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Fees Requlation Bill.

[ASSEMBLY ]

Sand Drift Ameid,,,

SAND DRIFT ACT AMENDMENT BILL.

Seeond reading.

The COMMISSIONER of CROWN LANDS
(Hon. @¢. I. Jenkins)—This Bill is intvoduced
for the purpose of‘nmking various administra-
tive amendments to the Sand Drift Aect, 1923,
which experience has shown to be necessary.
The amendments have been, in the main, sug-
gested by the Murray Lands Distriet Couneils
Association. Section 9 of the prineipal Act
provides that whenever it appears to any couneil
that there exists on any land in its distriet (not
being Crown lands) any sand, which, if such
Iand is clearved, fallowed, cultivated, or grazed,
is likely to drvift on to or to dvift in greater
quantities on to any public. road, whether
within or without the district, the council may
give notice to the owner or oceupier of the land
requiring him to cease or refrain from clearing,
fallowing, eultivating or grazing such land.
Paragraph (a) of clanse 2 of the Bill extends
ese provisions to the burning over of Iland

whieh obviously should come in the same cate-
gory as clearing. Clauses 3 and 4 make amend-
ments to the principal Aet consequential upon
the amendment made by paragraph (a) of clause
2, Paragraph (h) of clause 2 extends the
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ing area, but which abuts on o roud y

partly within the couneil’s dist)ie

where sand is likely to dQuift on ¢, T;“A‘U:}i
question. The penalty provide] by seetiog ¢
the principal Aet for any breaey f e \
ions of the section is a penaliy
£1 for every day on which {i.
tinues.
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case as where the offénce consists qf oy )
pliance with a requisition to vetrain fron 1; .
ing over a piece of land, Olviously, i su )
case the object of the requisition coulil he i
feated in one day.

Therefore, Diri g
of clause 2 provides that the daily
section 9 he deleted, and & wenern)
penalty of £50 be substituted.
of clause =@ provides that if, after wotie
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given under section 9 to an owner or neeupier i
refrain from clearing, fallowing, hurning pren
cultivating, or grazing, the lind nevertled
cleared, fallowed, bunt over, eoltivated, g
grazed, contrary to

any  requirement of

notice, and, as a eonsequence thereaf, sl drify
on to any publie road, then the counvil nay 5
move the sand and recover the vost of s duing
from the owner= or oceupicr  of  the I
In addition to the provisions it the Dl

or two new clauses have sinee heen d
At present they are not on nwenders
but wiil be there to-morrow. "t
report on them is:—
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New clange 5.—8feetion 47 provides
complaints for certain off nndei
are to be laid by an inspector or )
person authorized by a council or the M
to lay informations. As ihe section
it is not eclear that an fnspector does e
to be so authorised. The new
fore makes it elear that an insnecior die
need to be so authorised,

New clause 6.—~In any proceeding: o
Aet against the owner or ovcupicr of
is necessary to give striet legal provd
ownership or occupancy of the luwh
often a very diffienlt matter to e
it iz an Gz’fﬂ}' matter Ffor g defendiont 007
prove in a ¢ase where a defemdunt
alleged to he the owuner or ovenjici 4
New clawse (i therefore provides an ovi
provigion whereby the allegation of o
or ceeupaucy in the complaint S
facie evidence of the #act alleged
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ment of the debate until Avgust 0

I move the second readi




