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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Thursday, 27th July, 1944.

The Council met at 12 noon, the
Hon. E. G. Woolford, O.B.E.. K.C.,
Deputy President, in the Chair.

PRESENT

The Hon. E. G. Woolford. O.B.E.,
K.C. (New Amsterdam), Deputy Presi-
dent.

The Hon. the Colonial Secretary. ilr.

W. L. Heape, C.M.G.

The Hon. the Attorney-General, Mr.
E. O. Pretheroe, M.C., K.C,

The Hon. the Colonial Treasurer, Mr.
E. F. McDavid, C.B.E.

The Hon. F. J. Seaford, C.B.E.

(Georgetown North).

The Hon. J. A. Luckhoo, XK.C. (Nemi-
nated)

The Hon. C. V. Wight (Western
Essequibo).

The Hon. J. I. de Aguiar (Central
Demerara).

The Hon. H. N. Critchlow (Nomi-
nated).

The Hon. F. Dias, O.B.E. (Nomi-
rnated).

The Hon. M. B. G. Austin, O.B.E.
(Nominated).

The Hon. J. B. Singh, O.B.E. (Dem-
erara-Essequibo).

The Hon. Peer Bacchus (Western

Berbice),
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The Hon. C. R. Jacob (North West-

ern District).

“The Hon. A G. King (Demerars

River).
The Hon. T. Lee (Essequibo River).

The Hon. A. M. Edun (Nominated).

The Hon. V. Roth (Nominated).
The Hon. C. P. Ferreira (DBerhice
River).

The Clerk read prayers.

MINUTES.

The minutes of the meeting of the
Council held on the 2ist July, 1944,
as printed and circulated, were
confirmed with the following amend-
ment by the hon. the  Attorney-

General :—

“Deletion of the words “the Stand-
ing Rules and Orders” appearing in
the first paragraph after the words
*Order of the Day,” and the subslitu-
tion therefor of the words “Standing
Rule and Order No. 87

ANNOUNCEMENT.

RiCE FARMERS (SECURITY OF TENURE)
BILL.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Hon.
Members will recall that at the last
meeting the second reading of the Rice
Farmers (Security of Tenure) Bill was
under discussion and the hon. Member
for Demerara River (Mr. King) was
speaking. I propose with your concur-
rence that the debate on that Bill be
adjourned and another Bill, the Soap
Bill, be proceeded with instead. There
are some reasons for that altogether
apart from the absence of the hon.
Member. The particular clause that was
affected by the discussion at the
moment was the right the Bill offered
to give the District Commissioner the
power to fix the standard rent. 1 am
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Police the right to *‘seize any soap
wvhich is not, or which he suspecis is

not, of the standard of quality
prescribed in section four of this
Ordinance.™ I consider that most

extraordinary power. How can a person
suspect that soap is not of a certain
standard of quality without having had
it analysed? I do not know that the
Police would Dbe uny wiser in that
matter than I would be. The proposed
amendment does not protect the manu-
facturers in the way I think they should
be protected. It seeks to protect the
manufacturer in two respects only. The
Police cannot seize this soap if it is at
the moment in the course of manufac-

ture, or, in the other case, if he is
awaiting a certificate from the
Analyst.

I presume that a manufacturer
would be making soap every day, and
at the end of ten days he may have 100
boxes of soap. The Police may seize one
box or one bar of soap from a box.
They have the right to assume that the
remaining 99 boxes of soap are of the
same inferior quality and can seize
them all. Thut would be very unjust.
Before they seize they should be satis-
fied in the proper manner that the
quantity of soap they propose to seize
is below standard. They can buy the
entire lot of soap, but they must not
assume that because a sample taken
from a particular case is found to he
below standard the soap in the other 99
boxes is also below standard. I suggest
that this amendment be further amended
to prevent the Police seizing soap
unless they have a certificate from the
Analyst that it is not up to standard.
A man may manufacture a perfectly good
soap today and tomorrow, through the
carelessness of a workman, there may be
a_drop in the standard. To seize all the
goap suspected to be below standard
would mean putting up the manufac-
turer’'s shutters for him. After all no
proceedings can be brought against
a manufacturer unless there is a
certificate from the Analyst. He
has no means of thinking in vela-
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tion to a matter of which we have no
knowledge. | suggest that in order to
put this thing right these people shculd
be protected in the way I have indicated.

The hon. the Attorney-General said
there is no soap industry in this
Colony. Perhaps strictly speaking he
may be right, but I have reason in
believing that the soap manufactured
in this Colony during the war has
heen of considerable use to the
community generally and not only the
poor people. I have seen very good locally
—manufactured soap used in my own
house and hy nearly everybody. Wha:x
do you scrub your floor with, not with
scented soap, not with that as said by
the hon. Member of Georgetown North
used by the ladies? It has been a salva-
tion that there has been energy on ihe
part of some people here to manufacture
soap—the kind we call common soap. It
has proved a blessing in disguise to the
community that these people took upon
themselves to supply that commodily
which is essential to everyone, and we
must Dbe thankful and very grateful
to them for having done so. Perhaps,
in process of tirae it will be a thriving
industry. We who practise Law here
know that the Police take advantage of
a good many opportunities in doing
things which they should never avail
themselves of.

Mr. JACOB: I was hoping that this
Bill would not have brought forward
unfavourahle comments from certain
hon. Members to-day. I want to say
right away that I appreciate the remarks
made by the last hon. Member who has
spoken, and I endorse them and also the
remarks of the hon. Member for
Berbice River (Mr. Ferreira) regarding
the help this industry will be not only
te the coconut industry but to the local
working people. It has always been a
puzzle to me to see and know that
coconut products had to be sent from
here to the big soap combines in the
United Kingdom to be manufactured
into soap and that very soan shipped
back to this Colony through various
agencies and merchants to be comsumed
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by the working people and others in this
Colony. If it paid the importers of
‘raw products to import such articles as
coconut products . from this Colony,
paying high freight rates, turn them
into manufactured goods and ship them
back here through merchants and brec-
kers, then it is high time this Colony
should turn its raw products into manu-
factured goods even if it means
importing the skill to do so, and the
sooner we do so is the better.

I have got accustomed to listening

to the hon. Member for Ceutral Dem-
erara (Mr. de Aguiar) and the hon.
Member for Georgetown North (Mr.

Seaford) as regards delaying all these
matters—delaying everything and try-
ing to get information and in the end
the information that is collected is of
no value,

Mr. SEAFORD: To a point of
correction! I made no remark whatever
about delaying this matter. I would
be delighted to see it go through
immediately with one or two amend-
ments.

Mr. JACOB: I am very glad to
hear that, but what struck me as heing
very peculiar was when the hon. Memuver
for Georgetown North got up to speak
he said certain Members would have
raised the point that the matter be
further investigated and delayed. There-
fore he knew there must have been
some collaboration. This 1is not the
time for it, the hon. Member for Central
Demerara has said.

Mr. de AGUIAR: Excuse me! 1
do ask the hon. Member not to import
any words into my speech. I never said
the matter should be further deferred.
I am of the opinion that this is the
time for it if it is in order.

Mr. JACOB: I accept that. It is
sought that the matter be deferred for
further consideration, experts brought
in and the matter investigated. The
hon. Nominated Member, Mr. Dias,
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gave a reply to that. 1f in thig period
of national emergency we had not the
local talent and people manufacturing
soap here, the entire country would
have been in jeopardy. I agree that this
Government should take immediate
steps to prohibit the importation of
soap or limit the quantity to be allowed

to come into the Colony. I have seen
local soap samples equal to any
imported laundry soap sold in this
Colony.

My. ROTH: To a pomt of correc-

tion!  All samples ot local soap were
chemically analysed by the Minor
Industries Committee and two were

not only equal to but superior to the
imported soaps.

Myr. JACOB: My hon. friend has
said what I wanted to say. I have seen
the samples myself and I believe what

I was told that they are definitely
better than the two Dbest imported
soaps.

Mr. J. A. LUCKHOO: Three!

Mr. JACOB: These Soap Combines
can buy this Colony and, I believe, that
i& what certain interests in this Colony
want—these manufacturing combines
should be in a position to purchase ‘he
Colony and the majority of the people
in the Colony.

Mr. de AGUIAR:
hon. Member!

Including the

My. JACOB:
Member for Central
purchased at a price!

I Dbelieve the hon.
Demerara can be

Mr. de AGUIAR: The hon. Mem-
ber is speaking for himself.

Mr. JACOB: Yes; I believe he
can be purchased for a price. He has
suggested that 1 can Dbe purchased.
Maybe I have a price. but my price
is the Colony’s price.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT:
are discussing soap!

Mr. JACOB: I

We

was saying my
price is the Colony’s price. If the
Colony sinks I sink with it. If the
coconut industry sinks I sink with it.
I am hoping that this locally manufac-
tured article, soap, will not share the
same fate as the coconut products
bhave shared up to the present time. We
have got the Coconut Products (Control)
Oxdinance, No. 36 of 1935. Whils it
was - the intention of Government, I
believe, when that Ordinance was
introduced to give assistance to the
coconut industry, I find that the
coconut industry was not actually
acsisted. I am hoping that this Soap
Bill when it goes through will lead
to assistance to the various forms of
the coconut industry. I hope that when
this Bill is passed. as 1 hope it will
soon, it will be worked in such a way
as to encourage the irrigating and
draining of land, the planting of coco-

nuts and the making of soap, edible
oils and other articles, and that it
will help materially to improve the

coconut industry in this Colony. But I
am a little suspicious. 1 am a little
concerned especially when the hon.
Member for Georgetown North and
the hon. Member for Central Demerara
spoke so discouragingly about the
objects and the ultimate result that
may accrue, when this Bill goes through
tn the soap industry and the coconut
industry.

Mr. SEAFORD: I did not speak
discouragingly about the soap industry
and I did not mention the coconut
industry. All T said was that I did not
think the object of the Bill should be
to penalize the importer or to deal with
any other than common soabv.

Mr. JACOB: I do not see how the
importer should be penalized. The
hon. Member for Berbice River (Mr.
Ferreira) stated that some certificate
may accompany each shipment and the
importer, as he dnes mnow when he
imports milk,—the hon. Membey for
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Central Demerara knows that—and
other articles may notify the exporter
that the commodity must have a
certain percentage of certain constitu-
ents and if shipped below that percent--
age and there is any doubt as to the
commodity being not of the standard:
quality he can get the Customs
Authorities * to have it analysed and
not pay the draft at all. That is done.
As a matter of fact my hon. friend
knows very well the Customs do not
accept duty on butter and such other
things unless the analysis is taken.

Mr. de AGUIAR: I wish the
hon. Member will not distort facts.
The hon. Member knows, as he is an
importer, that the provisions of the
Ordinances governing the importation
of the articles referred to by him
specifically lay it down that those goods
are to be examined by the Government
Analyst before they are allowed entiry
into the Colony. In this Bill there is
no such provision. What happens is
this: If a man who imports soap is
allowed to pay duty in the ordinary
way and that soap is found to be below
the standard after it has cleared the
Customs, then it is subjected to certain
penalties. That is an entirely different

proposition. The hon. Member will
distort facts.
Mr. JACOB: 1 was hoping that

the hon Member would argue like that
and would have suggested while on
his feet that some such provision be
made here. He is not wholly correct,
but let us assume that he is correct.
Why do we not have the same provi-
gion included in this Bill then? As I
anderstand him, he is in favour of the
manufacture of most articles locally.
Why does he not make that constru-
tive suggestion? Why does he make
destructive suggestions, such as he did
during the course of his whole speech?
There can be little or no difficulty in
adopting the proposal here. I was very
pleased to hear the hon. Member say
this Bill is to aid the soap manufactur-
er, to encourage the manufacture of
good soap and not to obstruet and
hinder but to help. I think this Council
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ought to agree unanimously to any
constructive suggestion for the making
of the very best soap locally and not
penalise any importer wbile engaged
in impoerting the smallest possible
quantitv nf soap from abroad.

Mr. de AGUIAR: 1 am still
waiting to hear one constructive
suggestion from the hon. Member.

Mr. JACOB: The constructive
suggeslion is that all imported soaps
should be reduced in quantity to 25 per
cent. sv that the locally manufaciured
article would be encouraged, thus
providing employment tfor local pecple
and nse for local materials.

Mr. C. V. WIGHT: I find myself
in total agreement with the hon. Mem-
ber wlio has just taken his seat. I
happen to be a Menmber of the Secondary
Minor Industries Committee. There is
in certain quarters—and further T say
not—an attempt to decry  the
efforts of the Committee in regard to
minor imdustries, every effort that has
been made. I personally intend to go as
far as T can in endeavouring to support
as far as possible all minor industries.
Some may lose but others may not. They
are all going to be of some benefit, as
whatever is lost is going to be lost in
this Coleny. I have got at the stage of
being suspicious of increased taxation
and purchasing power in this Colony.
The tendency to-day is to create a
purchasing power, to increase wages and
salaries not to be spent here but to be
spent 1through Water Street and the
Customs in other countries which are
going 1o produce and manufacture the
goods. That is the thing this Council
has ' to watch and, I suggest, it should
watch very carefully. One of the reasons
why I shall endeavour, if possible, to
support, all minor industries is in ovder
that the purchasing power now being
created by these increased wageg, and
salaries shall be fully absorbed in this
Colony as much as possible. T personally
do not agree with the suggestion of the
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hon. Member for North-Western District
that there should be 25 per cent.
importation of soap.

Mr. JACOB: To a point of correc-
tion! At the present time. I qualify it.

Mr. C. V. WIGHT: 1 am glad to
hear the qualification. 1 agree with the
qualification so as to be able to get
unanimity on this general question. This
Soap DBill has taken a long time in
coming forward, and a considerable
amount of effort in trying to galvanise
action. I would like it to be presented.
Perhaps, I think a couple of years is a
rather short period, but T would rather
like to see every bit of soap manufac-
tured in this Colony and the imported
soaps totally prohibited. If people want
any fancy soaps they should be paid for.
That is my general policy towards all
imported articles. I know some will say
it is a form of prohibition of protactive
tariffs. As the hon. Member on my
left (Mr. Seaford) says “Increase the
cost of living.” That may or may not be
so, but I am rather perturbed when 1
hear about all these manufactured
importations. We are told on the one
hand that we must seek self-sufficiency;
we must try to be self-supporting. Yet
there is opposition. Are we given an
opportunity for industrialization of any
gort, any form of employment outside
the recognised stereotyped forms we
have? Tt is all very well to say we are
going to put in labour clauses, we are
going to increase wages, but are we
going to find employment for the people
who are employed in a certain stereo-
typed form known to us as well as other
employment? In England and other
countries it is quite easy to find any
other employment. You come out of one
job and find another somewhere else.
but you cannot do that here as the result
of the economics of this Colony. We
have to go forward and much faster
than we are doing in creating employ-
ment in this Colony in all forms of
secondary industries. It 1is perhaps
impractical, though T would like to see
it, to prohibit entirely the importation
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of certain goods. There are certain
goods, perhaps, we cannot touch such as
clothing and other goods. I fezl that zhe
policy indicated by the Soap Bill—T
think all Bills of this kind—should
receive the unanimous support of this
Council.

Mr. LEE: I would like to support
the remarks made by hon. Members
who have supported this principle that
all such industries should be assisted as
much as possible to the exclusion, if
necessary, of the imported articles, but
at the same time we must have the
standard quality that we are accustomed
to. From the hon. Nominated Member
or my right (Mr. Roth) this Council
was informed that on a test mads two
of che samples of locally manufactured
soap exceeded in quality the imported
article. If two companies or two private
individuals can manufacture soap in this
Colony better in gquality than that
prescribed in the Bill as well as better
than the imported article, can they not
at the same time produce soap in such
quantity as to meet the demands of the
local market? 1 sincerely wish that this
Council will pass this Bill. What we
are all clamouring for is that all minor
industries should be improved in +his
Colony so that there will be employment
for the people in this Colony. We say
on the one hand there are no industries
to absorb the unemployed, the boys
coming out of school and the men
coming from other places, but yet on
the other hand we have here Members
decrying those industries which uave
trying to improve the purchasing power
of the people of the Colony. Let us turn
to the Bill and we will see there is no
actual definition as to what is soap. The
only thing the Bill requires is that if
vou manufacture soap it must be »f a
certain standard of quality. The Govern-
ment requires it of the manufacturer.
It 1is a similar requirement as in the
case of milk. Government demands that
milk which is being sold must be of a
certain quality because it will be bene-
ficial to the health of the people. Thuse
who ‘want to rob the public must Dbe
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penalised. Why should there be any
fear as to the standard? When <you
get the Ordinance you will know the
requisite standard and the soap can
be manufactured accordingly. If import-
ers want the manufacturers abroad to
send down soap which is below the stand-
ard, then they must pay the penalty.
The reason why we get at the importer
ig because we cannot get at the foreign
manufacturer. That is the protection this
Gevernment is asking of the importer.
Why should people who are importing
scap be afraid of that? They can demand
of the manufacturer a guarantee in
writing that he will pay the penalty if
the soap is not of the required standard.
We are here to protect the public in
seeing that they get the required stand-
ard which will be beneficial to them.
I do not think anyone should gramble
over protecting a local industry when
we all say we want industries in this
Colony.

Mr. EDUN: The Bill in my hand
is a timely one and I heartily support
il. This is a time when an infant indus-
try should be encouraged, but it shculd
be encouraged to grow healthily. In this
I3ill T see the tendency is that the soap
industry should grow healthily and
unlike other industries we have in this
Colony. Take the rice industry, in the
manufacture of rice from padi there
are conditions which are not conducive

to the interests of both parties, and
we have a Bill coming up to rectify
those anomalies. If there are defects

in this Bill they would be rectified in
due course. I say protection is very
necessary for an infant  industry
especially for one like che soap industry,
and if Government is satisfied abou?
the quality of the soap manufactured by
these local industrialists, I think the
State ought to encourage them and
give them all the protection thay rneed
from the imported article. Apart from
that, the State has its duty to see that
soap of a good quality is being handed
out for local consumption. If 1 may
recall hon. Members’ memory, what
about the match industry? Was nat that
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local match protected with the rasult
that to-day there is hardly any imported
matches coming into the Colony? That
industry is to-day endeavouring o put
out a good article. If the match
industry has given such an indication
“surely we should encourage the soap
industry in the same way.

I want to pay tribute to the local
manufacturers of soap at this juncture
because they have done this country a
great service at a time of stress, and
we should encourage them with all our
might. Am I to understand that there
is a clash of interests between the
importers and the local manufacturers
of soap? If there is, then the remedy
is with the Government to protect
the local manufacturer against
the importer because he has
the incentive to-day to become a minor
industrialist. I remember a Frenchman
coming to this Colony before the war
and manufacturing a bath soap of
excellent quality from coconut oil. 1
think the time will come when even bath
and toilet soap will be manufactured in
this Colony. I heartily congratulate the
Government on taking this step to foster
industry in the same way. Yecoh

Myr. J. A. LUCKHOO: Perhaps as
a member of the Minor Industries
Committee. 1 am somewhat biased in
favour of this Bill, but as othar speakers
have stated, three local firms (not all of
them) have manufactured soap which
on analysis has proved to be better
in quality than some of the imported
soaps. The time has come when the
energies, ‘expenditure and adventure of
these local wmanufacturers should be
protected. The Bill has been brought
forward none oo soon, and it may be
that but for pressure of work in the
chambers of the Attorney-General it
would have seen the light of day before
to-day. It ought to have seen sunlight
before, and I feel that no member who
has the interest of the Colony at heart
will object to the principle of the Bill
It may be that some of the clauses
will in course of time require discussion
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and amendment. 1 am not saying that
it is altogether perfect, because one hon.
Member referred to what might happen
if a policeman eutered a soap factory
and only suspected that the soap was
not of standard quality. He would be
empowered to seize the whole stock.

Not only must we encourage the
local soap industry, we must help it by

scme measure of protection, and it
seems to me that the day will come
when the local manufacturer of soap

will find an export market, probably in
Trinidad and Dutch Guiana. I know
that at the present time soap is heing
exported from this Colony to Dutch
Guiana, which speaks well for the
enterprise of the local manufacturers.
This Bill should not be delayed any
longer; it should be put into operation
as soon as possible. With those few
remarks I heartily support the Bill,

Dr. SINGH: I also support the Rill
on two grounds. Firstly, it will be an
encouragement to the people of the
Colony, and secondly, an incentive to
local industry. I feel sure that before
bringing it to the Council Government
must have considered the various points.

We must encourage small industries.
Apart from being an Agricultural
country we would like to sea it

industrialized as much as possible by
minor industries.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: 'the
hon. Member for Georgetown Nerth
(Mr. Seaford) mentioned that in his
opinion the Bill should not apply to
what is known locally as toilet soap,
and the hon. Nominated Member, Mr.
Roth, said that was the intention of
the Minor Industries Committee. While
I agree with that I do not think the
reason put forward is a particularly
good one, but I am not going into the
details of that. I think that if ordinary
washing soap is to be of known stancdard
in order to avoid damage to the hands,
surely toilet soap should be of a higher
quality still. My real difficulty is that it
is impossible to define toilet soap or
any soap in such a manner as to mike
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thing in its power to prevent this Bill
trom becoming law. There is one clause
which, as a lawyer, has certainly amused
me.

'The DEPUTY PRESIDENT
Would you impose the obligation on the
tenant to pay water rent?

Mr. KING: Where the tenant
agrees to a specified condition he is
bound to, but not one who does not

agree. With your permission, sir, 1
will go back to clause 11 which, as a
fawyer, has rather amused me. It
reads:—

“11 A tenant of any rice land may, by
will  or  other testamentary writing,
lLequeath his agreement of tenancy to any
person (in this section referred to as the
legatee) subject to the following pro-
visions:—

(a) the legatee shall notify the land-
lord of the testamentary beguest
within twenty-one days after the
death of the tenant, unless he-is pre-
vented by some unavoidable cause
from notifying him within that time,
and in that event he shall notify him
as soon as possible thereafter:

(b) the transfer to give effect to the
bequest shall be subject to the con-
sent of the landlord which said con-
sent shall not be  unreasonably
refused;

(¢) if under this section a lanrlord
refuses to grant his consent he shall,
in writing, so inform the legatee and
shall state the reasons for his refus-
al of consent;

(d) any legatee who is aggrieved by
any refusal of consent bv a landlord
under this section may appeal to the
District Commissioner and the decis-
ion of the said Commissioner shall be
final.”

This clause has been amended. In
the original Bill it provided that if the
legatee does not accept the bequest it is
declared to be a null and void agree-
ment. In that way the Dbeneficiary
might have lost the last available piece
“of land. I notice in the revised clause
that that particular provision has been
deleted. In my opinion it has not helped
or clarified the matter because, instead
of going further and saying that it falls
into the residue of the estate, it stops
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there. Where the tenants of rice lands
bequests his right of tenancy to his son
and the landlord declines te accept the
son as a tenant, and the District Com-
missioner upholds the landlord’s objec-
tion, 1 would like to know what is going
to happen. So far as I am aware all
property to-day is vested in the per-
sonal right. To what extent this par-
ticular clause is going to interfere with
that particular provision in the law I
will not venture to say at present.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The
Deceased Persons’ Estate Ordinance
wonld take effect.

Mr. KING: Only an executor =ould
legally deal with or transfer that partiz-
ular right. But assuming that this
clause does override the provisions of
that Ordinance what happens to the
tenancy where the transfer is objected
to by the landlord whose objection is
upheld by the District Commissioner?
What is going to happen to my land if
I happen to be a landlord? To whom
may I look for payment? If a legatee

Js given the right to do something with

a piece of land bequeathed to him, and
after investigation he is unable to obtain
its transfer, what happens to the prop-
erty? It could not possibly reveit back
to the residue of the estate as sug-
gested in the original draft Bill, because
that would be most iniquitous. What
is to ltappen to the bequest? Is the
legatee to lose it? I do not know what
would be his position. Nothing ecan
prevent an executor or adminis-
trator from selling a tenancy of
this kind for the payment of debt. A
provision of this kind really creates an
idea that may not be enforceable.
People of the type of some of the rice
tenants would take advantage of such a
provision, and if it is not enforceable
they would feel that they have been
robbed of a right which has been given
them by law. They would feel that
there is some hanky-panky about the
law.

I have given the greatest amount
of time to the comsideration of this
Bill. When the original Bill was
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drafted in 1943 His Excellency the
Governor asked us to submit our reasons
for objection. I went into the matter
most carefully. I considered it from
every angle and I expressed to the
Government through the Colonial Secre-
tary my ideas about it. I said then and
T say now that it would be very unadvis-
able for Government to proceed
with this legislation, and I strongly urge
that before doing anything further
Government should give more serious
consideration to the Bill. Government
should be satisfied beyond all doubt that
the provisions of the Bill are fair to the
landlords and the rice tenants, and above
all are in the interest of the rice indus-
try, because whether I am a landlord or
a tenant T must put aside my personal
considerations and ideas for the benefit
of the rice industry of the Colony, how-
ever much it may affect me. I submit
that after careful consideration of the
provisions of the Bill Government will
say that it is not satisfied that they are
- fair to all parties concerned or in the
best interests of the rice industry.

I suggest that Government should
withdraw the Bill and appoint a Com-
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mittee of this Council to consider it.
In the meantime the Defence Regula-
tions controlling the right of landlords
to give tenants notice to quit should
remain in force. I submit that that is
all that is required at present. As an
alternative, T would suggest that the
Bill be withdrawn and submitted to
a Committee consisting of proprietors
of rice lands and rice temnants or osther
persons who could represent the interests

of rice  tenants. Let such , a
Committee hammer out provi-
sions which  would be accept-

able to both parties. In that way there
would be less possibility of the provis-
ions of the Bill doing harm to the rice
industry and perhaps destroying the
good feeling that exists at least between
a good many landlords and their tenants
today, and risking what I consider would
be a dreadful thing for this Colony—
the loss of the rice industry. .-

»

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: |
think there are other Members who wish
to speak on the Bill, and as it is now .
five minutes to four 1 think we should
adjourn until 12 o’clock to-morrow.





