said more than once, the 
work of the .Magistrates in Georgetown 
would be relieved to a great extent. I cannot 
see why the Chief Clerk in the Magistrate's 
Oflice who, I think, is ,t Justice of the Peace 
-if not, he should be made one-cannot be
delegated and given powet· to attend to all
such matters. That would relieve the
Magistrates. Those of us, legal practi
tioners, who have practised in the Magis
trate's Court know that on some days in
the week a fair amount of time i@ taken up
with that particular kind of work-work
which may be done by the Chief Clerk of
the office. That suggestion has been made
more than once, not only by myself but
by other Members of this Council who have
some knowledge of that particular kind of.
work.

On the question of appeal provided in 
clause 13, I think the hon. Attorney
General will agree, quite as interest
ing legal points can arise in matters of 
payment for rent under $20 as can arise in 
matters over $20, and for the moment I do 
not feel that the rig�t of.appeal should be 
limited in any way to any amount at all. 
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Further, if the right of appeal is limited 
to the t:,upreme Court and to a single 
Judge, I suggest that the hon. Attorney
General consider whether there should not 
be the right of appeal to the Full Court. 
I cannot see that the decision of one man 
in a matter of this kind will be satisfac
to1·y. I am going to suggest in respect of 
the decision of the :Magistrate that the 
provisions of the Summary Jurisdiction 
Appeals Ordinance should apply. Appeal 
should be allowed to the Full Court con
sisting of two or three Judges. It would 
be much more satisfactory to have these 
appeals heard by the Full Court than by >L 

single Judge. This Ordinance is intended 
to be in force for one year and any appeal 
coming·on to be tried by a single Judge of 
the Supreme Court. I think it is more 
satisfactory not only to the landlord buL 
the tenant as well to have any ground for 
appeal heard by two or three Judges 
instead of by one Judge. I suggest that 
point be considP-red in regard to the ques
tion of appeal. 

I think, I have covered what I have been 
able to follow in the Bill, and the proposed 
amendment which has been submitted this 
morning has rathe1· curtailed a good deal 
of the remarks I would have made with 
regard to certain disadvantages of the Bill. 
Any further remarks I have to make I 
reserve until we come to the clauses in 
Committee. If Government feels it is 
necessary that the Bill should go through, 
that the necessity still exists for the 
passing of the Bill, I hope that the sugges
tions which have been made not only by 
myself but other hon. Members will be 
considered before the Bill is actually put 
through. 

:Mr. SEAFORD: There is verv little I 
can usefully add to what has bee� already 
said with respect to this Bill, because 
Government seems to have met most of the 
criticisms by the amendments proposed 
this mo ming. But there is one thing I 
would like to refer to. I do feel that the 
fixing of a minimum rental of $720 per 
annum, or $60 per month, as the point from 
which the Bill becomes operative is too 
high. I feel Government will be well 
advised in this case to accept a lower 
figure than that. As I have said, the wind 
is rathet taken out of one's sail by the 
amendments, but I feel satisfied from what 
the hon. Member, who has just taken his 

seat, mentioned about Government con
tinuing with the Bill, that it is essential 
th,it Government should continue with this 
Bill. One does not want to critici,1e the 
landlord or the tenant. We do know of 
cases in this Colonv where some landlords 
have t,iken advantige of the position Lo 
increase their rents above what is their 
normal right to do. I do not sa'y there 
are many, but when you bring in the Bill 
it will also be protecting the few who arf' 
suffering. 

I do not think there should be any cuu. 
troversy ovet· this Bill, as I feel both 
Government and hon. Members of thi� 
Council are out to see right done to both 
la,ndlords and tenants. It is true that 
most of the representations made so far 
have been on behalf of the landlords. 
That is no doubt due to the fact that the 
majority of Elected �embers think 
Governmeut is spo11soring the interest of 
the tenant and forgetting the landlord's. 
But in view of the amendments proposed I 
feel sure that is not the case, and all hon. 
:Members of this Council, when we get into 
Committee, will do all they can to put 
through this necessary Bill and also give 
what help they can in licking it into shape. 
As regards the point made by the hon. 
Member for Georgetown ::louth (Mr. Gon
salves) as to the additional work the B£11 
will put on the Magistrntes, I understand 
that when the first Bill was iu operation it 
threw prnctically uo extn� w01·k on the 
Magistrates at all. I hope that this Bill 
when it is enacted will not increase litiga
tion in any way but will work smoothly 
without causing much trouble to anybody. 

Mr. JAUOB: 1 did noL intend to say 
anything on the second readiug of this Bill, 
but in view of the :speeches that were made 
on Friday last and this morning I think I 
would be lacking in my duty if J do not 
S<LY something. The lion. Member, who 
has just taken his seat, mentioned that so 
far most of the representations that have 
been made by the Elected Members of 
this Council were on behalf of the land
lords. Well, sii-, l wish to endorse that. 
Except what the hon. Member for Esse
quebo River (Mr. Lee) stated, every aspect 
of the landlo1·ds' case has been put forward. 
While I do not say that I intend to put 
forward the tenants' case, I just want to 
make a few obset"Vation� on tlmt aspect of 
it. I am not surprised thaL Uie landlords' 
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ease has been so well JJUt. All the forces 
ha,ve ueen marshalled by the landlords, to 
my mind. \Ve have seen the exact spectacle 
we should see in matters of this kind. 
�·hether we h1we classes or not, I have 
seen fL very peculiar ,,;pectacle, particuhLt·ly 
wbere the small man is involved. I have 
not hearrl anything about inJfation in the 
value of properties. I have not heard 
m1_vtbing ,Lbout the high prices of sales 
t,hat have t,Lken place. I have not heard 
,rnything £Lbout the profiteering that certain 
landlord:; have been indulging in, and it i:; 
nut so small a:, eertaiu hon. Melllbers wa,nt 
to rmd�e out. I kuow of very hard casei; 
where temtnt:, have been imposed upon to 
pay high rent,tl, the landlords well k11owi11g 
tlmt the teun,nts eanuot procure suitable 
houses. 

Lt iR true that the Americau;; who are 
,;oming here are only occupying a p.1rticul,1r 
dass of howm8, but I cnunot under8taud 
tl!e argument introduced by certain hon. 
Members tha,t the Americans can afford to 
pay the increnses ,tnd there Hhoulcl be no 
interference as it does not cause ,mv hard
�hip to other people. If there i� not, n 
eertain number of new buildings and a 
cert,iin number of additional people to 
this Colony are taking up the houses oeeu
pied by the middle class people p.1rticularly, 
where arP tho.�e UJiddlc chiss people to find 
house:;? That is the eauRe of a lot of the 
hardHhip. It i� true tli1tt the newcomers 
can nffonl to pay. lmL what about Lhe 
house:; for the ordi.uary residents here? 
'l'hev cannot �et houses·. I know cnses of 
$20.housoH b�ing rented for $40. With 
some' slight decorations houses ,tre being 
reulcd for over 100 per cent., 50 per eent. 
and 30 per cent. incrnases. I speak as one 
lmviug interc:,t in a few properties. l do 
110L speak merely a:; one having no interest 
iu prnpertie:;, as I have eight, to ten houses 
that are being rented. I know the hard
ship of the tPnants ,md, [ think, I realize 
and know Lhe hardship of the landlords. 

But l aw tt biL Jisappoiuterl in G OVl>l'll

ment bringing forw,�rd these amendments 
here this mo1·uing.. [ think Government 
has succumbed to the attacks of t.he nmj
ority of Electives representing the lanrl
lords. By the time this Bill goes through 
any advice will be practically valueless. 
I rlo not know what form the deba,te is 
going Lo take, pa.rtieuhu·ly when we get 
into the (.;u1111uiLtee stage. As the Bill is 

going to be in f01·ce only for one yea�·, 
maybe it is useless putting through tlus 
·Bill. As I say, I am surprised at Govern
lllent·s action in this manner. T wish to
protest against that attitude of Govern
ment. This Government has the initiative,
and that initiative must be exercised.
Government has the opportunity to do so.
As I said, amendments have just been put
forward, but I do not know what is going
to happen.

'l'frn J?RRSIDEN'l': The hon. Membm· 
is in favour of a Government majority in 
the Council, l take it! 

Mr. JACOB: Not as a genernl rnle, but 
if Government is acting in the intcre,,;t of 
the people. In this case I submit you are 
acting in the interest of the majority of 
the people, but from the bombardment 
Government has had here from all the 
forces marsluilled by the landlords you 
have. retreated very badly. Th,1t is my 
point. I am not here to criticize Govern
ment on every occasion nor to a,pplaurl 
Government on every occasion. I am here 
to look at things fairly and clearly. Gov
•�rnment should ,,dopt something-some 
minor amendments-and that should meet 
the case of everyone, but it does appeat· 
now that Government is not going to meet 
the wisheH of that large number of people 
for whom thi� 13ill is designed. I am not 
going to s,ty that the prices of certain 
building materials have not increased and 
that landlords are not finding it difficult 
to repair their houses or to build them. 
If they build houses, they do not come 
within the scope of this Bill. That is 
anothet· ·matter. I know a large number 
of landlords who will not repair their 
houses; they are going to find shelter in 
the fact that it is not a.bHolutely necess,iry. 
Whibt I sity that the prices of building 
n11Lterials haye gone up, I think that is a 
problem which Government must tacklP, 
You are proceeding along the right lines tu 
rta.Rtrict the increase of rents. Pursue that 
" little farther and restrict the increase 
in the sale prices of materials, Is this 
Government not awrtre of the fact that a. cer
tain number of people trncling locally in 
111<tterials for the building of houses are 
profiteering and very seriously too? Certain 
items cannot be had at all, :ind not because 
a landioi·d ha,s to pay increased prices for 
p,Lints, window-glasi,;es, g.1lvanized sheets, 
sauitary other fittings, he should be allowed 
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to profiteer in the renting of his houses. 
I maintain that Government ought to con
trol those things. But it does appear that 
wheu this Bill goes through the whole 
matter will be left there. I sincerely hope 
that will not be. I do iigree that every 
t,rnder must have a reasouable margin of 
profit, but let it be fixed at a reasom�hle 
figure: so that thel'e can be competition. 
It is not fair to leave the figure alone and 
let the law of supply and demand have full 
swn.y in local pr·ices. 

The PRESIDENT: l do nut think 
that is suggested in this Bill. 

Mr. JACOB: The Bill does not suggest, 
it, but let Government tnke it a step further 
and the landlords will get adequate pro
tection otherwise they are going to !ind it 
a little difficult. Then there are certaiH 
restrictions in regard to the importation of 
certain articles. I would like this Couui.:i] 
to have an opportunit,y to discuss this 
Supplies Control that, is in force. 1 would 
like hon. lVJ ern bers of th is Council to get 
up nnd sn.y publidv what. thPy think of the 
existing situatiou That, would be thE' 
proper way to go about it. l c..lo not like 
the idea of having committees and discuss
ions behind closed doors. You do not 
kno,v -ivho is giving correct information or 
who is not. I do not know if Government, 
is p, operly informed on these matte,·s. In 
fact I am eertain that Government is not 
properly informed. This morning I tried 
to enquire as to what Me the sale pricP� 
to-dav of some of the artieles T hav!:' men 
tione�I. 

1'11 E PRF..RTDENT: l3uilding mnt,erial� '.' 

,Mr. JACOB: Yes, sir. l wanted to 
present rL <:ompanitive statemunt here as 
rPgards the prices of some of these articles 
in 1939 :u1d to-clay, and while I got some 
informar,ion which I carm t use right away 
I could h,we seen the hesihncy on the parl 
of one or two persons to give any infor
mation at all. The1·e are one or two 
hon. :Members of this Council who repre
:,;ent firm�, and they must have au 
intimate knowledge of the prices of these 
articles. "\VhPn we get into the Committee 
stage l am going to endeavour to finrl 
out whether Wl' can get proper informntion 
"bout the prices of certain artieles. Tliis 
Council should get tlrn berwfit of the ex
)?•�l'ie.oce of ttiose hon. Mernben who repn·-

sent firms and who are here as represent
atives of the public. I maintain that is the 
only way in which we can arrive at a satis
factory solution of this problem. I am sure 
from the wav the affairs of this Council are 
conducted that by the time this Bill goes 
through we will be none the wiser as to the 
eurreut prices of certain articles. Tf you 
go to a store they are not obliged t,, sell 
you and they tell you they have• not the 
articles. They think they are very cleve1· 
when they do that. They are ver·>' deeply 
entrenched and the public has no n•uress 
whatever. TlH� pub lie may get some hi-nefit 
UHough the imposition of the Exces� 
l:'rdit::; tax, hut there ag,Lin I do 11()t know 
whether tl1ey will be chargeri properly, 
and so while t,his problnu is clitEeult, I am 
surprised that this Government hn;-; put, 
fonnLrd thPse ,Lmendment, and has done so 
iu such a way a.� to make it impossible for 
eertain hon. Meinhers lwre to follow them 
carefully and to interpret them correctly. 
1\Iy hon. friend, the .iYlember fol' George
lowo bouth (Mr. GonsalvP8) cuufrssed thiH 
uiorniug that he could uot follow t,hem 
very clo�elr, l-:fe is a lawyer-

Mr. GON�ALVES: To a puint 1;1f eor
rtact,ion ! .I saic\ T had t-.o read the a.meud
ments hurriedly. It is not. that I could 
not. follow the�. 

Mr. JACOB: T ,im not surpri�PU, 

Mr. GO.NSAL VES: i'I or am I sur
priRed, 

.Mr. JACOB: TlrP hon. MembPr is a 
bw_ve1· and ought to liC' ali!P to look at Ll 1P 

Bill ,rnd rnake the 11ecesR,u·v >L1Ul:'rnlmr11ts 
irorne<liatPl,v. But th1•�e thi1�gs Jo take· a 
little ti11w. 1 take it that thi8 Hill will lie 
passer! to-day an,l HO we are to depend on 
the Government, but T roust snv 1 �Lill 
disappointed at the Gov1• 1·nmPnL ·baek ing 
down so easily in this watter. ll'rnnkly r 
did not read the Bill, but from !.l ie verv 
outsPt l thought it ,1 Govern111t•1 it 111Pasu r-�· 
a,nd I was prepared io support', it.. 

Mr. Di-;AGUTAR: Hear! Hl'ar '. I 

:Mr. JACOB: My feeling can I H • 
imagined now that tlw Governuwnt is 
backing right down. .M, ho11. friPrnl sa,� 
"Heat·! Hear! ! " l cl,, ·Hot nm wi1·h Li1t• 
hn.res and hunt will, 1·l1P hounds. 

:Mr. D.1>AGUJAR: '.l'o a point 0£ 



.._ 

919 Rent Rest1·iction Bill, 1941 22 OCTOBER, 1941. -Second Read'ing 920

explanation 1 The hon. Member said it is 
a Government measure and that is why he 
supports it. That is why I said " Hear I 
Hear ! I " That means I am very glad to 
see him supporting a Government measure. 

Mr. JACOB: Because I support some 
Government measures my hon. friend 
thinks I a.m going to support every kind of 
Government measure. That is the kind of 
reasoning, the kind of logic, we get here. 
As I was saying, it is not possible for me 
to makf� a comparison ai, to increased 
prices, and I ha,·e to leave that out 
e.iatirely thiR morning. When we get into 
the Committee stage l shall endeavour to 
say one or two things in regard to the 
whole application of this Bill when it 
becomes lnw. 

Ta11. ATTORNEY-GENERAL: When 
I introduced the second reading of this 
Bill, I said it could be well realised that 
in order to protect the tenants a burden 
was to be thruqt on the landlords. I also 
said that it, is obvious that the burden to 
be thrust on the landlords should be mnde 
as light as possible, and thirdly I said 
there are a number of points in this Bill 
wherein local knowledge will be valuable. 
Before this Council adjourned Government 
had an opportunity of hearing the views of 
hon. 1\iiembPrs who represent Georgetown 
and of others who reside in Georgetown. 
During the ndjournment Government con-
8idered those views and a,s a result hon. 
Members will find on the table certain 
proposed amendments. As regards these 
amendmentR I would like to sav that I 
regret hon. Members tlid not receive them 
woner. As you pl'Ohably itll know the 
Executive Council met on Tuesdav and 
adjourned at a very late hour. Ther� were 
other meetings I l,ad to attend that clay 
and these ,unendmeut� \Yere not drafter! 
until late last, night- -- too late to 1·pach hon. 
iYlembers vesterdav. The late receipt was 
unavoidablE' tlrnrP.f;,re. They intend to give 
effect to the views expressed by hon. 
:Members in this Cou11l]il which have been 
adopted by G ovm·n111Pnt a,nd are now put 
forward :1s ,t Go,·pr11111<'ut measure. 

lYJany poiuh l1tLVP ue<'n rnisecl regarding 
minor details, ,tnd I Heed not refer to them 
now a8 thev wi 11 dou ht less be ntised iu the 
Committee· stage. 'l'he hon. Member for 
Georgetown Central (Mr. Percy C ... Wight) 
;;ugge�ted that in clau�e 6 (1) (a) the figur� 

should be altered from eight to ten per 
cent. That of course will in effect give 
the landlords the means of torpedoing the 
whole of the intention of this Bill. That 
percentage has been made low because it 
is hoped that one result of the Ordinance 
will be to discourage the unnecessary use 
of building materials which are not easily 
replaceable. We wish to discourage un
necessary building. That 8 per cent. as 
the hon. Member for Georgetown South 
(Mr. Gonsalves) quite rightly said, refers 
to improvements and structural alterations 
and not to repairs. If you say a landlorrl 
can only pass on to the tenant 8 per cent. 
of the expenditure on structural alterations 
or improvements, the landlord's reasonable 
answer is " I will wait until the Ordinance 
runs out before I extend my house or 
rebuild it." As long as he nvoids altera
tion he is perfectly a,11 right. 

I submit, therefore, that by allowing this 
figure to remain at 8 per cent. you throw 
no extra burden on the landlord. The 
hon Member for Georgetown Central said 
that it is unfair not to permit any change 
of rent in view of the general ri�e in 
prices. That is one of the points on 
which I desire to test the feeling of this 
Council. It is quite obvious from what 
we heard beforfl the Council adjourned 
that hon. Members were in favour of some 
increase of rent Leing permitted. sfter 
consultation with a number of people 
Govemment has decided that it is reason
rthle and fair to nllow an increase on the 
Standard Rent of 10 per cent. That will 
be found in one of the amendments now 
before hon. Members. Effect is thus given 
to some extent to hon. Members' views on 
that point.. The hon. Member said clause 
10 is an innovation. In fact it is a, copy 
of section 10 of the 1922 Ordinance. 

The hon. Member for Central De,,,erara 
(M 1·. OeAguiarl referred to sub-clnuse (1) 
of clau�E' 6. He objected to the words 
" with the sanction of the Court" and 
went so far as to say "it is an absut·ditv". 
'l'hose words are in 'the previous Orclina�ce 
of 1922 and I have made enquiries and 
found that no trouble was caused bv their 
presence. How1>ver, in view o·f later 
clauseti in the Bill I think it is, perhaps, 
nvet·-insurance to put them in as other 
controls are provided in the Bill. The 
hon. .Member will see in the proposed 
am<mdment that these particular word� 

_
____ _.. 
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have been removed, which caused a 
rewording of the proviso. The h, ,n. M em
be1· for Central Demerara also suggested 
that the Stanqard Rent should be increased, 
1 have already referred. to that and need 
say no more on the subject. When refer
ring to the right of appeal he and other 
hon. Members said the :VI agistrate is just 
as likely to nmke a mistake in law whether 
the amount is under $240 or above $240. 
That is quite true, but appea,l sections are 
apt to favour the person with ,1 big purse. 
It cannot be denied that should the right 
of appeal be carried far enough, the man 
with the small purse is going to be beaten. 
If you give the right to go to the Privy 
Council you knock out the smfl.11 man right 
away. We have to keep an even balance 
and decide upon a reasonable limit. '.rhis 
is the third recent occasion on which hon. 
Members have brought up the subject of 
rights of appeal. In general, and in the 
case of this Bill in particular, hou. :Yiem
bel's have favoul'ed wider right� of appeal, 
and consequently one of the proposed 
amendments gives effect to this expression 
of opinion. 

But the hon. Member for .New Amster
dam (Mr. Woolford) objected to paragraph 
l (a) of clause 6. As l'egards that, I can
say this Bill, as Ol'iginally passed in
England immediately after the end of the
last war, did not include that pl'ovision,
but it was found 1Lbsolutely necessary to
include it in the 192:2 Act 1.Lncl it was
copied in the local 1922 0 rdi uance in
section 7. The hon. Member for New
A1usterdf1m also pointed out a weakness or
omission in <.:la.use 1:1. In the amendment
before the Council I have r.nrl0,wourecl to
conect that.

The hon . .Member for Georgetown South 
( .\'Ir. Gonsalves) mentioned the question as 
to how clause ;3 should apply. He said 
he preferred $·180 to $720 as the maximum 
annual amount of the Standard Rent. That 
is a matter for local knowlerlge. It is one 
of the minor points to be con:side1·ed in the 
Committee stage. He al8o mentioned that 
he would like to i-;ee tlw 1tpplieation of the 
Hill t,o an area of three miles bevond 
Georgetown, removed, as, it' it ik neces'.5ary, 
the Governor in Council in the exercise of 
their powers under clause ,(. cnn extend the 
area. But that Council consider it neces
sary now, so there is uo reason to delete it 
now and �o make thr, Governor in Oounc.il 

come to the same decision again. The hon. 
Member also asked why the particular 
date, 8th March, is chosen. The reason 
for that is that on that date an official 
communique appeared in the public press 
stating that it was Government's inten
tion to introduce a Bill into this Council 
on the lines of the 1922 Rent Restric
tion Ordinance. From that date every
one had warning that rents would be 
restricted and may very well have taken 
the opportunity to increase them. Thus 
it is sought to give retrospective effect to 
the Bill in order. to compel such war pro
fiteers to disgorge their hastily snatched 
gains. The hon. Member also said the 
Bill would throw extra work on the Magis
trates. That is quite true, but the 1922 
Ot·dinance in fact threw very little extra 
work on the Magistrates and it is hoped 
that this Bill will not do so either. If it 
does, it must be faced and in that case it 
may mean the appointment of an additional 
Ma.gistrnte, as it is obvious that little ad
ditional work can be done by the existing 
two Magistrates. The hon. Member also 
prefers to see appeals from a Magistrate go, 
not t,o a Ringle Judge, but to the Full Court 
with two 01· three Judges. But surely if 
the hon. Member fears that cases under 
this Ordinance will require the appoint
ment of an additiona.l Magistrate the 
number of appeals will submerge the Full 
Court? In many Colonies appeal to a 
single Judge is the established practice and 
J myself have no fears that a similar 
practice in this Colony under this Ordi
nance will cause any miscarriage of justice. 

The hon Member for North-Western 
District (Mr. Jacob) started warmly to 
support the Bill, then went on with his 
usual tirade against Government and finally 
turned tail. Certain provisions in the Bill 
were placed there because Government was 
most anxious to hear the view of hon . 
.Members of Council concerning them. 
vVe have done so and all these amendments 
before hon. Members this morning repre
se11t the views expressed by Elected Members 
of this Council. They have, of cou1·se, been 
adopted by Government and the awend
rnents will receive Government support. 

Prnfessor DASH (Director of Agricul
ture) secondP.d. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

J3ill re1.1d the 8e1101�,J time, 
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The Council resolved itself into Com
mittee and proceeded to consider the Bill 
clause by clause. 

Clause 3-Application of Ordinance. 

TaE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg 
to move a small amendment-a printer's 
error-that in sub-clause .(7) after the 
word "and" and the word " subject " in 
the first line a cowma be inserted. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Comma inserted. 

Mr. DE AGUIAR: In sub-clause (1) 
I move the deletion of the words '' seven 
hundred and twenty" and the substitu
tion of the word� "four hundred and 
eighty " therefor. 

Mr. PERCY C. WIGHT : I heg to 
second that. 

Mr. JACOB: I do not rise to say any
thing on that particular amendment, but I 
would like to take this opportunity to 
remind the hon. Attornev-General that 
mere expression of views · is not a safe 
indication. 

'1.'R.E CHAJl-tMAN : Is the hon. 
Member dealing with this sub-clause? 

Mr. J AC0l3 : I am referring to tlw 
whole clau•e. A little while ag�-the hon. 
Attorney-GenernJ said I rnacle 110 con. 
structive suggestion. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENEltAL: 
never mentioned the wor·d " constrnc·tivP " 
01· the wonl " Ruggestion. ·, 

Mr. JACOB: Thta extu;t- ,�ords "con
structive suggestion" we1·e not used. He 
said that a� usual I made no point. 'l'he 
words were " as usual." L wanL to refer-

lVlr. C. V. WIGHT: Does the hon. 
Membel' �uggest we should take a vote on 
that? 

Mr. JACOB: I want to refer mv hon. 
friend to the Draft Bill, No. 211: The 
whole Elective Section voted against with 
the exception of two Members who are on 
,he Drainage Broad, but Government did 
p.ot accept that suggestion at all. That 

merely shows that after a vote had been 
taken here on the second reading of tbe 
Bill as to whether certain amendments 
should be put through 01� not and Govern
ment asked Elected Members to vote, the 
Elected Members voted wit.h Government 
and no amendment was pas�ed. It is 
merely on an expression of view� that. 
Government has acted in this instance. 1 
just want to ruake the comparison to show 
that mere expression of views i8 not a safe 
indication. Gove1·nrnent .should u�e the 
expression of voting as has been done 
rluring the Session. 

Question put, and agreed to. 

Clause amended accordingly. 

Mr. SEAFORD: In respect of sub-clause 
(5) I beg to move that the words "third
day of September, nineteen hundred and
thirty-nine" be deleted and the words
" eighth day of :'.farch, nineteen hundred
and forty-one" be �ubstituted therefor.
My reason for that is this. In view of
the proposed amendment to clause 5 ftlter
ing the date to 8th March, 1041, T think
this sub-clause i,,hould be amended also.
A further reason is, I do not see why a
landlord who erected a building a couple
of months after the :'lrd of 8eptember, 1939,
•;hould have a licence to do what he likPR.
The hon.-.'\ tto .. ney-General said the 8th of
March, i 941, is 'the date when the notice
was first gi v,·n t·, the public that it i8 

pl'oposed to introduce this Bill.

J\fr. C. V. 'iVIGHT: I do not rise t,> 
seuonol the motion but just to Ray t.hat the 
1Jbservation by tl1e hon iWPmber for 
Georgetown N·ort,lt P'[r. 1-:ieaford) seems 
not quite in keeping with certain outside· 
influence�. That is ,L qunstion \1·hich 
everybody �eems to h:we fOL'got.ten. I 
have not heard one hon. Member refer to 
the question that the rntes anrl taxes of th,• 
City have been and >tre being levied entin,
ly on the value of property in this City. 
There is a Bill at the present moment giving 
relief to certain persons Precting building8 
during the years l 939 to 1942--rnlief in 
the form of taxation. There is a further 
consideration which we must also take 
some cognizance of-aud I do not know 
when Government will put it. through
the proposal to uhange the method of 
valuation which will mean changing the 
value of rentals, That also has to be taken 
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into consideratioll. We are going to 
circumscribe rentals, and in any form you 
will have some difficulty even on the Town 
Council, as when a new Ordinance is passed 
you do not obtain the necessary revenue. 
I have heard it said that Government is 
not concerned with revenue. How fat· that 
will clescelld to the Town Council, I do not 
know. I h,we heard that expression of 
opinion and, r suppm1e, that is left to those 
concerned to ferret out the best way to get 
about it. 

I have also heard it said that this Bill 
is to rest1·ict building operations. It 
seHrus that if we have the Ordinance effec
tive from 8th March, t!l41, we nmy 
,Ls well repeal all the other Ordinances, 
repetLl all tlmt has been done, repeal the 
anticipated surplus revenue and treble the 
}tLUount wliid1 will be coming to the Town 
Council in 1943. I think it is very 
dangerous, and I am going to oppose very 
strongly this amendment to the 8th March 
in this particular Bill. Personally I am 
inclined to confine the provisions of this 
Bill to the tenants of tenement rooms 
who are paying �mall rents. I may 
mention there are about eight hundred 
odd tenement rooms to be closed ,Lt 
the present moment by an order of the 
Town Council, and we are in the diilicult 
position that we do not know what to do. 
I think Government should put it away 
and forget it. The question i.s, i.f you 
change the date to the 8th March, 1941, 
what will be the effect on those buildings 
which have been put up in consequence of 
the Ordinance recently passed-No 23 of 
1941. That has not been considered. 

We also have to consider the question 
of repairs. It is also said that repairs, 
though they are done for the benefit of Lhe 
tenants, do not count as you cau geL 
materials. vVe arP telling the landlorrb 
not to rnpair as they are not to get auy 
increased t·ent by doing so. On the oue 
hand you have one authority, the 'fowu 
Council, endeavouring to force the land
lords to make their houses more habit,Lble 
for the benefit of the tenants who are living 
in them, while on the other band Govern
ment is trying to rest1·ict them by giving 
them no encou1·agement to repair. There 
are several othet· reasons to which I will 
not refer now and detain the Council, but 
I do ask Government to allow this 
particular date, the 3rd September, or the 

end of 1939 to be the date when the Ordi
nance takes effect. 

Mr. JACOB: I rise to support the 
amendment moved bv the hon. Member 
for Georgetown N o{th. I cannot for the 
life of me follow the reasons given by the 
hon. Member who has just taken his seat, 
though I have tried to follow him. I have 
a recollection that an Ordinance had been 
passed here giviug relief to certain people 
who wanted to build and who should be 
encouraged to build in Georgetown. They 
are enjoying that benefit now, aud according 
to this Bill they arc to enjoy further bene
fits, if this amendment goes through, by 
the increased rentals they charge. I do 
not quite follow the hon. Member's method 
of reasoning. I think it is only fair that 
the application of this Bill should be as 
suggested by the hon. Membor for George
town North. 

Mr. DE AGUIAR: I am not going to 
appeal to the hon. Mover again, although 
in his speech a little while ago he made it 
cleat· that he wanted Government to pro
tect the landlords' interests in regard to 
the prices of materials. I have risen to 
oppose this ltmendment although I have 
not had ,Ln opportunity of hearing all that 
the hon. Movei· had to say on the subject, 
when moving it. 1 am sure that after 
he,u·ing me he will probably change hi8 
mind. In the fi;rst place the whole of this 
Bill-its whole structure--is based on the 
policy of the date fixed-3rd September, 
1939. I suggest that we should not attempt 
to alter that date, as it would defeat some 
of the objectti of the Bill. 

Mr. ::::!EAFORD: I do not wish to 
interrupt the hon. Member. I referred to 
the amendment to da.use G of this Bill. 

Mr. D �: AGU.IAB : I refer the hon, 
Member to the definition of "Stan<liu·d 
Hent " which gives the date, 3r<l September 
1939, and submit that that definition having 
given that d:1te it is the fouudation of the 
Bill and the other rlates in the other Clauses 
giving effect to other matters have no bear 
ing. Sub-Clause (5) of clause 3 says : 

"This Ordinance shal) not apply to a dwell
ing house erected after, or in course of erec
tion on the 3rd September, 1939." 

[n a later sub-clause the application of 
the Ordinance is extended to within three 
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miles of the boundaries of Georgetown. I 
happen to know that in one of our suburban 
areas, eastward of the City, between I 939 
and this day there have been many erec -
tions. As a matter of. fact I can say with a 
certain amount of knowledge that in 1939 
fifty-two buildings were erected, and in 
19-10 a lesser number, and they are still 
building there. I am not concerned with 
what happened in the City because they 
may obtain relief. I do know that in the 
area I am speaking about the proprietors 
or landlords are poor people who will 
obtain no relief at all from the buildings 
they put up in that area. There would be 
a distinct hardship created if the date is 
changed from 3rd September, 1939, t,o the 
8th March, 1941. I do a�k the hon. Mem
ber to reflect a little more on his amend
ment and, if he does, he will see that it will 
be creating a hardship which I am quite 
sure he has no intention of doing. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I sup
port this amendment. I am only too sorry 
I did not notice the point when I was 
drafting the Bill. It is quite obvious that 
if the amendment now moved is not passed 
one class of landlords will have an 
advantage over another class. That is the 
class of landlords who built property s1nce 
the 3rd Septembel', 1939, and before the 
date mentioned by hon. :Member who has 
moved the amendment. The hon. Member 
for Central Demerara (Mr. DeAguiar) 
mentioned that a number of houses were 
t·ecently ):milt at Kitty-

Mr. DE AGUIAR: To a point of cor
rection I I did not mention Kitty. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The 
hon. Member said within three miles of 
the City limit, eastward of the City. 
Wherever those houses are, why :;hould not 
those tenants be protected ? To leave 
them out of the Bill altogethet· will be 
foolishness, and one cannot defend it. As 
I say, I am only too sorry I did not notice 
this omission at the time of drafting the 
Bill. Government will support the amend
ment. 

Mr. GONSALVES: Do I understand 
that if the amendment is carried, it would 
mean that those buildings erected before 
the 8th March would come under the 
Bill? 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Yes. 

Mr. SJ<JAFORD ! The hon. Member 
for Central Demerarn is perfectly· right. 
There i8 no intention of creating any hard
ship, aud it is to avoid such that I move 
·the amendment so as to put matters on an
equitable basis.

Mr. JACOB: The point that struck 
me and, I think, the hon. Attorney-Genel'al 
may probably fl,nswer, is in respect of a 
house that was not erected on the 3rd 
September, 19:39, when there was no fixed 
rental then. What would be the fixed 
rental after the 3rd September, l!:J3H? 
What rental would be considered tl1e 
Standard rent? 

TaE AT'.110RNEY-GENERAL: The 
first rental clrn,rged fot· the house. 

Amendment put, and the Committee 
divided; voting being as follows:-

Again t.-Messrs C. V. Wight, Peer 
Bacchus, and DeAguiar-3. 

For. Messrs. Mackey, Jackson, Jacob 
Gonsalves, Percy C. vVight, Wood, Crease, 
Laing, D' Andrade, Austin, Seaford, 
Woolford. Dias, Dr. :'.\'Iaclennan, Professor 
Dash, the Attorney-General and Colonial 
Secretary-17. 

Amenclmeut carried. 

Question "Th�tt the clause as amended 
stand part of the Bill " put, and agreed to. 

Clause passed a:; amended. 

Clause 5-Restriction on Increase of 
Rent. 

THE A'l"l'ORNEY-GENERAL: I beg 
to move that this Clause be deleted and 
the following substituted therefor-

RES'l'BTCTJON ON INCREASE OF RENT. 

5. (1) Subject to the provisions of this Ordi
nance, where the rent of a dwelling-house or 
land to which this Ordinance applies exceeds 
the standard rent by more than the amount 
permitted under this Ordinance the amount of 
the excess shall, notwithstanding any agree
ment to the contrary be irrecoverable from 
the tenant. 

EXCESS REN1' PAID IN RESPEC1' OF ANY 
PERIOD SUBSEQUENT TO THE 8TH MARCH, 

1941, RECOVERABLE,

(2) Where, in respect of any period sub
sequent to the eighth day of March, nineteen 
hundred and forty-one, any tenant has paid 
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whether before or after the aforesaid date, 
rent on a dwelling house or land 10 which this 
Ordinance applies, or any sum on account of 
such rent, which exceeded the standard rent 
by more than the amount permitted under this 
Ordinance the amouut of such excess shall, 
notwithstanding any agreement to the con
trary, be recoverable from the landlord who 
received the payment, or from his legal 
personal representative, by the tenant by 
whom it was paid and the tenant may, with. 
out prejudice to any other method of recovery 
deduct such excess from any rent payable by 
him to the landlord. 

AII)endment put, and agreed to. 

Question " That the clause as amended 
stand part of the Bil.l " put, and ,igreed to. 

CL!,USE 6-PEB.MITTEO INCliEASE OF 1:1.EN'l', 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I beg 
to move the following amendments to sub
clause ( l ), which wern handed to hon. 
MewbeL"S this morning, be made-

an I 

1. (a) the deletion therefrom of the follow
ing words and commas-
•" with the sanction of the Court,";

(b) the deletion of the proviso to para
graph (a) thereof;

( c) the substitution of the following pro
viso therefor-
" Provided that the tenant may apply to

the Court for an order suspending or 
reducing such increase on the ground 
that such expenditure is or was 
unnecessary in whole or in part, and 
the Court may make an order accord
ingly ; u 

(d1 the addition thereto of the following 
paragraph-
" (a) in addition to any such amounts as 

aforesaid, an amount not exceeding 
ten per centum of the standard rent: 

Provided that where under any contract 
of tenancy a fixed or minimum period 
of notice is required to be given of an 
intention to increase the rent, such 
notice shall be given before any 
increase of rent is made under this 
paragraph and in all other cases not 
less than one month's notice shall be 
given before any increase of rent is 
made under this paragraph." 

2. The substitution of the word "one" for the
word "three" therein appearing. 

Mr. GONSALVES: With reg,ud to 
this particular clause and the remarks by 
the hon. and learned Attorney-General, if 
the reason is to restrict building operations 
on the ground of matel'ials, so that there 
will be no alteration or improvement, has 
Government considered the question of 
employment? If you restrict building 
operations the consequence will be a cer
tain amount of unemployment. I think if 

that is the sole 1·easoli of Government in 
not allowing two per cent. extra in oeder 
to make it neces�ary for the landlord to 
effect repairs-because if the landlord gets 
10 pet· cent. instead of 8 pe1· cent. and he 
gets it for repairs, he must necessarily 
effect repairs to get the extra 2 per cent. 
-and if Govermnent's idea is to restrict
any work of that kind being done, it must
as a consequence follow that class of
employment will be put out of employ
ment, and T am absolutely certain that you
will ha,e t·epresentations beiug made by
the Labour organiz:i,tions ,is to the men
being out of employmcnL because of the
restriction imposed.

As regards materials, I du not know it 
is absolutely correct to say that no local 
lumber can be obtained. You may not be 
able to get it as conveniently as you used 
to at one time, but you do get. There arn 
other things used in building construction 
such as nails, bolts and things of that 
kind, aud there must be a certain quantity 
avaibhle. As regardA paints, 1 was hear
ing only quite recently that while the price 
of zinc lias gone up a fair extent, there is 
a substitute which can be compared very 
favourably with that article and which is 
being shortly intrnduced on the market. 
If that is so, I suggest that Government 
reconsider that question and provide in 
the clause for repairs in order to mak� it 
possible for the landlord to get relief and 
to provide employment for those men who 
have to do that kind of work. 

'l'he landlords should be given something 
for effecting repairs to their properties. If 
they are not going to get anything fot• 
repairs they are not going to do the work. 
As I have pointed out, Clause 13 (5) gives 
power to the lYiagistrnte to say whether he 
will give au increase of rent or make it 
conditiom1l that repairs be effected. 
Those repairs will have to Le done and yet 
no consideration is to be given fot· effecting 
repa,irs. The answer that the intention or 
idea is to restl'ict building operations, I do 
not think, is quite a good one at the 
present time. I think the matter should 
be reconsidered from that angle. 

Mr. SEAFORD: J would like to ask 
Government a question here. It has been 
mentioned several times that one of the 
objects of the Bill is to restl'ict repairs. 
'l'o my mind that is not the intention, I 
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do not 8CC bow that intel'pretation can be 
put on it. 

M.r. GONi:lAL VES : The hon. Attor
ney-Ueneral said so. 

�1 r. SEAFORD : [ did not understand 
the hon. Attorney-General to i;ay so. T 
cun quite understand if it is said it \\'ill he 
reRtl'icUng new buildings and improvc
meuts. l can assure hon. Member� it is 
very difficult to secure materials ttt this 
time from abroarl, and it is not the fault 
of anybody iu this Colony. I would like 
to hear an explanation. I think the hon. 
A ttorney-Genernl used the wol'd "exten
Hiou." r do not think he used the word 
"repair�." It is not possible fol' buildings 
to exist without canying out repairs 011 
tlwm. 

Mr. GONHALVES: I lmd dealt with 
the UlttiLel' from two point:;. 1 uudel':;too<l 
the hon. Attorney-General to say " eessa
tion of building operations " when he tlealt, 
with the question of improvement and 
,tdditions. I say on that point it is not 
quite ,t correct view to take, as it bears on 
the question of employment, and it should 
be i:;eriously considered. The other point 
,tbout repairs is supplementary to what ] 
said. Tf repairs ,tre going to bn restricted 
it neccssitrily must follow that there would 
hP ,t ePrtain nmount, of unemployment. 
Tl1e lwu. �1.ernber who represents thP 
Lahom· section of Government is in this 
Council, aud he may be able to make an 
expression of opinion as to what he antici
pate<l Government's position would be if 
CfLrpentcrs aud otheL·s are not going to be 
permitLed employment in that direction. 

Tm,: CHAIRMAN: Tlwrn is no inten
tion to elnse tlo1n1 building operntions. I 
think the hou. Attorney-Gencrnl is ablt• to 
explain lhat to hon. Members. 

THll AT'l'ORNlW-GENEHAL: This 
parLiculnl' pctrngraph refers to improve
ment and sLruct.ural alteration. ln ordinal'y 
convers,ttion improvement will include 
repairs, but the paragrnph goes on eare
fully to say "not including expenditurP on 
decoration or repairs." 'therefore this 
percentage has nothing to do with repairs. 
The only thing it seeks to restrict is 
imprnvement or alteration. It only applies 
to those houses; in Georgetown and three 
llliles beyonrl "·liieh are subjected to this 

particular Bill. In actual fa.ct the effect, 
it will have on building operations is 
practically negligible. I do not think one 
man will be thrown out of employment. 
The clause is the same ,ts that in the 1922 
Ordina11ce. Then, as now, it did not refer 
to repairs. 

.'.\-Jr. C. V. WIGHT: The only difficulty 
sec, and I c,rnnot help saying it, is that 

l am supposed to represent the City as
Mayor a.nd to keep tlrn bitlance between
la.ndlol'ds and tenants.

Mr. ,JACOB: 'l'o it point of order! I 
do not think my hon. friend is representing 
the City of Georgetown in his seat in this 
Council. He refers to being Mayor of 
Georgetown, but I think he represents 
Western E&sequebo in this Council. 

Mr. C. V. WIGHT: l do not ctppn�ciate 
the remarks of the hon. .Member, who 
seems to be ,tble to confine himself to 
profiteering in houses and in other matters 
of whir:h T hnve a knowledge. I am neither 
a landlord nor tt tenant, except that I 
occupy a housP. I would also like to say 
that I am arguing on behalf of neither 
side- -neither for the landlords nor for tlrn 
t,enants. T would juist like to point out 
that if this clauRe as regards repail's is to 
he confined and kept to a. particular sphere, 
it simply meanK that other ,imendments 
will have to be made to Section 212 of the 
Local Government Boartl Ordinance, Chap
ter 84. The hon. Member for North
·western District. (Mr. Jacob) does not
seem to understand that, and I do not c,ire.
The position is, I am here. I am inclined
to agree with the hon. Member for North
W es tern Distr-ict, if he tries to put it in
more fairly decent language-I use the
expressiou arlvi�edly-that Government'8
policy is only known to a few or is confined
to a few and therefore we �peak in the air
at times. I am inclined to :1gree with him.
1 have stated it on paper and ,erbully on
several occasions that I have no hesitation
in stating what I feel.

The Committee adjourned for the 
luneheon recess until 2 p.m. 

:.l JJ,111,-

The Council l·esolved itself into Com 
mittee and resumed considel'ation of the 
Bill. 
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Mr. C. V. WIGHT (resuming): When 
th� Council adjourned I was referring to 
the question of repairs in sub-clause (2) of 
clause 6 which says:-

12) In this section the expression" repairs'"
means any repairs required for the purpose of 
keeping premises in good and tcnantable 
repair. 

1 also referred to section 212 of thP 
Local Government Orrlinanee, Chapter s,�,
which has bcPn rPpealed and has 11Pvf'r 
been re-enn.cted. Tt is said that this Bill 
is reallv ,1.imed at the relief of tPrrnuts, 
especially the poorer dasse�, anrl I 11.m 
suggesting the re-enactment of that sec
tion is necessary to protect the tenants of 
dilapidated houses. That ,;cction says:-

212.- ll ln this section "landlord" means 
anyone who lets a house or room to a tenant 
for habitation under any contract mentioned 
in this section and includes a landlord's succc$
sors in title. 

(21 In a contract for the letting of a 
house or room for human habitation, whether 
furnished or unfurnisl,ed, there shall be implied 
therein the following conditions:-

(al that the house or room is at the 
commencement of the tenancy in 
repair and in all respects reasonahly 
fit for hnman habitation; and 

(b\ that the house shall be kept during 
the tenancy in repair and in all 
respects reasonably fit for human 
habitation. 

l�l In tbe event of a breach of either or
both of thoso conditions, an inmate of tbe 
housf' or room who suffers loss by injury to 
health or in any other way whatever, in conse
quence of the breach shall be entitled to 
rernver damage from the landlord of the house 
or room. 

(4) This section shall take effect not
withstanding any agreement to the contrary 
nnd that agreement shall ht' void. 

\\'e have it from Government that therc 
is to be a re-enactment of this section, and 
l must, antieipate the fact that Gov<'1'n
ment will carry out it� int,ention. Tlrnt
would then plu�c thB onus on a landlorrl,
as it should he, to kePp his house• in
reasonable repair. I think hon. Members
of the legal profession will support me
when I sav that the omission of that sec
tion from· the Ordinance h11.s creatl'd in 
SOlll<' cases eonsiderable harrlship on the 
tenant or occupier of a house. On thi- one
hand there will be restrict.ion of improve
ments anrl structural alterations because
under the City By-laws, then• i!'\ provision
for improvelllents necessitating ,dteraiions,
structura,l ,.nd otherwise, which do not
come withiu the category of repairs. Thn.t
is to say, if a building has to be alt.et·ed in

any way it becomes a now building and 
therefore has to comply with the By-law� 
governing the erection of new buildings. 

Some provision should be made whereby 
those persons who are going to be com
pelled (a) under the Closing Orders and {b) 
by the re-!'n,1.ctment of Seetion 212 of the 
Local Government Ordinance to rowply 
with thoir lega,l obligation · would be 
allowed some increas!'. Even in England 
under the Increase of Rent. and .M 01·tgage 
Interest (He8triction;;) Aet,, 1 ()20, there is 
a provision allowing lrLndlorrls a percentage 
on the old rentals. I think it is 15 per 
cent., but similar provision has not bPen 
mn.de in this Bill. [ appreciate too, that 
thcrn are certain relationships l,dwcen 
landlordH nnd tenants obtaining in England 
which do not obtain herP. Tn some cascR 
the landlord has to do all repai1·s n.ncl in 
ot,her casl's the tenant has to do somP. 

THE ATTOR�EY-GENERAL: Will 
t,hn hon. Member look at, Section 2 nf the 
Act which he is ')Uoting ? HP is quoting 
8t•ction 1G w!tich deals with increase of 
rout. whereas under Section 2 it is a pe1·
mitted increase. Cla,use 6 of this Bill is 
laq�Pl_v copied from Section 2 of tlw Act. 

1\1 r. \VJGHT: I ,Lm ren.cl ing from Sec
tion 16 of the Act which provides for an 
iuerease of rent. I think in vit:>w of the 
ioerPasecl difficulties which probahly will 
arise, some percpntage may be a.llowcd to 
those landlords who mav be affpcted. I 
do not know if it is the intention of 
Govern11Jt•11t to re enact SeC'tion 212 of the 
Loc11l Government OrdinancP, but J have 
in mind the Closing Orders which we may 
have to enforce. ln cPrtaio cases tenants 
,trt· constrained to live in housPs which aL"e 
in a disg1·at:flful condition, and have to pay 
a very harsh rental. In one instance J 
showed )lr. Hall a room in a dis.i.:raeeful 
condition iind the t,•nnnt was al'tuall.v pay
ing $3 per month. I feel that Lhis OJ'di
rnmce is ei<trt:'mely necPssar)1 hut I also 
fc('l that other U rclinancp:,; al'f-' also neces
sa1·y, especi�1lly one dealing with bndlurds 
and tenants to whieh l propose In 1•pfer in 
clf'aling with another clause. 

Mr. PERCY C. WIGHT: T ihink 
hou. Members know full wp]J tlrat I ,dwu,·s 
stick out for tlw under-Jog, but I ,{m 
going to make a plea in :L few words on per
fectly sonnd grounds. '\Ve al'e al I familiar 
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with the fact that the-Municipal Ordinance 
does not permit of the occupation of rooms 
unless they are of a certain height and have 
a certain cubic content. Notices were 
served when I was Mayor for the closing 
of between 700 and 800 rooms. I am not 
making a plea for landlords although I 
happen to be a very large landlord, but I 
can assure the Council that property-own
ing does not pay at all, and I will give 
instances. There is nu duubt, and I think 
the Attorney-General agl'ees with me, th'at 
to raise a room in order to comply with 
the law, a landlord has to provide bricks 
and new wood simply for the purpose of 
getting a shilling more on hi.s rent per 
month. I feel certain that a tenant will 
be perfectly willing to pay that extra 
shilling and remain in the room rather 
than shift about and find himself unable 
to obtain iL room in Georgetown. 

When I went around with Lord Moyne 
and showed him certain places he was 
ra.ther astonished that they had been 
a.Bowed to remain in that condition. In one
room there were 11 persons who ha.cl to find
somewhere to live. A landlord may say
"This Bill will only apply for 12 months,
I am not goiug to do a single thing."
Na tu rally he would lose something, but
mosL la.n<llords n.rC' like tlrnt. I know of 
manv t'oorns whose owners have dismantled
theu°'i rather than eonform to the Regula
tions. We have fot'gotten that, My
experience is that every third house in
Georgetown, with the exception of Water
Strnet n,nd the business premises outside
of Water �trect, is mortgaged, and the
owners ha,•e to pay intei:est from 6 to 10
per eent. on their rnortga.ges. It is there
fore only fair to ask that they should be
allowed this small increase on their rental.
I Lhink the people of Georgetown are to be
congratula.ted on having taken advantage
of the opportunity to improve their pro
perties within the last few years. •j-reat
improvements have been made and, T think,
that alone should be sufficient to wanant
the sm,Lll increase of 2 per cent. I am
asking for on behalf of property-owners.
T think the tenants will not complain,
provided the hou�P� are in reasonably gout!
condition. After all what is 2 per cent.?
It is very sm,Lll.

Mr. SEAFORD: vVl1y worry then? 

T:trn CHAll:tJ\'lAN: I think the hon, 

Member means that if the tenants would 
not feel the 2 per cent. the landlords 
would not either. 

Mr. WIGHT : When a landlord starts 
to raise his house he has to disconnect the 
sewerage pipes and he very often finds that 
there are 1mmy things to be done. Ranges 
which are converted into cottages are the 
places which give landlords some return 
on their woney. The properties whieh 
pay are those which are rented from $12 
to $25 per month. Beyond that house 
property is no investment. I guarantee 
thn.t. I will eat my hat if you can name 
me 20 persons in the Colony who are pay 
ing $80 per month rent. The house I am 
living in costs me $140 per month. It is 
no investment. I am not putting any 
penalty on the poor people. A man 
will be perfectly willing to pay an 
increase of 24 cents on his rent of IO/
per month and remain in the locality 
whel'e he lives rather than go to Albuoys
town or Kitty. I think if the Council gives 
the matter the r.onsideration it deserves 
the tennnts will be willing to pay the 
slight increase. 

Mr. JACOB: I have not been able to 
follow the arguments of the two pl'evious 
speakers. J must confess my· ignorance 
and my limited education. I notice that 
in the origina,l Dl'aft Bill Clause 6 (1) 
(a) says: "an amount calculated at a rate
peL· annum not exceeding eight per· centum 
of the amount. so expended." I notice in
the nmenrlment it is pl'oposed to increase
it to lO per cent. of the standard rent,.

THE A'l"l'ORNEY-GENERAL: There 
is no amendment to paragraph (a) at all, 
but it is proposed to add parngra,ph (c). 
One deals with alterations a.nd the other 
with Htandard rent. 

Mr. ,JACOB : In addition to the 8 per 
cent. whieh a landlord would be entitled to 
clmrge on struetural alterations he could 
charge a further l O per cent on the stand
ard rent. That makes it harder for the 
tenant. I have heard some Rpecial plead
iug; I have heard the hon. Member for 
Georgetown Centr-al (Mr. Percy C. ·wight), 
and while l give him credit for many 
things I do not th1nk his ,i,rgument to-day 
ha.H been ve1·y convincing. It would be 
very interesting, if we were to take the 
v;,.luations of the Georgetown Town Ooim-
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cil of certain properties whieh have changed 
hands recently, to know the amounts 
received in excess of those valuations. It 
is true that some properties are not paying 
propositions, particularly large properties, 
but it is equally true to say that the small 
properties are very handsomely paying 
propositions. I have known properties to 
change hands recently, particularly in 
Queenstown, at very handsome profits. Of 
course we will not hear anything about 
those cases, but we will hear about a pa1·
ticular property because someone lives 
there himself. This Bi 11 which we are 
uiscussing has really no application to the 
property mentioned by the hon. Member 
for Georgetown Central (Mr. Percy C. 
Wight). This is a Bill to give relief to 
tenants who are overcharged. 

L was particularly amused at the refer
ence made by the hon. Member for 
Western Essequebo (Mr. C. V. Wight) to 
Section 212 of the Loc.il Government Ot·di
nauce. The Bill we are discussing to-oay 
deals with rent l'estriction in Georgetown 
and three miles beyond the boundaries 
thereof. I do not thick that the Local 
Government Ordinance is applicable, and 
I have heard it suggested here over and 
over t,hat some vague Ordinance should be 
passed simult:ineously with this .Bill in 
order that there should be some relief 
Homewhere. I have not had the benefit uf 
a University training at Oxford or else
where and I c11m1ot follow the arguments 
hem to-day. The whole matter is being 
confused; I ca.nnot follow such reasoning. 
I thought we woul::l have discussed the 
matter in the usual wav ,tnrl arrived at, 
something satisfactory, but we are referred 
to inapplicable Ordinances. I nm not a 
lawyer- and I am glad I arn not. I cannot 
follow the arguments at all. 

\11,T e have another amenJment. put 
forwa.rd that 10 per cent. should be arlded 
to the standard rt>nt. TL Ulit\T be a reason
able thing to add something tu the 
standard rent owing to the increased cost 
of building materials, hut that should only 
be put forward if Government gave an 
undertakiog that it would control the prices 
of those necessary supplies of building 
materials, aod I think Govemment ought 
to take sorue bold step to do that. This 
Bill should have been p1·essed in its 
original form. I ca,.nnot be accused of 
trying to get someone else to pay �ome-

thing I am not interested in. I have a 
little interest in this matter. I am not in 
the position of being neither a landlord 
nor a tenant, but I am looking at it both as 
a landlord and as a tenant. I agree that 
paragraph (a) should be increased to 10 
per cent. I know of a case in which a 
middle-class person was living in a house 
and paying $30 per month rent. The roof 
of the house was bad nnd was repaired at 
considerable inconvenience to the tenant. 
After several weeks the landlord inf.,1·med 
the tenant that he would have to pay $5 
more. per month. The tenant told him 
that if he had been told that before be 
would have looked around for another 
house. It was then practically i111possiblo 
to get a suitable house for $35 per month, 
The tenant went back to the landlord and 
offered $33 per month. The landlord 
refused $33 and in addition to giving the 
tenant notice to remove he notified him 
that if he did not remove the rent would be 
increased to $50. I am willing to give 
proof of this if necessat·y. I do not know 
what that would be called. I do not only 
speak on behalf of the working class man 
but fo,· evel'yone who is sufi'e1·ing hardship 
'l'hat is a concrete case, but the.re are 
several cases like that. 

There should be nothing more than an 
increase of 10 per cent. on the standa.nl 
rent. Those to whom it is i11LenJed to givP 
relief will not get it if the 8 per cent. 
remains, and there is a further amendment 
to increase the standarcl rent by IO per 
cent. 

Mr . .Dr:AGUTAR: Itis easyto under
stand why the hou. Member has not been 
able to follow what the previous speakers 
have said, be1,;ause in his own words he is 
neither a landlorc! nor a tenant. 

1-fr. JACOB: Excuse me, 1 did not sav 
t,hnt. r ,:;aid that one .Member said so and 
it is good to be in th-at position. 

Mr. C. V. WIGHT: I would like the 
hon. Member to name the hon. Member 
who said so. 

.Mr. JACOB: '.l'he last speaker. 
M.t·. DE AGUIAR: I thought the hon.
Membt>r was r·t>ferring to himself. rt is
difficult to unde1·stand him sometimes.

Mr. PER.CY C. WIGHT: I lmppened 
to be the last speaker but I never said that. 
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THE CHAIRMAN: The last speaker 
was the hon. Member for Wes tern Esse
quebo (Mr. C. V. WightJ. 

Mr. C. V. WIGHT: The hon. Member 
is mistaken. 

Mr. DE .AGUIAR: As a matter of fact 
I will show him how he is both a landlord 
,tnd a tenant, because in the course of his 
remarks he referred to handsome profits 
that are being made on the sale of proper
ties recently. Perhaps that has been the 
hon. Member's experience. Not many 
weeks ago the hon. Member purchased a 
property not very far from this building 
and he probably knows how much profit 
the seller in that inst-ance made on the 
deal. But that is by the way; the hon. 
Member was evidently talking from experi
ence. 

recurrence of what happened not so long 
ago when a large number of small people 
lost their properties for more reasons than 
one. They could not pay the interest on 
their mortgages, nor their taxes and sewer
age rates, and they lost their properties. 
As a matter of fact some of the lending 
companies lost some of their money on 
investments on properties. It is therefore 
the duty of this -Council to protect the 
interests of all concerned otherwise we 
will be bordering on class legislation. If 
the hon. Member for North Western 
District wishes to introduce class legisla
tion in this Council all the time he will 
always find rne as his opponent. 

Mr. JACOB: I would like to correct 
that right away. I do know that the owner 
of the last property I purchased made a 
p1·ofit of about $1,000. 

lYlr. DE AGUIAR: I am glad the hon. 
Member has named the figure. It enables 
me to ask him whether he think:, he has 
made a good deal or whether he is satisfied 
with his purchase? He must ha,ve been 
satisfied with his purchase hence his use 
of the words "handsome profits." It has 
no bearing whatever on the discussion, 
and in my opinion a case has been made 
out for both parties-for the landlord its 
well as the tenant. 

I think the hon. Member for Ge0t·getown 
Central (M1·. Percy C. Wight) endettvourerl 
in his own way to give the position of the 
landlord as he under�tm1ds it, and I have 
risen to support him. There is no doubt 
about it thnt the majority of property
owner�, outside of vVater Street or business 
premise�, carry mortgages on their proper
ties. That, is a statement of fact, ,md cne 
has only to look at the number of lending 
companies-there are four of them, apart; 
from private individuals who lend money 
on mortgages-to know that that is a sta.te
ment of fact. I11 some cases those proper
ties ,ire very heavily mortgaged. Some of 
them are mortgaged to the extent of 60 to 
75 per cent. of their value. I am speaking 
with a certain amount of knowledge. The 
hon. �{ember for North Western District 
(Mr. Jacob) does not know that, and I 
excuse him. We do not want to have a 

So far as the tenants are concerned, I sub
mit withevery confidence that the proposal 
one which is likely to benefit them. The 
hon. Member for Georgetown Central has 
said that the Town Council has issued 700 
notices for the closing of rooms. A re we 
going to allow that to continue? If we 
know that there is a shortage of certain 
types of houses to suit the small man are 
we going to allow those threats to be carried 
out, or is it our duty to encourage the 
owners of those houses to put them in order 
for the accommodation of the small man we 
are talking so much about to-day? I do 
ask one hon. Member to divorce from his 
mind the idea that it is the desire of the 
Council to do something to the detriment 
of the people he is trying to protect. 

In tlw 1922 Ordinance there was provi
sion for an increase of rental over the 1914 
figure. -we are not <lo.ing that to-day. 
\,Ve are allowing no increase of rental over 
the 19:19 figure, except in certain cases of 
structural· alterntions. In the 1922 Ordi
uance provision was made for increases of 
rental which existed at the outbreak of the 
war in l!ll4. I am not suggesting that 
should be done to-day. I only mention 
that to show what was the line of thought. 
in 1922, and how they arrived at the basis 
of the rent.tl to be fixed. Having regard 
to the fact that tenants are likely to bene
fit as the result of the provision being 
increased from 8 to 10 ree cent. it is a 
measure which the Council should adopt. 
1 sha1·e the view of hon. Members who 
have spoken, that unless we make it reason
able for landlords to put their houses in 
order we are going to discour�ge them 
from doing so, and in my opinion-I think 
I know what I 11,m talking t1,bout-it will· 
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create a further shortage of the type of 
houses we desire to have in this City. 

:Mr. SEAFORIJ: I regret I cannot 
agree with all the remarks made by the 
hon. Members who have spoken. We have 
heard a lot about those people who will 
not have any houses to live in because the 
Town Council is going to call upon the 
owners of 700 houses to demolish and 
rP.bui ld them. It seP.ms to mP. that, if 
we adopt the suggestion put forward by 
the hon. Member for Georgetown Central 
(Mr. Percy C. Wight) we would benefit the 
landlord who has kept his property in a 
very tenible and awful condition. He has 
no right to keep his property in that con
dition but should have had it in proper 
condition before. I iim in a position to 

. know that there are certain places in this 
City where there are tenement rooms which 
are more like rabbit war-rens, over-crowded 
and an absolute disgrace to the City. 
There is no other word for it, and I feel 
that the Town Council should have bad 
thosP. houses put in order long ago. I 
admit that it has to be done slowlv, but I 
feel that the sooner those pla.ces are 
demolished the better for the City and 
everyone in it. 

It is the duty of the Town Council in 
co-operation with the Government to put 
up some proper housing scheme. It is no 
use telling me that by allowing landlords 
an additional 2 per cent. they are going to 
put those places in order. I know enough 
about that. The sooner the Town Council 
and Government get together· and put up 
a proper housing scheme the better for 
all concerned, This 2 per cent. is not 
going to help the fOsition in any way; it

is only going to assist those people who 
should have put their houses in order long 
ago. 

As regards the larger houses the landlords 
put up a verandah and in1;rea�e the rent. 
In such cases it pays the proprietor to 
spend a little money on his p1·operty 
because he is able to get increased rent. 
I am thinking more of the people who pay 
$2 and $3 per month, I admit that the 
rooms they live in are in a very bad condi
tion and it would be a gl'eat hardship to 
ask them to pay anything more. 

Mr. C. V. WIGHT: The hon. Member 
�eews to have followed the line of argument 
hat the Town Council is going to eject the 

tenants from those 800 rooms. The Town 
Council finds itself in this position; those 
800 rooms are uninhabitable but we can
not put the people out because there is 
nowhere to put them. Those rooms are 
not fit for human beings to live in. The 
hon. Member for Georgetown North 
(Mr. Seaford) knows more than I do the 
reasons why Government has not initiated 
a slum clearance scheme, whi0h has been 
noised about by the Royal Commission aud 
hy Rir Frank Stockdale's mission. Ts 
Government going to give �tn undertakiug 
that within the near future those slums will 
be cleared, as it is the desire of the Town 
Council to see them cleared? The Town 
Council has no money; it is it matter for 
Government and a matter of finance. If 
Government is not prepared to do it who 
is going to do it? The hon. Member 
suggests that the Town Council should 
have put its house in order yea1·s ago. 
That may or may not be so. The hon. 
Member forgets that Government has 
drawn the attention of the Town Council 
on several occasions to the tardiness 
with which rates were being c.ollected. 
The hon. 1\1 ember has forgotten also the 
burden cast upon the City by the sewerage 
scheme, and the various conferences, heated 
and otherwise, which took place between 
Government and the Town Council in con
nection with the sewerage scheme. 

The hon. Membe1· for North Western 
District (iYfr. Jacob) also seems to forget 
that the working man, as represented by 
the Labour Unions, has no use for him. 
He does not belong to any of the Labour 
Unions, and whether he has been thrown 
out or he has resigned is a matter for the 
hon. Member himself. I have had it from 
nearly every member of the various Unions 
that they do not want the hon. Member for 
North Western District to be a member. 
That is the working man the hon. Member 
speab about, the man who has been 
harassed in this Coun0il by all the Elected 
Members except the egotistical hon. 1\'Iem 
ber for North Wes tern District. It is the 
wealthy landlord who is to be pulled down. 
There at·e widows whose properties are 
mortgaged to the hilt, and possibly their 
only means of livelihood is the rent they 
get. There are other sma.11 landlords who 
live in their own dwellings and some of 
them have a cottage or two from which 
they collect rent They do not need pro
tection; they are wealthy, though perhaps  
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not as wealthy as the hon. Member for 
North Western District, and perhaps they 
have not the same sources of income. 
Landlords comprise all classes and all races 
of this community. I have a right to 
speak on this Bill. I am a member of the 
Georgetown Town Council and I happen to 
be Mayor of the City. I would like to 
draw the hon Member's attention to the 
fact that I would have no need to speak on 
the Dill if, as the hon. Member for George
town North (Mr. Seaford) said, Govern
ment would come forward with a slum 
clearance scheme and erect nice houses for 
the workers which I would like to see in 
the City. If that were the position there 
would be no need for this Bill. 

Mr. GONSALVES: The hon. Member 
for Georgetown North 1 �-1 r. Seaford) has 
forgotten that as far· back n,s l\J:$4 a Hous
ing Committee composed of representatives 
of the Government and Town Council sub
mitted a report. Speaking for myself I 
had expected that in view of the presence 
of responsible representatives of Govern
ment on the Committee something would 
have been done in connection with housing, 
but it is over seven years since the Com
mittee reported and nothing has been done. 
Sir John 1\1 affey came down here and 
the matter was 1·epresented to him. We 
have also had the Royal Commission and 
Sir Frank Stockdale, and quite recently 
we had Mr. Hall here, but we will probably 
have to wait another seven years before 
we hear anything about the matter. To 
say that the Town Council has done nothing 
is not a fair charge to make. It is either 
that the Government officers on the Com
mittee have not advised <,ove1·11ment that 
a housing scheme is necessary or they have 
not succeeded in their representations to 
Government. It is not fair to charge the 
Town Council alone with not having em
barked on a housing scheme and I can only 
conclude that the hon. Member's statement 
was made on the spu1· of the moment and 
without a thought of that Committee. 
The Director of .),� edical Services was or.e 
of the signatories to that report and I 
think he was at one time a. member of the 
Executive Council. If he could not use 
his influence with Government I do not 
think the Town Council should be held 
responsible. 

As regards the statement made by the 
hon. Member for North Western Disti·ict 

(Mr. Jacob) I will not enter into any long 
discussion with him on any matter, but 
I will endeavour to explain something 
which perhaps he has overlooked. If he 
looks a,t the 1922 Ordinance he will find 
that the standard rent provided there is 
what it was in 1919, or the pre-war rent 
plus 14 per cent. In this Bill there is no 
pei-centage; it fixes definitely·as the stand
dard rent what the rental wa,s on the 3rd 
September, 1030, when Gi-eat Britain 
entered the war. 

As reg,irds imprnvelilents and structural 
alterations, which were prnvided for in the 
1H22 Ordinance, my suggestion is that 
provision for an increase of 2 per cent. 
may be included in this Bill to provide 
for rep,drs and alterations, but every hon. 
:Member is entitled to his opinion. I 
think it is a reasonable request and that it 
will be cu1 encouragement to landlords to 
put their properties in proper order and 
so avoid the necessity fo1· Government 
to write the Town Council ,ibout the 
dilapidated condition of buildings in the 
City. I am not here to support landlords 
particularly. The principal thing in the 
Bill that concern8 the tenants is the 
standard rent, and that has been fixed. 

Mr. J AUOB: It is perfectly clear that 
with the exception of the hon. Member for 
Georgetown North (Mr. Seaford), and 
myself every Membel' who has spoken so 
far has pleaded on behalf of the landlords, 
There can be no doubt about that. I am 
not going to enter into any controversy 
with mv friend, the hon. Member for 
Westerri'. Essequebo (Mr. C. V. Wight), 
but the sooner he 1·ealise8 that we should 
raise the tone of (;he debates here rnther 
than let it 8ink further the bette1· it would 
be for himself a,nd the whole Council. 
(laughter). The other day I heard one 
hon. .\; ember talking about conceit. I 
have heard a lot ,tbout conceit. I have 
had occ}1sion to write to the hon. Member 
for \Vest�rn Essequebo and-

Tm: C.HAIR�l AN: A great deal of 
the time of the Council is taken up with 
remal'ks by Members before they get to 
the subject on which they intend to speak. 
I do not refer only to the hon. Member. 

Mr. JACOB: I notice here of late 
that when certain hon. Members speak 
they are not called to 01·der. I am no 
saying that I have not·been given iatitud, 
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but far too much latitude is given to cer
tain hon. Members, and I will name them. 
They are my friends, the hon. v, ember for 
Western Essequebo (Mr. C. V. Wight) and 
the hon. Mr. Walcott. Far too much lati
tude has been given to them, and that is 
the thing which is going to make the 
debates here sink further clown. I am 
prepared-aud I think I have the health 
and strength to do it-to pursue this 
matter, and I will purs1rn it in the regul:u
parliamentar·y style. If my friend, the 
hon. Member for vVestem Essequebo, 
wishes to make comparisons aud to find 
out something he had bettet· do so in the 
right way. I have never claimed that J 
was speaking on behalf of the Labour 
Unions here; I speak on behalf of the 
working man, l).nd Government must be 
fully satisfied, I am sure, that neal'ly all 
the argumeut that has ta,ken place 011 this 
matter has been on behalf of the tenants, 
except those of two or three hon. Mem
bers. (laughter). On behalf of the land
lords I mean. I think Government should 
be fii-m and allow the Bill to remain as it 
is. 

Mr. SEAFORD: I wish to assure the 
hon. Member for Georgetown South (Mr. 
Gonsalves) that what I said I did not say. 
on the spur of the moment. I remember 
very well indeed the Committee he 
refened to, because I gave evidence before 
it and I took certain members of the 
Committee into the countrv districts and 
showed them some houses that were being 
built there. I do not wish to be misunder
stood, and I do not think I said that the 
Town Council had done nothing. What I 
rueant to say, or should have said, was that 
Government and the Town Council ought 
to get together and put up some housing 
soheme, I maintain that. 'l'he hon. 
Member said that the Town Council told 
Lord Moyne and Sir John Maffey about it, 
but I do not regard telling people about it 
as doing something. It is all very well to 
tell them, but has the Town Council ever 
put up a proper housing scheme to Govern
ment? We have been told by Sir Frank 
:::itockdale that schemes should be put up, 
but since I have been here I have seen no 
scheme put up. Surely this is the time to 
do so. My objection to the proposal is 
chiefly because it would benefit a certain 
type of · landlords who should have put 
their houses in order long ago, and I 
happen to know that some of those 

tenement houses a1'e bringing in from 10 
to 30 per cent. on the capital invested. 

Mt·. GONSALVES: Apart from the 
report submitted by the Housing Committee 
the 'l'own Council was requested by the 
Colonial Office to submit a memoraudum 
to the H.oy�il Commission with regard to 
housing, which it did, but we are yet to 
hear something about it. 

TaE CHA.IRMA� : The hon. Member 
said that the report of the Housing Com
mittee was famished seven years ago and 
it might be another seveu years before 
something was heard about it. I certainly 
hope it wi 11 not be anything as long as 
that. 'I he first thing that has to be clone 
is to secure the services of a town-plannin� 
officer: That matter is before Governmeut 
uow and I hope that before very long it 
will be possible to make such an appoint
ment. I am making no promise, but I <lo 
not want hon. Members to think tlta,t 
nothing is being done. There is a scheme 
before Government at present, but the first 
thing is to get hold of a town-planning 
officer, as has been done in other Colonies, 
and I hope that will be done in the not too 
distaut future. 

Mr. PERCY C. WIGH'l': The explana
tiou of the hon. .Member for Georgetown 
North (.\Ir. Sea.ford) is satisfacwry to me, 
but I would like to point out that he has 
forgotten entirely thitt this is a period of 
inflation as regards property sales. I have 
never seen anything like it before. Those 
pt·operties which are in a defective con
dition are not owned by the same people. 
There are people wlio are taking advantage 
of the opportunity to get ready money for 
their propertie,; and lc:tving the burden on 
other people. You only have to look :1,I; 
Lhe O [jiciat Gazette and you will see the 
speculation in the sale of houses. People 
are buying houses for $3,000 and ,;elliug I or 
$� ,000 aud $5,000 in a short pet·iod. It 
is speculaLiou of the worst type I have 
ever seen. 

With regard to the remarks of the hon. 
Member for North Western District 
(Mr. Jacob) I will say that I am not going 
to make this Council a cockpit for any 
battles with him. Most of the properties 
which are changing hands so rnpidly are 
burdened with funded debl which is 
included in the sales, and i;orue people do 
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not even know about that until after they 
have bought and many disputes have 
occurred. If certain Members cannot 
understand what I �ay I am not responsible. 
I have not had an Oxford education but I 
think I make clear what I have to say. 

Mr. JACOB: The hon Member for 
Georgetown Central ( l\1 r. Percy C. 'Night) 
has confirmed what I 1:1aid ,Lbout the infla
tion that has been going on ; we have had 
it from his O\Vll lips th�Lt propenies are 
changing lrn.nds rnpidly. Another point iR 
that this Bill is primarily for the benefit 
of landlords, but tenants are dragged in like 
tL red-herring act·os;,; the trnil. vVe see >L 
hu·ge number of decent houses being built 
Ly people who own rooms and will not 
put them in proper order. [ say that if 
the Town Council ,vould adopt a firmer 
u.ttitude by issuing closing orders there
would be improvement.

'l'HE ATTUH.NEY-GENERAL: The 
hon. Member for Geergetown Central 
(Mr. Percy C. Wight) said that at present 
properties change hands rapidly, being 
bought for $3,000 one day and sold for· 
$4,000 and probably $5,000 the next day. 
The object of the Bill is not to encourage 
inflation but to stop that movement. There 
are two things being discussed-paragraph 
( a) of clause 6, which allows an increase
of 8 pct· cent. on the standard rent for
improvement� 1Lurl structural alterations,
and p,Lragra.ph (c, which deals with 1111 

increase of 10 per cent. on the standard
rent. Dealing first with the increase of 8
per cent. I would point out that the
English Act quoted by the hou. v• ember for
Western Essequebo (Mr. C. V. Wight) says
that properties to which alterntions had
been made before the date mentioned would
be allowed an increase of 6 per cent. on 
"the rent. The 192 2 Ordinance herP pro
vided for an increase of 8 per ceut., there
fore there i� precedent for 8 per cent. A�

. I have said, it would act ,1s a deterrent
against unnecessary alterations to proper
ties. The hmdlor<l who sits back and does
nothing loses nothing.

The hon. Member says that there are 
700 tenement houses in respect of which 
closing orders have been issued. The 
answer to that is that those houses do not 
comply with the law, and the landlords 
themselves, or the previous owners, are 
re':�pousible for their condition. The fact 

rem,iins that beciiuse a landlord does not 
comply with the law he wants to put an 
extra 2 per cent. on the unfortunate tenant. 
I think it is the worst argument I have 
ever heard. I submit that 8 per cent. 
should be ,illowed to remain because it 
imposes no hardship whatever on the 
landlord. 

·with regard to paragraph (c) which
a.llow� ,.u a.JJitiurnLl 10 per cent. on the
standard rent, the only hon. l',fomber who
Rpoke against that was the hon. Member
for North Western District (Mr. Jacob)
who thought it was a retrograde step, and
that the Bill should remain as it ·was.
The fact remains that nobodv can blind
his eyes to the fact that loc�l conditions
have altered materilLlly in respect of the
small tenant since the time the Bill wa.s
drafted. From the speeches made in this
Council and enquiries made by a number
of people from ,i number of sources it is
quite evident that the position has improved
definitely since the Bill was first drafted,
and I think it will be generally accepted
that by allowing a landlord 10 pet· cent,
increase we will be only doing what is
fair and reasonable. It has been pointeJ 
out that in the l 922 Ordinance 30 per 
cent. was allowed, but that was in 1922 
when there was money to burn every
where, and moreover it wu.s 30 per cent. 
on the 1914 figure. It is admitted that 
on the 3rd September, 1939, rents, gener
ally speakin�, were at a high figure in this 
Colony. There is no need to allow an 
increase of 30 per cent. on that figure in 
2½ years. I therefore move the amend
ments set out in the typewritten list as 
follows:-

That sub-clause (1) of clause 6 be amended
(a) by the deletion therefrom of the 

following words and commas-, '' with 
the sanction of the Court,"; 

(b) by the deletion of the proviso to
paragraph (a) thereof;

(c) by the substitution of the following
proviso therefor-

" Provided that the tenant may apply to 
the Court for an order suspending or 
reducing such increase on the ground 
that such expenditure is or was unne
cessary in whole or in part, and the 
Court may make an order accord
ingly;" 

and 
(d • by the addition thereto of the follow

ing paragraph-
" (c) in addition to any such amounts as 

aforesaid, an amount not exceeding 
ten per centum of the standard rent : 

.. 

... 
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Provide'd that where under any contract 
of tenancy a :fixed or minimum period 
of notice is required to be given of an 
intention to increase the rent, such 
notice shall be given before any in
crease of rent is made under this 
paragraph and in all other cases 
not less than one month's notice shall 
be given before any increase of rent is 
made under this paragraph." 

Clause 10.-Conditions of statutory 
tenancy. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I move 
that the word " three" in sub-clause ( 1) 
be deleted and the word " one" substituted. 
The reason for the amendment is that I am 
told that in Georgetown the usual notice is 
one month, not three months. 

Clause as amended put, and agreed to. 

Clause 13-Procedure. 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: There 
are several amendments to this clause pro
posed in order to give effect to recommend
ations by hon. Members. I move that the 
clause be amended :-

(a) by the insertion of the following
words at the beginning of sub-clause
(1)-

" Subject to the provisions of subsection 
(3) of section three of the Summary
Jurisdiction, (Petty Debt) Ordinance'"; 

(b) by the substitutien of a small " a ·•
for the1 capital "A" in the word
"Any" appearing in sub-clause (1);

(c) by the deletion of sub-clauses (2) and
(3) therefrom; and

(d) by renumbering sub-clauses (4), (5),
(61 and (7) as sub-clauses l2i, (3), (41 and
15) respectively,

Chmse 13 as amended put, and agreed to. 

Clause 14-Appeals. 

Tm: ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I move 
the deletion of this clause and the sub
stitution of the following new clause 14 :--· 

"An appeal shall lie to the Supreme Court 
from the decision of a magistrate on any claim 
or proceedings in respect of a dwelling house 
or land to which this Ordinance applies and 
the judgment or order of the Supreme Court 
sball be :final." 

This new clause gives a right of appeal 
in all cases to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. GONSALVES: The hon Attomey
General has evidently not accepted the 
suggestion that appeals should be made to 
the Full Court instead of to a single Judge. 

..... 

THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL: From 
my knowledge of the position it is most 
unlikely that during the next 12 months 
the Full Court will sit more than once. 
That means that a landlord will be able 
to slip out of the Bill by giving notice of 
appeal. 

Mr. GONSALVES: I suggest that in 
the same way as the Full Court hears au 
appeal from a Magistrate in a case where 
a, persori steals a piece of wood from 
another it should hear an appeal from a 
det.:isiou by a Magistrate on the question 
of standard rent. As regards the sittings 
of the Full Cout t I do not like to think 
that what the Attorney-General said will 
be true-that the Full Court. will not be 
sitting for some time. 

Mr. C. V. WIGHT : At present it is 
quite as easy, perhaps easier, to get an 
appeal to the Full Court than to a single 
Judge. I think that as a matter of con
venience to the parties concerned at the 
present moment the Full Coul't has been 
in se_ssion nearly every Friday, nud it
seems to me much more expeditious to go 
to the Full Court than to a single Judge. 

TBE ATTORNEY-GENERAL : The 
hon. Member is verv anxious that these 
appeals should go to' the Full Court of two 
or three Judges, but hon. Members arn 
awa1:e that Magistrates' cases usually go 
to a single Judge. In England appeals 
from County Court Judges go to the Full 
Court, but not those from Ma.gistl'ates. 
But as a matte!' of convenience-I 
happen to know tlw number of cases· 
wa.iting to be hearcl--I ask t,he hon. Mem
bel' not to press it. 

Mr. GONSALVE8: I am sorry I can 
not accede t,o the hon. Attomev-GeneraL':!! 

request for the reason that ill a· case in the 
Civil J urisdidion of the Magistrate's Court 
in which judgment is given against a mall 
for $5 he has the right of appeal to the 
Full Cou,·t, but in a' dispute between a 
landlord and ten,1nt over the �tanda1·d rent, 
in whit.:h there might, be a difference of 
$10, the tenant has no right of appeal tu 
the Full Court. It is not logical. I am 
therefore moving that the words ".Full 
Court uf the " be inserted bPfore the words 
" Supl'eme Coul't " whe1-e they occur in 
clause 14 . 

Mr. PERCY C. WIGHT seconde<l. 
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The Commiutee divided and there voted. 

For-Messrs. C. V. Wight; Peer Bac
chus, De· Aguiar, Gonsalves and Percy C . 
Wight-5. 

.Against-Messrs. Jackson, Jacob, Wood, 
.Crease, 1 aing, D' Andrade, Austin, :::ieaford 
D1'. · Maclennan, Professor Dash, the 
Attorney-Genernl and the Colonial 8ecre
tary-l 2. 

Did not vote-Messrs. Mackey and Dias 
-2.

Amendment lost.
The Chai1·man then put the Attorney

General's amendmeut and the Committee 
divided aud voted :-

For- Messrs. Mn.ckey, Jackson, Jacob, 
Wood, Crease, Laing, D'AnJrad�, Austin, 
Seaford, !Jr. Maclennan, Prp�r Dash, 
the A ttorney-Genernl ant.I the Colonial 
Secretary-13. 

Against-Messrs, C. V, Wight, Peer 
Bacchus, L>e Aguiar, Gonsalves and Percy 
C. Wight-5.

Diel not vute-Mr. Dias--1.

 

A.iaelJirii:nt carried.
�ew chtuse 14 put, arnl agreed to.

l3ill passed as amended.

The Council rei:;umed.

- .. 

THE AT'l.'ORNEY-GENERAL: I mo.ve 
that " A Bill intituled an Ordinance to 
restrict in specified areas the increase of 
rent of certain classes of dwelling-houses 
and the right to 1 ecover possession 
thereof, and for purposes connected with 
the matters aforesaid " be read a third 
time and passed. 

Professor D ! SH seconded. 

Question put, and agreed �o. 
Bill read a third time itnd passed. 

GA111BL1NG PREVENTION (AMENDMEN1') BILL. 
TaB ATTORNEY-GENER ,L: I move 

that " A Bill intitulet.l an Ordinance to 
amend the Gambling Prevention Ordi
na.nce, Chapter· 95, by exempting certain 
lotteries and sweepstakes from the opera
tion of the p1·ovisions· thereof and by 
constituting the Sweepstakes (Charity) 
Committefl" be read a third time and 
passed. 

PL"Ofessor DASH seconded. 

Question put, and agreed to, 

Bill rear! a thfrd time and passed. 

The President adjourn�d the Council 
sine die. 
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