








2085  Acquisition of Land

{ Mr, Luckhoo]

and gociologists have denied that land
can properly be subject Lo private
owneiship. People who are not neces-
sarily either socialists or communists
but people who have endeavoured tu
make a study of this particular prob-
lein, have maintained their stand that
land should not be tne subject of pri-
vate ownership. Indeed it has Dbeen
said that since land is essential to all,
if the vwners of it were tu he given
their full rights of property ¢ would
alfect the lives of all men. Im coet it
iz interesting to find that in Sovi&
vountries this is propounded as one of
their prinecipal ¢bjects — the control
of land in order to control lives.

Since land is limited in aiea the
owiersnip of land becomes a monopoly.
As scon as the density of tue popula-
tion has passed a certain limit the
ownership of land becomes a monopois,
When the density of the population is
against the availability of land and
ecauses a problem of land and popula-
tion, then measures have to be adopted
to meet the exigencies which arise theve-
from:. In other words, wnen you have
the density of the population increas-
ing to such an extent that there is con-
flict between land and population, it
1s necessary for one to resort io cer-
ain particular measures in
1wcet tiat situation,

order {n

As I have said, in this initial in-
Teace I shull be merely dealing in
C'i‘;)lfirst .part with the general prin-
then‘ ‘\v}}lch I adopt and accept, and
m_inciplsnull endeavour to tal«:e. those
existinquélnd correlate ‘them with the
of Guiana 'uwmstances of our good land
& Tod, iy ‘;hen you ha_m'e i problem
two solutiog :;?l?jtlon ;.t SEETIA tha.'t

| T
nationalisatbn and 'jleoitﬁevrd ,tai:fio:j

25TH APRIL, 1957

(Land Settlement) Bill 2088

Nationalisation, as hon. Members know
only too well, consists of the transfer
of lana from the domain of private
ownership to that of national owner-
ship. It is a form of what they term
as collective socialism. This can be
done in two ways. Sinee nationalisa-
tion of land pre-supposes expropriation
of the existing owner, it means that
the law will have to be enforced. There
are two ways in which this can be
done — expropriation without indem-
nification, which is virtually confisca-
tion. As a matter of fact in certain
countries behind the Iron Curtain they
cayv that you can enjoy the land as long
2s you live, but real property is not
subject to inheritance, and so with
the passage of time and your demise
the land accrues to the State. That is
an example of expropriation without
indemnification. The other approach
is expropriation with idemnification,
wwhich means very simply the purchase
of land by the State.

In my endeavour to do seme little
research in this matler the earliest
author whom I could find {o profound

tils particular theory — for then it
wag merely a theory — was an econo-
mist nawed Jossen who said that the

State could not in justice confiscate
real property since it had been consti-
tuted and senctioned under the guar-

antce of law. He sald that for the
ztate to do so it must have com-

plete disregard for the sanctity and the
jundamental pinciples of law. He
went on to say that legal processes
could be introduced into every country
whereby, for the sake of public
utility and public service, the State
could acquire land. The exact woerds

he uses are “‘expropriation for
veasons of public utility on the
paymeint of fair compensation.” BEco-

nomists have severely criticised the
good Mr. Jossen. Tney have pouinted




































































