





Eelevant Slanding  Orders  sus-

pended.

Mr. Cummings: 1 bheg {o move

that the Bill intituled:

“An Ordinance to amend the Labour
Conditions of Employment of certain
workers) Ordinance”,

be amended in the Schedule. It is
under (b) of the Schedule, Section 3
reads as follows:

“The schedule to the Principal Ordin-
ance is herehy repealed and the following
is substituted therefor:”

Schedule (a) Hotels, and (b) Restaur-
ants, Cooksnops, and Parlours. The
last item in (b) is “Charwoman”, and
I beg to move the substitution of the
word ‘‘cleaner” for “charwoman”. If
that is agreed, 3ir, I now move the
third readir -~ of this Bill.

. Ramphal: I beg to secand the
motion.

Question put, and agreed to.
Schedule passed as amended.

Mr, Cam' ngs: 1 beg to move
that the Bill be read a third time and
passed.

Sir Frank MeDavid:
second the mo'™ n.

I beg fto

the ACQUISIIION OF LATI L Lidlll DCLLS Gy
Ordinanee.”

The Financial Secretary: I beg to

second the motion.

Councit IN COMMITTEE

(lause 1 passed as prioted.

Clause 2 — Jnterpretation.

Mr. Luckhoo: With respect to
clause 2, I would Ilike to move an
amendment by adding after the word
“purposes” in the fourth line the fol-
lowing words—

“Provided that such land is not
beneficially occupied”. I have a copy
of the amendment. I had the oppor-
tunity yesterday — which I found very
well spent — in putting to the Mover
certain points which struck ug and on
~hich we wish to get Government's
woint of view. In respect of this
amendment I feel that it would be in
conformity with the general principle
which Government has enunciated that
we should have a provision of this
kind in the definition of land settle-
ment schemes.

The hon. Mover indicated that
Governmeni, would go for lands which
are not beneficially occupied rather
than the lands which were being bene-
ficially used, but although that is an
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have surplusg land, quite obviously they
would wish to sell it for the best price.
It is indeed the duty of the manage-
nient, in the interest of the sharchold-
ers, to sell suen land for the best possi-
ble price. Consequently, it is right and
proper thatf, in the public interest and
for the prot :ion of the management,
there should be compulsory powers of
acquisition at an economic price such
as are provided for in this Bill. If
this prohibition swere put, it would mean
that in no ¢use at all land partially
nceupied in the opinion of anybody can
be compulsorily acquired. I do appeal
to the hon. Member to realize that it
would, to a Iarge extent. reduce the
powers this 'Bill seeks to give.

Myr. Ramphai: I feel thers iz a
great deal of weight in the argument
of 1 houn. Mover who has just spolken.
I would like to say that he must admit
there is also cogent argument on this
gide of the amendment. Would the homn.
Mover be agreeable to making the posi-
tion of the owner a little stronger so
that the point which the hon, Member
i M1. Luckhoo) has brought out would be
established beyond all deubt whatever.
I am sure if that were done, we could
leave over the point of benefictal occu-
pation until we get there. We will
witndraw the amendment for this only.
I am sore the hon. Mover would find
a great deal that course. 1 do sug-

wt It

tne motive oi the amendwment, 1 would
suggest it would be better in another
part of the Bill. The reason is, that
the definition of land settlement deals
with projects, and the last element is
only a second consideration. The defi-
nition says:

“Land Settlement Scheme includes any
project intended to secure land for the
establishment of farmers as an organised
settlement or for distribution by sale, lease

or otherwise to persons 1nd1v1dually for
agricultuual purposes,”

“To lease,” was, as it were, DloughL
in incidentally and the proviso quaii-
fication deals specifieally with the land.
I would suggest with respect to that
view, if the hon. Member wisies to
pursue his point that it would be better
to bring it forward at another stage.
L would suggest it be put in the new
clause 7 that it would not be in the
public interest for lands to be acquired
if they are beneficially occupied lands.
[ am not advocating that at this stage,
but it would be better to put it there
rather tnan in the definition of “Land
Settlement,” as there you are dealing
with the project of settling farmers. I
therefore advise the hon. Member to
withdraw the amendment completely
and, it he feels he onght to do seo, bring
it forward at another stage.

Mr. Luckhoo: I do not cross words
with the hon. the Attorney General in
respect of the happiness of the amend-
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Suddenly, after the exisience of
these successful settlements, for some
1reason or other Government changed
its policy, and you mnow have large
tracts of land taken up by people,

me of whom have never been near
thoge lands, but are tying up those
lands with othey agricultural oy graz-
ing lands.

Government possesses the Land
Resumption Ordinance hut it ig stiil
in cold storage. This eclause in thig
Bill, I wish to submit and it can be
geen by every hon. Member of this
Council, patently would work con-
siderable hardship on not only the
land owneys who would never be in a
position to © ow what portion of their
lands would be the object of acquisi-
tion but the people to whom those
lands when acquired would be distri-
buted would not have that security
which freehold ownership alone could
give. The whole thing is a mass of
confusion. I want to say in thig
Counci® “hat a large portion of the
trouble and dissatisfaction in 1lhis
country is due to this insecurity not
only in respect of land Dbut in other
fields in which it appears that this
Government is either unable to solve
the problem or iz not prepared to
zolve it.

ance and from the subsequent policy
of Government that it is the intention
ol Government to turn its face against
leasehold ownership and fto resume
those lands and try to give the people
Treehold title to them?

If Government is golng to résume
land and vary the agreement of lesse
{o which I have referred, then to con-
tinue leasing lands there would he a
recurrence of what this Government
has set itself out to remove.

What is the position of Garden of
Eden? What kind of ownership those
people will have? I venture to think
that Government has a poliey in which
eventually the lands will be owned
by those people. They will have their
faring in close proximity to their dwell-
ings and =zocial and other services will
be supplied them for the development
of the gettlement. Why should Gov-
ernment seek power to go into a land
owner’s land and make all necessary
investigation to say whether his land
should be compulsorily acquirved ov
not?

There is unlimited power to go
into anyone’s estate and select the
best land therein. Leages would not be
taken on private property because it
would be difficult to put persons other

an t]  ownets in that position, As












































