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THE

House of Assembly Debates

(OFFICIAL REPORT)

SESSION 1953—54

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 1st September, 1953.
Pursuant to adjournment, the House of Assembly
met today at 3 o’clock p.m.

Present :

His Honour Mr. K. N. R. HusBaxDs (Speaker),
Mr. G. H. Apamg, B.A, CM.G,Q.C., Mr. A. E. S.
Lewis (Deputy Speaker), Mr. M. BE. Cox, Mr. F. C.
Gopparp, Mr. J. C. Morrrey, My, E. St. A. HoLbER,
Mr. C. E. Tanma and Mr. L. A, Winntams., LL.B.

Prayers were read.

Mr. F. L. WarncorT entered the House and took
his seat. .

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: T have the honour to inform
the House that the Minutes of the last meeting are not
yvet ready for cireulation among honourable members.

PAPERS LAID

Mr. COX: Mr. Speaker, On behalf of the honour-
able senior member for St. Joseph, I am going to lay
the following :—

The Civil Establishment (General)
ment) No. 5 Order, 1953.

The Pensions (Pensionable Officers) (Amend-
ment) Order, 1953.

Sir, On behalf of myself I am commanded to lay
the following :—

The Petroleum Drilling and Production (Amend-
ment) Regulations, 1953.

Mr. SmiTH entered the House and took his seat.

(Amend-

PETITIONS

Mr. GODDARD: Mer. Speaker, T beg to present
a Petition from the Vestry of St. Michael praying the
House to pass a Bill to authorise them to pay a pension
to employees vetiring from the 24th Mareh, 1954,

I also present another Petition from the Vestry
of St. Michael praying the House to pass a Bill to
authorise them to pay pensions to employees retiring
after 25th Mareh, 1953,

I also present another Petition from the Vestry
of St. Michael praying the House to pass a Bill to

authorise them to amend the Vestries (Cost of Living
Bonus) Act.

The Petitions are respectfully worded and I ask
that they be taken as read.

GOVERNMENT NOTICES

Mr. COX : Mr. Speaker, On behalf of the honour-
able senior member for St. Joseph, I beg to give noties
of the following :—

Resolution that the House of Assembly approve
the Order entitled the Civil Establishment (General)
(Amendment) No. 5 Order, 1953.

Resolution to approve the Order entitled the Pen-
%051;)8 (Pensionable Officers) (Amendment) Order,

Sir, On behalf of myself, T beg to give notice of g
Bill intituled an Act to repeal the Underground Water
Act, 1922,

Mr. VAueHAN entered the House and took his
seat.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

Mr. Goddard: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give notice
of the following :—

Bill to amend the Parochial Employees Pension
Act, 1944 ;
1947Bi11 to amend the Vestries (Cost of Living) Act,

Bill to amend the Parochial Pension Act, 1944. .

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME

On the motion of Mr. Cox, seconded by Mr. . 1.,
Warcorr, the Bill intituled an Act to repeal the
Underground Water Aect, 1922, was read a first time.

On motion of Mr. Gopparp, seconded by Mr.
VAUGHAN, the Bill to amend the Parochial Pension
Act. 1944, was read a first time. ‘

On motion of Mr. Gopparp, seconded by .Mr.
VavenaN, the Bill to amend the Vestries (Cost of
Living) Act, 1947, was read a first time, '

Mr. Mapp and Dr. CumMINs entered the House
and took their seats.

On motion of Mr. Gopparp seconded by Mr.
VAUGHAN, the Bill to amend the Parochial Pension
Aect, 1944, was read a first time.

REPLY LAID

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, 1 taie
the opportunity at this stage to lay the Reply 1o




294 HOUSE

Question, No. 16, gtanding in the name of the hon-
ourable junior member for City.
ORDERS POSTPONED

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the
Day stands in the name of the honourable junior
member for St. Thomas: Second reading of ¢
Bill intituled an Aect to consolidate and amend the
Acts of thig Island relating to Public Health,

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I am asking
leave further to postpone Orders No, 1 and 2 stand-
ing in my name. It is true that at the last meeting
of the House I informed honourable members that
I would not be proceeding with these two Bills until
some progress was made in the Other Place with the
Maude Bill, but on further consideration by the
Government, we have agreed to-day to proceed with
these two Bills at the next meeting of the House.

There being no objection, leave was granted the
honourable member.

RESOLUTIONS TO APPROVE BOOK OF
REFERENCE AND PLAN, WATERWORKS
DEPARTMENT

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Michael to move the passing of the fol-
lowing Resolution: Resolution to approve the Book
of Reference and Plan of the proposed extension of
the Waterworks at Beckles Road in the parish of
St. Michael.

Mr. COX: Mr. Speaker, As honourable mem-
bers will see, thig resolution is one of those former
resolutions which come before the House from iime
to time when the Waterworks Department intends
making certain extension and removal of standpipes.
I think on the last occasion when I was dealing with
one of similar resolutions, I told the House thex
that approval to matters of this sort had to be given
by the Legislature because the Waterworks Act, as
it stands requires this formality, but as honourabic
members will agree, this is merely what I would
term an administration technique. I promised then,
but I hope now that thisg will be the last time that
items similar to this will come before the House. I
do not think it is necessary to say anything more. I
therefore beg to move that this resolution do now
pass.

Mr. F. L. WaLcorT seconded the motion

The question that the resolution do mow pass
was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division.

Mrs. Bourne entered the House and took her
seat.

Mr, SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the honourable senior mem
ber for St. Michael to move the passing of the fol-
lowing Resolution: Resolution to approve the Book
of reference and Plan of the proposed extension of
the Waterworks at Culloden Road in the parish of
St. Michael,

Mr. COX: Sir, This ig a similar resolution
to the preceding one and I also beg to move that
this Resolution do now pass.

Mr. F. L, Warncorr seconded the motion.

The question that ‘the Resolution do now pass
was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division .

Mr. ¥F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I am
asking leave to postpone Orders 5 and 6 and proceed
with Order No. 7, because Order No. 7 which
stands in my mname is a non-controversial matter.

There being no objection, leave was granted the
honourable member.

WEST INDIAN SEA ISLAND COTTON
(EXEMPTION FROM DUTY) BILL

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
therefore stands in the name of the honourable
junior member for St. Peter: Second reading of a
Bill intituled an Act to amend the West Indian Sea
Island Cotton (Exemption from Duty) Act, 1952

Mr. F. L WALCOTT: Thig is a Bill to make
amendments to the West Indian Sea Island Cotton
(Exemption from Duty) Act, 1952, so as to prolong
this exemption from duty of Sea Island Cotton and
allow it to come to the island free of duty. I meed
riot remind this House that it has agreed to bills of
this nature before. It is one of these bills which
come under the Expiring Laws and the Act will
expire on the 29th October, 1953, unless it is agreed
to continue it. It is found advisable to do so, hence
this Bill. I need not say anything more. As T have
said, it is what the House has already agreed to and
1 therefore beg to move that the Bill be now read a
second time.

Mr. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: The honourable junior member
for St. Peter said that he need not remind the House
that it has agreed to bills of similar nature, but I
think he will remember that on previous oceasions, I
have made a suggestion whick I shall now again
vepeat. Is it Impossible to extend this Bill to the
31st March, 1954, and then let it be one of those billg
which come under the Expiring Laws? It seems to
me that the Executive is merely giving itself work
i remembering certain bills which do not expire at
the end of the financial year when it is remembering
bills of this sort some of which expire in September,
come in December, January, February and so on. This
ig not a sensible way to deal with these things. I ask
again: cannot this Bill like other Bills expire on
the 31st March and if you do not want it to econ-
tinue to take it from those which you pass en bloc?
Some explanation should be given as to the reason
why this cannot be done.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I too think that it
should be done in that manner. 1 do not know why
t has not yet been done so. It secems to me that it
is one of these things which slip the administration.
{ agree with your suggestion and I will take the
natter up with the Executive. I will assure the
konourable member that I will do so. In the mean-
time there will be no harm done if we pass this Bill
as it is to-day. If from a legal point of view it can
be put under those in the Expiring Laws, it will be
done so. 1 will not take the liberty to make the
amendment now.

The question that this Bill be now read a second
time was put and vesolved in the affirmative without
division.

On the motion of Mr. F. L. WarLcorr, seconded
by Mr. Cox, Mr. Speaker left the Chair and the
Yiouse went into Committee on the Bill, Mr. SyiTh
being in the Chair.

Clause 1 was called and passed.

Clause 2 was called.

It reads as follows:

2. Section two of the West Indian Sea Island
Cotton (Exemption from Duty) Aect, 1952, is hereby
amended by deleting the words ‘‘for the period of
cne vear from the date of the coming into operation
of this Act’’ occurring therein, and substituting
therefor the words ‘‘until the 31st day of October,
1954.”°

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I beg te wmove that
Clause 2 stand part.

Mr. COX: I beg to second that.

‘?."*w-
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Mr. LEWIS: I was going to suggest to the
bonourable junior member for St. Peter that the
words ‘‘until the 31lst day of October, 1954’ be de-
leted and that the words ‘‘until the 3lst day of
March, 1954”7 be substituted therefor, but in view
of what the honourable member said, I would not
press him to do so now.

Mr. Chairman, if you would allow me, I would
just like to say that this Bill deals with exemption
from duty and 1 think that it is better to work it so
that it will expire at the end of the financial year
than at the date which it expires now.

Mr. BRANCKER came into the Committee and
took his seat.

The question that Clause 2 stand part was put
and resolved in the affirmative without division.

On the motion of Mr. F. .. WaLcorT, seconded
by Mr. Cox, the Chairman reported the passing of
the Bill in Committee.

Mr. SreAKER resumed the Chair and reported
aecordingly.

On separate motions of Mr. F. L. WaLcor:
seconded by Mr. Cox in each case, the Bill was read a
third time and passed.

Mr. Crawrorp entered the House and took his
seat.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE COMPULSORY
ACQUISITION OF LAND AT COLLYMORE
: ROCK

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I am asking per-
mission to proceed with Order No. 5.

There being no objection, leave was granted the
honourable member.

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the honourable junior member
for St. Thomas: To move the passing of the following
Resolution :—Resolution to approve of the compul-
sory acquisition of a parcel of land containing by
admeasurement five acres, two roods, and eight
perches sitnate at Collymore Rock in the parish of
St. Michael.

Dr. CUMMINS: Sir, this is a resolution which
in aceordance with the provisions of section 5 of the
Land Acquisition Act, 1949, seeks the approval of
the Legislature to purchase compulsorily the proper-
ty known as ‘‘Enmore’’, at the corner of Collymore
Rock and Martindales Road, owing to the fact that
the Government and the owners cannot reach a sat-
isfactory price. The property consists of 5% acres
of land and a spacious house and Government feels
if they purchase this property, the house would afford
immediately, at least, a partial solution to the over-
crowding at the General Hospital. If this property
is acquired by Government, we can immediately make
provision for between 60 and 70 beds for patients at
the house and this Sir will go a long way towards
relieving the congestion at the General Hospital. In
addition to that, ‘“‘Enmore’’ is admirably situated
to serve as an annexe of the General Hospital. The
land affords itself of good strong solid foundations
and we have been advised by the architect of Colonial
Development and Welfare that eventually you ean
move the whole hospital to the Enmore site if we
are prepared to erect a building three or four stories
to accommodate 500 or 600 beds. In view of what
this official of C.D. & W. said, Government started
negotiating with the owners of Enmore for the pur-
chase of it.

Mr. Cox seconded. :

Honourable members will ask: ‘‘“why not pre
ceed with the plan that was sometime ago suggested
to develop the hospital on its present site? The
answer to that is that the foundations of the present

site have been stated wy the late Mr. T. E. Went to
be far below 13 and 14 feet. He saia after carrying
cut tests, that there were no foundations available at
tiiat depth; therefore, tc develop the hospital on the
present site would mean that you propably would
spend more money underground than above. In the
case of Enmore, that is not so. That officer also
rade tests and had found that the foundations there
varied from one foot in the north eastern part to
five feet at the other end of the land below the sur-
face. Owing to that information they were advised
to abandon the original idea of developing the hos-
pital on its present site. It ig felt that if Enmore
2n be secured it would afford immediate relief te
the overcrowded hospital.

As I have said, the owners of Enmore and the
Government eannot agree to a reasonable price. The
Government considers that the price asked by the
owners 18 too excessive, thevefore, it has resolved to
take this step under the Land Acquisition Aect to
acquire this land. As I have also said, this step
requires the sanction of the Legislature, hence this
resolution. Mr. Speaker, I therefore beg to move
tnat thig resolution do now pass.

Mr. Cox seconded. .

Mr. WILLIAMS: Mr. Speaker, This resoizflon
really makes me fee] frightened because if the various
things I have been hearing of the owners of Enmore
are correct, I cannot see the reason why Government
should be taking this step which would become the
dearest in the long run. As a matter of fact I do not
Lelleve in acyuiring anything under the Compulsory
Purchase Act; [ think you should avoid using the
provisions of the Land Aecquisition Act if you can
Go so. At any rate, I am not going to deal with that
aspect of this question now. 1 am going to ask a
few questions which I hope the honourable introducer
of the resolution will be able to enswer as regarcs to
the policy Government is ncw acdopting with rogard
to the General Hospital. Before I do so, I will say
that 1 have heard the honourable introducer say that
there can be no further development on the present
¢ite ¢f the General Hospital. T expected to hear that
because it is obvious. It would only be adding insult
to injury to carry out further extensions there. Apart
from the lack of proper foundations with which I
quite agree with the tests of the late Mr. T. E. Went,
I do not think that any architect or anybody in their
right senses would look at the conditions prevailing
at the present site and advise that more extensiong
could be carried out there. It would be just wasting
time and money to do so. I therefore can agree
with the honourable introducer over the decision to
abandon the question of carrying out further exten-
siong on the present site.

The questions I am going to ask are: What ig
going to be done with Stockton in the long run?
What purpose is that estate going to serve? If you
are going to buy Enmore, would Stockton be used;
or would it be required in the scheme for further
development of the General Hospital in its present
environment? As T have said previously, with re-
gard to the future development of our hospital, I
think we in Barbados have not been bold enough to
carry out a large scale scheme for the extension of
our hospital. We content ourselves with just this
plecemeal system as soon as there is overcrowding
there. We have just bought Avalon; now we are
trying to buy Enmore. We should have been bold
enough to lay a proper foundation for meeting the
needs of a growing institntion by planning to erect
from a Sinking Fund-—even up to fifty years. You
siiould have had an architeet to advise you that so
much will be needed for your floor space for patients;
so much for your operation space; so much for this




296

HOUSE

and that mnecessary for a modern hospital and to
advise you what you can do now to meet 13}’esellt
needs plus what would be needed periodically in the
future with the growth of the population. We are
just making do by this piecemeal plan of buying a
building and reconverting it into a hospital. So
much for this,

We are told that if Government acquires En-
more, besides its immediate availability of space for
50 or 60 beds for patients, it ean be further develop-
ed to accommodate 500 or 600 beds. That expansion
will not cost less than one million pounds capital
expenditure. I think it is Nagsau that has vecently
erected a modern 200-bed hospital and the expendi-
ture on that venture was in the vicinity of £6,000. I
know that as far as we are concerned any architeet
¢r any person who knows anything of a hospital would
tell us that we are wasting time and Government
funds if we continue to extend as we are doing. We
have also been told that because the owners of En-
iore and the Government could not come to an ar-
rangement of the price by private treaty that Gov-
¢rnment has to resort to public treaty. With regard
to thig point I think the Government has been taken
-down a_back alley from the information which I have
received. I understand that the owners of Enmore
cannot even pay their first mortgage on the acquiring
of the estate to their creditors. I am not saying that
this Government should be Bolshevie and press the
owners to give up their property without adequate
compensation because they are sore pressed for
money. I will just say that according to section 5
of the provisions of the Liand Acquisition Aet, it sets
out the manner in which the Government must aci
in regard to acquiring this land but it is really under
section 11 that you will have to look to see what
price you should pay for this land. I understand
that the owners wanted a price in the vicinity of
£17,000 for the estate. If what I equally understand
that the owners are sore pressed for money is
true, it beats me to understand why the Government
should resort to compulsory purchase to acquire this
estate. It seems to me“that yvou are only just doing
80 to give the owners any amount of money you
would like, but section 11 of the Aect tells you that
you must pay the price that the land would net in
cpen market. TIf the owner of this land has not paid
Lis first mortgage and his mortgagee is calling on
him for this money, why try to acquire this land by
compulsory purchase? I am sorry that the honour-
able introducer of this resolution did not mention
the sum that the owner of this land was asking and
what Government had been advised to give, because
we would be able to know if the owner was asking
a ridiculous sum for it.

According to section 11 of the Land Aequisition
Act, 1949, it states:

‘“Subject to the provisions of this Act, the fol-
“lowing rules shall apply to the determination of
“compensation for the compulsory acquisition of
“*land :—

‘(1) The value of the land shall, subject as
hereinafter provided, be taken to be the
amount which the land if sold in the open
market by a willing seller might be expected
to realise at the date of the first publication
in the Official Gazette of a notification in
acecordance with section three of this Act
or if no such notification is published as
aforesaid, of a notification under section
five of this Act.

The special suitability or adaptability of the
land for any purpose shall not be taken into
any account if that purpose is a purpose to

(2)

which it could be applied only in pursuance
of statutory powers or for which there is no
market apart from the requirements of any
Government Department or any local or
public authority.
Where the value of the land is increased by
reason of the use thereof or of any premises
thereon in a manner which could be re-
strained by any court, or is contrary to law,
or is detrimental to the health of the in-
mates of the premises or to the public health,
the amount of that increase shall mnot be
taken into account.
‘Where land is, and but for the compulsory
acquisition would continue to be, devoted
to a purpose of such a mnature that there
is no general demand or market for land for
that purpose, the compensation may, if the
Judge is satisfied that reinstatement in some
other place is bona fide intended, be assessed
on the basig of the reasonable cost of equiv-
alent reinstatement.
No allowance shall be made on account of—
(a) the acquisition being compulsory or the
degree of urgency or necessity which
has led to the acquisition;
any disinclination of the person inter-
ested to part with the land acquired;
any damage sustained by the person
interested, which, if caused by a private
person, would not render such a person
liable to an action;
any damage, not being in the nature of
deprivation of or interference with an
easement or legal right, which after the
time of awarding compensation is likely
to be caused by or in econsequence of
the use to which the land acguired will
be put.
any inerease in the value of the land
acgunired likely to accrue from the use
to which the land acquired will be put;
(f) any outlay or improvement on such land
which shall have been made, commenced,
or effected, within two years before the
publication: of the notice of appropria-
tion under section five of this Act, with
the intention of enhancing the compen-
sation to be awarded therefor in the
event or with the view of such land be-
ing required for public purposes.’”’
Sir, I still cannot see why this move of com-
pulsory purchase has been used because real estate
agents or even solicitors would know what this land
of Enmore would bring in open market. You can-
not get artificial value for land under the provisions
of this Act you can only get what it would rvealise
in open market.
I will pass on to another aspect of this matter,
It has been said in approved quarters that what-
ever is being proposed to be done at Enmore in
case it is aequired, it will just fade out in a cooling
out station for the doctors and nurses at the hos-
pital. I say if that is to be the state of affairs, God
help us. If we acquire Enmore, we should try and
create something out of it. We should do something
with it to spare the inhabitants of this colony of
the deplorable conditions which are going on at the
General Hospital, Among the latest reports was
that 87 children were patients in a ward with only
30 beds. I feel that while you must provide some-
where for doetors and nurses to live, you should
at least put first thingy right first.
(A VOICE): That is what we are trying to
do by this resolution .

(3)

(4)

(9)

(b)
()

(d)

(e)
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Mr, WILLIAMS: I think that with the pres-
ent shortage of bed space you should try and remedy
that first, My fears are that Enmore will only be
another place for nurseg and doctors. This has been

said openly. It may be a wild statement but too

often some of these wild statements come true.

In conclusion, I sincerely hope that any sort of
development done at Enmore will be done within
the framework of creating more bed space and more
children’s wards and in whatever way the present
hospital is deficient in this manner. I thimk it
should not be used to accommodate nurses and do¢-
tors. With these few remarks, I am going to take
my seat and await more information from the hon-
ourable introducer of this resolution.

Mr. Hay~NEs and Mr. AvLpER entered the House
and took their seats.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, it seemg to me that
anybody in Lower Collymore Rock or its environs
with a white elephant can unload it on the Gov-

-ernment and the public would be asked to buy it

under the guise of hospital expansion. The way this
matter has been brought to the Legislature and the
public one would think that the Government had
some plan for extending the hospital in this area,
therefore, this property was held desirable from the

‘Government’s point of view in accordance with its

programme and it had to try and acquire it. The
public would also think that the enterprise which
is being run on this property is highly successful,
and is doing so well that if you want to dispossess
the owner and acquire the property you must pay
a good price for it, One would also think that it
i¢ so eminently desirable, both on the part of the
owners and the Government, that the owners have
fixed a very high price on it and that the Govern-
ment has to resort to compulsory purchase under the
Land Acquisition Act in order to obtain it, It is
common knowledge that the reverse is true and that
the Enmore Hotel, judged by ordinary business
standards is unsuccessful and that the owner is
willing, indeed anxious to get rid of the property.
But because it soundg well to ecome to the public
and say that you have to acquire this hotel under
the Land Acquisition Aet because it is difficult to
get thig building at a reasonable price is the only
reason I can find that this resolution is before this
House. Sir, ask the people who are concerned with
the sale of this property what is the highest offer
they have received for it other than that of Govern-
ment and if they are honest, they will tell you thart
cother offers are far below the price offered by
Government. They would tell you -that in case
‘Government does not buy it, the highest offer from
anybody else is far below that which Government is
offering. It is just like when Government purchased
““Avalon.’”” Government paid #£3,000 fer that
property over the highest offer that was received
and on top of that, spent a lot of money on it.
Now another white elephant which the owner has to
get rid of and wants to get rid of, we are resorting
to the Land Acquisition Act to acquire. When we
do so0, we are sure to buy it for more than its market
price.

Sir, T would like to enquire of the Government
what it intends to do with the land at Stockton
which it owns adjacent to Enmore. The honourable,

‘learned and gallant junior member for St. Luey

raised the question of Stockton. That property is
merely a stone’s throw from Enmore and the story
that you cannot get proper foundations there 3s
really amazing to me. You also say that you eannot
get proper foundations on the present site of the

‘General Hospital although we have golid buildings

there for years and nothing has happened to them
as far as we know. A road divides Stockton from
Enmore and you are saying that so good are the
foundations at Enmore that you can erect a build-
ing of four or five stories on it. Stockton comprises
of a large area and even if some of the land may
not be suitable enough for building on, the major
part of the area should be.

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable member made
the statement that we cannot get certain proper
foundations at Stockton, I do not know where the
honourable member got that statement from. The
Government never made that statement. I must cor-
rect the honourable member.

Mr. CRAWFKFORD: I merely said that state-
rient in the same manner as a historian would say
that England won the Battle of Waterloo. It is
common knowledge why Government has not de-
veloped Stockton is because they say there are no
proper foundations there. That is within the know-
ledge of every member of this House.

Mr. SPEAKER: I must tell the honourable
member again that that statement has not been given
by a Government spokesman. He is the only honour-
abls member that hag heard that statement.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, if I said that Napo-
leon was exiled at St. Helena, that does mot mean
that T was told so to-day; it is a matter of history
that that is so. It is also a matter of history that
Stockton, according to the Government, is not suit-
able to build on because of the impossibility of get-
ting proper foundations.

Mr. SPEAKER: Does the honourable mem-
ller mean to say that he has gleaned that informa-
tion elsewhere than this Chamber?

Mr, CRAWFORD: Nothing of the kind, Sir.
I gleaned that information in thig Chamber.

Mr. SPEAKER: Has the honourable member
gleaned that information from what any honourable
member of this House said to-day? ‘

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, It has been said so
in this House on more than one occasion in the past.
If we refer to the debate on the purchase of Avalon,
we would see that the Colonial Engineer said that
it wag difficult to get proper foundations at Stock-
ton, As a matter of fact, we have it on record to-
day that you cannot get proper foundations on the
present site of the General Hospital, In my humble
opinion, perhaps, there are parts of the General
Hospital area that you can get proper foundations
but that may not apply to the entire area. I should
believe that the foundations of the part of the hos-
pital from the middle gate in Jemmott’s Lane up
to the end of the junction of Collymore Rock, should
be almost the same ag that of Enmore or Avalon. I
understand that a former surgeon of the (General
Hospital, Mr. A. Leacock, said that parts of the
hospital could be used for three or four-storied eree-
tions for the hospital. I may say, though with a
certain amount of trepidation because nobody wants
to question the capability of Government officials,
especially one that is dead, that in a matter of thig
sort it might have been advantageous to obtain ex-
pert advice of more than one engineer before you
make this wholesale condemnation of the entire Gen-
eral Hospital area for building on. I will suggest
to Government that the late Mr. Went wag a very
admirablé and capable Colonial Engineer, but for
reasons which we need not give to-day nothine can be
lost but probably something will be gained if the ad-
vise of additional engineers igz sought on this matter.
There are engineers in the colony who have experi-
ence in foundations and their advice should be
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solicited before you accept what the late Mr. Went
said as final.

Let us get back to the question that the founda
tions at Stockton are not suitable for the building:
which you want to erect there. Certainly, if you
expend public funds for the expressed purpose vf
hospital expansion, the public is entitled to know
vwhy the Govermment should abandon this site and
then acquire some other property in the area. It is
not fair to have public funds expended on piecemeal
additions. 1 repeat, so far as I have been told, i
this present hotel at KEnmore were successful, i
would not have been in the market at all, and ]
doubt whether the Government would have regardec
the property suitable for hospital expansion. I dc
1.0t think that Government would have attempted t«
acquire it had it not been thrown at them. Nobody
is going to suggest that any Government which i
alive to its responsibility should see a desirable
property in the market near public buildings and
make no effort to acquire it, but does anybody really
believe with all that was said of a new hospital fer
this island that it would have been erected on the
five acres which are contained at Enmore? Sir, the
present hospital site has been condemned on many
oceasions for expansion of it, but when we spoke in
the past of removing the hospital, we spoke of re-
nioving it to Waterford where the Government has
hundreds of acres. [ am not suggesting that Gov-
ernment would have utilised all of that land for the
hoszpital. but you would think that if we think of erect
ing a new hospital, it would be set in the midst o1
grounds which are appropriate for a hospital anc
which would produce a sort of atmosphere you would
want for a hospital. Nobody would think that you
would put a hospital at Enmore which is near houses
and the Constitution River Swamp. At any time you
think in terms of a new hospital, you would think
of an entirely different place than Enmore. It is
absolutely absurd to think that you an put a hospital
there, if vou acquire the property. If you put pa.
tients there, it would merely be a piecemeal addition
to the hospital but it would be of no use for conver-
sion into an up-to-date and commodioug hospital.

Sir, instead of running all around Collymore Rock
angd relieving people of white elephants, the Govern-
ment should select a site which would lend itself to
construction of a proper hospital and should begin
as soon as today to construet some of the buildings on
it. Government could start with one or two buildings
and continue to erect more as time goes by. In con
sideration of Enmore for expansion of the present
hospital, you must bear in mind that it is not the
same side of the road as the present hospital. If
Enmore is really to be used as an adjunct of the
hospital, for faecilities at the General Hospital to be
really- available to this annexe at Enmore, it seems to
me that you would have to block the street. You
will either have to block the street or run an elevated
project across the road to connect the two sites. I
cannot imagine that you are going to duplicate ~t
Enmore your operating room and other general
facilities which vou have at the General Hospital.
Tt would not be worth your while for the small area
which you have at Emmore. Sir, all you can do at
Enmore is to provide a few more beds. It can only
be an annexe. You will have to cross the public
highway to get ‘to it, therefore, there is nothing de-
sirable about it. Sir, we have provided a certain
amount of money and have authorised Government
to go ahead under the Five Year Plan to lay th:
basis for future hospital expansion, but nobody would
think that you should wander all around Collymore
Rock to give us something more hodge podge than
we have. Government should get a proper site and

start and lay plans either for an additiemal hospital
or a new hospital which would entirely replace the
existing one. There is no reason. why we cannot
have in this island a General Hospital, perhaps.
more modern and equally commodious as elsewhere..

I do not know what area of land there is at
Avalon but it is surprising when econsidering the
price you have paid for that prioperty that you can-
not get there an area which would give you space for
60 or 80 beds on three floors. In other words, does
the honourable introducer of this resolution want
1o tell ug to-day that at Avalon there is not sufficient
available land on which you can put another build-
ing which would provide the same amount of accom-
modation as you would expect to get at Enmore?
Personally, I am not in favour of acquiring this
property at Enmore and I am going to vote against.
this resolution. In Bay Street, aside of the Eye
Hospital, Government owns a large area of land. I
do not know the exact area but it cannot be less than
thirty or forty thousand square feet. We are told
that it is to provide a window to the sea. We ali
appreeciate it for that purpose, but the question is:
can we afford available land like that adjacent to the
General Hospital and aside of the Eye Hospital to be
lying idle? If ybu want it for a window to the sea,
vou can still build on the site. 'What should be done
with that open arca is to erect a three-storied build-
ing on it, the bottom story being only columns to
gupport the two upper stories. Krecting such a
cuilding, one would still be able tb look directly
from the street on to the sea. If you utilise that
area in this respect, it would give you more than
60 or 80 beds for patients and it would be in close
proximity of the General Hospital. It is already
Government lands; you will not have $o buy it. It
only needs g little imagination. There is ab-olutely
nothing to be lost by going on this open spot and
erecting a three-storied building leaving the bottom
story open to provide your window to the sea. You
will be able to provide on the two upper stories for
sufficient beds to relieve the congestion at the General
Hospital until such time as you can build a new
hospital to replace the existing one. I say again that
the only reason for buying Enmore is because the
owner wants to get rid of it. He may have paid for
it more than it was worth, but the only reason why
we should buy it is if we can get it for a song. Sir,
when we resort to the Land Acquisition Act to pur-
chase compulsorily: Enmore, with the experience of
the operation of that Act, we are either absoclutely
Jacking of the most elementary dictates of business
sense or we do not care how much Government funds
we squander so long as we provide some extenuating
circumstance which may appear as an excuse for put-
ting 82 children in one room at the General Hospital
and other such deplorable conditions.

I believe you could have supported the acquisi-
tion of Enmore if there were enough area to take
all the congestion at the General Hospital and what
will be wanting for future expansion. You have to
justify any public expenditure of money in the light
of commonsense and in the light of some sensible
responsibility for the action on your part.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Speaker, T think that in
the absence of a clear policy for the expansion bf
the General Hospital, there is a lot of questions which
we would like to ask. We have been making bites
at the expansion of this hospital for a long number
of years. We have been hearing before this resolu-
tion came down to this Chamber that this site at
Enmore was to be acquired for nurses; then came
another rumour that it was wanted to house the
doctors; but now we have been told that it is to be
acquired for the expansion of the hospital proper. I
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think that a very clear and comprehensive statement
should be given by the honourable introducer of
this resolution in order to clear up the atmosphere
on this question. It is time now that some planned
policy should be reached on this question. 'There
-can be no complaint about the granting of money
for this purpose, because the House has already
-expressed its willingness to grant sums of ‘money te
improve this Hospital and I may say that though a
long time has elapsed since that decision, very little
‘progress has been made. Instead, every now and
then, Government is coming in a piecemeal fashion
to add this and that to the present hospital.

Over a year, we have beca told that Stockton
is to be made into a beautiful place for the doctors,
but up to now, we have heard nothing more about it.
“The honourable junior member for St. Thomas at
that time assured us that something will be done. If
the policy of the Government is to expand, bit by
bit the hospital on its present site, let the members
-of Government make up their minds about it and stary
ahead with something concrete. If Government is
going to acquire this 5% acres at Enmore for the
-expansion of the hospital proper, decide on that.
I will go further and say that 5% acres is sufficient
to make a start; it is more than what the present
hospital contains. If you must go across the street,
do so. You have bought Avalon which is across the
street, now you are trying to acquire Enmore which
is on the other side across the street. If your policy
is to expand the hospital on its present site, make
up your minds on one comprehensive policy of what
‘you intend to do.

I do feel that the hospital can be developed on
its present site. It is one thing on which I always
agreed. I always felt that patients convalescing and
those that do not need surgical attention can be taken
-care of anywhere in close proximity to the hospital
proper. You can appoint some medical staff to attend
to these cases. If the Government intends to develop
the hospital on its present site, let us get ahead with
‘that.

Sir, I see in the addendum to this resolutio
that it is proposed to purchase this property from
out of Colonial Development and Welfare Funds
allocated to this island but the honourable junior
member for St. Thomas has made no mention of it.
T therefore must ask: have any approach been made
et to C.D. & W.? If you are going to approach
CD. & W. for funds for this purpose you should
go in a big way; you should also have some com-
prehensive plan to show what you intend to do. !
wonder if Government has a plan yet of what it pro-
poses to do. People have been waiting a long time
to see a commencement in the expansion of the
lospital. By mnow we should be told what size
buildings you intend to put up and how much
beds there will be in each building. All those sort
of things should be finalised by now. We want
specific facts now,

I do hope that the honourable introducer of
this resolution will reply to these questions and let
us know the answers. Let us know what progress
has been made with the bungalows which were pro-
posed to be erected at Stockton for the doectors. Tet
us know if this scheme has been abandoned because
the foundations there have been found to be faulty.
We would also like to know whether the price that
Government hag offered for the purchase of En-
more and that which the owners want are at
great variance. I too do not like to resort to this
Land Acquisition Act to purchase something for
Government unless it is absolutely necessary. Is ix
‘necessary to do so in this case? If it is, you prob-

ably will be paying more to acquire this property
than if you acquire it by private treaty.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, 1 would like to
say that this is one of the most peculiar items that
1 have ever had to consider in this House of
Assembly. We are going to use the Land Acquisi-
tion Act to compulsory purchase the property of
Enmore in an instance where I understand that
the owner of the land has offered it to the Govern-
ment. That is what I have heard.

(A VOICE): That is not true,

Mr. LEWIS: As I have understood it, this
i3 not like in another instance where the Govern.
ment wanted a Fish Shed at a particular place
and had to approach the owners of the places in
that district to sell them their properties. My un-
derstanding of this is that the owner of Eniore
has offered it to the Government before the Gov.
ernment jtself had set up a Committee to review
the proposals for the extension of the hospital.

Another very peculiar aspect of the matter
is this, Some honourable members have mentioned
about the purchase of Avalon, and I remember
well that at the time of the debate on the purchase
of Avalon, the site of Stockton was proposed by
CGovernment to be used for the erection of bungalows
or flats; therefore, I do not know where the honour-
able senior member for St. Philip got the idea that
the Government stated that there were no propes
foundations at Stockton, There might not be suit-
sble foundations for very large buildings.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I rise on a point of ex.
planation, Sir. His last statement, is exactly what I
said.

Mr. LEWIS: Sir, T do not think that the

honourable senior member for St. Philip can justify
this remark because the Government has proposed
to build at Stockton. The peculiar thing about
this matter is that Government eame to this Housz

y with proposals for buying the house and land at

Avalon and at the same time for utilising the land
that was bought at Stockton by an old hospital
Board. If you read your newspaper daily, you
would have seen ‘that the Governor-in-Executive
Committee appointed a Committee to review the
extension of the General Hospital at the very time
that you know that this House had considered
building bungalows at Stoeckton for the accommoda-
tion of the staff and of some of the staff vacating
their premises in the hospital compound and those
premises to be utilised for a hospital proper. Well
Sir, T have made enquiries and I undcerstand that
that Committee has not even met vet. Therefore,
if you analyse the situation carefully, you will see
that you have proposals for extending the hospital;
you have appointed a Hospital Planning Commitfee
and in between you have somebody offering you a
property which youhave stated that your are acquir-
ing for additional beds for patients. You would expect,
if you view this transaction in its true perspective,
that the people who are thought competent to advise
the (overmment on the re-organisation of the
Hospital should express an opinion on this site.
That seems to follow inevitably. That is what
everybody would expeet. But has that happened
What T see is that three things are happening
together. One is that ‘the House has sanctioned
proposals for expansion of the hospital on Jits
present site; (2) the Government has appointed a
Committee to review the whole matter; and (3)
before the first meeting of the Planning Committee,
the Government is buying a building under the
Land Acquisition Aect. Sir, the three things do
not make sense. 1 do not mean to say that it is
not a good thing to expand the hospital to that
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site, although I do not think that it is a good site
to erect a three-storied building to house sick people.
It must be remembered that Barbados is not out
of the hurricane area and you should not put sick
people up three or four stories when you are in the
hurricane area. Sir, if you come to ask the House
to sanction the compulsory purchase of this prop-
erty at the very time that you have a (ommittee
sitting on the expansion of the hospital, oue would
expect that the Corumittee would have met to make
a recommendation for the approval of the site and
then you would seek to acquire it. It does seem
then that you are acquiring this site because
gsomebody hag offered it to you and that you are
acquiring it by compulsory purchase because yocu

cannot agree with that person on the price. It is
certainly ~a most peculiar case of compulsory
acquisition.

I think this Government is in a most awkward
position with regard to the acquiring of Enmore.
Government has just bought Avalon just below
Enmore at what I regard as a very high price.
Another property above Enmore has recently been
sold for a big price because the Ursuline Convent
could mnot afford to lose it. Government is now
seeking ‘to buy this property of Emmore which is
situated Letween two properties which were recently
gold for very high prices. On top of that, Gov-
ernment knows that when it uses the Land Ac-
quisition Act to acquire any land compulsory that
it pays more than what it intended to pay in the
first instance. I meed not remind Government that
they had to abandon using this Aect so as to get a
better deal when it was about to acquire the land
at Eagle Hall to put a market there. In my
opinion, (iovernment has not made out a case for
the eempulsory purchase of this property of En-
more. It seems to me that Govermment has not a
leg to stand on in its attempt to acquire this prop-
erty. There is only one thing that this House has
been told by the honourable introducer and what
1 stated in the Addendum and that is ‘that there
is a disagreement over the price. .

I say this by way of protest. When somebody
is asking vou to pay too much for land, when you
resort to this Act to acquire it, you will find yourself
the victim of your own action when you get to the
Court. 1 think the honourable junior member for
St. Thomas should have stated the price which the
Government offered- He should also have stated
how far (tovernment disagreed with the price of the
owner. Certainly it would be better to disclose that
so that the public would read it and see that you
did not intend to give the amount that was asked.
T have heard that the owner is asking £17,000 for
this property and that somebody has offered £12,000
and Government has offered £15000. I say again
that Government should state their position fairly
and cleavly before the public because Government is
about to initiate ministerial responsibility. We have
got into the habit of giving Government blank
cheques gud it is known that the business of the Exe-
cutive is secret. It was only through questions of mine
that this House was made aware of what Govern-
ment paid for a building out of the funds of which
it had to administrate. You saw the big splash in
the headlines that Government had bought that
property, but the one thing you did not see was the
price for which it was purchased. I am warning
members of the GGovernment that they are about to
accept full responsibility and that they should be
more than careful with this matter of acquiring
Enmore because when the whole matter comes to
light, thev are going to be charged with conniving
with members of the public. The facts which are

known in this transaction makes very peculiar
reading and there are people behind the scenes
that are putting the four members of the Execu-
tive on the spot in matters of this sort. 1 say
again that the Government has come down at a most
peculiar time with this resolution. The Government
has a Committee sitting on the expansion of the
hospital and within a stone’s throw of the Hos-
pital is this property which has been offered to
Government. Before the Committee has sat, Govern-
ment comes down with this resolution to purchase
this property compulsorily. Besides seeming very
unfair to the members of that Committee, the im-
pression is given that the members of the Goveru-
ment are the people behind this transaction. The pub-
lic can come to no other conclusion. I, myself, was
of the opinion that this Committee had sat on the
question and had made recommendations but I have
been made to understand that the Committee has not
sat at all. When the Committee sits, it may say that
Enmore is the most unsuitable site on which to extend
the hospital.

Sir, I do not like this resolution at all. T am
going to ask the Government to postpone the matter
until it gets some more information. In the meantime
it should invite this Committee to go and view the
site and let the Committee put in an interim report.
I think that this House is entitled to know why the
plang for the extension of the hospital have not been
sanctioned already by this Committee or if the plans
have broken down. It seems to me that the Government
has not fully made up its mind on the hospital and
that all that it is doing is to walk around buying up
properties at high prices and setting a price for the
sale of land which is not helpful to the community at
all. T well remember that the Government was
already in the unfortunate position of renting a
house for so much money that it had to abandon the
rental of it and give living-out allowances to the
nurses who oceupied it because the rent was too ex-
orbitant. Now by its setting a standard in the pur-
chasing of land, it is doing a grave disservice to the
community and not only that, but Government is
purchasing under circumstances which I think it
should not. ]

Mr. Barrow entered the House and took his
seat,

The next thing is this: you have Committees in
connection with the Hospital and Committees for
everything being appointed, and it is very strange
that in the appointment of these Committees, es-
pecially where the expenditure of money is concerned,
vou do mot see a member of this House, except a
member of the Executive Committee, on these Com-
mittees. In a democracy at least a member of the
Opposition could be put on a Committee instead of
putting two or three members from the Other Place
and one member from this House, who is the Minister
in charge of the particular matter. And in thig very
transaction the Minister was out of the island at the
last stage. The honourable junior member for St.
Thomas, who introduced this Resolution has only now
returned to the island between the appointment of
the Committee and the proposed purchase of a place
without the knowledge of the Committee. The hon-
curable member cannot say that the Committee re-
commended this proposition; the honourable member
who is the only member of the House on this Com-
mittee, was out of the island from the time the Gov-
ernment <was compulsorily acquiring this land.
(Mr. ADAMS: Not true). Well it was hurriedly
done when he came back. ILet the honourable mem-
ber contradict that. The honourable junior member
for St. Thomas has only just returned to the island
and this Resolution was brought in a week after. I
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cannot say that six months agoe they decided to ac-
quire thig place compulsorily. However, I am saying
that the Government has to be very careful if it
wants to extend the Hospital and this is the only way
it has decided to do it- It is good to know that the
(Government has come to some decision about the
matter, but the way the Government hag come to
this decision is not at all complimentary to it.

Mr. Barrow entered the House and took his seat.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: 1 am not dealing with
the aspects of this Resolution; | am dealing with the
remarks which the honourable junior member for the
City has made here with some reference to me as a
member of the Executive Committee. I want to say
that I have the greatest respect for the honourable
memkber’s integrity; knowing him as I do 1 regard
Eim as one whose integrity I would not challenge.
The honourable member made a statement to the
effect that the reason aback of the acquisition of
this property is that the owner of it seems to be in
some finanecial diffieulty, and apparently the fow
members of the Executive Committee were awarc
¢t that. The honourable member said that on the
eve of the introduction of Ministerial Status the
members of the Executive Committee must be careful
because as sure as two and two make four anyone wha
is dealing with a matter such as this, would find i
very difficult to explain the position to the publie
Just as I have the greatest respect for the honourable
member’s integrity, I have the same respect fo:
members of the Executive Committee other than
myself. With all that has been said about the hon
ourable Leader of the House and his faults, I do
not think that anyone has ever said that ome ot
his faults has been graff; and if the honourable
introducer of this Resolution can be regarded as
not being a brilliant politician, he certainly cannot
be regarded as being lacking in integrity and hon
esty. I would not be associated with anybody who
would, in the slightest way, think of buying prop-
erty with the object of helping anybody who is
sclling his property. I should like to say that such
statements as are being made, are doing more harm
than anything else in this community. I do not
want to make too strong comments on things which
should be dealt with elsewhere, but these are the
jibes of the irresponsible against responsible
people. I am sure that the honourable junior member
for the City has no evidence to prove that the members
of the Executive Committee had any motives
other than the highest in their decision to purchase
this property. To insinuate that this property is
being bought with improper motives is to reduce
honourable members of the Executive Committee to
being the biggest crooks you could ever think
about. It is true that anyone who is lacking in
integrity will look after his own ends, but we are
not here to see what we can put into our own
pockets or into the pockets of anybody else. If
anyone thinks that the Hospital should not be
extended to “Enmore”, then let him say that; but
let him not make any Iinsinuations against any-
body’s integrity.

Mr. LEWIS: I have issued a warning to the
Executive Committee in the light of what T have
heard about this matter and what I heard in the
House to-day. I have given chronologically certain
things I want honourable members to be careful
about; T have not accused them of doing anything.

Mr. ADAMS: Over and over again the hon-
ourable member accuses the Government of being
stupid but sometimes he goes over the border-line
and repeats slanders with the intention of himself
-confirming them and letting us know what is in
his mind. That is what the honourable member

has done this afternoon and what he has done more
than once. The honourable member who introduc-
ed this Resolution is replying for the Government;
therefore I am not replying on behalf of the Gov-
ernment, I have the gift of sleeping, thank Geod;
I can sleep when stupidness is being talked. The
honourable junior member for the City has the
unfortunate habit of accusing us of being easily fool-
ed, but accusations of that sort are an indication
of the person who makes them, mot against the
Government. The honourable member is in the
habit of saying “I hear so and so”; he knows that
he is going out of politics and all the dirtiness he
can do he is doing it in his last session in the House.
I am not trespassing on what the honourable junior
member for St. Thomas will say on behalf of the
(tovernment except to remind honourable members
that we have not hidden anything from this House.
We said in the Estimates, by implication, at any
rate, that we are doing these things at the Gen-
eral Hospital, and we said explicitly that we are
not removing the Hospital from Jemmott’s Lane.
I did not believe in purchasing “Znmore” because
I know the cost of land in that ncighbourhood; but
where else could we buy but the closest spot of
land? I went to “Enmore” with a member of the
medical profession who was absolutely opposed to
that place until he saw the spot; he then encour-
aged us to buy it considering its proximity to th.
General Hospital, its being level and many other
things. We had been condemning the place before
we had seen it. '

I thoungnt it neceszary to make that explana-
tion; the Government as a Government unitedly and
collectively has come to this decision and has
brought the matter before the House. I had no
intention of speaking because the matter is in the
hands of the honourable junior member for St.
Thomas who will reply to any point he thinks he
should reply to. I got up to ask honourable mem-
bers to bear in mind that the sort of slanderous
talk by the honourable junior member for the City
goes into the Press, and the fact that we have sat
in silence is not to be taken as an indication that
we are guilty of anything. To remain in silence
is sometimes a mistake and I think we should pub-
licly deny an accusation as soon as it has been made.

Mr. HAYNES: I do not think the Government
would go in for this expenditure without first giv-
ing the matter serious consideration. Knowing the
cost of constructing buildings to-day I say it is far
cheaper to alter a building than to erect one. But
what really brought me to my feet is the footnote
in the addendum to the Resolution which tells us
that we are getting some money from Colonial
Development and Welfare Funds. Every time you
take up your newspaper you can read that British
Guiana, Jamaica or some other colony is getting
money from these Funds and you never hear any-
thing more about the matter. T am told on good author-
ity that if we were to ask for some of this money
4, lot of our development schemes would be carried
out. I am hoping that this initial venture will be
followed up.

Mr. ALLDER: T am hoping that those honour-
able members who have expressed themselves
against this Resolution will support a motion for
the postponement of the Resolution for six months.
T intend to make such a motion and I have reason-
able grounds for so doing. To the owner of this
property I would say: “How sweet to the storm-
stricken seems a safe harbour?’ It is well known
that this property was on the market for sale
months ago and private investors were reluctant
to purchase it; even the owner of the property ad-
mits that he wanted to sell it some months ago and
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if that is so it seems to be impossible for any rea-
sonable argument to be put forward for the com-
pulsory acquisition of this property. If the owner
of this property is desirous of selling it I do not
see why the Government should attempt to pur-
chase it by force. 'What is more, I have heard that
the price offered for this property was as low as
£12,000. Whenever an attempt is made to fleece
the Government, you have a lot of specious argu-
ment being advanced to justify the throwing away
of the taxpayers’ money. It is not the first time
that we have heard such points raised in this House
when properties of this sort were for sale; but
even if the owner of this property was not trying
to get it sold months ago and private investors
refused to buy it, I would still object at this time
to giving authority to the Executive Committee for
the purchase of the property for the purpose of
extending the Hospital. The reason for my objec-
tion is that the properties which the Governor-in-
Executive Committee owns are sufficient to carry
out any amount of extension to the Hospital. The
Executive Committee have shown a lack of capac-
ity to make proper use of their existing properties
around the Hospital. These properties have al-
ready been mentioned and I daresay that every-
body knows how long the Government owned them
and how long has been the delay to make use of
them so as to alleviate the congestion which now
obtains at the Hospital. = The only people who
would resort to the indiseriminate acquisition ot
adjoining properties in this way without making
any effort to utilise them would be the present Gov
ernment. I think that “Stockton” was bought over
10 years ago for the purpose of relieving the then
congestion at the Hospital; to-day all the landmasarks
to that property have been removed and all that
are left there are bushes and crabs and whesocver
will can go in and enjoy themselves. It seems to
me that the only ambition which the Government
has is to spend money indiserimirately and not with
the object of seeing that the benefits from such
investments come back to the people within as short
a time as possible. No private investor wenld
spend thousands of pounds in acquiring property
and then allow it to go into ruin; he would try to
get back something on his investment.

The reason why I am opposing this Resolution
is that it is my feeling and the feeling of other
people, that the Government is only purchasing this
property because its owner is selling it. If the
owner of this property had heen continuing to carry
on a lucrative business he would never have been
seeking a purchaser of the property; business has
failed hopelessly and therefore the owner of this
property has been running around with his agents
to get anybody who has the ability to purchase it.
to do so. Although the Government finds it difficult
to give us sufficient information as to this transaetion
I have heard the figures offered by private individuals
and also those which the present owner expects the
Government to pay. It is all going to end up with
the Government calling in an arbitrator and the
result by arbitration has been, on many occasions,
many times worse than if you had bargained with
the owner or his agent directly for the acquisition
of the property. We have had experience as to
these matters in this colony.

The honourable senior member for St. Philip has
raised a very interesting point — a point which
was uppermost in my mind for some time—
as regards the extension of the Hospital
T have often said that the delay in relieving the
congestion at the Hospital could only come about
as a result of the preference for wickedness. One

sees that an individual who wants to extend his
property or construct a new one, and who has the
capacity which the Government has, always succeeds
in a very short while, but with a Government ad-
ministration comprised I suppose of all the best and
biggest brains there are, it takes 15 or 20 years,
perhaps until Doomsday, and then nothing is done.
The present Hospital could carry another storey
guite easily; you do not want any scientist to tell
you that. T have visited the Worthing coast and
seen buildings carrying two and three storeys erected
on the sand and there is no sand at Jemmotts Lane.
However, it has always been said that the best brains
are not always found in the highest places. If I
were in the place of the honourable senior member
for St. Joseph, I would not come every now and then
znd ask for funds to purchase property and then
nothing is done with it; of course a Resolution like
this will pass this House comprised ag it is, but if
this Chamber were comprised differeatly honourable
members would not saddle the Executive Committee
with more than what their capacity affords them to
handle. At the present time the Executive Commit-
tee have shown a woeful lack of ability to utilise the
buildings and properties adjoining the Hospital for
the improvement of services and accommodation.
The honourable member knows that long before the
last General Elections two and three people were
sleeping in a bed at the Hospital; he knows that o
child died as a result of two and three children being
put in a bed, but up to now he has done nothing to
relieve the situation. The honourable member has
suceeeded in reaching a pinnacle and he suceceeds
in living there; but I cannot say that he is the politi-
cian the publie thinks he is; otherwise things would
not ¢o from bad to worse continually. T believe in
the results of a man’s efforts, not so much in his
personality.

When we were dealing ith the last Estimatos
the honourable member asked for a blank cheque
for extending the Hospital; he realises the eontgol
he hag in this House but honourable members should
know that a Resolution like this should not be given
the blessing of this Chamber. 7

At this stage Mr. SpEaARER left the Chair and
Mr. DEPuTY SPEARER took the Chair.

Mr. ALLDER: Mr. Deputy Speaker, — 1 am
saying that the present properties which the Gov-
ernment owns at Bay Street can be extended to
accommodate just as many patients as are being
accommodated now. There is a window up there
which is definitely a very large area and which
could be utilised. I am not so interested in secing
the sea; I am interested in the accommodation of
the infirm so that they can be restored to their
feet. By constructing a three-storeyed building at
least youn could accommodate 200 or 300 more people;
I am sure you could build a storey of a lighter
structure on each of the existing buildings and you
will have the same space per ward as you have on
the ground floor. If two-foot blocks have been put
in the bottom struecture you need mot put them in
the top structure; 12-inch or 18-inch stones would
be sufficient to provide for another storey on top
of the present buildings. Of course the Treasury
is there and it ig easy to say: ‘‘Taxpayers, we
want money.”” And every time they spend the
money badly and call for more, they are putting
more money out of cireulation; they are doing harm
to the unemployed and even the employed. It is
of no use using power because yvou have it in your
hand; the point is to use it intelligently; if ‘they
had to find the money themselves they would not
spend it at all. Another thing i& that finding the
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money to buv this building is not all: I do not agree
with the honourable junior member for St. Andrew
when he claims that you can use this building as it
is. (Mr. ADAMS: He did not say that). Apparently
this building is very old and the lLittle additions
which have been made to it from time to time would
not make it adequate for use as a Hospital; it would
be a question of paying £17,000 for the building
and, then, developing it. Of course, Mr, Deputy
Speaker, you know how much the Goverment hag to
pay when it is carrying out constriction work; can’t
hon. members see that the present Administration
has bitten off more than it can chew? Any sensible
businessman would attempt to utilise the property
which he has already and when he sees what is want-
ed then he would acquire more property; but the
Administration just wants to own property and the
only people that that policy benefits are those who
have properties to sell. The honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Joseph cannot say that anybody has bene-
fited from the purchase of “Stockton” 15 years ago,
except the agent or solicitor who sold it, and the
owner; for all these years thousands of pounds of
the taxpayers’ money have been lying idle and to
no benefit at all. If at that time the money were
intelligently spent the community might have been
less pauperised than it is to-day.

Another point is this; it is just a week or two
ago that we read of a Committee being appointed
by the Head of the Administration for the purpose
of recommending ways and means of extending the
facilities at the Hospital. (Dr. CUMMINS: No such
thing). The honourable member is Chairman of the
Hospital Board and I believe it would be better if
he were absent from such Committees. I am sure

I read that the Head of the Administration appoint
ed a Committee comprised of people who are always
put on Committees from which the public cannot see
anything being done. If this Committee has been
appointed and has not yet made any recommenda-
tions to the Administration, then it is stupid, in my
opinion, for us to talk about giving the Executive
Committee permission for the aeauisition of addi-
tional property. I think that this Resoluntion should
not have been brought forward until this Committee
made its recommendations because, as an honour-
able member has already pointed out, after permis-
sion is given for the acquisition of this property, the
views of the Committee might be quite different
from that, but a large sum of money would have al-
ready been spent.

I quite agree that the manner in which Bills and
Resolutions are presented here by the Government
is different from the manner in which they are pre-
sented in the Other Place; on many occasions I have
had to leave here frustrated because of the lack of
information on matters. I have to wait until the
same measures are introduced in the Other Place to
get informatieu about them because the Officer who
handles Government business in the Other Place
realises his responsibility in the matter different
from the members of the Government in this House.
However, in this important matter which pertains to
the Hospital and which calls for the expenditure of
a large sum of money, not only should we be serious
in expending the money asked for, but we should
see that these areas which are being acquired are
most suitable for the purpose for which they are in-
tended. I am discussing this Resolution with a know-
ledge of what is intended by the Government to be
paid for this property.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is the honourable
member suggesting what the Government is willing
to pay for the property in spite of the fact that it is
tg_omsg through the process of compulsory aequisi-

ion ¢

Mr. ALLDER: The reason why the Government is
purchasing this property ig due to the faet that pre-
vious negotiationg have broken down; how far has
the Government gone in bargaining with the present
owner ? What was the amount asked for this property?
I thought that this Chamber was the place where the
most information is to be given because we are di-
rectly responsible to the people whereas the members
of the Other Place are not. However, as 1 said, I
am moving that the consideration of this Resolution
be postponed for six months, The honourable senior
member for St. Joseph %as asked sotto voce if we
should postpone the consideration of this Resolution
until four persons are sleeping in one bed: well 1
say that since three persons were sleeping in a bed
the honourable member has not done anything. I
feel that if the consideration of this Resolution were
postponed, that would still be leading towards the
desired end: if we give the Government permission
to purchase this property now I am sure that two
years hence the place will be in a condition worse
than that in which it is now. What is more, the
Government will have to spend money in employ-
ing somebody to be in charge of the property; but
if we do not give our assent to the compulsory pur-
chase of this property, that will force the Admin-
istration to develop the existing properties to capa-
city and then we will have a clear vision of what
is needed. [T feel that if the consideration of this
Resolution is postponed it will only cause a longer
measure of suffering to the owner of this property
who wants to relieve himself. If in another 10 or
15 years the Government feels that this property is
needed in the service of the people, it can still be
acquired: if the Government does not buy the pro-
perty now you will be surprised to see how much
less it will be sold for, because there is no business
which can be carried on there successfully. The peo-
ple who used to live in these mansions are now run-
ring from them; it is only the people who have be-
come rich recently who want to live in these man-
sions. I hope that the Government, after hearing the
opinions expressed by honourable members on this
healthy side of the House where men’s minds are as
free as the air they breathe, will really change its
mind. I notice that if anything is brought here, even
it is something for cutting off men’s heads, there is
a calm resolve even against the inner conscience of
some honourable members, to see that men’s heads
are cut off by an act of the all-powerful Govern-
ment. T am appealing to honourable members to sup-
port the motion for the postponement of this Reso-
lution. Tt is not true to say that a postponement
of this Resolution will cause more people to sleep
in one bed at the Hospital: the Government hag
more in its hands than it can really deal with.
I beg to move that the consideration of thig
Resolution be postponed for six months.

Mr. J. C. MOTTLEY : Mr. Deputy Speager,—We
as the elected representatives of the people, have a
direct interest in the manner in which the problem of
kealth is handled. T should like to say that any me.s-
ure which comes before this honourable House merits
our careful consideration, but we are not compelled
to cast prudence to the wind and rush madly into
the acquisition of properties for the extension of the
Hespital. We have it stated in the addendum that
funds are available in respect of the Hospital and stil]
there are three people sleeping in a bed. To what use
ere these funds being put? I do not think that the
acquisition of this property is the answer to this
problem, and with the information which has been
given to us this afternoon, I feel that the Government
should accept the motion for the postponement of thig
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Resolution. I am going to second the motion for
the postponement of the Resolution and I am ex-
pressing my views in the matter. I feel that this
Government should make a more comprehensive
survey of this Institution  beforehand and
get down to brass tacks and do something directly. 1
and I presume that in this case it is none other than
agree with some of the suggestions made by my col-
league; 1 agree that the ‘Government has sufficient
room at the Hospital so that an extension can be
carried out without acquiring this new property. The
hon. junior member for St. Thomas who introduced
this Resolution has to satisfy us about this Resolu-
tion; the allegations which have heen made in respect
of this Resolution and some of the revelations which
were brought out, demand that the Government post-
rone the consideration of this Resolution and give
vs more information in this matter so as to satisfy
the enquires of hon. members on this side of the Table
Without any more ado, Mr. Deputy Speaker, I beg to
second the motion for the postponement of this Reso-
lution.

Mr. TALMA: I had no intention of joining in
this debate, but now I cannot help making a few
points as far as my position is concerned. It is easy to
criticise, but to criticise constructively is not so easy.
[ have listened to some constructive criticism in some
cases and to some very destructive criticism in some
others. Wie know the difficulty which is being exper-
ienced at the Hospital and to adopt a laissez-fairre
policy will eause greater difficulty to be experienced.
We do not want to cause any situation to arise and
cause chaos; if that is the intention of hon members,
vou can well understand the nature of their contribu-
tion to this debate.

At this stage Mr. DepuTy SPEAKER left the Chair
and Mr. SpeakEr resumed the Chair.

Mr- TALMA: T was saying, Mr. Speaker, that
it is quite easy to criticise, but it is not easy for
many people to offer constructive criticism. All or
nost honourable members fully realise the grave in-
convenience which is being suffered at the General
Hospital and I take it that most honourable members
have a genuine desire for something to be done and
done as quickly as possible to relieve such a bad
state of affairs. When the suggestion is made that
a property adjacent to the Hospital should be
acquired, it is quite easy to say that there is enough
available land in the area and there is no necessity
to aequire more land. It is all well and good to
say that the window to the sea should not be there;
but in my humble opinion, the majority of the people
of thig island are satisfied with this window being
there. The suggestion of building there and still hav-
ing that window to the sea is not very practicable
in my opinion; the majority of honourable members
agree that additional accommodation is needed at the
Hospital and if that is so, the purchase of this prop-
crty is desirable because it is adjacent to the Hospi-
tal it is a suitable place to be acquired and it has
been accepted by people who have a knowledge of
matters of this sort. If the Government had mnot
taken this stéep probably some honourable member
would have brought forward an Address asking for
tlie purchase of ‘‘Enmore’’ and probably he would
criticise the Government for not purchasing it- To-
day you do something and you are criticised; if you
do nothing you are also eriticised. The members of the
QOpposition agree that something should be done in
this matter of additional accommeodation at the Hos-
pital and now that something is being done they say
that this Resolution should be postponed! We are
doing something in keeping with the provision of
the Five Year Plan in respect of the extension of the

—— ——

Hospital; now we are implementing the proposal
there is opposition to it. o

I should like to say that the Land Acquisition
Act is only enforced for settling the question as to the
price of a property; if the owner will not sell the
property he is forced to do so. The guiding factor
in all these matters is the question of price. 1 just
mention that because of what is stated in the adden-
dum ; I feel that the question of extending the faeili-
ties at the Hospital is an urgent one and the ques-
tion of the acquisition of land at Waterford or any-
where else might take quite a long time to be accom-
rlished. In any part of the world a hospital must
be in the heart of the City; it has to be centrally
situated because in case of casualties it must be
within easy reach of the people. If the Government is
acquiring this property for the extension of the Hos-
rital I see mo reason why anyone who is genuinely
interested in the people should be opposing this
riatter in the manner in which certain hon. members
have done this afternoon. I feel happy to know that
something is being done to help the poor, distressed
people at the IHospital; now that the development
programme has been started immediate relief will be
brought to these people.

Mr. VAUGHAN: This is an issue with which
L attempted to be in sympathy at first for the reason
that the congestion at the Hospital is something
which should not be tolerated by any Government
with any pretention to carry out social services. 1
was persuaded at first by this Resolution and 1
aecepted the position that here at last is an opportun-
ity which seems to bring relief to the disgraceful con-
ditions at the Hospital, but that is one side. If that
were the only alternative I would still have to stand
by my persuasion; but it is not. The Government has

property at ‘‘Stockton’’ and I must be given sound

reasons as to why ‘‘Stockton’’ eannot be built upon
50 as to provide the accommodation which is so neces-
sary at the Hospital. From month to month the Gov-
ernment is acquiring properties and leaving them
useless; now the Government wants to acquire
**Enmore’’ which will take quite as long to be re-
built, and the Government will spend as much money
in rebuilding it, as new buildings at ‘‘Stockton’’
will require. T am therefore no longer persuaded
that the purchase of ‘““Enmore’’ is essential for the
relief of the disgraceful conditions at the Hospital;
Every day of my life and even up to today
1 can hear about conditions at the Ilospital;
T have a conviction that if the Hospital were con-
trolled by a Statutory Board the conditions there
would be better. 'The Government cannot find any
rational excuse as to why conditions at the Hospital
must continue as they are. T have agreed that the
Hospital must be built up within the same area and
I do not see why the Government cannot build at
““‘Stockton’’ which is already there in the area. For
the reason I have given I am supporting the motion
of the hon. senior member for St. John.

Mr. LEWIS: I am speaking on the amendment.
If the amendment were to the effect that the further
consideration of the Resolution be postponed so that
the matter can be brought up in the near future, or
if the postponement were moved for the purpose of
allowing the Government to make a report on the
particular site, I would be willing to vote for it; but
to say that this postponement must take six months
is, to my mind, unreasonable. Tt is acting unfairly
with the situation as it exists with the owner of the
vroperty ; if it is known that the Government has ex-
pressed its intention to purchase this property com-
pulsorily, the gentleman will be unable in the mean-
time to get anybody to purchase his property. Some-
body outside the Government might want to purchase
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this property and how can the owner attempt to
negotiate for the purchase of the property for six
months if an amendment of this nature is agreed to?
1f the consideraticn of this Resolution were post.
poned for the purpose of enabling the Government
to make a report on this property or something like
that, I would be willing to say that the Government
might invite its Committee to visit this place and
let the House have a report on it. I am expressing
my opinion on the amendment which is before the
House, because the Act under which we are consid-
ering this Resolution says that certain preliminaries
have to be gone through and I understand that those
preliminaries have been gone through and complied
with. It has therefore been notified at large that the
Government wants to purchase this property and
is willing to pay the price for it as fixed by law. In
ry opinion a postponement of this Resolution for six
nionths is merely to persecute the owner of this
property.

Mr. ALLDER: I am asking leave to amend the
time limit in the motion I have made.

Mr. COX: T object.

The question that leave be granted the hon.
member to amend his motion was put and resolved
in the negative.

A division was taken as follows:—

Ayes: Messrs. WILLIAMS, LEWIS, BARROW, ALL-
DER, ORAWFORD, J. C. MoTTLEY, VAUGHAN and Gob-
DARD—S8,

Noes: Messrs. SmitH, HAYNES, Mapp, Mrs.
BourNE, Messrs. TaLma, Howper, F. L. WaLcorr,
Apawms, Cox and Dr. Cummixs—10.

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,—This whole de
bate this afternoon has been founded on rumour.
The first honourable member who spoke said clearly
that he had been hearing this and hearing that; and
the honourable junior member for the City has also
said so too. They have all admitted to base, false
and wild rumours and have made false allegations.
Honourable members should be sure of what they
are speaking on.

In the Five Year Plan, the sum of $950,000
has been included for meeting the cost of various
improvements and extensions at the General Hos-
pital, including the provision of 100 additional beds,
2 mnew kitchen and laundry, equipment, a uew
mortuary, etec. Again in the Annual Estimates an
amount of $250,000 has been included under Capital
Expenditure for work during 1953-54 on these im-
provements and extensions. You will remember,
Sir, probably a year or so ago, that an announce-
ment was made in this House of Assembly as re-
gards the extension of the General Hospital.
It was proposed at that time to build a hos-
pital on the present site. It was also proposed
to demolish the houses of the resident staff on the
grounds of the present hospital and to build flats
for them at Stockton. It was also proposed to buy
a bit of land extending from River Road down
Wellington Street for the extension of the laundry
and kitchen. All these proposals were mentioned
in this House. What has happened since? As I
said earlier this afternoon, the late Mr. T. E. Went
since those proposals were made, sank trial holes to
test for foundations on the proposed present site
for the building of this 100-bed block and those
trial holes went as far as 13 and 14 feet deep with-
out coming to a proper foundation. Quite natural-
ly, that site was abandoned, and for the very good
reasons that if you eontinued to build on this site,
yvou will have to put more money underground for
foundations than you will have to put above the
ground for hospital wards. Consequently, that was

abandoned and the Government started to look
around for a proper site in the vicinity, if possible,
on which to build this proposed extemsion. It is
true that during that time this Enmore site was
offered to the Government and I do not see
anything wrong in its being offered to the Gov-
ernment. Some honourable members think that
it is something dishonest in the owner offering

this site to the Government and the Govern-
ment investigating it. The Government has noth-
ing to do with whether the owner is in debt or

cannot pay his morfgage or any of the tripe that
I have heara this afternoon. That does not concern
the Government. What concerned the Government
at that time was that it wanted a site to build a
hospital. Enmore was offered to the Hospital Board
and one afternoon, the Acting Colonial Engineer,
the Medical Superintendent of the General Hos-
pital, the Secretary and myself went and visited
the site. We went all over the house and all over
the grounds. The Acting Colonial Engineer ex-
pressed his opinion as to the condition of the house
and the Medical Superintendent was there to say
whether he thought the house could be converted
into wards to alleviate the immediate congestion of
the General Hospital. He so decided and the Colo-
nial Engineer thought that the house was suitable
and he estimated that a sum of $4,000 would be
needed to convert the house as it stood into suitable
wards for housing patients and that it would have
floor space for 50 or 60 beds. It was therefore
felt that by acquiring Enmore and making it suit-
able for receiving patients, it would be relieving
the congestion at the General Hospital in this way.
Under present day methods of surgery, within a few
days,—probably five days,—a patient that has un-
dergone surgical attention is able to get out of bed
and though it would not be suitable for him to
leave the hospital, it was thought that this con-
valescing patient could be removed to Enmore and
there left to recuperate thus leaving room at the
General Hospital for the receiving of more patients.
That was decided by the Medical Superintendent
and as I said, the Acting Colonial Engineer de-
clared that the house was quite suitable, sound,
without any blemishes, and that it would take in
the vicinity of $4,000 to convert it into wards for the
purpose needed. The Acting Colonial Engineer
went over the grounds and in his opinion then said
that it would be suitable for further building. We
were not satisfled with that and we asked him to go
next day with his usual paraphernalia to sink these
trial holes and he reported that the foundations
ranged from one to five feet.

Unfortunately, Sir, the four members who form
this Government are not ommiscient; they are not
gods, or big experts like some honourable members.
We have to take opinions on expert matters from
heads of departments who are there to advise us.
On the recommendations of these gentlemen,—the
Acting Colonial Engineer and the Medical Super-
intendent,—Government proceeded on them. I hear
from honourable members on the other side of this
table that members of this Government were the
owner’s friends. If that is the type of honourable
member this Government have to deal with who
can only see dishonesty in everything, God help us.

T will add this statement. Subsequently, the
recommendations were reported to the Advisory
Board of the General Hospital. A meeting was
called and the reports of these gentlemen were
taken plus that of Mr. Woodehouse, who is attached
to Colonial Development and Welfare and who was
asls2d to go and make an inspection of the site and




306

HOUSE

to attend ‘the meeting. Mr. Woodehouse, who seemed
to have some fore knowledge of the place, informed
the Board that it was quite suitable for our pur-
pose and we could, from time to time, build addi-
tional Dbloeks. It was his opinion that probably in
the course of time, we could remove the whole hos-
pital over there, the site being sufficiently large enough
to make provision for a five-hundred or six-hundred
bed hospital if we were prepared to erect buildings
of three stories. Sir, on the opinion of these gen-
tlemen, who know more about such matters than the
nmembers of the Advisory Board and I, the Advisory
Board Committee reported to the Government who
then said that Enmore should be investigated about
price and from then on the price question started.
The honourable junior member for St. Lucy wanted
to know why the Government had to take this course,
that is, to purchase this land compulsorily. T think
the honourable member ought to know it is because
of differences in price, the owner wanting one price
and the Government not seeing its way to reach that
amount. Because the owner would not budge, this
resolution is before the House.

Now, as far as Stockton is concerned, I must
give some word about it. It was proposed to build
some flats there to house the resident staff and that
proposal was made because it was decided to de-
molish certain houses in the compound so as to erect
a new block for a hospital. As I have said already,
the lack of proper foundations at the present site
has caused these plans to be altered and as you
know, only a portion of Stockton can be used. Stock-
ton was bought years ago. This Government does
not know the reason why it was bought. Only a
portion of it can be used for building. We were
told so by the late Mr. Went., As I said earlier, it
is not just erecting a building for wards, we have
to make provision for kitchen staff, laundry and
auxiliary services of that sort. Because of that,
there would mot be enough room at Stockton to de-
velop the annexe of the hospital. As I have said,
members of Government are not experts in such
matters, ({overnment has to go by the opinion, not
of the James Street, Lucas Street people, but of
heads of departments of Government who are suppos-
ed to know what they are talking about. We were care-
fully told that Stockton cannot carry this annexe.
The honourable junior member for St. Lucy spoke
in such a manner as to show that he has no know-
ledge  of the facts. The honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Philip, as was evident, was just blowing
off gasx and the honourable senior member for St.
John spoke unintelligently. Sir, we were told by
one of the local experts of this House that we could
go to the mext portion of Avalon and build an
annexe to accommodate 60 or 80 beds. That local
expert also said that we could go next door to the
Eye Ward and erect such a building. Of course
the honourable member spoke without paying any
attention to recurrent expenditure in running this
“place. Tiet me tell the honourable member that
Enmore iz sufficient in itself to accommodate its
own staff; so that is the position.

Sir, this Government is trying its best to relieve
the congestion at the Cleneral Hospital. Everyboay
has been complaining of the conditions there and
justifiably so. A vear or two ago, we had in this
House a debate which lasted for a whole day about
the overcrowding at the hospital. Now Government
has come forward with something concrete, we ar-=
told by some honourable members to postpone it for
six months.

Reference has been made to a Committee which
was appointed by the Governor in connection with

the developing and planning of the hospital. [
may say that the honourable junior member for the
City said that this Committee was appointed in riy
absence and all that sort of thing. There is no truth
in his statement because I was only absent from this
colony for two weeks and this Planning Committce
was appointed before I went away. It is true that
the Committee has not yet sat, but it cannot sit be-
fore it has something to workin. These are the terms
of reference of this Committee :—

‘(i) To advise the (fovernment on a phased
programme of hospital extension designed
eventually to provide a modern hospital
in Bridgetown; and

(i) Having regard to the proposals made in
the Five Year Plan, to prepare a de-
tailed scheme with estimates of cost for
the first stage of the programme which
must—

(a) relieve the present overcrowding in
the Hospital;

(b) provide adequate accommodation
for the treatment of Tuberculosis;
and

(e) provide a Health Centre for the
Bridgetown area.’’

Sir, this site was decided on before this Com-
mittee was appointed. I may say Sir, that there was
agitation for Enmore as an annexe to the Hospital
before Sir Alfred Savage left this island. Enmore
was actively considered from that time as a means of
providing an extension of the General Hospital and
it was decided on before this Committee was ap-
pointed.

I do not know if there is anything more which
1 can add.

I think it ig the honourable junior member for
Christ Church who gsked about whether it has finally
been agreed to purchase thig site from C. D. & W.
Funds. I will only say that it is proposed to meet
the cost of this property from that fund.

I hope, Sir, that honourable members will use
their commonsense in deciding on this issue whether
Government should be given permission to take this
step to acquire Enmore and the land on which it is
contained so as to relieve the congestion at the Gen-
eral Hospital. Its acquisition will not only relieve
the congestion at the Hospital but we will also be
able to start to erect a building for a 100-bed hos-
pital because provision has been made for that pur-
pose in the Five Year Plan.

Mr. BARROW: As I understand it now, there
is @ motion before this House to postpone considera-
tion of this Resolution which is making provision
for the compulsory acquisition of Enmore for the
purpose of hospital extension. Sir, you may correct
me if T am wrong. If this motion is before the
IHouse I make no apology to the honourable junior
member for St. Thomas for rising after he has replied
to the ecriticisms of honourable members. I think,
Sir, that the motion for the postponement of this
resolution can be construed as meaning two things:
(1) that the honourable mover of this motion for the
postponement is against the purchase of Enmore by
compulsory acquisition; or (2) that he is against the
purchase of Enmore at all. It is not sufficiently
clear to me which of the two meanings the honourable
mover of this motion wants us to infer from his
argument. We all know the deplorable condition
that the hospital hag been in for the last twenty-five
years. It certainly is within the memory of the
oldest honourable memher of this House that this
deplorable condition of the ‘General Hospital has
always been the topic of discussion.

-~
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Sir, any resolution which would tend to allevi
ate the conditions which exist at the General Hos-
pital today eannot be easily brushed aside. You
cannot brush aside this Resolution because you are
against compulsory acquisition, or because you do
wt like the particular occasion for the purchase of
the particular property, or because you do not like
the personality of the members of the Government.
Al ‘those things have nothing to do with it. You
should support this Resolution if you wish to allevi-
ate the deplorable conditions at the Hospital. ,

Although I am supporting this Resolution, ]
would like to emphasize some points which were
made by the honourable member on my right anc
also ask members of the Government to be very care
ful about the purpose to which this property whet
acquired is put. The first thing I would like to say
is that if you want to increase accommodation at
the Hospital, it is generally accepted from experience
that the wrong way to increase accommodation for
patients 18 by putting them in a property which is
far removed from the surgery and the kitchen and
fror: the attendants and doctors who are in the
hospitail.

Dr. CUMMINS: On a point of explanation, Sir,
I said that Enmore would be a separate entity. It
wonld have its own kitchen, nurses and staff.

Mr. BARROW : That is precisely the point 1
am making now. I wag about to say that the moment
you buy Enmore, you should build a kitchen therc.

Dr. CUMMINS: I rise again on a point of ex-
plaration. T have just said that it would cost $4,000
to convert Enmore to the use for which it is intended.
Yor. will not have to build any kitchen or laundry
theme; they are there now.

Mr. BARROW : Mr. Speaker,—I am against the
expenditure of $4,000. 1 have a better suggestion to

malke. We need not set up this new hospital outside

of the present hospital. Inside the present hospital
next door to the surgery, we have a large building

wkhich is being used by the administration for offices. | .

In addition, we have the Secretary of the Hospital
living inside a building which is in the present com-
pound. Now, all these people that work in the
office are not medical people; they are civil servants
more or less. If you move all these people teo
Fmore, you will have an entire block of buildirgs
teft where you can put patients. Enmore containg
enough room to house all these people who work in
the administration and can do so without any ex-
penditure as far as I have been able to find out. The
buildings which are at present occupied by the ad-
ministrative staff can be used for putting beds and
without any expenditure to do so. I have visited this

place, not ag an expert, but as a representative of

the people. T take an interest in hospitals. I have

‘had the opportunity of going into a Swedish hospital

of seven stories and there the kitchen and the laundry
were situated on the top floor, I do not think we
should approve of spending money on Enmore for
putting patients there. When you spend this $4,000
on Enmore, you are putting up a hospital within a
hospital. You will create difficulties, not only on the
administrative side, but on the medical and surgical
side as well. I can tell you that the doctors at the
hospital are against the putting of the hospital at
Enmore. If Government consults the doctors on
this question, it will find out that they are against

‘it. If you eonsult the Medical Superintendent on

this question, he will probably tell you that it would
be much easier to let the administrative staff vacate
these buildings in the compound and to put patients
in them. By so doing, he would not have to run
across the road to see how patients are getting on.

Tt certainly would be much easier for him to have

all the patients within one compound than quartered
all over the place. We know the economy of large-
scale production. It is much easier to have consis-
tency as to diet when it is prepared in one kitchen;
naturally, you will not have consistency in this
respect when you have three or four kitcheng all
over the place. -

As regards to the future development of the
hospital, I want to endorse swhat the honourable
Junior member for the City said that if you set up
this Hospital Planning Committee to go into these
matters, at least, you should give that Committee the
opportunity to express its views, not on the question,
perhaps, of whether you should buy Enmore or not,
but certainly as to the manner in whieh it should be
used now and in the future. Therefore, the honour-
able introducer of this resolution should answer the
question which I think was put in a befitting manner
by the honourable junior member for the City, as
to why this Committee was not consulted on this
matter. In the explanatory note, as wéll as the ex-
planation given by the honourable introducer of this
resolution, it has been clearly pointed out not only
the reason why (Glovernment was purchasing this pro-
perty but also as to what use is would be put. {
think its use is a matter which should be left to the
Committee,

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I, hope that there
would be immediate relief from the congestion at the
hospital as a result of this purchase; not necessarily
by putting patients at Enmore, but by the purchasing
of the place. 1 also hope that the Government will
call a halt to this piecemeal additions that has taken
place at the hospital because this manner of planning
canmot solve our problems. I hope to see plans for
the development of one central hospital. Mr. Speaker,
the postponing of this resolution will really be a
disservice to the suffering members of this community
and we must not lose sight of our main objectives
when we come to consider a resolution of this kind.
The question that this resolution be postponed
for six monthg was put and resolved in the negative,
the House voting as follows :—

Ayes: Mr. Aurper, Mr. Crawrorp, Mr. J. C.
MortLEY, Mr. VauceHAN and Mr. Hay~Nes—5

Noes: Mr. SmitH, Mr. WiLLiams, Mr. Marp, Mr.
Lewis, Mr. Barrow, Mrs. BourNg, Mr. Tarma, Mr.
Horper, Mr. F. L. Waucorr, Mr. Apams, Dr.
Coumains, Mr. Cox and Mr. Gopparp.—13

The question that the resolution do mnow pass
was then put and resolved in the affirmative without
division,

OLD AGE PENSION BILL

Mr. SPEAKER: The next order of the Day
stands in the name of the honourable junior member
for St. Thomas: Second reading of a Bill intituled
an Act to amend the Old Age Pension Act, 1937.

Dr. CUMMINS: This Bill is to amend the Old
Age Pension Act, 1937, and its object is to increase
the emolumentg paid to the enquiry officers who deal
with this pension. I would like to tell honourable
members that these enquiry officers received the same
salary from 1937 until 1948 when they were given
an inerease. Since that time their duties have in-
creased. Sir Errol Dos Santos has since reported and
as a result increases have been made to certain part-
time officers and Government feels that these enguiry
officers are also entitled to an increase in their salary.

I will also tell honourable members that the
salaries of these enquiring officers are now arranged
on a proper basis, that is to say, the salary of each
enquiry officer is based on the number of old age
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‘pensioners in his district. The principle adopted is
that where there are 1,000 pensioners the basis of
the amount paid to the enguiry officer is $660 per
annum, That is the minimum paid to a probationer
in the Civil Service. On that basis, the revised salary
of these enquiry officers are set out in this Bill. In the
district where we have the greatest number of old
age pensioners—3,233—the present salary of the en
quiry officer of that district is $840 per annum and
the revised salary iy $1,200 per annum. In St. George
the present salary of the enquiry officer is $672 and
the revised salary is $780. A similar revision is given
according to the principle adopted to the other enquiry
officers down the line as honourable members will see.

I beg to move that this Bill be read a second
time.

Mr. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. J. C. MOTTLEY.: Mr. Speaker,—I think at
thig stage a meed of praise should be given to the
Government for at long last adopting my sugges-
tion of increases in salary of these enquiry dfficers.
1 am glad to see that these people have been taken
care of in the manner which has been set out in this
Bill. I would say that the inecrease to each of these
deserving enquiry officers is generous, though, it
conld be more. At any rate, something is better than
nothing.. I want to commend the Government for
bringing down this Bill to give increases to who 1
would term as the Cinderella servants of Govern-
ment. I will not compliment myself for putting up a
successful fight on their behalf.

Mr. CRAWFORD : Just one point, Mr. Speaker.
[ am a bit worried in my mind whether the principle
we have adopted for the remuneration of these
enquiry officers is correct. I gather from the
konourable introducer of thig Bill that the en-
quiry officers will be paid according to the
number of old age pensioners in the district and the
more pensioners there are in the district, the greater
will be the remuneration I feel it should be worke:l
on a different basis. I feel that the officers having
the greater number of old age pensioners to
deal with should be regarded as the seniors. Anyhow,
be that as it may, I really want to suggest that some
attempt be made to post these pensions to old age
pensioners by means of money orders. It is ex-
tremely difficult for large members of the pen-
sioners to walk from one end of the parish to the
other end to the payment officers. It takes time to
do so and very often, these pensioners have to pay a
niessenger out of the small pittance whenever they
are unable to go for it themselves. I know several
who have to do it. Sir, this pension is small enough
already and there is no reason why the recipients
should be further penalised to walk from their homes
to the payment office be it near or be it far. ILet us
take the parish of ‘St. Philip as an example. There
are now two payment officers but it is physically, the
largest parish of the island. You ean imagine what
¢ means to an old age pensioner to walk from Marley
Vale or Bayfield to Six Cross Roads in all sorts of
weather. T think it is the easiest thing to make a
money order for the amount of money weekly and
post it in a franked envelope to the pensioners. T do
not think this suggestion needs belabouring year
after vear. When you do so by adopting this sug-
gestion which I make you are merely showing
o little sympathy to the people who have to trudge
these varying distances.

Finally, I would like to say that the pension
which these old age pensioners are now receiving has
been raised onee since it came into being and that
was in 1948 when these enquiry officers also got an
increase in salary. Since then, Government servants

in all categories have received increased remunera-
tion and 1 think Government can find some money
{0 pay a moderate increase to the present pension of
these old people. I feel they should be given some
portion of increase on the existing amount. We can
find the money. I feel that the time hag come when
there should be some proper attempt to institute even
a moderate Social Security Scheme which would pro-
vide at least the elementary social benefits for the
entire population. In the interim, there can be no
justification for attending, as we have been doing, to
the enquiry officers and leaving out the old age pen-
sioners themselves.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, I am going to
speak on the principle of this Bill. I will at first
speak on increases which are to be given to the pen-
sion enquiry officers and to make that increase oper-
ative as from the 1st April, 1952. Sir, so far as the
inerease is concerned, I have been hearing for a
long time that these enquiry officers have a lot of
work to do and 1 think some investigation should be
made with regard not only to the size of the district
in which an inquiry officer carries out his duties,
but also with regard to the distances they may have
to 2o to investigate cases. I have been made to un-
derstand that in the course of a yéar some enquiry
officers in the smaller districts do just as much trav-
elling as some of those living in the bigger parishes.
T think it would be better if these enquiry officers
were given this remuneration based on the travel-
jing that is done.

As regards to giving them backpay as from Ist
April, 1952 1 would like to say that this House has
based all increases in salaries of the various branches
of the Service to operate as from this date. This
is the policy since the increases have been given. . I
take it that when this House passeg a bill, resolution,
or an order saying that salaries are increased from
a certain time that it is understood that people who
were in the Service after that date would be getting
the increase. That is to me as plain as a pikestaft.
I however understand that in some recent legislation
passed by this House which is the sole authority for
payments out of the public purse, that the Financial
Secretary issued a dictum as to whom this back-pay
should be paid. As a result some who retired from
the Service since the 1st April, 1952, have received
no backpay. I intend to bring back this matter to
the House on a specific motion. I will only say now
that T think this action on his part is unconstitutional
and immoral. T do hope that something will be done
about it. Any person who was in the employ of
Government on the 1st April, 1952 but has since
retired should get that backpay and, as a matter of
fact, his pension should be revised if necessary. No-
body has any right to change that order or whatever
measure it was that effected the inerease. It is uu-
constitutional to do so.

Sir, I am glad that the honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Philip is in his place because I am sorry
that I cannot agree with his suggestion on the post-
ing of these pensions to old age pensioners. As 1
ee it, if these pensions are posted to these people,
they will then have to journey to the Post Office to
negotiate the money order. I think this course will
be more difficult for them.

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, Sir.
I have an explanation to that point though I did not
repeat it today. I have already pointed out that
any rural shopkeeper of credit would exchange the
money order for cash.

Mr. LEWIS: Sir,—In that case, you will have
to send these people a negotiable document, not a
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money order. Certainly, if the particular pensioner
is sent something which can be regarded as some-
thing for that pension and will be negotiable to that
extent, it will be something which I will regard. I
will still say that the Post Office is farther away
from the majority of these old age pensioners than
their pension office. Unless you send them a nego-
tiable document, the suggestion of the honourable
senior member for St. Philip is of no value.

Sir, I sincerely hope that all of those officers
who may have retired or died sinece lst April, 1952,
would be given the backpay which acerued to them.
The members of this Gtovernment should see to it
that none of these resolutions, orders or bills which
have as their object the increase in salary of mem-
bers of the Service are not changed by any Civil
Servant at all. They have no authority whatsoever
to do it.

Mr. COX: 1In reply to this statement by the
honourable junior member for the City with respect
to retired officers after 1st April, 1952, not reeeiving
back pay, I will tell him that the matter is in the
hands of the Financial Secretary. There were two
or three people who came to me and showed me let-
ters which stated that because they had retired sinee
1st April, 1952, they could not receive backpay. In
the case of one person, he had worked many months
after that date. I will tell the honourable member
that the members of the Government owe it to them-
selves to see that no injustice is done to any of these
people.

The question that the Bill be now read a second
time was put and resolved in the affirmative without
divison.

On the motion of Dr. CummINs, seconded by Mr.
Cox, Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House went
into Committee on the Bill, Mr. SMiTH being in the
Chair-

Clauses 1, 2 and 3 were called and passed.

On the motion of Dr. Cumwmixs, seconded by
Mr. Cox, the Chairman reported the passing of the
Bill in Committee.

Mr. SpeAkEr resumed the Chair and reported
accordingly.

On separate motions of Dr. Cummins, seconded
by Mr. Cox in each case, the Bill was read a third
time and passed.

THE ADJOURNMENT

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move
that this House do now stand adjourned until next
Tuesday, the 8th September, at 3 o’clock in the
afternoon.

As the honourable junior member for St.
Thomas has warned honourable members earlier —
if ‘warn’ is not too strong a word—Government
has in mind to go on with these Bills which are part
of the general plan which includes the Maude Bill.
As the honourable member pointed out, these bills
are to a large extent dependent on the Maude Bill,
they having certain sections that envisage the pass-
ing of that Bill. In order that these Bills may
become operative without depending on the Maude
Bill, the Government is going to propose that they
be sent to Select Committee and will accept this
suggestion from any honourable member. In that
stage, any necessary amendment whereby none of
these Billg will be dependent on the passing of the
Maude Bill can be made. If I may give an instance,
there is a section in the Public Health Bill which
reads: ‘‘Every Council shall appoint a committee
‘““to be known as the Public Health Committee,
“‘ete.’”” Imstead of saying ‘‘Council’”’ we would
erase that word so that the Bill can be independent
of the passing of the Maude Bill. This is obvious
because nobody can forece the Other Place to hurry
up with the Maude Bill.

- It is conceivable also, as I foreshadow, that the
House will have before it a Message as to the pro-
posals of ministerial status.

Mr. Cox seconded the motion for adjournment
which was agreed to and Mr. SPraker adjourned the
House accordingly.






