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MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting of the

Council held on Wednesday, 25th  Jan-
uary, 1961, as printed and circulated.
were taken as read and confirmed.
ANNOUNCEMENTS
LEAVE TO MEMBER
Mr Speaker: Honeurable  Mem-

bers, the hon. Nominated Member, Mr.
A G. Tasker. hus asked for feave
today’s sitting.

fromm

ORDER OF THE DAY
BILLS — SECOND READING
TATE

DUTY ({(AMENDMENT)
BILL
The Fmancial Secrefsry
DAndrade):  Sir. I beg to move
Second Reading of a Bill intituled:

“An Ordinance 1o amend the Estate
Dty Ordinance ™

{Mr.
the

Section 14 of the Estate Duty  Or-
dinance has always been understood to
give the Commissioner of Inland Reve-
nue, and before him the Registrar when
the Ordinance was administered by the
Hegistrar, the power to make his own -
ventory and valuation of an  estate for
estate duty purposes if he is  dissatisfied
with the inventory and valuation submit-
ted to him by the taxpayer.

Section 14 (1) provides “‘that the
Commissioner shall, if he is satisfied with
the inventory and estimate of value given
in the declaration as originally delivered.
or with any amendments that are  made
therein upon his requisition, assess the
duty on the footing of the inventory and
estimate; but he may, if he is dissatisfied
with the inventory and estimate. cause
an inventory and estimate to be taken by
ANy AsSessor or assessors  appointed by
the Governor, and te assess the duty sn
the footing of the last-mentioned inven-
tory and estimate, subject to  appeal as
hereinafter provided.”
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Section 14 (3) provides that “Am
person who 1s made accountable by this
Ordinance and is dissatisfied with any
valuation ¢r ussessment made by or on
behalf of the Commissioner. the sum in
dispute in respect of duty on that assess-
ment exceeding  one  hundred  dollars,
may, on giving to the Commissioner.
within twenty-one days after recciving
notice of the valuation or assessment. a
notice in writing of his intention 1o ap-
peal against the valuation or assessment,
and, within the further period of twenty-
one days, a statement in  writing of the
grounds of the appeal, appeal by peti-
tion accordingly to the Supreme Court.”

The reference to “*valuation or  as-
sessment made by or on behalf of the
Commissioner™ has always been under-
stood to mean that the Commissioner
has the right 1o make his own valuation
and inventorv. The law has been ad-
ministered #n this basis in the past, but
in a recent decision the Supreme  Court
has declared that the Section does not
bear this interpretation.

The estate  duty law in Jamaica,
Trinidad, Barbados and in England pro-
vides the Commissioner with a  similar
power to make his own inventories and
valuations. This 1s a necessary power
since the Commissioner must be able to
criticize and dispute the valuation of the
cstate submitted to him. The taxpayer,
of course, has the right to appeal in any
case from the Commissioner’s decision.

The Bifl now before the Council 1s
designed to cstablish  the right of the
Commissioner {fo make such inventorics
and valwat:ons. Clause 2 of the Bill pro-
vides that “The Commissioner shall, if
he is satistied with the inventory and es-
fimate of valie given in the declaration
as originaily delivered, or with any
amendment that is made therein upon his
reqguisition. assess the duty on the basis
of the inventory and estimate. but if he
is dissatisfied with the inventsry and es-
timate; he shall either make an  inven-
tory and cstimate himself or cause an in-




1007  Lstate Duty
ventory and estimate to be made on his
behalf by a person named by him, and
on the basis of the inventory and estimate
so made, he shall have power to assess
the duty payable, subject to appeal as
hereinafter provided.”

Clause 3 is designed to validate acts
by the administering authority in the
past. The acts were based on the belief
that the law, as it now stands, had given
the Commissioner the right to make his
own inventories and valuations. 1 pro-
pose, at the proper time, to move the
Amendments circulated to hon. Members
regarding Clause 2 by substituting the
word “snall” for “may” in line 6 of the
new Section 14 (1) of the Principal Or-
dinance. This new Clause 3 is designed
to make it quite clear that the validation
Section under the Ordinance will not,
and is not intended in any way to, over-
rule any previous decisions by the Court.

The Minister of Trade and Industry
(Dr. Jagan): I beg to second the Motion.

Mr. Gajraj: I do not propose to dis-
agree with the idea behind the Bill. I
think it is right that the Commissioner
should have the power to make his own
inventory and assess the estate duty
payable, if he is not satisfied with that
which has been presented to him by the
parties in question. I agree with the
hon. Financial Secretary that this power
is a desirable one, but what 1 am wor-
ried about is the attempt which is being
made to change the interpretation of
the particular Section of the Ordinance
to meet with the interpretation which
the Government Departments and oft-
ficers have been carrying out for all
these years.

It strikes, in my opinion, at a very
important root in the rights and privi-
leges of the citizens of this or any
country. Because when the Legislature
in its wisdom passes laws, those laws are
espected to be effective upon all. The
same law must be effective upon the
Government officers who, perhaps, ad-
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minister the provisions of the law, as it
would be on the subject who has to
carry out his part of the particular Or-
dinance.

As 1 understand it, the officers
who have been administering this Section
of the Ordinance for all these years have
understood that they had a certain right.
They have been administering it along
those |lines, but recently, from what 1
have heard from the Financial Secretary,
a decision of the Supreme Court has indi-
cated that the interpretation placed upon
it by the officers in question is not
possible.  If a subject should interpret
any law in his own way over a number
of years and then it was pointed out to
him that he had committed acts which
were legally wrong, would it be right to
expect Government to come forward
with legislation to cover the wrongful
acts which had been committed over the
years? I venture to suggest not. Such
a person would be told by the Court that
he had acted contrary to the law and
therefore he must abide by the conse-
quences.

So that if a subject has to abide by
the consequences of his wrong interpre-
tation of the law, I claim that in all equity
the Government, or officers of the Gov-
ernment, must also stand by what they
have done wrongly, and should not come
to the I.egislature and ask us to pass
legislation whereby their wrongful acts
can be covered up and validated.

The Financial Secretary has rc-
ferred to the Amendment which he cir-
culated to us yesterday, but that has
been done merely to prevent us {rom
being charged with overriding the de-
cision of the Supreme Court. But I claim
that the Amendment does not go far
enough, because it does speak only of the
decision of the Court. How do we know
that there may not be even now appeals
which have not been heard under this
particular Section — appeals against the
interpretation which we are now being
told is wrong?
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[Mr. GaJRA

If we were o pass this Amendment
as it is, then those appeals which have
not been heard would not benefit from
the law as it stood then, because htigants
would be tid by the Court that since
no decision of the Court had been made
the new Ordinance overrides any right
they might have had before.  But since
an individual has 21 days after an
assessment to lodge an appeal there may
be seme people who have the right today,
but will find that right extinguished by
our passing this particular Clause.

So I feel that although Government,
in its wisdom. feels that it is dsing the
nght thing, when these points are put
forward it may be convincing that it may
be trampling upon the rights of the subject
which we must be very careful that we
should not extinguish  willy-nilly. It
Gevernment  maintains its stand  and
insists that the proposals in this Bill
should be carried out, T will not be able
to support it because of this particular
provision,

The Atftornev-Generai  (Mr. Aus-
tiny:  What the hon. Member has said
is very important -— that we must not
take away any rights from any person,
certainly without justification.  There
is a distinction  between  validating
wrongs which are wrongs at any time,
and validating acts which were wrong at
a certain time but would be right in ye-
lation to the Jaw as it was altered.  That.,
in cffect, is what we are trying to do.
and 1t 1s no new thing.  Where the law
is being altered and ecerrain acts have
been performed in the past which were
wrong at the time. but which. neverthe.
fess. would have heen right had the new
law been in force then. it is considered
perfectly  reasonable to validate  those
wrongful acts,

In point of fact the Commissioner
of Estate Duty operated for many years
on an intcrpretatian of the present Sce-
tton 14(1), that was thought to be cor-
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rect, but in an action the Supreme Court
has held that it was not right, although
it was in accordance with practice every-
where else. Our law was out of step,
and what has happened 1s that since the
fearned Judge gave his decisien in Feb-
ruary, 1960, pearly a year age, the Com-
missioner of  Estate Duty immediately
ceased his pracuce to interpret the law
as he had donc in the past, and since
that time he has been  acting in accor-
dance with the judgment of the Supreme
Court.  Therefore there 13 no one  with
any right of appeal who has had his
estate assessed by the Commissioner him-
sclf in accordance with Scection 14 (1) as
he had interpreted the faw  before  the
judgment.

What this  Bill  secks to do s to
bring our law into linc  with what hap-
pens elsewhere in o corresponding cases,
and what we thought was the proper in-
terpretation of our law. But with respect
to the Supreme Court and the case that
was decided then, and all other cases
that have been dealt  with in a  similar
way, those are being left. So that there is
no question of taking away any vested
rights which have m the meantime ac-
crued  te anvbody.  Indeed. we  were
sensitive fo this objection because the
original proviso had the effect, quitc un-
wittingly, of probably overriding the
Court’s decision.

That point was raised and acknow-
ledged,  and in order not to  withdraw
anv right given by the Court, this amend-
ment of o further proviso was made in
the faw. I give an  assurance that the
Commissioner has. since thatr judgment,
always carried out the law as interpreted
by the Court: that we are merely valida-
ting any of his procedural acts that were
technically wrong.  although. of  course.
performed n the utmost  good faith be-
fore.

It has been pointed out to us that

we need not do it because the  rights of
appeal have cxpired. but 1t 18 not a

satisfactory thing to do. 1t is far better
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to be open and fair and to validate the
technically wrong acts of the Com-
missioner made in good faith but never-
theless in accordance with what hap-
pens elsewhere. and will happen under
this new law.

The Speaker: Were the words
“make an inventory and estimate him-
self” ever in the law before?

The Attorney-General :
sent law reads as follows:

“14.—(1) The Registrar shall, if he
is atisfied with the inventory and estimate
of value given in the declaration as origin-
ally delivered, or with any amendments
that are made therein upon his requisition,
assess the duty on the footing of the in-
ventory and estimate; but he may, if he
is dissatisfied with the inventory and esti-
mate, cause an inventory and estimate to
be taken by uny assessor or assessors
appointed by the Governor, and to assess
the duty on the footing of the Ilast-
mentioned inventory and estimate, sub-
ject to appeal as hereinafter provided.”

Mr. Speaker: So that the words

“make an inventory and estimate him-
self” are new.

The pre-

The Attorney-General: Yes, Sir, It
is new in the law, but since the word
“may” was in the law it was interpreted
that the Commissioner of Estate Duty
could appoint assessors, but alternatively
he could assess an estate himself.

Mr. Speaker: How long was that
practice in vogue? I think 1 heard the
Financial Secretary say that it was in
operation for a long time.

The
Mr.

The
carliest reference
Duke.

Financial  Secretary:
in the file is to

Mr Spe ker:
is not correct.

I can tell you that

The Attorney-Gene al: At east
during the time of the present Com-
missioner of Estat Duty, and [ should
imagine that is for some yea -
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Mr. Tello: Mr. Speaker, I feel,
after listening to the hon. Nominated
Member, Mr. Gajraj, that he has made
out a very strong case for withdrawing
Clause 3 from this Bill. I think he has
made the point clear; and 1 felt when
1 saw the hon. the Attorney-General
rose, he had done so to thank Mr. Gaj-
raj for his observation and to support
him. Although the hon. Nominated
Member, Mr. Gajraj, has made such a
strong point, I think the Attorney-
General has made it even stronger be-
cause he said that since the decision of
the Supreme Court was made, the Com-
missioner continued to act in accor-
dance with the true interpretation as
was interpreted by the Court. Well,
what are we debating? Already, the
Commissioner accepted that he erred
and. because he erred, he ceased to
continue in his error. Then, there is no
nced for this legislation.

I think if we want to be fair—and
Gevernment can be just as fair—we
can complete that Clause to make pro-
vision to reimburse all those people who
had to pay money because of the mis-
interpretation of the law. Certain people
were made to pay some extra duties be-
cause the Commissioner misinterpreted
the Ordinance and committed certain
acts. | think that the Mover of the Bill
should accept the suggestion made, and
m good faith withdraw the Clause.

The Financial Secretary:  In view
of what the hon. Nominated Member.
Mr. Gajraj has said, I propose to delete
the Clause. I should point out, how-
ever, that the point made by Mr. Tello,
about previous taxpayers being penalized
by the law so applied is not really so:
because it is open to the taxpayer either
to accept the valuation made by the
Commissioner or to take his rights to
appeal. In some cases he accepted it:
in other cases, he took his rights to
appeal.

Question put, and agreed to.

Bill read a S cond tim
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COUNCIL IN COMMITTEE

itself  into com-
or the Bill Crause by

Councit resolved
méi‘{cc to consid

Clause ] Short title.

The Vinancial Secretary: There
5 odn Armnmncm to “19607; instead, it
should be 19617

Question put, and agreed to.

Clause | passed as amended.

Clause 2 — Amendment io section
i af Chapier 307.

The Financial Secretary: 1 beg to
move that the word “shall” be substi-
twted for the word “may™ in the sixth
iine of the new section 14(1).

Question put, and agreed to.

Clagse 2 passed as amended.

Mir. Kendall ¢ Before  the next
Clause is  discussed, 1 would like to
know if there are many appeals pending
decision,  based on the  Interpretation
made by the Commissioner prior to this
change?

The Attornev-General:  So far o
we know, onlvy one which has been
decided and, as T said —— | do not know
whether the hon. Member was in his
seat - that decision was :::iv{:n in Feh.
ruary, 1960, Since that time, n: Com-
missioner has been assessit ¢ duties
in accordance with that duoimnx On
behalt of my friend, the hon. Financial
Secrctary, I move that Clause 3 be
deleted: but T would Tike to give an ex-
danation for this.

=

f do not withdraw 2 word of what
T said in mv Second Reading speech.
What that Clause secks (o do s really o
tidying up operation which is merely
academic more than anything else. My
hon, Friend, My, Tello, asked what does

20TH JANUARY,
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the Clause seck to  validate.  The
answer is that we sought to validate, as
a tidving up operation, the invalid acts
of the Commissioner before the judg-
ment was given in February.

The hon. Nominated Member sug-
gested that people who were assessed by
the  Commissioner  before  February,
1960, necessartly had to pay more than
they would have paid had they been
assessed by assessors, but that is not

necessartty so at atl, T sull say that
from an academic point of view, it
wenld  be better to validate the Com-

missioner’s wrongful acts even though
they were in line with what the faw is
aoing to he.

Since the fecling of the other side
of the Council 18 so strong on this psint
and it does not really affect the purposcs
of the Bil, 1 feel that the democratic will
should be allowed to prevail on this
occasion.  The point has been made
and as it does not go to the root of the
Bill,  am prepared to compromise by
deleting the validation provision.

My, Huobbard: 1 should like to add
4 Httle human interest fo this debate.
the benefit of the advice of

T have had
the Commissioner of Estate Duty in
another place, and there I learnt that the
judoment which has given rise to this
Bill, had the effect of penalizing the
person who approached the Court on
the matter beeause the Commissioner of
Estate Duty had ass :d the taxpayer
in & certain sum. He objected on the

that the Commis had no
sing him and he went to the

. The Court fmm(* ﬁmt ﬂw Com-
ioner did not have the right. but the
assessors appointed by thr: Court taxed
him i a greater sum than the Commis-
sioner had mtended to. So, it is human
to err, whether vou arc a Court or an
appelflant.

Mr. Gajrai L owould ke 1o say .
word or two on this point. As 2 mauﬁ
of fact, 7 want to con mntu}am the Gov-
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ernment-for deciding on this matter and
agreeing not to press for the insertion of
Clause 3 or for the Amendment as pro-
posed because, although 1 agree with the
hon. the Attorney-General that after
February, 1960, the Commissioner has
been following the interpretation given
by the Court, and not the former prac-
tice, who can best determine that there
has been no case of victimization, in one
way or another, which has occurred
since?

But I do not fully support the state-
ment which has been made, that people
have not been made to pay more than
they should because, from the words of
the hon. the Financial Secretary himself,
one finds that what has been going on is
this: if the Commissioner of Estate Duty
was not very happy with the inventory
and the prices attached to the items, he
would then suggest that this thing is bad
and would get it raised somewhat; and
it has been so, I am sure.

I have no personal interest or ex-
perience in this matter, but I can quite
appreciate the taxpayer feeling that the
Commissioner has not the right to press
him some more or negotiate for a figure
which would be in excess of that origin-
ally stipulated in the inventorv. So
that, although done legally, the fact is
that many persons have paid more than
they need to have paid, if this interpre-
tation of the Court had been followed
originally.  Be that as it may, the
Attorney-General has also indicated
that in all such cases, the time limit for
lodging appeals has long since past.

In short, in accordance with the
Ordinance, no one can lodge an appeal
at this time. I do not know if some
legal adviser could suggest to his clients
that they have a case to go to the Court
of Equity, that is why [ have been in-
terested in finding out whether the right
of the subject would not be extended by
a Clause like this.  If the subject has
no right, very well; but my point is: if
there is a title of right, let us not ex-
tinguish it by this Clause.
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Mr. Jackson: [ am not so much
concerned about the Amendment which
has been discussed this afternoon as I
am with the statement made by the hon.
Nominated Member, Mr. Hubbard. 1In
his brief contribution to the debate he
said that, since the appeal was dealt with
and a decision handed down, he had a
discussion with the Commissioner of
Estate Duty who told him that

The Chairman:
way.

Mr. Jackson: Is it within the pur-
view of the hon. Member to make such
inquiries from the Commissioner of
Inland Revenue? Has the Commis-
sioner the right to pass on such confi-
dential information to the hon. Member?
While we are of the view that the ques-
tion of income tax should be dealt with
secretly and confidentially, we cannot
say now that that is the case because we
have information to the contrary.

That was by the

Mr. Hubbard: The information
was available to anvbodv: there was no
secret in the maltter.

The Chairman: The Question is.
that Clause 3 be deleted.

Question put, and agreed to.

Clause 3 deleted.
Council resumed.

The Financial Secretary: Sir, 1
beg to report that the Bill was considered
in Committee with Amendments to
Clauses 1 and 2, and the deletion of
Clause 3. | now beg to move that the
Rill be read the Third time.

Question put. and agreed to.

Bill read the Third time and passed.

DRAINAGE & IRRIGATION
(DECLLARATION OF AREA) BILL

The Minister of Natural Resources
(Mr. Benn): Sir, T beg to move the
Sccond Reading of a Bill entitled:
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Bill 101¢¥

Land Development Scheme owe to the
Crovernment. Mo decision has been taken
to write off any of these rentals or other

charges due to the Governmeni. and no
request has heen made to do so,
M. Kendoily No reguest bas  to

come from this Council. Tf you want to
give these people greater respounsibility,
then vou should see 1o it that arrange-
mient is being made for them to pay. |
think the Minister should have thought
of that betore bringing this matter to the
Council.

Henn: An officer of the Land
Dievelopment Department. goes to Cane
Grove fortnightly to collect the rentals
duc to the Land Development Depart-
ment. Arrangements have been made tc
eollect the rent

Mr. Gajrai: Sir, [ thought we were
in Committee, but I still see the Mace on
the Table. The Minister has been speak-

ing so often!

Mr. Speaker: Questions were asked
of the Minister, and if he wishes to an-
awer them it is left to him,

Question put, and agreed to.
Biit read a Second time.
IN

COUNCIL COMMITTEE

Counctl resolved itself into  Com-
mittee, and approved the Bill as printed.

My. Benn: 1 beg to report that the
Bill has been considered 1n Commuittee
without Amendment, and o move that
it be read the Third time.

Oestion put, and agreed (o,

Bill read the Third time and passed.
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ELECTORAL PROVISIONS (REGIS-
TRATION) BILL

Mr. Speaker: The next item on the
Order Paper is a Bill intituled:
“An Ordinance to provide for the

registration of electors for the purpose of
elections to the Legislative Assembly.”

An Hon. Memb r:
hon. Chief Secretary?

Wh re is the

Mr. Speaker: According to Stand-
ing Orders, another Minister can move
the Second Reading of the Bill.

The Attorney-General: Sir,

[At this stage the hon. the Chicf
Secretary entered the Chamber.]

The Chief Secretary (Mr. Hedges):
Sir, I beg to move the Second Reading
of a Bill intituled:

“An Ordinance to provide for the
registration of electors for the purpose of
elections to the Legislative Assembly.’

This Bill is not designed for the sole
purpose of meeting the needs of the
forthcoming general elections though, ot
course, it has been introduced now with
this purpose very much in mind. At pre-
sent we have 14 electoral districts, and
the existing electoral roll, which was pre-
pared in 1956, is insufficient to meet
cur needs for the forthcoming elections.
With the large increase in the number
of constituencies for elections to the
Legislative Assembly under the pro-
posed new Constitution, it would be 1m-
practicable to employ the present elec-
toral rolls for the purpose of these elec-
tions. The rolls themselves are many
years out of date, and nothing more has
been done other than to revise them an-
nually. There is need, therefore, for new
legislation.

Part | of the Bill deals with the ad-
ministrative arrangements for setting up
the necessary machinery, and it will be
seen that the appointments of electoral
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registrars, debuty electoral registrars and
enumerators are to be made by the
Governor.

Part 11 of the Bill deals with regis-
tration. Clauses 9 and 10 show that the
Bill is designed not only for the com-
pilation of the first register, but pro-
vision is also made to see that the regis-
ter is kept up-to-date. Every four years
a new register is to be compiled, and this
will entail a house-to-house count, the
enumerators using precisely the same
methods as that which will be adopted
for compiling the first register.

In other words, every four years
we shall have a new register, and in the
intervening period revision will be made
anually to this register. No dates for such
revision of the register is included in the
Bill. but it must, however, be done each
year at a time as may be appointed by
Order of the Governor. As [ have said.
one new register is to be compiled every
four years by employing enumerators to
make a house-to-house count. The
revision, however, is done on a voluntary
ba is. and persons who feel that their
names should be added to the register
may put forward a claim for admission.
It might be useful if 1 added that in the
United Kingdom T understand the prac-
tice was for a new register to be com-
piled twicc a year, but on the ground of
cxpense it is now only done annually.

Here it is proposed to have a new
register every four years., with an an-
nual revision in the intervening period.
The reason for this is partly on the
ground of expense and also on the
ground that it seems to be unnecessary.
The ideal is that a new electoral regis-
ter should be compiled just before the
Legislature reaches the end of its per-
missible constitutional life. which is and
will be four years. It is a great improve-
ment on the existing legislation where-
by a revision can go on year in and year
out without the need for a new register
to be compiled.



1O2 0 Electoral Provisions

PTaE Cimep Svopptan 2

Part [IT of the Bill deals with of-
fences, It will be noted that Clause 16
{1} provides for double the normal
penalty that can be imposed for of-
fences under this Bill. The reason for
this is  obvicus. Registration officers
have a special n sponsibility for produc-
ing accurate anc reliable registers, and
wilful omission «f any  person entitled
to have his namt .a the register could.
if done on a laree scale, influence elec-
tion results.  Hence the need for a
severer penalty than for the other of-
fences set out in the Bill.

As mentinned in Clause 24 (13,
the Special Registration Ordinance, the
Special Revisal Ordinance. 1953, and
the Special Revisal Ordinance. 1956,
will be repealed with the passing into
taw of this Bill.

The First Schedule to the Bill com-
prises the Registration Rules. and for
the most part this Schedule sets out the
administrative  arrangements  that  are
necessary for the compilation or revision
of the register. The Second Schedule =ets
out the forms that are required for the
operation of the rules. Part 1 of the Re-
agistration Rules provides. under Rule 2.
for registration notices to be  posted up
in the form set out as Form 2 in the
Second Schedule.  which will define the
boundaries of each polling division in
cach electoral district. These polling
divisions are purely administrative  de-
vices to assist in the compilation of the
register and subsequent  conduct  of
the election.

What the Government has in mind
is that there should be 630 polling
divisions in  the country with  be-
fween 400 and 700 electors in each
polling division. The number of clectors
may be less in a polling division in the
intertor because the population is sparse
and scattered, but in the rural areas and
the urban areas the number will vary be-
tween 408 and 700. and these numbers
have been designed to prevent clogging
at the polling stations on clection day.
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Experience  has  shown that  polling
stations can accommaodate between 400
and 700 voters, provided of course that
cverybody does not  wait 1o cast his
vote at the last moment.

Part 11 of the Registration Rules
sets out the procedure to be  followed
for the revision of the register. Part 11
sets out the arrangement for examining
and correcting the preliminary list, =0
that the final and complete register can
be produced by the Electoral Registrar
showing the names of all persons c¢n-
titled to vote at anv general or by-elec-
tion, This Bill is non-controversial and
is designed to produce a register of per-
sons entitled to vote. Tt is not designed
for the sole purpose of meeting the
needs of the forthcoming general clec-
tion. and 1t is not heing introduced with
that exclusive purpose in view.

Hon. Members will recall that on
the 29th  November a  Government
Notice was issued which  stated that a
house-to-heuse enumeration would  be-
in on the 16th fanuary. and on the
17th January a further notice was pub-
lished stating that the enumeration had
heen postponed.  The reason  for  ad-
vancing the date i to permit the ‘guali-
fuing date” to be put forward nearer to
the elecrion date.  The further forward
the  ‘qualifying date’ can be put  the
ereater the number of people that may
be eligible to cast their votes if they be
sged 21, Provided thev meet the other
onditions. any persen aged 21 on the
‘qualifving  date’ can  cast his or  her
vote. T hope very chortlv to be able to
announce the gualifving date and the
clectoral time-table that will go with 1t
I now move that the Bill be read a
Socond time.

The Attornev-Generat- 1 ber 1o
second the Motion, reserving my risht
to speak at a later stage.

Question put. and agreed to.

Bill read a Second time.
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Council resolved itself into Com-
mittee and passed the 25 Clauses of
the Bill as printed.

First Schedule.

The Attornev-General: [ have de-
tected a small clerical ecrror in para-
graph 7 which I ask to be corrected. Tt
reads: The enumerator shall on the
“twenty-eight” day . . . It should read:
The enumerator shall on the “twenty-
eighth” day . . .

Question put, and agreed to.

First
ded.

Schedule passed as amen-

Second Schedule passed as printed.

Council resumed.
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The Chief Secretarv: I beg to re-
port that the Electoral Provisions (Reg-
istration) Ordinance, 1961, was con-
sidered in Committee and passed with
one Amendment, and 1 move that the
Bill be read the Third time.

Question put, and agreed to.

Bill read the Third time and pas-
sed.

ADJOURNMENT

The Chief Secretary: I beg to
move that Council adjourns until next
Thursday. February 2, 1961, at  two
o’clock.

Council adjourned accordingly at
3.25 p.m.
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