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THE

House of Assembly Debates

(OFFICIAL REPORT)

SESSION 1955—56

—

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday 13th March, 1956.

Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of As.
sembly met at 3 o’clock p.m. today.

Present :

His Honour Mr. K. N. R. Hussanps (Speaker) ;
Mr. J. E. 7. BranceirR; Hon, Dr. H. G. H. Cun-
Jaxs, CB.E., M.D., C.M., (Minister of Social Ser-
vices) ; His Honour Mr. A. E. 8. Lewis (Deputy
Speaker) ; Hon, M. E. Cox, (Mimster of Communica-
tions, Works and Housing) ; Mr. L. E. SmirH, J.P,
(Chasrman of Committees); Mr. F. L. WawLcort,
O.B.E.; Hon. R. G. Marp, (Minister of Trade, Indus-
iry and Labowr); Mr. T. O. Bryan; Mr J. A.
Havnes, B.A.,, Mr. V. B. VavesAN and Mrs, E. E
BoURNE.

Prayers were read.

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform
the House that the Minutes of the last meeting are
not yet ready for confirmation.

GOVERNMENT NOTICES
Government Notices were given as follows:—
Hon’ble Dr, H. G. H. CUMMINS: (for the

Premier) : Resolution to place the sum of $540 at
the disposal of the Governor-in-Executive Commit-
tee to supplement the Estimates 1955-56, Part I, Cur-
rent, as shown in the Supplementary Estimate 1955-
56, No. 75 which for.ns thé Schedule to the Reso-
lution.

Hon’ble R. G. MAPP: Resolution to sanction

ers containing locally manufactured Gases) Regula
tions, 195577

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Of my inten
jon to move the House into Committee of Suppls
at its next meeting in order to consider the money
Resolution of which T have just given notice.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO MR. TUDOR

. Mr. BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, T an: asking for
five weeks’ leave of tbsence on behalf of my col

league, the hon . junior member for St. Lucy, as
from today.
There baing mo objection, the leave asked for

was granted.
ACTING CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, before you call
the Orders of the Day, I should like to submit a
motion which I submitted on the last occasion, and
1 sincerely hope that the hon. junior meniber for St.
Joseph will not take exception to it on such grounds.
I beg to move that th: hon. junior member for St.
Joseph be appointed Chairman of Committees of
this House.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move
that the hon, junior member for St. Michael be ap-
pointed Chairman of Committees for today’s sit-
ting.

Hon. M. E. COX: T beg to second that.

Mr. F. L, WALCOTT: I afh moving an amend-
ment to that motion; it is that the hon. junior mem
ber for St. Michael be Chairman of Committees for
the remainder of the Session. The reason why I am
doing that is this: there is no point in this House
making light of the oifices of the House. The offices
uf this House carry with them certain emoluments,
and how are you going to assess what emoluments
are going to be paid in respect of these offices if you
eppoint somebody to act for one portion of the day?
I make the amendment that the hon. junior mem-
ber for St. Michael be Chairman of Committees for
the remainder of the Session, otherwise we have no
(hairman.

Mr. BRYAN: My, Speaker, I find myself so-
day in the same unfortunate position as that in
which the hon. junior member for St. Joseph found
himself at the last sitting of this House. Unfortunate-
ly for me, I am sitting beside the hon. junior mem-
ber for St, Peter; but [ would like to make the poirt,
for the sake of the reecord that my sitting here has
absolutely nothing to do with the motion which the
hon. junior member for St. Peter has made. As a
matter of fact, the making of that motion is a great
surprise to me. I just want to place that position on
record for the sake of. clarity.

The gquestion that the hon. juntor member for
St. Michael be appointed Chairman of Committees for
today’s sitting was put and resolved wn the affirma
tive without division.
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COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day
stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Social
Services to move the House into Committee of Sup-
ply to consider the grant of sums of money for thz
service of the Island.

' Om ithe motion of Hom. Dr. H. 6. H. CUM-
MINS, seconded by How. M. E. COX, Mr, SPEAKE i
left thie Chair, and the House went into Commil-
tee of Supply, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair.
3.25 p.m.

LEAVE TO TAKE MONEY RESOLUTIONS

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Acting
Chairman, I am asking leave to be allowed to take
charge of two Money Resolutions standing in the
name of the Hon, Premier.

There being no objection, leave was granied the
Hon. member.

Supplementary Estimates 1955—56
No. 53.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Acting
Chairman, this Resolution is for Supplementary
Estimates for the sum of $8,012 and the Items are
out in the Schedule to the Resolution.

Police

The first Head is Police and the Notes to the
Items set them out clearly. As regards the first
Item, Clothing and Equipment, the Note reads as
follows :—

‘‘Certain items of clothing ordered from the
Crown Agents for which there was provision in the
1954-55 Estimates, did not arrive before the end of
that financial year. Consequently the sum of $5,650
which had been earmarked to pay for this clothmg
remained unspent. The order has since arrived and
its cost eannot be borne by the current year’s vote.
A, revote of the unexpended balance mentioned above
is now required.”’ ’

It is the usual thing we have been getting from
time to time. Needless to say, we all deplore that a
thing of this sort should occur but we have no other
alternative except one or two things, either to pass
it or reject it; and I am sure hon. members will not
be in favour of rejecting it especially when we have
received: the goods.

Dealing with TItem 34, Cleaning, Water and
Light, the Note to it reads as follows:—

““Claims against this item, for which there was
provision in the 1954-55 Estimates, were submitted
too late for payment before the close of the financial
year. The sum of $1,627 remained unspent under
this vote. These claims were subsequently charged
against the current year’s vote, but a revote of $1,000
being part of the unexpended balance at 31st March,
1955 is required to meet necessary expenditure
during the balance of this financial year.”’

The next Item is 40, Incidentals. That has
been found necessary owing to the bringing of two
witnesses to the Island to give evidence at the Court

of Grand Sessions for which no provision has been |

made, The expenditure was charged to the Police vote
for incidentals in the current Estimates. This vote
cannot bear this expenditure in addition to its nor-
mal commitments without being overspent. Supple-
mentary provision of $192 is now required to meet
the normal commitments against this vote,

The next is Item 49, Subsistence allowance to
N.C.O’s and men on special duty and attending
Courts. The note reads as follows:—

“The unforeseen costs in conneetion with the
posting of members of the Police Force at Seawell
for guard duty during the visit of rour Canberras
and one Hastings aircraft to Barbados from the
22nd to 25th August, 1955, amounting to $145 were
charged to this vote. As there was no provision
for such expenditure this sum is needed to meet
the normal commitments of this vote.”

Item 50 is Motor Transport. The note reads as
follows :—

“Expenditure vouchers in respect of cost of
upkeep of motor vehieles, for which there was pro-
vision in the 1954-55 Estimates, were submitted
too late for payment within that financial year. At
the 31st March, 1955, there was an unexpended
balance of $1,046 in the vote. The vouchers were
subsequently charged to the current year’s vote. A
revote of $800 being part of the amount which
lapsed is now required to meet current costs under
this item to the end of this financial year.”

In regards to Item 55, Fees and Expenses for
instruction in First Aid, the note reads as follows:—

“The number of N.C.0’s and men undergoing
examinations in First Aid has inereased during
the year. The provision under this item is inade-
quate to meet the costs to the end of the financial
year. A further $25 is required.”

Then as regards the last Item under this Head
—IJtem 62, Newspapers,—the note sets it out clear-
ly. It is stated:—

“Certain claims under this item, for which
there was provision :n the 1954-55 Estimates, were
received too late for payment before the close of
the financial year. There remained an unexpended
balance of $160 in this vote. The claims were sub.

. sequently charged against the current year’s vote.

A revote of the unexpended balance mentioned
above is now required to meet current commit-
ments.”.

Barbados Regiment

The next Head to be dealt with is Head XXIV
—Barbados Regiment, and the Item for which pro-
vision of $40 is to be voted is for Insurance of
Motor Transport. The note says:—

“An accident involving a motor lorry belonging
to the Barbados Regiment has resulted in the loss
of the “no-claim bonus” amounting to $35.00 on the
yearly premium paid for the insurance of the lorry.
In addition the sum of $24 has had to be paid
towards the cost of repairs to the vehicle. These
two amounts, which had not been budgeted for in
this year’s Estimates of Expenditure, have already
been paid and the balance available under Item 25
is not sufficient to meet commitments to the end of
the year.”

Mr. Acting Chairman, you will see all, more
or less, are unforeseen except in one or two Items.
“uch as the Police arriving from overseas and
the goods from Crown Agents arriving too late
and the money has to be revoted. I beg to move
that this Resolution feor the sum of $8,012 do now
pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Acting Chairman, I do not
know who is responsible for the cirenlation of thes2
Order Papers but whoever is responsible might have
heard that I have resigned from the Chair but surely
not from the House; therefore T should have received
a copy of these papers. I will be glad if there would
be an instruction to those persons who are responsi-
bie for the issuing of these papers that I am still a
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member of this House and that I should be circu-

.. lated with my Order Paper and the other accom-
- pauying papers.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Acting Chairman, I sympa-
thise with the Government for having to bring
forward such an old bill and ask for a revote for it.
However, I doubt very much that you ean altogether
go more than one set of Estimates ahead and ask for
a revote. You are talking about a revote when
there is another set of Estimates already passed for
1956-57. This is for money which was voted in the
1954-55 HEstimates.

The question thai the Resolution do now pass
awas put and resolved in the affirmative withou!
diviston,

Supplementary Estimates 1955—56
No. 74.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Acting
Chairman, the next Resolution is for the sum of $209
and it is for Refund tc the St. Michael’s Almshouse
of Customs Duty and Package Tax on certain Items
jmported into the Island. It is quite customary to
grant this refund. The goods comprise of nine bed-
steads, two pairs of portable side rails and eight
commode chairs with enamel pans and lids. o

It is in accordance with the law and I beg to
move that this Resolution for $209 do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the af-
firmative without diwvision,

3.35. p.m.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS;
seconded by Hon M. E. COX, Mr. CHAIRMAN re-
ported the passing of two Resolutions in Committec,
and Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported
accordingly.

On separate motions of Honm. Dr. H. (. H.
CUMMINS, seconddd, by Hon. M. E. COX the Reso-
lutions were read a first, and second time and agreed
to.

EXPIRING LAWS BILL

Hon. Dr. CUMMINS granted Leave to take
sharge of Orders starding in the mame of the Hon.
Premaer.

Hon. Dr. H. ¢. H. CUMMINS : Mr. Speaker, I am
asking leave to take charge not only of Order No. 2,
but of all the Orders standing in the name of the Hon.
Premier who is absent.

There being no objection leave was granted the
Hon. Minister.

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the Hon. Minister for
Qocial Services: Second reading of a Bill to continuz
various expiring laws.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Order No. 2
is the ysual Bill that comes before us at this time of
the year to continue various expiring laws. They
are in the Schedule as set out below. The mose
recent is the Anglican Church (Partial Suspension}
Act, 1955; otherwise the others we are familiar
with,

1 beg to move the Bill be now read a second time.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-
.ative without division.

On motion of Hon. H. G. H. CUMMINS, sec-
onded by Hon. M. E. COX Mr. SPEAKER left the
Chair and the House went into Commatiee on the
Bill, Mr. BRYAN in the Chair.

1

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS::
that the Preamble be postponed.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resoived tn the affirma-
matiwe without dwision
Clauses 1 & 2 were called and passed.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move
that the Schedule stand part of the Bill.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and agreed to.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: I heg to move
that the Preamble do now stand part.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and agreed to.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr. SPEAKER
resumed the Chair and reported accordingly.

On separate motions of Hon. Dr. H. G. H.
CUMMINS, seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, the Biil
was read a third time and passed.

I beg to move

CIVIL ESTABLISHMENT (GENERAL)
(AMENDMENT) ORDER NO. 5, 1956

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of
Social Services, to move the passing of the following
Resolution: ‘‘Resolution to approve the Order
entitled ‘“The Civil HEstablishment (General)
(Amendmerit) No. 5 Order, 1956.”’

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS': Mr. Speaker,
there are a series of Orders on the Order Faper--Nos.
% to 9, and 19 and 25 which were given nctice of by
the Premier before dealing with the Estimates.

The first is a brief Order entitled Civil Estab-
lishment (General) (Amendment) No. 5 Order,
1956. 1 think it was explained on that occasion and
members are fully well acquainted with it. I do not
think we need go owver it.

I beg to move that the Resolution do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: DMr. Speaker, I think I am en-
titled to get an explanation as to why there are so
many Orders. Why should there be so many Orders
of one nature? General Amendment from No, 5 to &.
Could not all these Orders be made as of one? The
ones I have been able to find have all been made on
the 6th March, so what is the object of complicating
this matter? They should be consolidated to assist
members. 1 would like the Hon. Minister to tell me
why it is we have so many Orders, why it could not
be one Order since notice was given by one member.
3.45 pm.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: This first one,
Sir, 1s to do Wwith Erdiston. In consequence of the
development of Erdiston College more pupils are
taught there—there are more teachers from the Lee-
ward and Windward Islands—and of course more
staff is necessary. In addition to that there is the
increase in salary to the Principal, Vice-Principal
and Housekeeper.

These are all, more or less, contributed to by the
various Governments of the Windward and Leeward
Islands, and this i the Order which is to establish
these posts. Generally speaking, this is the Order in
respect of Erdiston, and there are some other Orders
which have to deal with increased staff at the Gov-
ernment Offices in consequence of the extension
there.

As will be seen, there will be different Heads and
Jdifferent Offices. There is Eduecation, the Fire Bri-
gade and others, and I do not think that they could
he very well be dealt with under one Head, con-
veniently.
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Mr. LEWIS: I should like to let the Hon. Minister
know that if you are revising the salaries of all the
Civil Servants, you bring in one Order. It is the
same amendment Order; it is only that you have
different dates on which these things come into oper-
ation.

The question that this Resolution do now pass was
vut and resolved wn the affirmative withoui division

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE “THE CIVIL
ESTABLISHMENT (GENERAL) (AMEND-
MENT) NO. 6 ORDER, 1956”

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day also
stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Social
Services: to move the passing of the following Reso-
lution :—Resolution to approve the Order entitled
“The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment)
No. 6 Order, 1956.”’

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: This Order is in
connection with the Fire Brigade. It has been pro-
posed and accepted that the Fire Officer should take
over the care of the Fire Service at Seawell Airport
rather thian this service being looked after by the
Establishment which we now have. That proposal
calls for increased staff at the Airport, and the sala-
ries for the increased staff are already included in
the Bstimates. I beg to move that this Resolution do
TnowW pass.

Hon. M. E. COX. I beg to second that.

The guestion that this Resolution do now pass was
put and resolved in the affirmative without divi-
ston.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE “THE CIVIL
ESTABLISHMENT (GENERAL) (AMEND-
MENT) NO. 7 ORDER, 1956

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day also
stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Social
Services: to move the passing of the following veso-
lution :— Resolution to approve the Order entitled
‘The Civil Establishraent (General) (Amendment)
No. 7 Order, 1956.”’

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: This Order pro-
vides for the establishment of separate posts of
Principal of the Evening Institute and the Prineci-
pal of the Evening and Technical Institutes, and
Deputy Prineipal and Chief Technical Instructor
of the Evening Institutes. In econsequence of the ru-
signation of the office held by one person, it has been
decided to separate these posts and let them be held
by two different people. I beg to move that this Re-
solution do now pass.

Hon. M. B. COX: I beg to second that,

Mr, LEWIS: As we go along, I suppose it wiil
dawn upon the Hon. Minister how laborious it is for
His Honour the Speaker to call these Orders in
order to get through something for which money has
already been provided. The only reason for dealing
with these Orders in this manner is that the Govern-
ment might feel that hon. members would not agree
to the establishment of all these posts with thesa
smoluments, and they would have an opportunity of
throwing out any particular one of them. I certainly
do not see the sense of bringing down all of these
Orders when we could have had one Recolution to
approve all of these Orders.

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

——

' RESOLUTION TO APPROVE “THE CIVIL
ESTABLISHMENT (GENERAL) (AMEND-
MENT) NO. 8 ORDER, 1956.”

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
also stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Se-
cial Services: to move the passing of the following
Resolution. Resolution to approve the Order entitled
““The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment)
No. 8 Order, 1956.”’

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: This Order
deals with certain additional staff in connection wizh
the Department of Scjence and Agriculture. It pro-
vides for the establishment of the following posts:—
‘Accountant, vice one post of Senior Clerk, Assistant
Accountant, vice one post of Long Grade Clerk, Senior
I’ntomological Assistart, Fishing Boat Inspector,
two Long Grade Clerks, one new and one vice tem-
porary post, and Secretary, vice one post of Stenc-
grapher-typist. These posts have all been included
in the Estimates, I beg to move that this Resolution
do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX.: I beg to second that.

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

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE “THE CIVIL
ESTABLISHMENT (GENERAL) (AMEND-
MENT) NO. 9 CRDER, 1956”

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the Hon, Minister of Soecizl
Services: to move the passing of the following Reso-
i lution: A Resolution to approve the Order entitled
““The Civil Bstablishment’’ (General) (Amendment)
No. 9 Oxder, 1956.”’

Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: The next Reso-
fution is in connection with the Government taking
over' and running the Hagle Hall Market as has been
proposed ; this Resolution is to provide the additional
staff which will be required. There will be oue
Supervisor and one Assistant Keeper. I beg to movs
that this Resolution do now pass,

Hon. M. E. COX: T beg to second that. ,

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

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE “THE CIVIL
ESTABLISHMENT (GENERAL) (AMEND-
MENT), NO. 10 ORDER, 1956’

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
also stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of
Social Services: to move the passing of the following
Resolution :—Resolution to approve the Order en-
titled ““The Civil Estaklishment (General) (Amend-
mrent) No. 10 Order, 1956.”’

3.55 p.m.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: This Resolution
deals with the establishment of certain posts. The
amendments to the Order provide for —

(a) The reduction of the number of Overseers
at the Government Industrial Schools from
ten to eight.

The Interim Advisory Board and the Board of
Visitors of the Government Industrial Schools have
recommended that fron. time to time posts of Over-
seer at the Schools should be replaced ty posts of
teacher so as to ensure that better qualified personnel
are available to undertake duties relating to the
after-care of delinquents. One post of Overseer is
xt present vacant and the opportunity is being taken

.L to replace this post by an Assistant Teacher. A

}k
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«-'*o,i‘responding amendment to the Civil Establishment

(Teachers) Order is being submitted to the Legisla-
ture separately. Another post of Overseer which was
retained on the Establishment in order to preserve
the pension rights of the holder who was seconded
to Government Plantation at Dodds has now become
redundant in consequence of this officer’s retirement.

(b) Provision of additional posts of one Senior
Clerk, nine long Grade Clerks and two
Stenographer-Typists.

These posts will be allocated as follows:

Senior Clerk Highway: and Transport—1

The officer will assist in the management i
the office duties as personal and confidential
Clerk to the Director and will take chargs
of the correspondence section.

Long Grade Clerks Highways and Transport—1

Number of Long Grade Clerks in the De-
partment increased as a result of the ex-
pansion in the volume of accounts, corres-
pondence and statistics arising from the in-
creased operations and activities of the
Department.

The provision ¢f the Senior Clerk post and
the additional post of Long Grade Clerk
will permit of the discontinuance of the
services of two temporary clerks at present
employed in the Department.

LCustoms—T7

Increase in the number of Customs Clerks
from 33 to 40 to emable the Department to
cope efficiently with the all round increase
in customs work e.g. supervision of six
Garment Factories which are allowed duty
free entry of certain articles nsed in the
manufacture of garments, increase in statis-
tical detail as a result of the adoption of
Standard Inte:national Trade Classification
and in the general demand for statistical in-
formation, and the examination in steamers®
warehouses of a fixed percentage of imported
goods.

The four temporary posts of Clerk for
which provision has been included in the
Estimates during the past six years, will be
abolished.

Harbour and Shipping Master’s Department—1

The steady rise in the recruitment of sea-
men (1,200 on Register in 1954 as compared
with 2,100 in 1955) has led to an increase
in clerical work relating to the issue of
Discharge Certificates and Certificates of
Nationality and Identity and has created
the number of clerical posts in the Depart-
ment up to 5.

‘The overall establishment of Long Grade
(lerks will only be increased by eight since th2

opportunity has been taken to abolish the post of
Long Grade Clerk formerly allocated to the Cur-
rency Department.

Stenographer-Typists

General Hospital — 1 to be allocated to thev

X-Ray Department. ‘
The work in this section has increased
enormously over the past seven years as may

be gauged by the fact that the number of

patients treated by the department in 1948
was 2,000 as compared with 7,000 in 1954,
and is beyond the capacity of the sole typist
in the X-Ray Department.

Social Welfare—1

The services of an additional typist are
required to cope with the volume of typing
work which hzs been greatly increased by the
expansion of Welfare Services in the Island.

Conirol Officer

Increase in the number of Control Officers,
Seawell Airport, from four to five.

The present management and air traffic
control personnel consist of —
1 Director of Civil Aviation ($4,800)
1 Assistant Director of Civil Aviation
($1,920-3.456)
4 Control Officers ($1,920-2,520)
2 Air Traffic Control Assistants ($864-1,344)

Since the introduction of the British West In-
dian Airways Viscount Service between Barbados
and New York on 15th December, 1955, Seawell Air-
port has been required to maintain a minimum of
five 24-hour watches a week instead of four 24-hour
watches a week previously. The existing establish-
ment is inadequate to cope with the increased traffic
and considerable embarrassment is created when a
Control Officer 1s on leave or undergoing training in
Trinidad.

It has been necessary recently for both the Di-
rector of Civil Aviation and, the Assistant Director
of Civil Aviation to man the Control Tower for long
and regular spells to the detriment of their admin-
istrative duties.

With the provision of an additional post those
difficulties would disappear and it would be possible

" for the Airport to operate on a round-the-clock basis

and to avoid the danger of requiring a Control
Officer to be on duty for excessively long hours.

I teg to move that this Resolution to approve the
Civil Establishr ent (General) (Amendment) No.
10 Order, 1956 do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: T beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affir-
mative without division.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE CIVIL ESTAB-
LISHMENT (GENERAL) (AMENDMENT)
NO. 11 ORDER, 1956

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands under the name of the Hon. Minister of
Social Services: To meve the passing of the follow-
ing Resolution :—‘Resolution to approve the Ordcr
entitled ‘“The Civil Establishment (General)
(Amendment) No. 11 Order, 1956.”

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS': Mr. Speaker,
this Resolution to approve the Civil Establishment
(General) (Amendment) No. 11 Order, 1956 is
rather expensive. It provides for the creation of
posts at the Health Centres which is consequent upon
the World Health Organisation coming to assist in
stch establishments. This- organisation has called
for more staff at the Health Centres at Speightstown
and St. Michael. Opportunity will also be taken to
establish a staff for the St. Philip Health Centre at
Six Cross Roads which is expeeted to be ready for
business in the half of the financial vear, as soon ag
the building is erected The following new posts are
needed :— ~
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St. Michael

1 Laboratory Supervisor—$4,128-—5,760
1 Female Clerk—$624—1,440
1 Staff Nursc—$528—864

Speightstown
1 Staff Nurse—$528—864
Six Cross Roads

1 Laboratory Assistant—$600—2,280

1 Messenger—$480—816

The post of Laboratory Supervisor is required in
order that the Laboratory Serviece which it is pro-
posed to set up at Knmore will be in the hands of a
capable and well qualified Laboratory Technician.
Dr. J. D. Glismann, the Chief Field Officer for the
Caribbean Zone 1, and Dr. Marion Bevis, the World
Health Organisation laboratory Spacialist, who is
at present on a two year attachment to this Govern-
nzent, have both cmphasised the need for the estab-
lishment of this post. o

The services of a <taff Nurse at the St Michael s
Health Centre and at the Speightstown Health
Centre are required in order to relieve the Health
Nurses at these Centres of clinical duties and to
allow them to devote greater attention to health
visiting and healih education. ]

Provision for the construction of the Health
Centre at Six Uross Roads has been included 1n the
Draft Estimates for 1956-57 and it is desirable that
provision should be made for the post of i.aboratory
‘Assistant in order that the training of an officer may
be undertaken before the Ceutre is opened.

The Female Clerk will perform clerical and
typing duties at Knmore.

The abolition of the post of Head Cook, Mental
Hospital, ($960) and the establishment of the fol-
lowing posts:—

1 Stogelgeeper and Head Supervisor — $1,512-—1,890
1 Supervisor .. . $ 720— 960
1 Driver .. $ 720— 86;&

The proposals will ensure that proper supervisioi
of the kitchen staff and control of the receipt and
distribution of supplies at the Mental Hospital are
maintained.

No Officer is at present responsitle for the care
and maintenance of ths Mental Hospital ambulance
which is driven, when required, by Male Attendants
who are licenced drivers, This practice has proved
most unsatisfactory and it is considered essential
that a post of Driver be created.

I beg to move that this Resolution to approve
the Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment)
No. 11 Order, 1956 do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirma
tive without division.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE CIVIL
ESTABLISHMENT (GENERAL) (AMEND-
MENT), NO. 11, ORDER 1956

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, 1
am asking leave to take charge of Orders nos. 19
and 25 which are Civil Establishment Orders stand-
ing in the name of the Hon. Premier as the next
Orders of the Day,

There being no objection leave was granted the
‘hon. member.

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the Minister of Social

laution: Resolution to approve the Order entitled.

“The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment)
No. 4 Order, 1956.”"

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS': This Resolution
seeks to approve the Civil Establishment (General)

(Amendment) No. 4 Order 1956 which provides for -

additional staff for the Secretariat and the Ministries

when they are moved into the new building. The-
new posts are:

Assistant Chief Secretary 1 $5,760

Senior Clerk .. .. 2 $2,280—3,000 -
Long Grade Clerk 5 $ 600—2,280
Stenographer-typis: 1 $ 624—12J0.
Receptionist-typist 1 $ 624—1,200
Telephone Operator 1 $ 528— 912
Messenger 1 $ 480— 816

The Addendum: to the Resolution sets that out
clearly. They werc all included in the Estimates for
1956-57 and T beg to move that this Resolution to
approve the Civil Establishment (General) (Amend-
ment) No. 4 Order, 1956 do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

_ The question was put and resolved in (ke affirma.
tiwe without division.

ESTABLISHMENT (TEACHERS) (AMEND-
MENT) ORDER, 1956

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Social
Services: to move the passing of the following Reso-
tution: Resolution to approve the Order entitled
“The Civil Establishment (Teachers) (Amendment)
Order, 1956.””

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS : This Resolution
seeks to approve the Civil Establishment (Teachers)
(Amendment) Order, 1956. 1 will briefly state the
position as regards this matter. Some time ago it
was decided by the Interim Advisory Board and the
Board of Visitors of the Government Industrial
Schools that in order to improve the teaching and
supervision at those Schools that when the people who
are there employed as overseers resign, and their posts.
become vacant, these posts be filled by teachers who
will be able to give the children a better knowledge of
life both morally, culturally and otherwise. One
Overseer who was there for a number of years is about
to resign and in aceordance with that decision the
Government propos:s to put a school teacher there in
order that there should be better supervision and in-
struction in the cultural, moral and otherwise life of
these delinquentsr I beg to move that this Resolution
to approve the Civil Establishment (Teachers)
{Amendment) Order, 1956 do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved i the affir
mabive without division.

RESOLUTION TO AUTHORISE AGREEMENT
WITH CHIEF ENGINEER WATERWORKS

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, T
am asking leave to take as the next Order of the Day,
Order No. 24, which stands in the name of the Hon..
Premier.

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

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Social
Services: to move ihe passing of the following Reso-.
Tution : Resolution 1o authorise the Governor to enter

Services to move the passing of the following Reso-.L into an agreement with & person to serve for a period.

~
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of not more than two years as Chief Engineer, Water- | s¢ what are we paying Mr. Garrod to do? If the

-works Department, at a salary of $11,520 per annum.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: This Resolution
is for the purpose of authorising His Excellency the
(lovernor to enter into an Agreement with a person to

- serve for a period of not more than two years as Chief

Engineer, Waterworks Department, at a salary of
$11,520 per annum. Mr. Garrod who has been em-
ployed on agreement by this Government as Chief En-
gineer, Waterworks Department, since 20th Decem-
Ler, 1949, has his tenure of office coming to an end in
May, and this Governinent wants to make a further
engagement with him in May. It is necessary to comv
to the House with this Resolution in order to regu-
larise this matter. Mr. Garrod has performed useful
service to the island and I am sure that this House
will not hesitate in extending his services for another

year.
I beg to move that the Resolution do now pass.

4.05 p.m.

Hon. R. G. MAPP: I beg to second that.

Mr. CRAWFRORD: 8ir, I am really amazed that
the Government should be so misinformed as to what
is taking place at the Waterworks Department in this
island as to extend or to seek to extend the time of
service of the Chief Engineer. The entire Water-
works is an absolute scandal in this country, and the
fact that the Government can come here to-day to seek
to extend Mr. Garrod’s term of office demonstrates
that they are completely ignorant of what is happen-
ing in Barbados with regard to the Waterworks De-
partment. We do not need an official of the high
price of Mr. Garrod to do what he is doing, because
.#dl he ig doing is laying pipes; and it does not require
any special engineering genius to lay pipes—laying
pipes and no water to put in them. I mean it is un-
believable that we can have a Minister in charge of
this Department and the state of affairs which exists
.should be allowed to continue; and on the back of it
‘he Government comes here and asks for money to
extend the term of office for the Engineer for another
year. He should have been gone three years ago, and
if we had a Government and a Minister of the Depart-
ment who knew what it was all about, he would have
been gone. We got down some new electric pumps
for the Waterworks Department sinece Mr. Garrod
assumed, control of the Department. These pumps
have never given any service; and if the men in the
Waterworks Department were not afraid of their jobs,
the whole Department would have blown up long ago.
We have spent more money in repairing these pumps,
in freight to and from England—and the Barbados
Foundry doing what they can—than the pumps cost
‘entirely. Every time you ask about water in the con-
stituencies you represent, because we have voted a lot
of money for extending the Department, you hear
you cannot get the water. I believe there are no less
than five of these pumps in England to-day. These
pumps move to and back from England like how the
Minister moves around. and they do not cost a cent,
Mr. Speaker; they cost a lot of money. They are
expensive pumps and they do not remain in operation
for six months. Mr. Garrod himself condemned the
old steam pumps that were working when he started;
he said they should have been scrapped, but it is the
same old pumps that are pumping the water we are
using now. I am sure if the Minister knew anything
about this Department, he should be in a position to
confirm that no less than five of these pumps are again
in England for repairs, and when they come back, Mr.
Speaker, they would not stay up six months. As soon

_as you start to operate them they break down again,

- away.

pumps are not working as they should, con:temn them.
Refer to the Estimates and you will find out the
amount of money we have spent on extension of the
Department the amount of money we have spent on
these pumps, and let the Minister get up here and tell
the House to-day or whenever he likes the amount of
money that the Government has spent locally at the
Foundry and in England for repairs and for freight
up and down since the last six years. The House and
the public will be amazed at the scandalous state of
affairs existing at the Waterworks Department. If
we had anybody in the Government who was mindful
of these things Mr. Garrod would have been called
upon long ago to make a proper Report on the machin-
ery he controls since he has been Chief Engineer, and
whether or not that machinery is giving the service
‘we are entitled to expect from the money we spent on
1. No private concern eould have run its business the
way we are running the Waterworks Department ; but
we have been finding the money in the Public Treas-
ury and from the taxpayers whom they milk in all
fashions to provide the money for an incompetent
Minister and a Waterworks Department to throw
Any one of the engineers at the Water-
works Department can lay pipes. They appointed
Mr. Garrod at a salary of $11,520 a year; now -we
are giving him Leave Passage apart from other
passages for himself and his wife. In other words,
we have handsomely improved the terms and
conditions of employment over and above those
under which he was engaged. What for, Mr.
Specker? I have nothing personally agamnst him, but
what T am opposed to is the incompetent way in which
the Department is run, and the scandalous way :n
which we are throwing away the taxpayers’ money in
the Waterworks Department: because in my opinion
we brought him here for the special purpose of organ-
ising and extending the Department. We had already
completed all the surveys, and we had all the data
necessary with regard to the availability and the loca-
tion of the island’s water supply. We had splendid
Reports from Dr. Senn and others; so his duty was
not to concern himself with telling us where the water
‘was or how to get it. He was merely responsible for
the Department while he extended the machinery to
bring the water to the surface. That is all he had to
do and I am saying that what he has done we could
have had done for far less money ; and apart from that,
Mr. Speaker, it was Mr. Garrod’s duty first and fore-
most to acquaint himself with the day-to-day opera-
tion of the Department under his control, and period-
ically to report to the House and the country and let
us know what was happening. Now obviously he has
not done that. If he had done that, we could not
have renewed Mr. Garrod’s term of office as we did a
few years ago, nor could we have come back to-day
with this Resolution seeking to extend his term of
office. T do not know a single person in the public
service or any part of the island who could endorse
the Government’s decision in this matter.

4.15 p.m.

People are amazed that there should be such mis-
fits at the head of affairs, that there is this scandal
going on, and nobody knows about it, or is concerne:i
about it. These old engines at Bowmanston and War-
leigh have been working for years; we have make-
shift contraptions bringing water to the surface
today because the stewr engines have outworn their
period of service, the new pumps are absolutely of no
use, and the water is brought to the surface merely
by the work of the men at the Pumping Stations and
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by God Almighty. As soon as a pump breaks down,
they send it to the Barbados Foundry who will send
them back a bill and cn the next day or two, it is
shipped back to Englarfl. I speak under correction,
L ut there are at least five of them back in England
today.

This House must be told something of the con-
dition of these pumps and whether they should be
serapped or not; and there is no necessity for having
at the head of the Water Works Department, an
Officer at this price. If you refer to the debates,
when we appointed this Officer under special terms
for a limited period, you will find that the Goverx-
ment itself stated that this Officer would be em-
ployed for a stated reriod to re-organise the De-
partment under special terms, because we needed a
man of this type at the time. They remunerated this
Officer over and above the remuneration of a
Waterworks Engineer for a special period, to do a
special job, Must that go on forever? I am sure that
the Government itself felt when this Officer was
appointed — and they may have said so too-—that
the first three year term would have finalised the
water extension programme. Then he had another
period of three years.

My impression was that this Officer himseli
wanted to leave us sometime ago;and I am sure 1
neard it said in more than one circle, that he was
prepared to leave; I think it was in May, when his
present term would cxpire. I suppose he felt thav
before then a pump would have burst, and therefor:
they may appoint somebody in the Government to
carry on what he was doing; but I suppose he sess
what the position is and he has discovered that
he can get away with this murder. Therefore, he
does not mind remaining with us for a little longer.

The Minister of a Department like that has a
whole time job. His responsibility includes the
supervision of the operations of that Department, no
less than formulating the policy of the Department.
Long before now the Minister should have been ask-
ing Mr. Garrod, ‘Why 1s it that these electric pumps
hardly ever work for more than six weeks? Why
should they be going heck to England all the time.”
Let the Government g3 into the matter with the
manufacturers and discover whether these pumps
are completely faulty or whether they should be
dumped, and try and get a rebate and install nesw
pumps, or something c¢r the other. [ challenge the
Hon. Minister to come in here next Tuesday and
present the bills paid to the Barbados Foundry for
the repairs of these pumps since they were installed.
These pumps are new ones, and the money whicn
we have spent on them is more than we have spent
on the steam pumps which have been in existencs:
for all these years, exclusive of the money which has
been paid to install them otherwise. The position is
not like that of a little dynamo which you can put in
a packet and send to England for 20e, I counsel
this House not to renew Mr. Garrod’s contract until
the Hon. Minister can furnish this House with a
satisfactory statement to the effect that the new
machinery which has been installed at the Water-
works is in operation, or that the Government 1is
satisfied that the money which has been spent on
these pumps has not heen completely wasted.

Mr. Garrod must be the most surprised man
in the West Indies not to have heard this matte
raised long before. The very fact that we are askeu
to extend his term of office denotes that the Govern
ment is completely satisfied with everything that is
going on at the Waterworks Department, or is
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ignorant of what is taking place there. There cannot
pe any excuse whatever for ignorance in a mattcr
of this sort, I repeat that this House is entitled to a
statement from the Government with regard to the
costt of these pumps, the cost of repairs here, the cost
of repairs in the United Kingdom together with the
expenditure of getting them backwards and forwards .
and, finally, what the Government intends to do
about this whole matter. I therefore heg to mova
that the further cousideration of this Resolution ke
postponed.

Hon. M. E. COX - I am sure that no other hon.
member of this House i so uncharitable to an Officer
who has given —

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the Hon, Minister seeking
the permission of the House to speak? The Hou.
Minister seconded the motion for the passing of ths
Resolution.

Hon. M. E. COX: The Hon. Minister of Trade
seconded the motion. [Mr. LEWIS: In any case the
Minister will be given some latitude].

Mr. SPFEAKER: The Hon. Minister mav
continue. )
4.25 p.m.

Hon, M. E. COX " As I was saying, Sir, I am
sure that no other hon member is so uncharitable and
unkind to an Officer who has given unstintingly
of his service to this country for the last five or
six years, in so far as the development of our wates
resources is concerned. [Mr. CRAWFORD: That is
not true]. ‘

~ Perhaps 1 should remind this House that some-
time ago (I think it was in 1946) this House agreed to
a re-organisation programme of the Waterworks cost-
ing thousands of pounds and I think it is the very
honourable senior member for St. Philip who just sat
down, who introduced the Resolution to this House.
He told the House at that time how difficult it was to
recruit a qualified persor to earry out this work. That
programme remained undeveloped until 1949 although
the money was available. I think it was in December
1949 when we were able to acquire the present holder
of the Office.

The holder of the office has been able more or less
to gain the respect of every intelligent, decent, under-
standing citizen of this country because not only is he
a ﬁrst;class gualified man but because of his tact in
handling working people and of his sympathy and
willingness to give an ear to all complaints, whether-
they are well founded or not. This House has placed
on record speeches made by honourable members that
this Engineer has done a wonderful job in this island,
@ job which in other circumstances we would have to
pay three or four times as much. I say that although
the honourable member who sat down feels that the
salary is a handsome one.

I think T mentioned that when the present En-
gineer accepted the contract to come to this island for
£2,000 per annum he was offered a post of £ 3,000
elsewhere; but as he had already decided to come here
he kept his promise.

Now, I should make it clear that the Government
intended to retain, so far as possible, the services of
this gentleman for another two years but it was the
gentleman in question who refused to agree to remain
for another two years. He felt that we could, if we:
so desired, retain his services for another year. I want
it to be crystal clear that it is because of this Govern-
ment’s sense of responsibility to the people that we
are trying to get as much as we can of the services of’
this qualified gentleman now he is on the spot, that the-
Government has decided, and partly against his wish,
to keep him for another year. The honourable senior
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member for St. Philip let loose with a lot of abuse and
cheap stuff,

Mr. CRAWFOQRD : Mr. Speaker, I object strongly
to the honourable member saying that I let loose with
a lot of abuse and cheap stuff. I said nothing abusive
of Mr. Garrod. What the honourable senior member
for St. Michael said, I said, and it is that Mr. Garrod
did not want to stay. I have nothing against the
Officer, but I did say that I was amazed at the manner
in which he was running the Department. If the
honourable member heard the word ¢‘abuse’’ let him
explain the meaning of it. At no time did I abuse
Mr. Garrod. I referred to the unsatisfactory manner
in which the Department is operating.

Hon. M. E. COX : If the honourable member said
that the man was no use and should bave gone three
years ago, what does he mean?

Mr. CRAWFORD : I said that his econtract should
not be renewed.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is no abuse.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, the honourable
member went on to say that the gentleman in question
was laying pipes in this island without having any
water to put in them. I challenge him to state the
village or district into which mains have been laid that
water has not been put into them. It is all well and
good to come on the floor of the House to vent your
spleen on decent, honest people but—

Mr. CRAWFORD : Mr. Speaker, I object to these
unnecessary personal and stupid remarks by the hon-
ourable senior member for St. Michael. The honour-
able member only knows of venting spleen on people;
therefore, he is incapable of knowing the meaning of
my remarks. I am an elected representative of the
people ; therefore I am entitled to criticise any person.
Sir, T am not going to have him coming in here and
saying that it is all well and good to come in here and
vent your spleen on decent, honest people. T repeat,
T made remarks as to the unsatisfactory manner in
which the new pumps were installed by Mr. Garrod.
That is not a question of venting your spleen on some-
body.

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable senior member
for St. Philip objects to the honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Michael saying he has come in here and
vented his spleen on anybody. It is a rather harsh
statement ; I think it is unbecoming.

Hon. M. B. COX : Yes, Sir. The honourable senior
member for St. Philip went on to say that we have
spent on these few pumps within recent years as much
as will run a Hospital for more than 40 years.

Mr. CRAWFORD: The honourable member for
St. Michael seems to have been suffering from &
difficulty in his hearing. T said that the money we
have spent in repairs on the new pumps is more than
what we have spent in repairing the old steam engines
we have been using for 40 years,.

4.35 p.m.

Hon. M. E. COX : Mr. Speaker what is the posi-
tion? T do not want to waste the time of the House
but it is on record how he speaks.

Now, Sir, if you remember, the Roddam Report
in 1948 said it would take at least seven years to re-
organise and develop the water resources of this
island. Now, the honourable member would have this
House believe that all that is left to be done now is to
put a few pipes in the ground and put some water in
them, and that any unskilled labourer could do that.
Now. Sir. if he was a responsible individual in the
community, he would know that the Chief Engineer
has sunk a well in the Sweet Vale area recently which
eives half million gallons of water to-day. He would
also know that he is sinking another one in the same

area and he would also know that he proposes to sink

i

a third well ; and the reason for that is to try as far as
possible to do away with the Bowmanston Stream
which is disturbed when heavy rains fall, and which
has to be shut off for some time due to a sort of fissure
which admits mud and so on which makes the water
contaminated and as a result unfit for consumption.
That, Mr. Speaker, must take some time. These wellg
have to be sunk, they have to be cleaned out-at a cer-
tain period, I think around July and August, before
you can begin to lift water, and then that water has to
be pumped into the Golden Ridge Reservoir. In ad-
dition, he proposes to shut down the old steam plant
at Everton which is very costly and takes about
$70,000 a year to run it. So from that members can
see that it could not be quite as simple as the honour-
able member states. Now, Sir, as regards the question
of pumps, Mr. Garrod, as you will know and appre-
ciate, is not a manufacturer of any pumps, and as far
as I have been able to ascertain is not interested in any
firm which manufactures pumps. It is on record that
the 35 and 45 h.p. pumps have given ample service
for many years. It is true that the makers have ro-
commended that these pumps must be removed
at least every couple of years and cleaned, which
I understand takes between ten to twelve hours,
but the pumps to which he is referring which are the
Y6 and 115 horsepower have given fairly good service
from 1952 to last year when the trouble started.
These pumps cannot be repaired in this island. They
said the Chief Engineer sent the pumps to the Foun-
dry and the Foundry pulled them down and made a
big bill and then they had to be sent to the United
Kingdom to be repaired, but this is not stating the
facts of the case.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I said the
Foundry has tried on more than one occasion to repair
some of these pumps, they have done what they could
and charged the Government handsomely for them
and then the pumps had to be sent to England; and
I have told him sometimes they are here five or six
weeks before they are sent to England. These are the
facts I want him to deny.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier,
the pumps ordered were the Beresford Submersible
Pumps which were being used for many years at vari-
ous pumping stations. In order to lift a greater
amount of water we had to import a higher horse-
power—96 and 115 h.p. These two types have not
been satisfactory and recommendations have been
made for improvement. It is true, Mr. Speaker, that
these pumps have to be sent to the United Kingdom. to
be repaired which undoubtedly takes approximately
six months, but the cost is no more than $150 a pump.
I will however check on that to make sure and report
to the House the correct figure; but as I said, it is no
fault of the Chief Engineer if the pumps go bad. The
fact remains that the inhabitants of this island have
never been without water. Whenever there is a break-
down and the honourable member is in his bed sleep-
ing or perhaps some place else . . .

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, maybe the
Hon. Minister does not get in his bed to sleep and 1
object to his saying that. I am rising on a point of
order to say that I never said the pipes break down
and we have no water, so there is no reason for him t¢
say when T am in my bed, the Chief Engineer and his
men are out working “Vhat I said is that they have

to fall back on the old steam engines which have been

condemned by Mr. Garrod. Mr. Garrod said they
should be scrapped.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, he is just inter-
rupting me. The faet remains that whenever there is
a break-down, Mr. Garrod and the other technical
people and also the labourers get on the site and keep
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the community supplied with water. These pumps,
Mr. Speaker, having given trouble, it has been recom-
mended that in so far as that type is comcerned we
should change over to another type of pump. But
Sir, that pump will take approximately eighteen
months before it gets here, and that is the situation as
it stands to-day. I want to emphasise before I sit
down again that that gentleman has done a tremend-
ous good for this country in that he knows his work
and does it unflinehingly night and day; and I am
sure that the community despite the attacks made on
him by the honourable senior member for St. Philip—
who. is famous for attacking people and slandpr and
things of that sort—is grateful to him and will ever
be grateful to him for the tremendous task which he
has undertaken and which he has successfully put
through and, as I said, he will be remembered in thls
island for many years. I think the honourable junior
member for St. Andrew will bear me out on that.

4.45 p.m. L

At a later date I intend not only to give the
House g comprehensive picture of the dev:lopment of
the water resources of this Island under the hands
of the Chief Engineer, but also to give the Island,
by means of publication and broadcasting, the de-
velopment of these resources over at least the last
five or six years. Of course, when you lay a pipe,
you have to give it a little time before you turn on
the water permanently; but I eontend that there
nas been 5 false staterrent made by the hpn. senior
member for St. Philin; there is not a pipe which
bas been laid, in which you will not find water, even
in the parish of St. Philip where very many pipes
have been installed wiinin recent years.

Mr. HAYNES: Mr. Speaker, I really did not
intend saying anything in this debate, but it has
reached a stage where I will say a word or two. 1
personally think that Barbados is fortunate in having
a man of Mr. Garrod’s type, a man who has given
able service and who has brought hundreds and
thousands of dollars to this Island through his
knowledge. It is very regrettable that on account of
Laving first-class or first-hand information, hon
members should be criticising officials; but that has
its back lash, What is happening today is that many
a good official in high offices will refuse to come to
Barbados, not because of the salary which is offered
but because of the treatment they get from ths
House of Assembly uafairly.

From my knowledge of Mr. Garrod, 1 can say
that I have lived for over 60 years in the parishes
of St. Joseph and St. Andrew, and it is only about
three years ago that water was turned into my home.
When you only paid wmeter rent, if you paid today
when you awoke in the morning you might get a
little water; but nowdays the pipes have a pressurs
of 200 pounds up there. [Cheers]. Mr. Garrod, witi
his vast knowledge, changed the course of the pipes.
We have had in this Colony, men like Mr. Peck and
others who were failures, who wasted our money
right and left, and we got no value from it. I am
speaking behind a member of the Other Place who
used to be a member of this House, who was in
charge of the Water Works Department, and whn
took a keen interest in the matter when he was a
member of the Executive Committee. Hon. members
will know to whom I am referring; he has stated in
the Other Place that vre have a water system second
t0 none in any part of the world, [Mr. CRAWFORD:
In St. Andrew]. I do not live in St. Andrew now
and I get water. I have only got up to correct some
of these false impressions which have been made.

Mr. E. D, MOTTLEY: As far as I am con
cerned, let me begin by saying that I am heartily
in agreement with the Government in trying to secure
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the services of Mr. Garrod for a longer period.
{Cheers]. 1 want no cheers for that. When Mr.
Garrod’s salary was to be increased, I was among
those in this Chamber who said that we have an
excellent man, and I watched him on his work, It is
not a question of Mr. Garrod’s favour or treatment
to me; it is a question of his duty and consideration
of this job. Therefore, I am one hundred per ceut
in favour of the Govarument in trying to retain his
services for another year, and let us pray that his
health keeps up. However, let me regret that the hon,
Junior member for Sf. Andrew has spoken along
the lines along which he has spoken. I am sorry that
the hon. member is not in his place, Who could have
been a greater critic of officials than the hon. senior
member for St. Michael, the now Minister of Com-
munications, Works and Housing?

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of Order. The
only official whom I used to eriticse was the previous
Head of the Department of Highways and Transport.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY That shows that the hon.

member had something against Mr. Skinner. I will
criticise any official in this House if he warrants
criticism. Let me say in answer to the hon. junior
member for St. Andrew that it is because of the
criticism of the third-rate, no-good, third-class type
of Englishmen who were coming out here to hold
jobs, that we have been getting people who know
their jobs to come out here. There are those of us
who have nothing but the highest praise for Captain
Toml;n; I do not ask anybody in this House to give
any job to Captain Tomlin. I say, it is because we
have been crities of Englishmen coming to this Cour-
iry, that we have been able to get good men out here;
1t is not because we criticise these officials that they
have kept away.
_ Are you telling m2 that if you have a man who
is absolutely of no good, whether he be a West
In_d;a.n, Barbadian, or what not, we should mno*
criticise him?
4.55 pm.

Mr. Speaker, what I object to is for any Minister
or any member of any Government for that ma,tter:
paying lip service to any official just because it is part
of a Minister’s duty to defend an official even though
that official may not be of any good. Do you think
we should pay tribute to Mr. Garner who was at one
time a master at Harrison College and another ‘no-
good’ that was at one time at Combermere? Do you
think if you bring a radiologist who is of no good at
the General Hospital that I would not get up in here
and say that the radiologist is no good? It is because
honourable members can criticise officials that you get
decent people.

Let me say that I am with the Government in its
retaining the services of Mr. Garrod. He is a gentle-
man who takes his job seriously and he is not a wheel-
chair man like the average officials whom you bring
down here. You are retaining the services of a good
man when you retain the services of Mr, Garrod. He
is not like some of those whom you have here that are
corrupting the youth of this country. The honourable
junior member for St. Andrew said that it is a pity
that honourable members should eriticise officials. Let
me ask him, whom must we criticise? I will say that
the only people whom the Ministers can find to critic-
ise are the local people. T am going to critieise all if
they need criticising and I am going to praise all who
are in need of praise. ILet the Ministers make no mis-
take about that.

However, Sir, T am speaking ez-cathedra on this
matter. T understand before T came in here that the
honourable senior member for St. Philip had spoken
on the tvpe of machinery which we have at the Water-
works Department T will say that Mr. Garrod was so
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correct on that that he ecould not be wrong. It is be-
cause of that, that I have the greatest respect for Mr.
Garrod. He is absolutely correct in what he said of
the machinery at the Belle Pumping Station. As I
have said, I did not hear what the honourable senior
member for St. Philip said of Mr. Garrod. Let me
remind this House that the machinery imported here
from Crown Agents is machinery which is made in
England. Although this machinery was made by a
big manufacturing firm in England, although Mr.
Garrod is an Englishman, because the machinery
proved no good, Mr. Garrod did not say that it was
good. He told the Government that it should get good
machinery. I can tell this House that he told this
Government so not once nor twice ; he went as far as to
tell the manufacturers that they should either pay this
Government back the money that was paid for the
machinery or that thev should send him better goods.
That is a fact ; therefore I am wholeheartedly in agree-
ment with Government retaining the servieces of this
gentleman.

I will challenge the Hon. Minister of Communi-
cations, Works and Housing to deny what I said just
now. It is very rare that you get that decent type of
engineer or even that decent type of English Official.
Mr. Garrod was man enough to say although the ma-
chinery was of English manufacture that it was no
good. Far from that, everybody in this country re-
members the time when we had an engineer at the
Waterworks Department who insisted in having ar-
ticles from a particular manufacturing firm in Eng-
land. He said that you could not put in a sanitary
unit unless that sanitary unit was imported from a
certain manufacturing firm in England. 1 am always
suspicious of any official who wants you to use a par-
ticular brand of manufactured article and who tells
you that you cannot use this or that. I call that what
you call it in Trinidad ‘‘bu-ball,”” and what you
call it in England ‘‘passing back.”” When they tell
you that you can only use ‘‘Twyford’ or such and
such a brand of article, they are getting a drawback. I
sniff and smile at all these things.

Let me say that you are the members of the Gov-
ernment, but I have my friends. There is not a De-
partment in this country of which I am not persona
gratg with three quarters of the people in them;
therefore I will know things. Certain members of
the Government have reached the stage of thinking
that officials have no right to tell a politician any-
thing.

Mr. Speaker, I am appealing to the Government
1o retain this gentleman, not because he is a gentleman
but because he has shown us during the period he was
here that he is worthy of our highest appreciation and
consideration and because he is doing an excellent job.
That is my feeling about this matter. However, I
must say that I cannot agree with the honourable
junior member for St. Andrew who said that we
should not criticise Government officials.

Mr. SPEAKER: That was not the main point
of his address.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : That was not tfe mamn
point, but some Minist:rs feel that way. I am not one
of those people who just criticise a person for the sake
of criticising. Individually, I might dislike a person
if there is not much good in that person; but if that
person is doing a good job, I am man enough to see
that he is doing a good job and will say so. That ap-
plies to the Engineer of the Waterworks Department.
He is doing a very good job and I was wondering
whether he would not be able to ecarry oun for anothier
two years. As I was saying, Sir, he is not an office
man: he is not a wheel-chair man. When I received

my House papers the other night seeing what the !

Government was about to do as regards retaining the
services of this gentleman, I thought it was a wise
step and I hope he will be spared to carry on. Let me
repeat, when that machinery came here and he saw
that it was no good and was not guaranteed, he de-
wanded that the replacements and what not should be
sent without further cost. That showed that he was
working in the interest of the Barbados Government
and not in the interest of the manufacturer.

5.05 p.m.

Mr. SMITH: Mr, Speaker, I did not want to say
anything after the Hon. Minister had roplied, but i
gathered from his remarks that somewhere in 1946
or 1948, owing to a Report received, this House in-
rluding the hon. senior member for St. Philip agreed
to the confirmation of Mr. Garrod’s appointment.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, the hon. junior
member for St. Joseph is hopelessly misinformed.
Mr. Garrod came here in 1949,

Mr, SMITH: I will withdraw thos¢ remarks.
Aunyway the hop. member was here when the Gov-
ernment brought down the Resolution. Now, Sir, Mr.
Garrod is one of those officials that I am sure Bar-
bados will never be able to replace or repay. I am
sure that there are certain places in this country
that never had water or could get water—I know of
a number of people particularly in my parish who
applied for water, but they never received it until
Mr. Garrod came and laid the pipes in the right
places and at the right time. The hon. senior member
for St. Philips wants this House to believe that Mr.
Garrod only laid pipes, but how and where did he
lay those pipes? And he did so successfully. There
were other Waterworks Engineers who laid pipes
too, but where has the water gone? It never got
where it should go, and then for the hon. senior
member for Sit. Philip to say he should have gone
three years ago! Now imagine a responsible member
of this community.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member
apparently does not understand what I said. My
complaint was that you had engines come from Eng-
land breaking down every six weeks and having to
send them back to England.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is not speaking:
with reference to the fact that the engineer should
have gone three (years ago.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I said Mr. Garrod should have
made a Report to the Government as to ithe failurs
of the machines to stand up.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member for St. Philip
cannot tell the hon. junior member for St. Joseph
how to debate. The hon. member will have to sit.

Mr. SMITH : You will see, Mr. Speaker, he wants
to throw his faults on me. He said that Mr. Garrod
should have gone long ago, and T am saying he should
not have; he should have been here long ago. Take,
for instance, the people in the Northern part of this
country suffered immensely. There is a woman in
the parish that you vrepresent who lost her life
through lack of water and there are people in St.
Joseph who suffered materially for water. The hon.
iunior member for St. Andrew spoke the truth when
he told us we could not get a better official than Mr.
Garrod. 1 have said already we will never be able to
repav him. He is doing some first-class work, in this
country, But. Sir, here it is that you have the hon.
member getting up on the floor of this House and
trying to make out ‘hat officials that are worth-
while stewing shonld elear out. Tt is alright for the
hon. senior member for St Philin to talk because
he ig in Christ Church wheve evervthine is alricht as
far as water is concerned. but T hope that some time
he will be @ble to remember those poor people who
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ased. to suffer materiaily in the Northern part ox

tols country Ior uie sake OL waler. L do LOL KLOW i
you are gerllng but you ook as ir you are!

Mr. SrEAKGiN: 18 tne Won. member aadressing
the Chairy -‘tne hon., memper uas spoken 1 the
second person,

Mr. SMITH: I oniy rise on my feet so tial the
drinking public, the water users of this counrry, can
see Bue IIstakes and ulUouels Thab The NoN. senlor
member ror St. £huip made thls arternoon wien ne
referred to Mr. Garrcd saying that he should havs
gone turee years ago. te nas done some good WOrk
alu we Wili never pe able to repay him. Relative to
the repairs of machinery and so on, Mr. Garrod coudu
never be responsible for the machinery breaking
down. 1 do not know who is responsible for making
them, but manufacturers make machines and as
soon as they get to this country they would not make
a move. The experts come and they cannot get them
to move. He is not responsible for it. He iz not to be
blamed if the machinery imported to this eountry
has to go back and forth and also to the Foundry. 1&
the Foundry is called to check up on the machines
and find they are no use, they still have to be pald.
You may call a doctor to one of your beloved ones
and no quicker than the doctor turns away, the per-
son dies; you still have to pay the doctor. So I can-
not see the justification for the hon. member to
use the remarks he has relative to that gentleman
Mr. Garrod. He has not proved this case against Mr.
Garrod for going three years ago. It is only because
he can get up and say he should have gone, and that
it is a scandal and waste of public funds. Well, Sir,
that is the hon. senior member for St. Philip; and
I am surprised that T did not hear him say the peo-
ple of this country would have to draw their belts.

Mr. ALLDER: Mr. Speaker, If we have reached
the stage where no Civil Servant regardless of his
efficiency or his inefficiency can be criticised, where
are we getting? [A VOICE: Who said that?] I did
not say the hon. senior member for St. Michael said
. If T were the Minister, I would cause the hon.
senior member for St. Philip to feel that in spite of
what he expressed I would investigate the ma‘ter and
if they were based on facts, I would try to remedy
them. That is what I would have done if T were the
Minister in charge of such a Department. What is
more, T would say tha:. Mr. Speaker, because of th-
knowledge that it is not everything that the Head
of a Department can know.

5.15 p.m.

Therefore there are greater possibilities for
statements and complaints to be made by members
who are not directly attached to the Government,
which would not reach the ears of the Hon. Minister,
«r even the Head of the Department, We can bte
too ready to criticise members for explaining to this
Mouse things which might have been brought to the
votice of hon. members, I, too, can say that mern-
bers of the staffs of the Pumping Stations have told
me on numerous occasions about the hardships whieh
they experience in having to repair boilers, some-
times every two weeks, sometimes every three weeks
or every couple of months. That is something whien
the Hon. Minister should know. There is one thing
T can say, and it is that T was one of the members of
the Committee which considered the question of
bringing Mr. Garrod cut here. I was one of those
who agreed to the salary to be paid to Mr, Garrod,
and since then I agreed that this officer has merited
that $800 per month, glthough the salary should not
Yhave been increased to the amount to which it has
been increased now. No one is saying that Mr. Gar
rod is not an efficient man. Most hon. members at
wome time or other have expressed their appreeia-

iion of the extensions which he has carried out; but
the hon. senior member for St. Philip is trying to
point out that Mr. Garrod has recommended our hav-
g machinery which in recent years, has had to ba
repaired every now and again, whkich should not have
taken place.

No one wants to blame Mr. Garrod for the
raulty construction of an engine, but if an hon.
memksr knows that the Department is being asked
to spend more money than it should normally spend,
what must he do but put the matter hefore this
House so that the Hoxu. Minister can take action on
it? Nobody is blaming Mr. Garrod in this matter
When we were sent the Message from the Head of
the Administration akout Mr. Garrod’s appointment,
we were told that the re-organisation of the water
system of the Island would have been completed in
three years’ time. [Hon. M. E. COX: By whomi]
That was suggested by the then members of the Hx-
ecutive Committee and some other hon. members. If
we did not feel so, wz would not have contracted tc
have Mr. Garrod here for three years. If they
thought that this re-organisation of the water sy:;
tem would have taken ten years, then they would
have said so. If they thought that it would have
taken two years to bz completed, they would have
sent down the Message accordingly. If Mr. Garrod’s
contract had expired i three year’s time, an assisi-
ant would have been promoted to carry on the work.
We have extended the contract for another three
vears, and now we prepose to extend it for another
year. Certainly, any hon. member has the right 1o
question why we should extend his contract from
year to year, after we have been given the impres-
gion that the contract would have expire\d in threo
years. We do not know if, when this year is out,
we will not be asked to continue this contract for
another year. If a man— ‘

~ Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member is not
right in his statewent. We engaged Mr. Garrod for
a period of three years, we renewed his contract for
an additional two years, and now we are asking tc
renew it for another year. ’

Mr., ALLDER: I am sorry that I said three
years instead of two years. The hon. member should
have made that clear when he was speaking.

Hon. M. E. COX: You were a member of the
House then.

Mr. ALLDER: Anyhow, hon. members are
justified in questioning this matter. We com-
promised on $804 a month, because we were told that
Mr. Garrod would be here for three years, and the
matter would be completed because his assistant
would have taken over. Since then, his salary has
been increased. I am not saying that Mr. Garrod
should not be paid this salary, but we want to see
results. Again, T am not saying that we are not see-
ing results; I am saying that you cannot bring our
an Officer on contract and prolong it without any-
body querying it, because somebody else would want
to prolong this contract for about 15 vears, especially
after listening to certain hon. members’ remarks.

I am saying that criticism must be levelled at
any officer, if such criticism is due to him. The
hon. senior member for St. Philip has said that the
position with. regard to these pumps is not as it
should be; according to the hon. member, these en-
gines have to be sent back to the manufacturers for
repairs every now and then. T think that this matter
should be taken up with the Engineer and allow
other recommendations to be made. The Hon. Minis-
ter must understand that when an hon. member
brings anything to his notice, he should express some
smppreciation of that, rather than express the rancour
which he expresses. It is by our raising the matter
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in this House that we are able to find where the
fault lies; that helps the Hon. Minister to put his
fingers on the spot. I presume that the hon. senior
member for St. Philip only wanted to bring to the
notice of the Hon. Minister what, I believe, has been
told to him, and some of it has been told to me as
well. The expressions of some people in the Water
Works Department are different from the expres-

.sions of those who actually do the work in this De-

partment that is what the Hon. Minister does not
understand.

Mr. Garrod is a good man. A technical man
might start off quite well, and he impresses you, but
there are periods when he falls down; and the Hon.
Mlinister should always have his eyes open 1o see
when a technical man falls down, and deal with the
matter. I should like t- know that the Hou. Minister
is taking steps to see that if these eugines which come
trom England are not in order, they are sent back.
Tt is no use having these engines if they have to be
repaired every now and then. I am quit~ sure that
the manufacturers eould mnot send down engines
which cost the Government what they are costing the
Government without giving some satisfaction. Let
them rebuild these engines or send us new engines in
their place. Do not let the hon. member fear ex-
plaining anything in the House, if reporis have
come to him; if you tell him anything which you
might know relative to a Department under his con-
trol, he is willing to jump into your neck. )

That is bad; he should appreciate hon. mgmbers’
willingness to listen to the public and their com-
plaints and save him the trouble from so doing.
5.25 p.m.

Mr. LEWIS: Mry. Speaker, this is a very happy
secasion for me, I remember coming into this Hous?
and appealing to the Government to consider one of
the kind people who gave them water in the north
ern parishes. That person was Dr. Senn. He was a
man who worked hard in trying to find water in this
country. He has died since, leaving a widow and
children and this Government has refused to give
him a cent. He showed this Government the places
where it could get water and they were places where
we mnever had water. I think it is ungratefulness in
4s that we could not find it possible to send a few
pence to the widow of Dr. Senn to show our appre-
ciation of the work he did for the watsr resources
of this island.

However, Sir, it is a habit nowadays of this
present Government to say that any person who
comes out here, especially if he comes out from En.
gland. is the greatest living authority on anything.
This Government said that Sir John Maude was tha
greatest authority on Loeal Government, yet it gov
Mr. Lightburn to tell us about the Bills which we
could have to bring ia to put in into effect. The
Hon. Premier has said that Mr. Lightburn has come
out and shown us where we have a heartburn.

Mr. Speaker, T am hoping that hon. members of
this House will take their responsibilities seriously
and do not pay overdue attention to the remarks of
the hon. junior member for St. Andrew. The day
that this House of Assembly feels that it should go
lightly in ecriticising Civil Servants, from that day
+he Civil Service will start to go down hill and start
to wreck this country. Let me say that there is amp}e
opportunity for Civil flervants to put their cases in
the newspapers, in the House of Assembly, and else-
where, unless the Government does not want to do it.
Do you know that Civil Servants can be covered from
a lot of things by its being laid down that they ean-
not write or say things$ It is an excellent way for a
man who cannot do hiz work that he cannot answer

Sir, there is one thing for which we have to thank

the hon. senior member for St. Philip and it is this:
would the Government have told us what it told us
if he did not make the remarks he did? I am sur-
prised to see that we have just passed the Annual
Estimates with the Head, Waterworks Department,
without hearing from the Minister in charge of
that Department that the conditions were as he him-
self put it in that subdued way. No. hon, member ot
this House was authoritatively told that those pumps
were not giving satisfaction. The Chief Engineer
of the Waterworks Department writes a quarterly
report. 1 do nmot know if hon. members saw that in
any of the Reports. It is a fact that the Engineers
who eame out here to put them down could not ges
them to work. We have no right to condone this sort
of thing in the Department, If they cannot make
proper machinery in England, let us get it from
somewhere else. If the Engineer of the Water-
works Department, no matter how good he is, never
said that these pumps were giving trouble, he was
dishonest to the Government and the Governmeat
was dishonest to this House in mnot making a state-
ment.
. This is a serious matter. Are you afraid to eritic
ise the machinery that comes down here? Do not let
us fool ourselves. You have some good officials over
here throwing away quite a lot of money. Let them
know tI}at the Treasury is rot always going to be
filled with money for them to correct the mistakes
which they are making. Even some of the good ones
are spending too much money on the bridges which
they have to do. Of course, we do not have to look
around for money for them; they can get any amount
5.35 p.m. '
. 1 have warned Government about this Water
Works Department. Take up the Estimates and you
will see the amount put down for pumping and other
things. I have told them to make use of the excel-
lent man in that Department to tell them how to gen-
erate 'their own electricity. People are searching
for oil and they say they have found gas. The
Premier thought it should be piped but now that he
Is Premier the people of this island are faced with a
colossal bill for pumping water. However we in-
crease the rates of water, we cannot satisfy the Elec-
tric Qompany; and here we are recommending these
electric pumps and not making use of the Godgiven
fuel we have. Not only are the machines a failure
as far as pumping is concerned, but I have heard it
stated that the pipes laid down cannot stand the
vressure. The same engineer should know how to test
them; if not he is not entirely the type of engineer
we want. He might have his genius in one particu-
lar direction. The pressure o® the water put through
the pipes laid, down has burst them. Is that right?
Something is wrong! Mr. Speaker, in the Debate
that took place on the appointment of Mr. Garrod,—
rreading from page 56 of the House Debates of
January 25th. 1949, one member said:

‘“ After three or four years the matter could be
reopened because we may not then nesd a person
of such high calibre and skill. The House has de-
cided that the water services should be brought up
to date and this is more or less a means of imple-
menting that decision.”’

Well, Mr. Speaker, there is a little disecrepancy
in the information given by the Minister of Works.
Is Mr. Garrod’s contract out already?

Hon. M. B. COX: It will be out in May this
year.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, in this Addendum
it is stated that he Pas been employed since 20th
December, 1949. The ceontract must cover the Leave.
if you re-employ him it is continuous and if he was
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here from 20th December, 1949, on the 20th Decem- i have, it is likely that if the pumps will not work, the-
people will not get water. 'Lhey have had to go back.
and bring the old steam engines into work. There-
is some conflict of opinion. The hcn. senior mem--

ber, 1955, he would have been here six years, and it
he were employed in the first place for three years
there must have been some extension of three years.
It seems ag if the hon. member for St. John was per-
fectly right. You re-engaged him after the holidays.
If he took up the appointment since 20th December,
1949, on the 20th December, 1955 he has been with
this Government for six years, and if the period was
three years, six years is already up. So that it
must have been for a period more than three years
because it expires sometime in May. This needs an
explanation. I know he went on holiday, but do
you mean to tell me he was disengaged during tha®
time? The next thing is if we give permission for
someone to enter into Agreement to serve for a period
of not more than two years, can the Government
make it two different agreements? Can they make
one Agreement and then extend it? We have given
them permission to make it for a period of not more
than two years or whatever period they make it, it
comes to an end and they have to come back again;
50 I hope they do not think they can make it a year
and then extend it. As soon as they make an Agree-
ment for a year, this Resolution has no effect. We
are not giving them permission to make two Agree-
ments or an Agreement for two years. They are
getting one Resolution for one Agreement. And I
see in the second paragraph that they are paying
certain passages and so on. I hope they do not go
and put themselves in trouble because after we make
an Agreement for a period of time and that time ex-
pires, they must come back and get the House to
confirm it as another Agreement. T mention that
because they do as they like with these things; no-
body keeps any check on them.

Mr. Speaker, I cannot too often condemn the
drawing up of Addendams and Resolutions coming to
this House. You mean to tell me, Sir, that the Civil
Rervant that drew this ap had any right saying that
Mr. Garrod who has been employed by the Govern-
ment as Chief Engineer, Waterworks Department
since 20th December, 1949, has signified his willing-
ness to go on? The facts of the case should have
been set out properly. Whoever drew this up must
have had the facts before him. The facts should
have been set out that he was on contract for three
years from 20th December, 1949, what took place in
the interim, and what you want to do now and that
the present Agreement expires in May, 1956. That
is the type of information that should be given,
This is not the type of information they should be
allowed to bring in here and then to supplement it
they say it is six years. From 1949 could it be any-
thing else than six or more years? But none of the
facts are set out and the Minister is saying it is an
extension of two years. Set out the faets, and let the
Civil Servants know they must respect the Legisla-
ture. When this is introduced in the Other Place,
they will tell them the day he was born and every-
thing else. That is the information they are going
to get; but for us this Government can bring in this
insulting piece of information and cannot supple-
ment it with facts. It is only about two or three
days ago that we were told the whole story of the
pumps going up and down. This is the way they
carry on their business.

Mr. Speaker, a very sad and serious state of
4ffairs has been revealed to this House this afternoon
and it is incumbent upon the Government to make
a report to this House. It involves expenditura
of considerable funds from the Public Treasury for
a very necessary service to the people; no matter how
many pipes and how many pumping stations you

ber St. Philip says he knows for a fact that the old
steam engines at the Belle and Warleigh have been
put back into use Do you mean to tell me a thing
does not give satisfaction, but you order 15 and then
you have to send them back to England just as you

gend your shirts to be washed? Do you mean the:

people who made them knew they would break down
50 they recommended buying a dozen? Well, Sir,
that is a very serious state of affairs and it needs ex-
planation.
5.45 p.m.

The Government cannot expect that because it
might have sufficient members to vote for it, it can
be careless about these things, especially when it is
a question of water. There is a scrious state of
affairs, and the Government cannot clain that they
have been honest to this House about it, because they
have not opened their mouths and said one word un-
til it has been dragged out of them. I should like
to say that in this Department years ago there was
a gentleman by the name of Mr, Lingwood who had
to send back some back pay or bribe which peopl>
sent out here to him. 1 give the Government that
warning. After Mr. Lingwood had imported somo
engines, the usual thing happened, and he had »
stnd back those engines. I warned this Government
not to put the importation of the fire-fighting appara.
tus into the hands of one person. If you hit upon

the right type of apparatus, you are alright, but if’

it is otherwise, then ycu will lose money.

If a man is willing to recommend that you pin
your faith in electrical equipment and scrap some-
thing which has given you good service, even if it is
a little expensive, he must be prepared to guarantce
his recommendations. He must be prepared to stand
by his recommendatiors hecause it is a question of
the life and death of the people. This House
should be given information, not that it should be
dragged out of the Ministers. This is too serious w
state of affairs for mc to treat it lightly. I am
seconding the motion that the further consideration
of this Resolution be postponed at least for a week;
let hon. members go to the Belle and Warleigh and
let us see if we have neard the truth. I will be pre-
rared to come here and say that hon. members have
no right to mislead the House.

When we heard the word ‘‘retrenchment’’ be-
ing used in the introduction of the last Estimates,
that is a serious matter. I am seconding the motion
for the postponement of this Resolution ir the hope
that the Government will gracefully accept it aad
do not let them make eny statement on which ther>

egnnot be any debate. lLiet them deal with this matter-

in a way in which people can retract what thoy
have said, and offer pruise where praise is due.

The fact remains that Mr. Garrod brought to
light circumstances whkich have been confirmed by
the Government for which we are grateful; however,
it is on these engines that we have to rely to give
the people water.

Hon. M. E. COX: I am asking leave to speak
again.

There being no obiection, leave was granted the
Hon. Minister.

Hon. M. B. COX: No other hon. member hav-
ng attempted to speak, I therefore have to put for-
ward the Government’s point of view. I should like
the hon., junior member for the City to know that

the Chief Engineer, after thoroughly examining the:

position with regard to these pumps, made a proposal.
That proposal was not mentioned in the Estimates,

3
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hecause we were not ready with the facts to place
them before the House. In the near future, I will
ve asking the House to grant a token vote in respect
-of this Department, because these pumps take about
.18 months or so to get here; in that connection, I
.am prepared to give all the facts as regards this
ZInachinery.

The hon. senior member for St. Philip is right
in saying that these pumps went back to XEngland
to be repaired. These pumps cannot be repaired in
Barbados. The highest horse-power pump has been
giving trouble and Mr, Garrod has been investigat-
ing the matter; he has insisted upon the Firm that
they must repair thesz pumps and jmprove on them
to his satisfaction. As he has pointed cut, it is a ques-
tion of design; the 45 horse-power engine does not
give any trouble, but the 96 to 115 horse-power eun-
_gines give trouble.

6.05 p.m.

Now, Sir, the hon. senior member for St. Philip
further stated that the old steam engine had to be
brought into use at Warleigh and the Belle. That is
not true. Warleigh has never had a steam engine.
Warleigh got its water from the Golden Ridge Re-
servoir and it never had any steam engine there to
pump water. Two or three years ago, electrical equip-
ment was fitted to a well there which pumps water
from Heywoods into Warleigh Reservoir from which
it enters a sluice valve in Indian Ground which al-
lows the water to go direct over to Boscobelle instead
-of running into Warleigh.

The hon. member is talking of something which
‘We still have
pumps working; as a2 matter of fact, we are still
getting a full supply of water t¢ the community in
general, even to those in Boscobelle. As I have said,
I will be coming to the House at a later date (I be-
heve in a week or two) to ask this House to agree
to a token vote in this respect because we have to
order these pumps in another day or two.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, since new in-
formation has been introduced. I am asking leave of
the House to make a statement in reply to the re-
marks just made by the Hon. Minister.

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Philip is asking leave to speak again. If
there is no objection

Hon. R. G. MAPP:

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 will have to put the question
to the vote. May I inform the House that the qucs-
tion of speaking more than once has absolutely no-
thing to do with Ministerial set up.

The question that leave be granted the honourable
member for St. Philip to spealk was put and resolved
in the affirmative, the House dividing as follows :—

Ayes: Mr. Brvan, Hon. Dr. H. G. H. Com-
vins, Hon. M. B. Cox, Mrs. Bour~Ne, Mr. Lewis,
Mr. CrRawrokp, Mr. VAUGHAN, Mr. ALLDER, Mr. E. D.
MorTtLEY and Mr. HAvyNEs—10.

Noes: Hon. R. G. Marp, Mr. Symira and Mr.
¥. L. Warcorr—3.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, 1 want this
House to understand carefully that these pumps are
faulty in construction. That has been well authenti-
cated. That is different from faulty in design. The
Belle Pumping Station has faulty electric pumps and
as & result three of them are now in England. Be-
cause of that, the Belle is pumping water with the old
contraptions which Mr. Garrod himself said should
have been serapped.

‘With regard to the new Pumping Sation, War-
leigh, that has two electric pumps. I want this
House to believe me when T say that both of those
pumps are now in England. Tn other words, there are

I object.

_five pumps now in England. However Warleigh gets

its water does not concern me; whether it gets it from
1eywoods or any other place is a matter for the
‘Department.

In addition, Sir, it is not as the Hon. Minister
of Communications, Works and Housing tried to
impress the House that because the pumps cannot be
repaired here that they will have to be sent to Eng-
Lind. The point is that the pumps did not stay:
up at all. 1t is known that a pump has come back
trom England to work for six weeks and then it had
to be sent back there again for repairs. Of course it
would only be he who would buy such a pump; I am
not one of those people who would spend the taxpay-
ers money in such a fashion. Let the hon. member
find out how many hours of service each of them
gave since they were out here. Let him find out how
many times one pump had to be returned to Eng-
land. The fact of the matter is that what he said
today should have been said when we had the Esti-
mates before us. Imagine that he intends to present
the House a Resolution calling for a token vote with
regards to the expenditure for new pumping equip-
ment. In other words, Sir, they have been condemn-
ing the pumps—all six—and waiting until now to
tell us that we have to order new pumping equip-
ment.

1 say here now what I said earlier and it is that
from the time these pumps came here, Mr. Garrod
knew they were faulty and could not stand up to
work. In his position as Chief Engineer of the
‘Waterworks Department, Mr. Garrod could, have
fold us that the pumps were not working and, that
tiey were not giving service; therefore he should

> have reported that we would have to scrap them and

get new pumping equipment, because sending them
back to England for repairs was a waste of the publie
money. Furthermore, what I said earlier was that
these pumps did not cost a penny, they cost several
hundred dollars; and from the time they began :o
hreak down, Mr. Garrod should have written a proper
memorandum on them so that we would be in a posi-
tion to claim from the manufacturers some of the
money we paid for them. It is not a dynamo for a
refrigerator that we have to repair. Every time that
those pumps are sent to England for repairs, we have
to pay for the repairs. [A VOICE: Have we got to
pay?] Surely; whenever the manufacturers repair
them! We send them to the Foundry first. They
tinker with them and send in a bill and then we have
to send them to England.

Mr. SPEAKER: I think the honourable member
has said quite enough.

Mr. CRAWFORD: T am saying that if the Chiel
Engineer of the Waterworks Department had made
out a case earlier, we would have been in a better posi-
tion to reclaim from the manufacturers either what we
paid for them or new equipment. There were memkbers
here in this House whc took their duties seriously;
they could come in here like the honourable junior
member for St. Andrew, who has joined with Mr
Robinson, and Mr. Waleott and others and make the
engineer resign from the Waterworks. If the honour-
able junior member for St. Andrew had 2 man em-
ployed at Newecastle who was not serving to the best
of his ability he would fire him overnight, but appar-
ently because he meets Mr. Garrod over eocktails or
at the Bridgetown Club or they are friendly.

Mr. HAYNES: The honourable senior member
has absolutely misinterpreted my remarks. I said,
when we have good officials from England you will
never get other good ones to come. You get many
bad ones and he knows T use my words against them
very often; and T often made them resign in my
vounger days; but I used the words ‘‘good officials.”’
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Mr. CRAWFORD: ““Good™ is a relative term
and as a matter of opinion he may be good to him and
bad to somebody else. Some thought Mr. Peck was
good and others that he was bad: and a few hours
after members criticised him in this House he resign-
ed. What happened at Seawell Airport when they
put up a new Terminal Building? Mr., James Mur-
ray came here, langhed at the construction and hon-
ourable members critcised it and he resigned; out
because the Minister of Communications who does not
know a turn-cock from & meter can come here with
this Resolution, they are going to keep him on at the
Waterworks. I am telling you at this stage after
sending machines to England we have less chance ¢f
having proper service than we have had three or four
years ago.

The question that further consideration of the
Resolution be postponed was put and resolved in the
negative the House dividing as follows :—

Ayes: Mr. Lewis, Mr. CRAwrorRD, Mr. ALLDER,
Mr. E. D. MorTreYy.—4.

Noes: Mr. Bryax, Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CuMmMmiNs,
Fon. M. E. Cox., Hon. R. G. Marp, Mrs. Bourxg,
Mr. Smrra Mr. F. L. Wavcorr, Mr. Haynes.—38.

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

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: I beg to move
that this House do now adjourn for half an hour.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-
ative without division und Mr, SPEAKEER adjourned
the House accordingly.

6.10 p.m.

Rates of Income Tax

On re-assembling,

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day now
stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Social
Services: to move the second reading of a Bill to set-
tle the rates of Income Tax for the year one thousand
nine hundred and fifty-six, and to make provision lor
certain other matters in connection with the levying
of the said tax.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS : Mr. Speaker, this
Bill deals with the rates of Income Tax to be levied
for this year; they are the same as they were for last
year. Honourable members will want to ask some-
thing about the exemptions which have been promised
and I will say that these exemptions will be dealt with
in the next Qrder of the Day. I beg to move that this
Bill be now read a second time.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, I am wondering
whether the Government has come to the conclusion
that these rates are such that it cannot interfere with
them. I know that the Estimates have been made up
on the basis that the Government would introduce
these rates, and it would be a dangerous thing for the
House to interfere with them merely feeling that
they will collect a surplus; but T am wondering if this
3% is a good figure with which to start off, and if
relief cannot be given in these beginning brackets so
as to assist those people who do not get too far in these
trackote, if they get into Them at all. Tt has been
thought that if you give relief to these people, you
give it to everybody. However, it is not a question of
relieving everybody ; it is your method of dealing with
the matter, but it might be a good thing to reconsider
these rates at some time.

For instance, when you get to 30% . vou will no-

troduce something there, and have a 35%, and give-
reliet a little higher up. You will have to know the
statistics so as to know what relief you are giving
and how you could recoup yourself from this big
bracket from $1,000 to $3,000. It might be necessary
at some time or other to carry this rate beyond 75%.
"T'his is not a business in which you can say that you
have to leave back something; and after a certain
period it may be necessary to regulate nearly all of
these rates. You are leaving people with their source
of income and I am hoping that a revision of these
rates will take place. These rates have been in ex-
istence, they have not been changed, and it is not a
question of people not finding it difficult to pay thewr
taxes.

Generally speaking, I understand that people are
not taking advantage of the P.A.Y.E. system; it is
regrettable, having regard to the way in which the
system came in. 1 do not know whether you should
ask the Income Tax Department if the arrears of
taxes could not be avoided, if you make & regulation
in respect of the collection under this system. I do
not want people to think that because there is no de-
bate on this Bill that the people in these lower brack-
(r}ts are finding it easy to contribute by way of Income

'ax.

The question that this Bill be now read a secord
fime was put and resolved in the affirmative withoul
dwision.

On the motion of Hom. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr. SPEAKER left
the Chair and the House went info Committee on the
Bull, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chasr,

Clause 1 was called and, passed.

Clause 2 was called.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS:
that Clause 2 stand part of the Bill.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Something which I want
to say here might sound selfish but when you are a
member of the House, there is nobody to speak for
vou, and therefore you have to speak for yourself. It
is true that the Hon. Minister under whose portfolio
this matter falls is not present, but I made a point
during the consideration of the Budget that some ex-
amination should be made as regards the Income Taa
rates and the allowances. I am not one of those per-
sons who are opposed to Income Tax, but I feel that
just as anybody else, you should examine any method
of taxation to see whether it is keeping up to date. I
contend that the present allowances are too low; for
instance, if you take a rough and ready (xample, a
man who is working for $20 a week is an average
workman to-day. Would anybody suggest that that
is the type of salary or wage which you could regard
as an amount from which Income Tax should operate?
T go further; the general living standard is something
which a Government must watch. There is a general
tendency that if allowances are not liberal enough,
that makes people who should pay avoid as much as
they can the method of paying their fair share,

I feel that the time has come when the Income
Tax allowances in Barbados and the allowances to
members of this Chamber should be looked at in thig
Tiocht: let there be no doubt about it that no member
of this House who draws a salary of £400 a year can
claim that that salary is free of expenses. In this
Island you are not even allowed your electioneering
expenses to be deducted from your Income Tax; you
are onlv allowed these expenses, but they are not de-
dnetable from your Ineome Tax. Any membder of
this House will realise for himself that the full in-
come derived from being a member of this Chamber

I beg to move

tice that tkis 30% is on $1,000; perhaps they could in- L is taxable, and it does not make room for any of the
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services which honourable members have to use. The
Ministers of the Crown get $50 per month for travell-
ing expenses, and these travelling expenses are iiot
taxable.

7.00 p.m.

I am maintaining with what a member has to
do in regard to traveliing in his constituency, that
the same as you can regard travelling allowance as
something which is uot taxable that the amount
payable to hon. members should be regarded in thai
light. I am frank enough to say it, Sir, because 1
know there are some bon, members of this House
who were not in favour of receiving payment for
their legislative duties but they did not refuse to
take it from the Treasury. I am saying that taxable
income should be related so to speak to a man's
income. You should give a taxpayer enough off to
free himself of his normal obligations and what he
is called upon to pay should be what could be re-
garded as his dues to the community. I do feel tha
those of us who cannot hide our incomes and have
to pay Income tax on what we earn, especially
those of us who have families and have to support
ithem, realise that the taxable amount for a marrisd
man of $1,300 which is less than $120 a month is
not enough. Ask any hon. member of this House
if a married man with a family really and truly
ezn pay from a salary of $120 per month house
rert, buy food and al' the mnecessities that normally
are needed for a good life. I feel the time has come
when the allowances for Income tax rate should be
bigher, an amount which could be regarded as just.
I hope hon, members in the very near future will

see that the rates of Income tax and the deductions.),

are not related to the 1956 economy and that th-
financial implications on the whole should be re
viewed. The Government is now getting more money
from revenue. Of course it has to spend more moncy
but the fact that the Government has to spend more
money means that the individual also has to speni
more money; therefore, he should be given more ts
spend. The allowances should be more liberal so a:
not to oppress people who have to pay income ta:
on low incomes.

The question that Clause 2 stand part was pul
and resclved in the affirmative without dtwision.

The Schedule was called and passed.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINR,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr CHAIRMAN
reported the passing of the Bill in Committee.

Mr. SPEAKER reswmed the Chair and reporied

accordingly.

Om separate motions of Hon, Dr. H. G. H.
OUMMINS, seconded by Hon. M. E. COX in each
case the Bill was read a third time ang passed.

THE INCOME TAX (AMENDMENT)
BILL 1956

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day now
stands in the name of the Ion. Minister of Social
Services: Second reading of a Bill to amend the law
relating to income tas.

Hon, Dr. H. G. . CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
this Bill deals with the amendments to the Income
Tax Act of 1921. First of all, it changes some ex-
pressions which are in the Bill. The expressions ‘‘His
Majesty’s dominions’> or ‘‘territories under His
Majesty’s protection,”’ or ‘‘Empire’’ have been
replaced by references to ‘‘the Commonwealth.””

There is an amendment by way of a rebate in
income tax for medicai expenses.

This Bill also makes different provisions for the
making of appeals. Tustead of direct appeal to ths
Court of Common Pleas the Bill provides that there

Le set up an Appeals Committee to which such
appeals can be made in the first instance, and the per-
sous making such appeals may still have further op-
portunity to the Court of Common I'leas. The object of
that is to make the cost of appeals as reasonanle as
possicle, It was cousidered that if a taxpayer had to
appeal straignt to the Court of Common Pleas that
that would be rather expensive, so this Bill makes
provision for the setting up of an Appeals Commit-
tee to whone complaints may be referred and if a {ax-
payer is still not satisfied, he can appeal further
to the Court of Common Pleas,

Then there is the question of allowance for rec-
pairs for which an amendment is made. That is in
view of the fact that the Vestries Act will be re-
pealed in a short time, and as is known there will
ne a new system for collecting taxes which will be
done on the advice of the Commissioner of Income
Tax. This amendment therefore provides for the
changeover as far as repairs to properties are con-
cerned.

Then there is the old contention of the wear and
tear allowances for which amendments in this Bill
are included. The objeets and reasons set it out
clearly.

I repeat, provision is made in this Bill for
Medical expenses, for appeals to be made to an
Appeals Committee, then allowances will be given
for repairs to houses {or the purpose of Vestry rat-
mg as well as wear and tear allowances. Those are
the main points whieh are included in this Bill.

Clause 3 deals with the abolition of the Ves-
tries and the taking over of them by the new Coun
cil, There is also a new Schedule, called the second
Schedule.

This Bill also seeks to abolish the ‘“three year
average’’ basis for calculating the allowanges in
respect of repairs to premises occupied otherwise
than for the purpose ¢f residence or enjoyment by
or on behalf of the owner, and for implements,
utensils or articles employed in acquiring the in-
come; and in place provision is made for granting
as such allowances the sums actually spent.”” I think
that is somewhat different from the present Ves-
trigs Act.

710 p.m.

The pres:nt Vestry system as far ag I remember
does not take into consideration the owner or oceupier
of a House. Exemption is made under the present
Vestry system for insurance, taxes and things of that
sort, but in this case, Sir, ‘‘owner occupier’’ repairs
will be taken into consideration when computing one’s
income tax. As it is now, I think this is something
additional. Of course, this will come into operation
from this year. Dealing with the question of annual
allowances, we have first of all initial allowance which
is 20% ; after initial allowance there are annual al-
lowances which will be arranged at the consideration
of the Income Tax Commissioner. There is also these
balancing allowances and balancing charges which
make provision that in case of a sale which might be
considered as a ‘‘bogus sale’’—that is, if I sell to some
friend or relative at just a nominal price—if the sale
realises more than the money paid back by way of
income tax; if it is sold for less, there would be a re-
bate, and the Income Tax Commissioner can come in
and claim what he thinks is a reasonable amount.
These are the main points, Sir, besides wear and tear
allowances.  Sections 9 and 10, Sir, deal with the
question of rebate on medical expenses which first of
all must be in excess of $20 and then you get $100
in case of a married man, a rebate of $50 in case of a
single individual and $25 in case of a child. I think
these are the main points in this Bill and I beg to

-~ move that this Bill be now read a second time. N




2254

HOUSk

Hon. M. K. COX: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. BE. D. MOTTLEY : Mr. Speaker, this is a
Bill of very far reaching importance. It was long in
coming. Those of us un this side of the Table have
been pressing Government in making certain allow-
ances of income tax payers in respect of medical ex-
penses thereby bringing the Income Tax Bill of Bay-
bados up to date and in line with what happens in
big and progressive countries. This Bill has taken
that step, but it has gone somewhat further and
amendments have been made as the Hon. Leader of
the House has said relative to ‘‘owner occupier’’ and
owner. It also makes allowances, Sir, relative to
machinery. In short this Bill will bring into effect
certain Regulations that will normally come into op-
eration with the Liocal Government Bill which is to
bring into effect the new Local Government System.
In other words, a lot of these provisions which now
exist in the old Local Government System would have
to be and they are being amended here to have the
Local Government Act put into operation. As he
rightly said, as to the question of allowances on in-
surance and taxes for the previous year—this notice
will not allow any such deduction but will allow for
repairs. I think it is a recognised thing that the
standard system for repairs would usually be over a
period of five years. 1 do not know how the Income
Tax Commissicner will take it. Take the average
man who pays $60 a month whose previous year’s
taxes include bills, water and what not, which woull
amount, (depending upon the parish system which
you know) at $70 or $80 a month: plus insurance
which wounld bring it to roughly about $100. This is

- what a man would be allowed if the present system -

operated as against this bill. It is not usual for a
man to repair a house every year, but normally speak-
ing if you are an ‘‘owner occupier’’ of a house and
vour income was £500 a year and you had to pay on
say £100 than you would normally today be entitled
to deduct the previous year’s taxes of $50 or $60 plus
your insurance plus any reasonable repairs and not
any capital depreciation. Therefore, if your salary
was $500 and the value of your house was another
£500, you would automatically be allowed to take off
your previous year’s taxes plus insurance plus any
reasonable repairs. As the amendment stands, you
are going to abolish reasonable repairs and not depre-
ciation in capital so that if your income was £500
4nd yéu take off a roof or put in a terrazzo floor this
would be teasonable repairs of fiot more than what
the rental value would be.. But to-day, you are to be
allowed your repairs. T have had to discuss this on
anothér occasion and I quite agree that unless it is
going to be seen that your repairs here—it is not for
a man who actually repairs every year; a man who
owns a house to the value of £100 would hardly re-
pair évery year to get deduction on the £100. There-
fore, Sir, if the practice is going to be to follow the
practice of general repairs over a period of five years
and take off that deduction after a period of five
veats, all well and good. It might sound complicated
it members are not following. But if any man never
puts his hand on sufficient money to do repairs then
while you may think of doing something here to bene-
fit the income tax payer, you are really putting him
at a disadvantage.

7.20 pm.

However, when we get further on with this mat-
ter, the Hon. Minister will be able to explain it more
fully.

There is one point I want to make here and on
which I am directing my remarks to the Hon. Minis-
ter of Social Services who, like myself, will not boast
of any extraordinary knowledge of this subject matter
at all. At least, T do not think so: it only happens

that, as Hon. Lieader of the House, it falls to his lot
to introduce this Measure. This is a very technical
matter. Let us take paragraph 2 of the ‘“ Ubjects and
Reasons:’’ It says this: ‘“The deductions allowed are
the aggregate of $100 or $50, depending upon whether
the taxpayer is a married man or not, . . . ’’ In other
words, a single man is given deductiong in the aggre-
gate of $50 a year for expenses incurred while a mar-
ried man 1s given deductions in the aggregate of $100
a year. I am the first to_appreciate that a ceiling
must be out in this matter. Mr, ‘“X’’ ecan have his
friend who is a Doctor to say that he has speng so
much; and of course, that cuts both ways because the
Doctor will have to return that amount when he is
making his Income Tax return. But this paragraph
in the ‘‘Objects and Reasons’’ goes further. 1t says:
‘‘For expenses incurred to the taxpayer, his wife and
dependent relatives and $25 in respect of each child
up to a maximum of two.”’

I know that it is necessary to get through with
this ‘Bill, and that the Government will put it into op-
eration for the present Income Tax year; but it is
suggested here that they are allowing $25 medica] ex-
penses in respect of each child for a man who has a
family. In your Reguluations, the maximum to which
a Doctor can go for performing an operation for ap-
pendicitis is £100; but the average servant in Bridge-
town who goes to the Hospital, and it is discovered
that she is working for more than $15 a month, she
is charged $25 for an operation. I am challenging
the Hon. Minister to deny that; I am quite willing to
sit now and let him deny it. Of course, you may
think that some people who can very well pay, will
fool people and do not pay; but how can you really
and seriously talk about allowing $25 for an opera-
tion? A person in this Country who is earning $60
a month has to pay Income Tax. Lwet us say that a
man who is working for $100 a month or over, has
a child or two children. He has to take a child to
the Hospital for an operation for appendicitis; you
are starting to give deductions from a certain bracket
up. This man has to pay for an operation, and there
is the operation and hospitalisation : do you think that
an allowance of $25 is sufficient in this case? I repeat
that you must have a ceiling in this matter, but I ap-
peal to the Hon. Minister to see that $25 is not suffi-
cient. I am suggesting that if you are doing anything
in this matter of deductions for medical expenses, you
should not deal with it in this way. We are now deal-
ing with an Income Tax Bill and therefore we are
dealing with people who pay a certain amount.

My serious plea which I am making to the Hon.
Minister is this: this is a matter which will affect
every honourable member of this House, and I am
therefore asking honourable members to listen to me
carefully. One out of every five families must need
hospitalisation or medical expenses every year in this
country. If the members of the Government have not
got the figures, let them go to the Civic Friendly
Society and get them. T know that they would like
to bring this Bill intc~operation so that people can
get off these medical expenses; that is alright, but let
us deal with this matter in the correct way.

7.30 p.m.

Now, Sir, very often when these Bills come in
here we are told that they ‘are drafted by the Legal
Draughtsmen in the Attorney (General’s Office and
taken from similar Bills in other colonies. T hav:
always contended that while that is so we must
amend them so as to suit local conditions. We have
been told time and time again, ‘‘No, let it gv
through,”’ only to find out later that the Bill was
not workable in that way.

I will give you an instance and it is in connection
*with the Local Government Bill. None of th2
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amendments which I suggested on the floor of the
House was put in although I had no intention of
holding up the Bill. It was rushed through this
House and then sent to the Other Place. You then
brought down a gentleman who really knows his jou
and he has told the Government that the Bill was
not workable as it was.

Of course, members on this side of the table are
not lawyers. I know that parts of other similar legis
lations are put into this Bill. T have a suggestion
to make and I am giving my reasons for doing so.
1 know the Hon. Minister of Social Services is going
to tell me that he caunot accept an amendment on
the spur of the moment but I have seen an amend-
ment made on the spur of the moment on the floor
of the House—one that created a charge.

Mr. SPEAKER: I will interrupt the hon.
member to sy that that was done in Committee.

Mr. BE. D. MOTTLEY : Yes Sir, that was so;
however, any hon. member can make an amendment
on the floor of this House.

A VOICE: You are wrong.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: We can make an amend-
ment to this Bill. Seetion 10 states that Section 20
of the principal Act is hereby amended with the
proviso that the amount so allowed shall not exceed
tle aggregate of $25 for each child up to a maxi-
mum of two children. We should inecrease that sura.
If that is amended to say ‘‘not exceeding the amount’’
it would mean that the claimant would have to
satisfy the Income Tax Commissioner that with
respect to illness on the part of his wife or children
that was treated at the General Hospital, say by the
YQurgeon General, that be has spent up to that amount
for which you must have a ceiling. I am suggesting
that amendment to the Hon. Minister of Social Ser-
viees.

I will further suggest that we postpone the
passing of this Bill and allow a small Committee to
go into it. Tt is far reaching. I suggested that because
I did not expect the Hon, Minister to say ‘‘Yes’’ oft
hand to this amendment. Bear in mind, I am not
arguing that you shoald leave the ceiling amount
open so as to say that a man can spend any amount
on his children. I am saying that Government must
have a ceiling price. I know the Hon. Minister deep
down in his heart knows that to some of us it might
pot matter if one spends $100 and only gets off $25
but I am thinking of chose persons in the small
income bracket such as waterfront workers, clerks,
postmen and policemen. You should amend it tu
read, say ‘“not exceeding £25.”” You have here not
exceeding $25 in the case of a child up to two chil-
dren. Will the Hon, Minister say that that is only
for the money which you are going to pay to the
doctor? Why I ask that is because actually if ome
wanted medical attention and had to be hospitalised
and, say, was paying 3/- a day for five or six weeks,
will that amount for his hospitalisation be takea
into account? The Hou. Minister of Social Services
knows that if one is suffering from a stomach ail-
ment and the doctor cannot find it out and he merely
said that the person will have to get a photograph of
a portion of the lower intestines, that would cost in
the vicinity of $40. The question of ‘‘not exceeding
$25'" is out of the question and I am sure that the
Hon. Minister of Socinl Services op his part will
agree with me. Now, let ns take a case in which a
person has a daughter who needs treatment for a
breast disease. What would that cost? I am sure it
would mot cost $25; it will cost more than that. T
am saying that you should amend it to say not ex-
ceeding so much’’ but the person will have to pro-
Jduce bills to certify what he spends, You must keep
your bills for the Income Tax Commissioner. Let us

not think of ourselves because some of us might havs
an income of £400 a yecar; others can augment what
they get in here by what they do outside; therefore
‘“‘not exceeding $25°’ might mean nothing to us; bus
think of the postmen and the poor clerk who gets
between $80 and $90 a month.

7.40 p.m.

When iliness suddenly strikes a child and you
have to go to Hospital, that is where the bills come in,
and I have seen 2 man in the Income Tax group of
£600 a year with six children who had three sick in
one year. What do you do with them? I appeal to
the Hon. Minister that while I appreciate the Bill and
it has attempted to help as neither of us can boast
any superior knowledge about it, I am making a sug-
gestion to him that as soon as the prineciple is passed
that it be postponed so that we can have a committee
and get one of the legal officers to come in and discuss
certain aspects and see what can be amended relative
to children and married men, and T do not agree to
$50 for a single man. Do not think of the man paying
$2 for six weeks. We want to get settled whether it
covers Hospital bills and so on, so much a day for
Hospital, so much for X-Ray and so on. That is not
good enough. I am saying, let the man satisfy the
Income Tax Commissioner with his bills,

What would have been all right 15 years ago
cannot be to-day, and above all the Bill seeks to abol-
ish the three year average basis on calculating allow-
ances and expenses. I know a lot of members do not
appreciate it. 1 have already explained how it ap-
plies to the local Government. This amendment comes.
in to fit in with the local Government Bill which is to
be amended to deal with the system of taxation. In
other words, the Local Government Bill as amended
so far is to be further amended. You brought it n,
you passed it and when members said, ‘‘let us go and
discuss it,”’ you said it was drafted by the Attorney
General. No man can take it up now and say, ‘‘cut
out this and put in that.”” In this respeet I submit
that members agreed with the principle, but if they
must be just and fair to their constituents, they will
say, ‘‘let me understand what this means.”’ Let it go
to a Committee and let us consult the Attorney Gen-
eral. This is no reflection upon the Minister of Health.
If it were dealing with something along his line I
would ask him every possible question I could about
fit, but it is not fair to ask certain things because it
has fallen on him as Leader of the House. Therefore,
I suggest, Sir, that while we agree to the principle of
the second reading, when it is passed I would suggest
to the Minister that he accept the idea of a Select
Committee. You will still get it in time for the Income
Tax allowances; and may I say this, Sir, even if he
does not get it, it could be so worked that the allow-
ances could be made; it is better to do it and do it
well. T am going to say this with the greatest respect
to the Minister : when this Bill goes to the Other Place
they will go to a Select Committee and go into it.
Well, give us the opportunity because it is very im-
portant that every honourable member should know.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, it seems difficult to
interfere with at least the Barbados Income Tax Bill
without giving great concessions to rich people and
making it more difficult for the poor man. In this
Bill we are not only giving people who can spend
large sums of money on machinery and buildings in-
itial allowances which is something new, but the an-
nual allowances are to be revised and balancing allow-
ances are to be introduced so that the rich people are
getting something that way. When it comes to allow-
ances for medical expenses, the rich people will get it
off 75% and the poor man will get it off 3%. My
opinion, Sir, is that the Government has made a ges-
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ture. 1 am not saying that these other things are not
quite in order; you eventually give people something
off machinery, so that you can look at that that way.
But if you take out an insurance premium to-day, S':r,
the Government has changed the method to restrict
the deduction of 24%. It does not interfere with tne
existing poliey. I think, Sir, that something along
those lines should be given in respect of medical ex-
penses. What I mean is this. Do you mean to tell
me that if 2 man is paying in the 40% bracket al}d he
gets off $100 he gets off $50 out of it. If you give a
poor man the same $100 in the 3% bracket he gets off
$3. You make one man a present of $3 out of $1Q0
and another man $50 out of $100. The man that is
least able to lose it gets off only $3.00. That is some-
thing, Sir, that I think we should go into. T woulq
prefer the Government to give the Income Tax payer
a certain amount of money off. However, Sir, that
is something I would like the Hon. Minister to con-
gider, if he has not considered it from that angle.

7.50 p.m. .

1f a man is now paying in the 20% ]oracket, give
him 20% of the expenses; do not tell him to take it
eff. If he takes his off, and does not have to pay
any Income Tax at ali, he gets only $3; if a rich
man gets off any 50% or 60%, you are giving him
¢50 or $60 out of $100. This Bill was 1ntr0duced'on
19th January this year when we were all looking
sorward to the consideration of the Estimates, and
it is un®srtunate that e Bill like this had not been
prought forward after last year’s_ Estimates, where
vou have justification for the appointment of a §mall
Committee to meet the Income Tax Commlsmgner
and one or two other persons, I know that the Gov-
ernment cannot just colleet taxes and give them
away ; but it is of no use saying that you will catch
the Doetors if you make the deduction small. Tt 1s
when you make it big that you will Satch. the Doc-
iors, A Doctor can charge you $50C .or his services
and give you a receipt for $150. The very thing
that people have been complaining about in respect
of hurricane Insurance, is that they have to starfd
-he first $120. In this case, if you spend a certain
amount you will get back $3. o

In the ‘“‘Objects and Reasons’’ of this Bill, 1t is
stated that you want to save people an expensive
method of appeal, but do not force people not to
pay the Court of Common Pleas. Let us have an
Appeals Committee, by all means, but let those peo-
ple who want to appeal directly to the Court of
Common Pleas have tiie privilege of doing so. I
strongly objeet to your coming in here and saying
that you want to cut down somebody else"s expense,
1that you feel that the greatest justice x.vlll be dore
by going to the Appeals Committee, and if pe(_)ple are
not satisfied, then they can go before the Chief Jus-
tiece in the Court of Common Pleas. [Hon. M, .
COX: You can go direct to the Court.] The Bill
does not say so; it says that if you are not satisfied
with the decision of the Appeals Committee, then
you can go to the Chief Justice.

You may have to go before three or four peopl-
and disclose your private business. Do you mean
10 say that you will hand-pick four people to whoin
I must disclose my business and say that it is seereg?
[Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: Four people cannot keep
a secret.] My colleague says that four people can-
not keep a secret; however, that is by the way. I am
¢lways in agreement with giving a little more study
to Bills; if T agree to this Bill being referred to »
Seleet Committee, T am hoping that a small Commit-
tde will be chosen and let it meet. The history of
Feleet Committees will certainly give the Govern-
ment cause of being =fraid of these Committees but

the appointment of a Select Committee to es=sider
a niatter is a most useful course to adopt.

In the old days people came in here with a know-
ledge of what they were discussing; nowadays, the
other people must be kept out, and the politician
must come in here and represent people in every
phase. I say that a small Select Committee should
be chosen, but the memiers of that Committee should
accommodate the Goveinment by attending the meet-
ings. R

There are one or two typographical errors in
this Bill for which we must look, because the mem-
bers of the Other Place will say that we are not
careful enough in dealing with these Bills. I say in
conclusion that this is @ Bill which does not come
10 the adequate assistance of the ones who need it
most. The principle of going before an Appeals
Committee is an excellent one for me, because I may
not be able to go before the Court of Common Pleas.
There are those who are willing to support the method
of going before an Appeals Committee and I sincere-
ly hope that members of the legal profession will e
put on this Committiee,

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: T should like
2 answer one or two guestions. The question of the
amount of these medical expenses to be allowed was
raised by both hon. members for the City, but I do
net think that it was ever intended that the full
rredical expenses should be allowed. It was only In-
fended to aseist people with these medical expenses,
but not to give them a rebate of the whole amount.
'The hon. junior memker for the City began by sav-
ing that the wealthy people will benefit from this
Amendment by way of allowances on machinery and
so on. As a matter of fact, these medical allowances
apply to everybody ; both rich and poor get the same.
On the question of these allowances, I do no: know if
the hon. member has ever read the Hicks’ Report,
that Report was written by Mr. and Mrs. Hicks of
Jamaica, and they say that these allowances are in-
variably nothing morc than a postponement of
Hability.

8.00 p.m.

Mr. LEWIS:
give it off.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: This is not as
grand a thing as you think. They just describe it as
interest from loan, This is no grand concession that
the people think it is. The experts who have exam-
ined this thing have deseribed this interest from
ioan as a postponement of liability.

Now there is a question of referring this Bill to
a Seleet Committee. 1 believe from the expressions
of opinion of the two hon. members that the main
object of their referring this Bill to a Select Commit~
1ee is for the purpose of dealing with the allowances.
No Select Committee can alter allowances, so if that
i3 the purpose of sending this Bill to a Select Com-
iittee, nothing can be gained by its being dealt with
Wy a Select Committee. The Executive Committee
has already seen and agreed to these figures and

I said that eventually you wild

“only the Executive Committee can alter them. T

think it is the desire cf the public that we should
get on with this Bill.

The question that the Bill be now read a sccond,
time was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, I beg tc
move that this Bill be sent to Select Committee, 1
have already given my reasons and I do not intend
to repeat them. I just want to say in moving the
motion that T do not think the Hon. Minister of So-
cial Services was serious when he said that sending
this Bill to Select Committee could serve no useful
purpose. I am prepared to say if T am selected to
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serve on that Commitiee that the Committee can
meet this week and f{inalise matters. Surely the
Hon. Minister could not be serious when he said that
a Select Committee cannot amend these allowances.
A Select Committee ean do anything. It can study
and make a report as regards the ceiling price but
what you would allow would be a question for the
Bxecutive Committee.

The wposition is tkis: the Hon. Minister says
that these are the recommendations of the Executive
Committee. What will happen is that this Bill will
go to the Other Place and they will make amend-
ments there and send it back down here and the same
Eon, Minister will come in here and ask us to agres
with them; yet he cannot agree with its being sent
to a Select Committee but the Other Place will say
“‘send it to a Seleect Committee.”” T am saying tha’
uot only should we send it to Select Committee, bui
tle Select Committee should meet on it this week
and decide on it. The Select Committee can get the
Income Tax Commissioner and the Attorney Gen-
eral to help. Of course, the Select Committee cannot
make amendments, but it can make suggestions for
amendments in a Report. The Executive Committec
can agree or disagree with the amendments. Do not
say that sending it to Select Committee can serve uo
useful purpose. T do nct agree with you.

Sir, you have a law on the Statute Book which
says that you must pay income tax. T ean move that
the whole thing be deieted; as a matter of faect, any

‘member can make that motion. If the Attorney Gen-

eral says that you cannot do that, he is wrong. So
ling as you have the majority, you can amend any
thing.
8.10 p.m.

If T can get the majority I can amend anything.
Am I not right, Sir?

I beg to move therefore, that this Bill be sent to
a Select Committee. Do that, rather than to have it go
tc the Other Place and have us made a laughing steck
of all the time, and then you will read the prepared
speech of the learned Chief Secretary and see these
explanations? Yet today this House must say it
agrees. After all, you are in Government, and you
represent a point of view. We are at one on the
prineiple of the Bill, but there are certain amend-
ments. Will the Hon. Minister enlighten us on
depreciation? I know of no firm in Bridgetown
which made trade returns unless it lost money.
They started the business and had machinery in the
extent of $40,000. You had a scale on depreciation
-allowed by the Income Tax Commissioner and one by
the Vestry. Let us accept the one by the Income
Tax. After a period of three years they decide that
the machinery is inadequate for the business and they
are going to scrap that machinery, but they have
already written down that machinery at $10,000.
Somebody comeg along and says we will give you
$12,000 for it, but they would not consider it, because
it is not going to be any competition. [A VOICE:
That is where balancing charges come in.] Yes,
because you are not going to have any ecompetition, and
therefore, I say, Sir, the matters which my colleague
and I have raised are sufficient to say, ‘‘Let us not
pass things that way, let us send it to a Select Com-
mittee.”” It is not so voluminous, but it is a prin-
ciple; and these matters which are of great impor-
tance should be attended to. What difference does it
make? The Government has the majority, so put the
majority on the Select Committee.

I beg to move that this Bill be sent to a Select
Committee.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, T beg to second that
motion, in recommendation of the Select Committee.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move
that Your Homnour do now leave the Chair and the
House go into Committee.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-

ative the House dividing as follows —
Ayes: Mr. Bryax, Hon. Dr. H. G, H. Cumains,
Hon. M. E. Cox, Hon. R. §. Mapp, Mrs. BOURXE,
Mr. HowpEg, Mr. F. L. WarLcotr; and Mr. VAUGHAN.
—9.

Noes: Mr. Avriper, M.
MorTLEY—3.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the Housd
went into Commitiee on the Bill, Mr. BRY AN in the
Chair.

Clauses 1 to 9 were called.

Clause 10— was called.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, this is not the
clause I intended to comment upon, but I am wonder-
ing whether the Government has considered the
granting of a relief by the direct giving of some of
the tax. Would they take something off a man’s tax
bill? What I mean is, if you are giving an allow-
ance, say, to a married man in the $500 bracket, you
are giving him $3 out of what he is actually spend-
ing. It is a dangerous thing for these allowances to
be taken off the gross income because it means that
you get off at the rate of what the maximum tax
would pay.

8.20 p.m.

Mr. Acting Chairman, if you have a taxable in-
come of $100, and you are entitled to this maximum
of $100, you still pay 3%. A man who is paying in
the 50% bracket, gets $50 off the same $100 that
he paid for an operation for himself or his wife. If
you give him off $1C0 of taxable income, in any case
the Government is making him a present of the tax
of $100. Therefore if I pay 3% on the first $500, 1
get $3, whereas another man gets $60; have they
considered giving something off the tax? let us con-
fine this matter to the 20% bracket, and give $20 off
$100, and make some adjustment in the case of per-
sons in the $500 taxable bracket. I am sorry that I
not feeling so well tonight to be able to speak on
this matter. I do not care what anybody says, this
method is something which will assist rich people. I
would even say that you should have inereases where
income does not go as far as 20%, and abolish the $20
which you are going to make a man pay. Let us give
these pople something more. A man who has taken
$100 out of his pocket and paid it in medical expen-
ses, has to pay $120 before he gets $100 and then you
tell him that he will get $3 out of it. Perhaps the
Income Tax Commissioner might be able to assist
these people; you want to assist the poor man, and if
vou are taking this deduction off the gross income,
you cannot assist people proportionately.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: T see the hon.
member’s point, but at this stage I can cnly promise
him that T will draw the matter to the attention of
the Executive Committee.

Mr. BE. D. MOTTLEY: 1 would ask the hon.
member to read sub-paragraph (e¢) of Clause 10
which deals with allowances; it says:—‘‘Any rela-
tive in respect of whom he may make a deduction
under paragraph (iii) of this subsection for the vear
in which the expense was incurred.”” T am submit-
ting that this is a strong elaim for .allowing this Bill
to be referred to a Select Committee. The para-
graph goes on to say this:—‘‘If vayment of the ex-
penses is proved to the satisfaction of the Clommis-
sioner : nrovided that the amount sn allowed <hall not
exceed the aggregate of—(a) one hundred dollars in
the case of a married man who is entitled to a dedue-

Lewis, Mr. E. D.
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tion of thirteen hundred dollars under paragraph (i)
of this subsection or fifty dollars in .uc case vi any
other individual; of (b) twenty-five dollars for eacn
child up to a maximum of two children,”’

Will the Hon. Minister in charge of this Bill
tell me how that $100 applies, whether it is a dedue-
tion of $100 for the man or for hig wife? In other
words, a married man is entitled to a deduetion of
$1,300; that is the allowance before he starts to pay
Income Tax. I ask again, does this sub-paragraph
mean that this $100 is a deduction for the man or for
his wife? I will go alittle further ; this paragraph
states: ““Or $50 in case of any other individual:”’ I can
quite see that an individual means a single man or a
a single woman. Then you have ‘‘Twenty-five dollars
for each child up to a maximum of two children.’’ The
Hon. Minister is a Doctor of 30 years’ standing; if a
man is paying Income Tax at all, he is allowed $50
for medical expenses, but if he has children, he is
allowed $25 for each child up to a maximum of two
children. T want to ask the Hon. Minister this; is a
Doctor going to take less fees for attending to a
child? T want to say that legislation must be so
worded as not to be in any way ambiguous; it must be
worded not merely for the legal luminaries or
judges to interpret but also for the ordinary layman
to understand.

8.30 p.m.

Will the Hon. Minister explain that for me?

Hon. R. G. MAPP: The Hon. Minister of Social
Services can answer the points raised by the honour-
able senior member for the City. What I rose to
answer is the point raised by the honourable junior
member for the City about medical expenses and I
hope what he said, will not influence unduly this Com-
mittee. I take it that his argument is that we are
wrong because we are taking off for medical expenses
a sum from the assessable income rather than the tax-
able income, therefore we are coming down heavily on
the poor taxpayer rather than on the rich person. Let
me say that all the Government proposes to do is to
carry out the practice which is established in Canada.
This is a step forward and I am sure the House wel-
comes it. We can only earry it out in this way, that
is, by treating it as an expense just as you take off
allowances for children and a wife. I maintain that
this is the only way in which we can do it. Any other
way would be a colossal burden which we cannot un-
dertake. In no other country where there 1s tax con-
cession for medical expenses do you take it off in taxes;
you deduct it as an expense. We will be treating
everybody in the same way. In whatever circum-
stances a taxpayer may be, he will get up to $150 if
he is a married man with two children; if he is single,
he will get $50; and if he is a married man with no
children he will get up to $100. I really cannot see
how we can treat it in any other way save as an ex-
pense taxable from income.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, I hope the honour-
able member is serious about what he said. This idea
of giving every man off something for a child is alright
because it works itself out in this way: what I have to
spend on my children is not what a rich man has fo
spend on keeping his children. Why should a rich
man get $50 off $100 which he pays out and I get off
only $3. You are giving him $50 cash back off what
he pays and you are giving me back $3. [A VOICE:
Who says that?] Any honourable member who cannot
follow that should keep his mouth shut. We have
just settled the rates of Income tax for this year and
off every complete dollar of taxable income up to $500
you pay 3% : off every complete dollar of taxable in-
come up to $6,000, what do you pay? Look it up and
see? If you are going to deduct it from taxable in-

come up to $6,000 you cannot get away from what I
say at all.

sir. Chairman, this very Government when it first
informed the House that it wag going to give you oft
your Life Insurance policy at 76%, 60%), 45%, and
1U%, varied its decision and said, ‘‘No, I am going to
give you off at 24% . How can the Hon. Minister
say that the Government cannot do this, that and the
other? I am asking them to strike an average with
me. Strike an average and give me $20 off. If it
brevents me from paying income tax I can lose some-
thing by it. It is very regrettable that one should
have to argue this way with honourable members ot
this House.

Mr. Chairman, as I have said, that should be as
plain as daylight. Do not let the Government fool
the public that it is giving anybody back the $100
which one may pay in medical expenses. To some
taxpayers Government is giving off $3 and to some
$75. The Government has just taken your insurance
premium and said, they cannot deduet il from your
grosg income. They are so English that they stop at
24% instead of 25% which is something you can
divide by four so as to make it easy. They are saying

that a poor person as well as a rich one must pay $20-

in expenses before he can start to count, so he has to
pay $120 in expenses before he can get off the $100.

So far as the argument of my colleague is concerned, .

the point he made about children should be worded
diifferently.
8.40 p.m.

Now, Mr. Chairman_ there is no point about the
children. This clause should be so worded that it
should not be $25 to a maximum of two children; it
should be $50 in respect of children. You see a man
that has two children is going to get $270. If a man
with one child has had $50 in expenses for that child,
he should be allowed $50 off for it, because if you have

three children that might prevent you from getting -

into the income tax bracket, but if you have one and
you have expenses for one you can only deduct $270.
Give $50 off for one child or children. You are allow-
ing $50 off for a man, for his wife and for his children.
Make it for one child or children. Not only that, Sir;
it must be remembered that while you have to wait
until you actually pay this money—after the payment
of the expenses is proved to be satisfactory to the In-
come Tax Commissioner.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: In answer to the
aonourable junior member for the City as regards the
%50, the point is that the $100 applies to the husband,
plus $100 for the wife. ¥rom what I read here:

“‘Provided that the amount so allowed shall not
exceed the aggregate of $100.”’

So I take it that the $100 applies to his gross in-
come. From that he gets $100 whether it be for him-
self or his wife, but he cannot ask for more than $100,
and if he has a child or two children $150. .

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: On a point of explana-
tion, does that $100 apply to a married man who is

entitled to 4 deduction of thirteen hundred dollars?:

Does that apply to him? Suppose that man alone is
sick during that year, is he entitled to the $100 as a
married man?

Hon. M. H. COX: The answer is yes, because it
is known that with a married man’s income his wife’s
has to be included.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : The Hon. Minister of

Jommunications has really thrown himself in deep
water ; you cannot swim in this. His answer is yes.
£ say he cannot swim in this. Listen to what I asked.

ts the $100 allowed in the case of a married man who -

is getting $1,300? Thig is a simple question. A mar-

fied man lives in a house with his wife; T am asking"

v

ire
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it the man alone is sick during the year if he receives
lie anowance. As a matler oI 1act, you ¢annot mere-
ly say that; you have to prove iy, according o (uls. As
a married man he is not entitled to anything uniess he
1s sick. What 1 am asking is this: a single nan is

-entitled to $50 but suppose during the year a married

man alone is sick, is he entitled to $1007

Hor. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Yes.

Mr. E. D. MOTVYLEY A married man and his
wife are living together., He pays in the $1,300
bracket. rhis Bill says in tue case of a married man
who is entitled to a deduction of $1,300; what 1 am

.asking is this: if a married man is living with his wire

and he alone is sick and, presents a bill Yor $100, is ie
entitled to the deduction?

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Yes.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : That is one of the reasons
why it should have been given more explanation. [

.am prepared to take on every member of the Govern-

ment ten to one, that the Attorney General will tell
them that the answer is wrong, that that $100 can only
apply to that married man if he and his wife were sick.
What you have got here is $50 for a married man $50
for his wife, $50 to another man and $25 each to
children, but the Minister means to say that if that
man alone is sick during the year that he can go to
the Income Tax Commissioner and say: ‘‘I spent
$100,”” and get it off. It is ambiguously stated. Let
any legal member of the House tell you. The reason
why I asked that is because it can be interpreted the
way the Minister answered ; that is why I say it wants
amending.

““Provided the amount so allowed shall not exceed
the aggregate of (a) one hundred dollars in the case

.of a married man who is entitled to a deduction of

thirteen hundred dollars under paragraph (i) ...

This is for a married man provided he is living
with his wife. What this means is, that $50 is allow-
ed to a person, that is, $50 a man $50 to his wife and
$25 for each child. I raise that question, because I
fully realise that at a glance it is boun.d to be inter-
preted the way the Minister answered it.

I say that that point needs clarification. I see
that the Ministers are laughing, It is amazing; I do

“mnot mind the other two Ministers, but the Hon. Min-

jster of Health will discuss this matter with the
Tncome Tax Commissioner, and we will be told that
no individual can get more than $50. Tf their n-
terpretation of this Clause is correct, then all you

“tave to do is to get married, get sick and get this

allowance of $50. [Hon. M. E. COX: A man’s in-
come is included.] A man’s income is included in
what? If you get $100 as a deduction, what does
vour wife get? [Hon. Dr, H. G. H. CUMMINS: Do
unot let her get sick in the same year!] [Laughter).
‘Oh! you must controi the sickness during the year;

“that is a gocd one.

Mr. LEWIS: Suppose a man is so unfortunate
‘hat in the very year *hat he is sick his wife has a
child; what will happen then? This section of this
Bill compels a man to pay his expenses in the par-

-ticular year; that again is penalising a man who

has to defer payment. He may not have a taxable

“ineome in the year in which he paid his expenses.

The question that Clause 10 stand part of the
Bill was put and resolved in the affirmative on the

following division—-

Ayes: Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CuoMmmins, Hon. M. E.
Mrs. M. E. Bourxe, Mr.

Noes: Mr. E. D. MorTLEY.—1.

Clauses 11 and 12 were called and passed.
Clause 13 was cailed,

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move

~that Clause 13 stand part of the Bill.

Hon. M. E, COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: I think that in speaking on the
sceond reading of this Bill, I gave hon. members of
tne Government sufficient time to give consideration
to this suggestion of mine. I know it is a suggestion
which will be accepted; this amendment says:

““May appeal against the assessment to the
Appeals Committee and the Commissioner or any
such person if aggrieved by the decision of that Com-
mittee may appeal to the Court of Common Pleas.’’

If I can produce an amendment to allow people
to go straight to the Court of Common Pleas, wiil
the hon. member accept that amendment?

Hon. Dr, H. G. H. CUMMINS: That is why you
Lave to set up thiy Appeals Committee; an appeal 0
this Committee will cost you nothing. There is no
expense involved in this Appeals Committee, but
there is an expense involved in going to the Court
of Common Pleas. You have to pass from the Court
of Appeal to go to the Court of Error and then to
the West Indian Cour: of Appeal. You cannot by-
pass the one in order to go to the other; the point
i, that this Appeals Committee will be a free Court,
and if you have to go further, you can do so.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: Does the hon. member
suffer under the impression that the lodging of a
case in the Court of Common Pleas will cost you
$100?

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: The Appeals
Committee will cost you nothing.

Mr. BE. D. MOTTLEY: You can go before the
Chief Justice in Chawbers. What my colleague is
saying is that you should be entitled to eleet eithor
course; a man should he entitled to say that rather
than go to the Appeals Committee, he will go to the
Court of Common Pleas. You have not got to go
from one Court to the other. What my colleague is
saying is that you should be able to appeal eithes
to the Appeals Committee or to the Court of Common
Pleas. I quite agree with the hon. member,

) Mr. LEWS: The hon. member in charge of this
Bill might be reluctant to accept an amendment,
and if T were in his position, I would be reluctart
to aceept it too. However, I would not like the
members of the Other Place to introduce any such
amendment; my object is to have an easy means of
appeal, but I do not think you should compel people
to aceept your cheapness. We want to preserve the
secrecy which is attached to the Office; let us give a
man the opportunity of going before the Court. One
man can employ Counsel to go before this Appeals
Committee, and many people may prefer to go before
the Court of Common Pleas,

8.50 p.m.

I agree. Do not compel anybody to accept your
cheapness. T will say that this is ‘‘“may appeal against
the assessment’’ which can be made either to the
“ourt of Common Pleas or the Appeals Committee.’’
Then there is the proviso: ‘‘Provided that if the
Commissioner or any such person is aggrieved fy
the decision of the Appeals Committee, then the
(Commissioner or any such person may appeal to
the Court of Common Pleas.

If the Hon. Minister of Social Services intend:
to meet on Tuesday next week, we can leave for
farther consideration this Clause about Appeals in
Committee. Let us report progress and ask for leave
to sit again. I really would not like to leave the
House without a quorum but I feel strongly on this
raatter. Probably, the Acting Attorney General can
help you on it.

Hon. Dr. H. G. CUMMINS: If you feel ¢
strongly on this Clausc, what we can do is to pa
the other clauses and postpone this one. I will repr
it to the Executive Committee at the meeting
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Thuarsday and come back with something on it next
Tuesday.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move that
further consideration of this Clause be now post-
poned,

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : I beg to second that.

Hon. Dr. H. G. 1, CUMMINS: I accept that
motion.

Clauses 14 to 22 were called separately and
passed.

The Schedule was called.

Hon. Dr, H. G. . CUMMINS: I beg to move
ihat the Schedule stand part of the Bill.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: Wkhat is the number of this
Schedule? T have an idea that this is to be the Second
Schedule.

Hon, Dr. CUMMINS : It is the Second Schedule;
the first is in the origimal Act.

The question that the Schedule stand part of
the Biull was put and agreed to.

On motion of Hon. Dr. CUMMINS, seconded by
Hon. M. E. COX, My. ACTING CHAIRMAN vr:-
ported progress and asked for leave for the Com-
mattee to st again,

Mr. Speaker resuined the Chair and reportad
accordingly.

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Dr, H. G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move
that the IHouse do now adjourn until this day week,
Tuesday, 20th March, 1956, at 3 o’clock p.m.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the
of firmative without division, and Mr., SPEAKER
adjourned the House accordingly.

9.05 p.m.
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(OFFICIAL REPQORT)

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 20th March, 1956.

Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of As-

sembly met at 3 o’clock p.m. today.
His Honour Mr. X. N. R. HusBaNDs (Speaker),
ﬁon. Dr. H. G. H. CouMming, C.B.E.,, M.D., C.M,,
(Minister of Social Services), His Honour Mr. A.
E. 8. Lewis, (Deputy Speaker), Hon. M. E. Cox,
{Minister of Communications, Works and Housing) ;
Mr. L. E. SuirH, J.P. (Chatrman of Comnuttees) ;
Hon, R. G. Mapp, (Minister of Trade, Industry and
Labour) ; Mr. F. C. Gopparp; (Leader of the Oppo-
sition) ; Mr. ¥. E. Miuuer, Mr, J. A. Havxes, B.A.,
~ws Mr. J. C. MorTLEY, Mr. E. S1.A. HoLDER, Mr. V., B.
" VauveHAN; Hon. C. E. Tauma, (Minister of Agricul:
ture, Lands and Fisheries), and Mrs, E. E. BoUrNE.

Prayers were read.

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform
‘the House that the Mirutes of the last meeting are
not yet ready for circulation.

DOCUMENTS

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform
the House that I have received the following:—

Plantations’ Building,

Bridgetown,
Barbados, B.W.I.
- 16th March, 1956,
His Honour, K. N. R. Husbands,
Speaker,
The House of Assembly,

‘"The Membery,
The House of Assembly.
Gentlemen,

I wish to advise you that I am leaving for
‘England shortly and that Mr. James TFrancis
Gormly will be taking over the management of this
Office.

I should be glad if you -would accept my
resignation as Auditor of the Sugar Industry
Agricultural Bank, and I suggest that Mr. Gormly
should be appointed in my place.

I have the honour to be,
Yours faithfully,
» P. D. Mec. DERMOTT,
: : Auditor.

SESSION 1955—56

NOTICES

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give
notice of the following:

Resolution to place the sum of $1 at the disposal
of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to supple-
ment the Estimates 1955-56, Part 11, Capital, ag
showwn in the Supplementary Estimate 1955-56, No.
76, which formg the Schedule to the Resolution.

Resolution to place the sum of $127,554 at the
disposal of the Governor-in-Executive Committee
to supplement the Estimates 195556, Part I1I,
Capital, as shown in the Supplementary Estimat:
1955-56, No. 77, which forms the Schedvle to the
Resolution,

Mr. Speaker, the Hon. Leader of this House is
asking that these two Resolutions be ¢ .nsidered
to-day inasmuch as they are very urgent. Copies
have been printed and deposited with the Clerk for
circulation amongst hon. members. I am appesling
to the House that they are very urgeni.

One of them, Sir, is a token vote for the
approval of ordering electrical parts for tha Belle
Pumping Station and the other is in conneetion
with the buses which were taken over by the Gov-
ernment,

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I
beg to give notice of the following Resolution :—-

Resolution to place the sum of $526 at thz
disposal of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to
supplement the Estimates 1955-56, Part I, Current,
as shown in the Supplementary Estimate 1955-58,
No. 78, which forms the Schedule to the Resolution.

Sir, it is also proposed to ask leave to proceed
with thiz Resolution today. It is in conneection with
Items which are needed for the ILegislature.

I therefore beg to give notice of my intention
to ask leave for the postponement of Rnles 83 & %9
in order to proceed with these Resolutions today.

SUSPENSION OF RULES

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I
beg to move that Rules 88 & 89 be now suspeuded
in order to proceed with these three Money Resolu-
tions of which notice was just given.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

225 p.m.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, this is really noi
the time that urgency of a Resolution should %a
pressed. So far T have only just heard that somethino
1s wanted for the Legislature. T think we should
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have heard something about them during the Ksti
mates; it must mean something to the House of
Assembly and I would like to hear something wmore
particularly pertaining to the Resolution. The Reso-
lation about the Waterworks we heard about last
Tuesday, but this is a Resolution for $127,554, and 1
do not know if any honourable member has heard
what it is about. One member said he nas heard it
is in connection with the bus service.

Well, Sir, I really feel that we should have
had the opportunity of having these things cireu-
Tated before the actual moving of them. They are
of very urgent necessity, I do not know why; but
certainly it is great slackness on the part of some-
body that we should have the Estimates and then have
private members draw attention to the Waterworks
and then at the next meeting it is regarded as
argent. Members have been asking for information
about the bus question for some time and it is nst
fair to them. The first Item of the Day is
Committee of Supply and the Order Paper circu-
lated has given members the impression that $540
would he voted. At least these should have been
circulated over the week-end so that members of
+he House could come today knowing that something
like this would be dcme, This money involves a
serious principle; so does the Resolution re Water-
works. This is not the way to deal with principies
of nationalisation and a serious thing like a break-
down of the Waterworks at a moment’s notice when
members make an effort to get here early. I hope
Governiment will see to it that these urgent matters
—1 know that printing is difficult—get some atten-
tion. These urgent matters have never Leen printed.
They could have been circulated. We have heard
about one of them since last Tuesday. Hon. members
know this is not the private business of the five
Ministers or anybody else; it is the most serious
public business that we can come here to discuss.
How can we come here and ask intelligent guestions
or assist Government in any way if this is the way
it is going to be dore?! It leaves too much to he
desired.

Mr. F. L, WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I woull
like to say that T am not a party to anything that
i= not fair and just. So far as taking over the
huses is concerned, I agree. I do mot however agree
with the method the Minister wants to adopt today.
They are not frank encugh. When I was coming n
here T heard about proroguing the House — that
somebody wants to prorogue the Housge, so ycn
come here with a Resolution for $127,544. Can you
really seriously ask the Legisiature to consider au
this stage $127,544 for taking over the buses, not
having given members who want to know something
atout it an opportunity to be here, but to spring
a thing like this on people and tell them you are
dealing with it today? Government would not expee:
private members to come here with any importaat
measure and to ask them to do the same thing. I gave
notice of a Bill, but thay are not printing it as
vou know; it is as urgent as this, and I could have
had it eyclo-styled since this was done; and if it is
passed T am giving notice that I will cireulate my
Bill and have it debated today, and the second
reading passed becausa it is as urgent as the buses
and the buses are owned by the Government already.
But T do not like the idea of passing $127.544 {9
deal with this. So far as I am concerned I jagree
to the taking over of the buses, but I do not agre:
that other members should not have the opportunity
of knowing that it is going to be discussed today,
and T do not like the idea of putting ferward this
today and asking that the vote be done on the spot.
it is not, fair to the public, and those members who
represent the public should be given the opportumitv

of knowing that you are going to discuss this impor-
tant Resolution. It is not fair to an hon. membéf who
1s not here now.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,.
a1l that the hon. members on the Other Side have said
is true, as far as earlier circulation of these Reso-
futions are concerned, but we will ask hon.
members to realise first of all that there is the diffi-
culty of printing, and secondly, the Government
Offices have been rempoved from where they were
down here and all this has upset the schedule. 1t is.
only this morning they were done. First of all there
is no printing and secondly the whole schedule has
reen upset and it is only at a late hour these were
printed. You said, I did not ask leave to move the
suspension of Rules 88 & 89. 1 do now formally
withdraw the motion I made.

I am asking leave to move the suspension of
Rules 88 & 89.

There being no objection leave was granted tie
Hon. Minister.

Mr. GODDARD: Do I understand that he 1s
going to proceed with this today?

Hon. Dr. H., G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move
that Rules 88 & 89 be suspended. It has been saic,
Sir, that no reasons were given why these Resolu-
tions should be proceeded with today. One is the
question of the Waterworks and the pumps whicl:
were discussed at great length at the last meeting
ancl the general public and the House were ac-
quainted with the pos:tion of the pumps. It is nec~
essary to place the order, I understand, as soon
as possible because it takes about eighteen months
to get the pumps, and the eariter y»1 place your
order naturally the sooner you get them. As fa- as
.Jhe second Resolution 1s eoncerned, the hon. member
iu charge of that considers it urgen: because of the
voting of that money; I think the hon. member will
I'e bes! able to handle that.

As far as the third Resolution is concerned,
this is for money owed by this House to several
persons and firms and we would like to pay it before
the end of the financial year which ends in a few
days time,

3.35 p.n.

Hon. M. E. COX: In seconding that motion,
would like to refer to a few remarks which were
made by the hon. junior member for St. Peter. I
do not know to whom he was referring when he
said that we were trying to deal with this Resolu-
tion in the absence of other hon. members; but when
this House is summoned for a meeting, all hon.
members should be here. There is no attempt what-
soever being made to do anything behind anybody’s
tack. As a matter of fact, I take it that we will
be discussing other items, during which time the
absent members to whom the hon. junior member
for St. Peter was referring, might arrive. The hon.
member should know that it is not the Government’s
o tention to trv to force anything down the throat
of anybody; it is because of our knowledge of the
situation as it stands today, that we are asking the
House to agree to allow thede things to be passed. I
am sure that when we get into Committee and hoi.
members receive information, they will be justified
as to the action which we are taking in the matter.

Mr. GODDARD: I am pointing out to the
Government the danger of giving us information
and asking us to deal with the matter at the same
time. They can give us whatever information they
like and withhold whatever information they like.
We are therefore at a disadvantage. We represeut
the public; and a lot of this information will be
gathered if and when this Resolution becomes
publie property. Notice has been given of this
Resolution today, and when it is printed and ecir-
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culated we will know what questions to ask. As the
position is now, we do not know where we are going
and after we have passed the Resolution then we
might find that a lot of information could have been
oiven, but the Resolution or Bill would have been
passed.

I am saying that we are always willing to
accommodate the Government but this state of
affairs is becoming much too frequent. 1 do mot
accept the excuse about the Ministerial Offices having
been removed to Bay Street; this Resolution shouid
have been got to us atv least yesterday afternoon. 1
do not think it is asking too much of the Govern-
ment to have given us this information before today ;
we could have come here in a better position to dis-
cuss this matter today. For the reasons which I have
given, I am opposed to this matter being dealt with
today.

Mr. MILLER: In counection with this Resolu-
tien for $90,000 in connection with thie Waterworks,
there is some measure of urgency. I would like %o
know if this is something to do with augmenting the
existing supply by two million gallons as seems to be
indicated by these pumps, or if it is a question of deal-
ing with the existing machinery, and the urgency is
to put back this equipment. I would like to have the
matter settled as to whether there is some regard being
paid to the Bore Hole Pumps.

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable member is not
speaking on the motion which is hefore the Iouse;
the honourable member cannot speak on any motion
other than that one. The honourable member will
have to speak on whether the matter should be dis-
cussed to-day; he has waited just too long.

Mr. MILLER: My unswerving respect to the
-dictates of the Chair is as it always has been.

The question that Rules 88 and 89 be now sus-
pendead was put and resolved in the affirmative.

A division was taken as follows :—

Ayes: Hon. Dr. H. G. H. Cumwmins, Hon, M. E.
Cox, Hon. C. E. Tarma, Hon. R. G. Mapp, Mrs.
BoUrNE, Messrs. HHOLDER, SMITH, BRYAN, MILLER, J. C.
MorruEy and VAuvcaAN—I11,

Noes: Messrs. F'. L. WavcorT, BRancKER, HAYNES,
Lewis and GoppArp—>5.

Mr. SPEAKER: The question has been resolved
in the affirmative, eleven honourable members voting
““Aye”’, and five honourable members voting ‘‘No;”’
but in accordance with Rule 93, twelve honourable
members not having consented to the suspension of
these Rules, I cannot allow the suspension of the
Rules.

Mr. LEWIS: On a point of Order. T am seeking
your assistance, Mr. Speaker, as to whether this Reso-
lution for $127,000 can be introduced into this House
at all. So far as I know, the buses are now being run
by a Transport Board, which has been established by
Iaw ag a Corporation. If this were money being ask-
ed for as a loan to the Transport Board, it might be
competent that such a Resolution could be introduced
here; but having set up an Authority for the purpose
of running the Transport in this Island, and without
being in possession of these buses, T question whether
it is competent for us to give the Governor-in-Execu-
“tive Committee money to buy these buses. The proper
thing for the Government to do is to give a loan to the
Transport Board for the purpose of acquiring these
buses. I am not saying that it is so, but I put forward
this question for Your Honour’s consideration; T am
auestioning whether a Transport Board, by law estab-
‘lished as a Corporation and empowered to borrow
money, to buy buses, pay salaries, and buy gasolene
for the purpose of the Transport services of this
Tsland—TI am questioning whether it is competent for
this House to give the Governor-in-Executive Com-

mittee money to buy these buses. 1 do not know what
the legal position is, but I am asking Your Honour
to take some advice and give some consideration to
this matter as to whether it is competent for us now
to entertain such a Resolution.

Mr. SPEAKER: There is no necessity for me to
meke any ruling in this matter to-day, because the
matter is not now being dealt with. T would give my
ruling when the Resolution comes up for consideration.
3.45 p.m.

CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES REAPPOINTED

Hon. Dr. H. ¢~ H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
I rise to appoint a Chairman of Committees. 1 beg
to move that the hon. junior member for St. Joseph
te appointed Chairman of Committees for the
remainder of this Sessior,

Mr. MILLER: I beg to second that.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, before you put the
question, I wish to say that I quite cleariy see that it
ie the wish of the House that I should go back into
the Chair; and I would not like the public as well
43 hon. members who are in favour of myv resuming
the Office to feel that I want to shirk the duties. I
will go back irto the Chair but at the same time
I will appeal to those hon. members who feel that
because they are men and that the Cbairman of
Committees cannot lash them with a whip or try
.0 stop their meals by way of punishment, when
they disobey the Chair, to view the matter in a
broader light by way of helping the Chair and to
maintain the dignity ¢f the House by obeying the
rulings of the Chair.

The question that the how, junmior member for
St. Joseph be appointed Chatrman of Committecs
for the remainder of this Sesston was put and re-
solved in the affirmative without division,

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon M. E. COX, Mr. SPEAKER left
the Chair and the House went into Committee of
Supply, Mr. SMITH being in the Chaqr,

Supplementary Estimate 1955-56, No. 75

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman,
I am asking leave to take charge of this Resolution
in the absence of the Hon. Premier.

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

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr Chairman,
this Resolution is for the sum of $540 to pay for
Vicars under Head XIX Eeclesiastical. It is well
known that after a vacancy occurring under Section
15 of the Anglican Church Aect, 1911 remains unfilled
for six months, the salary lapses in the Treasury
until a permanent appointmert is made There was
an amendment to this Act during last yvear which
made provision for temporary appointments as no
new permanent appointments may bte made. This
temporary appointment has now been filled and this
money is required to pay the salary of the Viecar of
St. Patrick (a) in respect of a locum, tenens as from
1st January to 6th February, 1956; and (b) the
salary of a temporary incumbent as from Tth
Webruary, to 31st March, 1956.

I beg to move thai this Resolution do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman. T will like to get
a little more information. Is this one of those Cures
which have been vacant for six months, or has it
been partially filled by a temporary appointment?
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What I am getting at is this. We passed an Act
sometime last year which terminated th: making o1
permanent appointments to these Cures. If this
Cure were vacant for six months and you made a
temporary appointmen: last month, wiere will the
valary come from? Do you have to wait for six
months to get the money? 1f a Vicar was filling this
vost all that time, has he drawn any money from the
Treasury? Has any money been voted for him? Or,
is be drawing a salary as 2 temporary man whereas
ne is a permanent man without pension rights? It
appears to me as if this is something which Govern-
ment has done withous proper study and it has
caught up with them. The business with the filling
of the Cure at Boscobelle was an entirely different
thing. I understand that. You must tell me how,
if a Cure is vacant in January ard you fill it in
February, somebody can go into the '[reasury and
draw money.

This is a new situation. You passel an Act
smerding the Anglican Church Act saying that you
cannot make a permanent appointment. This is not
& case of an appointment which is the subject of
arother appointment. 1 do not understand this case
at all. I am wondering if this has eaught up with
the Government. I would like to know exactly what
s the position. It seems to me as if it would be
better to put a sum of money in the Estimates io
cover this coutingency.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: As a result ot
the passing of an amendment last year to the
Anglican Church Act, as soon as a Cure becomes
vacant the appointment of an incumbent is a new
transaction; that is to say, the mew ivrcumbent is
not eligible for pension. In the case of this Cure it
was vaecant from the 1st July 1955, until the 6th
February, this year, when this revererd gentleman
appeared on the scene and was appointed. This $540
is required to pay him as from the 7th February
until 31st March, this year, which is the end of this
financial year. I am not quite clear, but it does
appear to me that he was orly appointed as from
the 7th February, this year. As a result of that,
I think we will have to come back to the Legislature
tor money to pay him.

3.55 p.m.

T'he question was put and resolved in the affirma-
tive without division. :

On the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon, M. E. COX, Mr. CHAIRMAN
reported the passing of a Resolution in Committee,
and Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reporied
accordingly.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, the Resolution was
read a first and second twme and agreed to.

INCOME TAX (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1956

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day, is
to resume debate in Committee on the Bill to amend
the law relating to Income Tax.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House
resumdd Commattee on the Ball, Mr. SMITH being in
the Chair.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman,
this is to resume Committee on this Income Tax
(Amendment) Bill, which was deferred from last
Tuesday for one or two reasons.

One reason was that it was passed with the ex-
ception of Sestion 13. That section was postponed
and I asked the Clerk to circulate copies of these
Amendments. I will proceed with Section 13 and at
the same time ask leave to recommit one or two sec-
tions already passed as well as to introduce new
Amendments. T will ask to recommit Section 4, for
which the same amendment is required. The honour-

able junior member for the City drew the attention
of the Committee to the introduction of titis new
Clause whereby the Committee might be referred to
in some cases and by which the Court of Common
Pleas could be further appealed to in cases of no set-
tiement with the Appeals Committee and it was post-
poned. His point was that a member of the public
should be able to by-pass the Appeals Committee and
go straight to the Court of Common Pleas and that
has been upheld. It will be seen on page 2 what this
Amendment suggests.

In other words, Sir, this amended clause under
the provision hereby seeks to carry out what the hon-
ourable member had in mind. i

I beg to move that Clause 13 as amended stand
part.

Hon M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affiri.
ative without division

Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS': I am going to ask
leave for the same purpose to recommit Clause 4,
because as I said, Sir, the same provision that I have
just referred to in Section 13 is set out in Section 4
with regard to the Police Department and the amend-
ment therefore applies to Section 4.

I beg to move that Clause 4, as amended, stand
part.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-
ative without division.

Hon. Dr. . G, H. CUMMINS: I am asking leave
to recommit Clause 8.

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

Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS: As far as Clause
8 is concerned on the question of repairs, you will
remember the Clause before provides for a three-
year average in connection with the repairs of an
owner-occupier of a house. What was proposed was
this: in a three-year average an owner of a house may
occupy his house for a year, he could probably rent
it out the next year and probably at the end of that
year go back into it himself; and as far as repairs
were concerned, the three-year average of the owner-
occupier might be broken by his renting it out for a
year, and as a matter of fact, the taxes in conse-
quence thereof; because an owner occupier when his
house is rented has to make his whole declaration of
the repairs done for the year, and when it is rented
it has a three-year average. The rent may cause no
confusion, but he might get the three-year average
plus the amount he spent for the year it was rented.
That will cause some hardship, or he will be getting
too muech: and it was felt in the best interest of the
community generally to do away with the three-
year average and in any case where an owner-occupier
would be able to claim relief for repairs every year.
4.05 p.m. )

This is a bit tricky; honourable members will
have to follow the matter very closely. First of all,
we are asking leave that sub-Clauses (a) and (b)
of (Clause 8 of the Bill as printed be deleted in order
to substitute the following paragraph:—

‘(a) by deleting paragraph (d) o.f S}lb-
section (1) thereof and substituting
therefor the following new paragraph:
¢“(d) any sum expended for repairs of

premises occupied or for the sup-
ply, repairs or alterations of any
implements, utensils or articles
emploved for the purpose of acquir-
ing the income beyond the sum
actually expended for any of these
purposes during the income year:

Provided that for the year of
assessment one thousand nine hun-
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dred and fifty-six any person who

prior to the ¢oiulNg luww UPeratiou

of the Income lax (Amendment)

Act, 1956, was, in fact, given as a

deduction for those purposes the

sum usually expended ror those

purposes according to an average

of three years immediately pre-

cediriz the year of assessinent, may,

by giving notice in writing to the

Commissioner within six montns of

the date of coming into operation

of that Act, claim in respect of those

purpcses g sum so computed 1o

tieu of the sum actually expendea

during the income year one thou-

sand nine hundred and fifty-five;’’;’

Then paragraphs (c), (d) and (e) of Clause 3

will be re-numbered ‘" (b)”’, ““(¢)’’ and *“(d)’’ re-

t1:ectively. That means that as far as last vear is cou-

cerned, this amendment will not affect the returns;

ihis amendment will come into effect so tar as this

vear is concerned. It will come into effect from this

year, so that persons who are claiming deductions up

to 1956 will be exempted from the provisiong of this
amendment.

There beine no objection, leave was granted. the

‘Hon. Minister.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: I now beg to
move that Clause 8 as amended stand part of the
Bill.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that,

Mr. LEWIS: This is a Clause which takes up
614 pages of the printed Bill, and I really eannot be
of any assistance with it. However, I would just
like to refer to Clause 8 of the Bill as printed. That
Clause says this: ‘‘Section twelve of the principal
Act is hereby amended—

(a) by renumbering paragraphs ‘‘(e)’’ to *“ (k)™
inclusive, of sub-section (1) thereof ‘‘(f)’’ respec-
1 vely ; then we have sub paragraphs (b), (3), (e) and
so on. I am afraid that I cannot lLielp in the matter,
but this renumbering does not seem to be right to
me, The first sub-Clause of this Clause has no num-
ber; let the Hon. Minister see that the numbering of
this Bill is eorrect, because I cannot follow it at all.
[Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: It is a bit difficult
to follow.] There are a dozen of these sub-Clauses,
but the first one has no numkter.

Hon. Dr, H. G. H. CUMMINS: Tt appears to me
as if there is just an omission. However, T am
assured by the Clerk that the position is alright.

The question that Clause 8 as amended stand
part of the Bill was put and resolved in the affirma-
tive without division.

4.15 p.m.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: My Chairman,
1 am asking leave to re-commit. Clause 10.

There being no objection leave was pranted the
jion, member,

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: T am taking
this opportunity to make an amendment to Clause
10. I am sorry the hon. senior member for the City
’s not in here but he raised the question of whether
this allowance of $100 should apply to both a man
and his wife. T want to assure him that this means
w7hat it means and nothing more. The charges will
zo to the husband’s return whether it is one person
or his wife or both.

The amendment which T want to make now is
with respect to the last word appearing at the end of
paragraph (a) in the proviso to the amendment to

and the word ‘‘and’’ be substituted in its place. It

- wii lean that he will get the allowance of $iuu and

thav of $25.

1L peg to move that Clause 10 as amended stand
part.
Hon, M. ¥, COX: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. BRYAN: Mr. Chairman, on the last occasion
when this Ulause was passed 1 was deputising for
you. Now, it is recommitted—

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You were not deputising for
me.

Mr. BRYAN: Be that as it may, on that occasion
there was quite a lot of argument econcentrated
around this proviso which deals with the allowance
of $1VUV 1n case of a married man or his wife and an
allowance of $25 for each child up to maximum of
two children. My question is why has the Govern-
ment set this limit of two children? As I under-
stand it, this allowance of $25 does net represent the
amount of medical expenses, it represents the amount
deducted. I would like the Government to give me
some explanation of this. Does this mean that there
will be no deduction for other children? What I
am wondering about is those illegitimate children
who are under the care of both parents. I really
would like this point cleared up in this Bill. So
far as these children are concerned, it is my feeling
that a man who has them in his home under his care
should be allewed this $25 deduction for each child
for medical attention.

Mr. LEWIS. Mr, Chairman, I really intended
to ask today for the recommittal of this Clause
whether or not the Goverrment had brought down
an amendment to it. I have some further informa-
tion on the points I was making on the last occasion.
I agreed with the last hon. member who spoke when
he referred to an allowance for illegitimate children.
I feel that you should get off medical expenses for
sitch children; as a matter of fact, it should apply to
everybody for whom you get allowances. If the
child is over the age for which you get allowances;
it would not apply, but if you get an allowance for a
wife anc¢ you get medical expenses takem into con-
sideration for her it should be taken off for every-
body for whom you get allowances and that will cover
the point with respect to illegitimate children.

‘While I know that you have put the allowance ot

| $1,300 for a married man in other Acts, I think you

should not mention the $1,300 under this Aect. My
reason for saying so is that if at any future time Gov-
ernment thinks fit to increase or reduce that amount,
it will have to amend this Act as well. T think.it is
unnecessary for the amount to be mentioned at all in
this Act. As T have said, T know it is put in another
Act but in the same way that the Government has
found it necessary to introduce other amendments to
this Bill becaunse hon. members ask that the Bill be
postponed for further consideration, T hope that
Government has seen that it was a good thiug to do 30
Lecause some of the amendments which were brought
in today would have been put in by the Other Place.
Personally T am not proud of sitting in a place where
somebody else has to do the work.

The hon, senior member for St. Thomas who is
Minister of Trade, is not in his place, but Mr. Chair-
man, you took an interest in the debate on this Clause,
and I wonder if T am correct in saying that on the last
occasion the Hon. Minister of Trade said that this
was the manner of dealing with these allowances out-
side of Barbados. Ie might have meant taking it
off the gross income. If that is what he meant, he
was perfectly right. However, when I made the

be made to seet1:0n 20 (1) of the Income Tax Act, s point that here it is the Government of Barbados is
1921. T am asking that that word ‘“or’’ be deleted | asking me a poor man. to stand the first $25 and ask-
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ing a very rich man the same $25, would he consider
that that was fair, he made that reply. I pointed
out that it was terribly unfair to the poor man. Since
then I bave actually seen an American who is on a
visit to this Island and who visited this House on the
same day that we discussed this Bill and he explained
to me that the method of dealing with an allowance for
medical expenses for income tax in the United States
is the same as in Canada. The information from
Canada was made available to the Government be-
cause a member of the Executive Commitiee told
me that he has a copy of the relative Canadian Act.
Since then I have got two copies of the Canadian Act,
one of 1950 and one with an amendment to that Act.
The method of dealing with medical expenses in
1.S.A. and Canada is this: the net incowe of the tax-
payer is taken into consideration and the taxpayer
has to stand the first 3%, an amount equivalent to
3% of his net income.

4.25 p.m. ) ‘
Now, Mr. Chairman, you will readily

see that this is a method that this Govern-

ment could have accepted and acted upon. I will

go further and say that in 1950 in Canada it was
4% and after working it for some years they dis-
covered it was quite all right to make it 3%. ¥
they found that, can’t you see there is some sub-
stance in this method? Let us say a man with $1,000
a year is asked to stand the first $30 of his medical
expenses; a man with $10,000, $15,000 or $20,000 &
year is not asked to stand the same 3%. They ave
asked not to go and claim any expenses unless they go
over $200 or $300. Isn’t that fair? You don’t want to
give back rich peope these expenses and you don’t
want to go and make a show, because that 1s all we
are making in this Bill. Tt is inequitable; as a mai-
ter of fact, so far as poor people are concerned Gov-
srnment can tear this up; it is not worth anything.
It is helping the rich man who can say ‘‘well, 1 have
over $120 and I have got back $40 or $50 or $60.”’
Qo you are making him a present. But this Govern-
ment is afraid to work this method and give a reas-
cnable amount of medical expenses because it might
prevent some people from paying taxes at all; bur
what is the objeet? You collect something in ths
vieinity of $1 million ¢r more than you budget for
ia income tax. Do you mean to tell me if you cut out
a thousand people that pay five shillings that would
mean anything? That cculd be the only justification
for taking it off the gross income. That is to let the
poor man stand his first $5 and let a rich man stand
the proportionate amount; but to take a rich man
and a poor man and say you can only give after the
fret $20 is terrikly unfair and it is not giving con-
sideration to the question at all.

Mr. Chairman, I know you will not let me read
from it, but these people have tried it and diseover-
ed they can do it. After all, if you give a man of
€100 or $200 and you have a receipt from the doctor
and the doctor adds it to his income, this man is
vaying 3% which is added to the doctor getting
40% ; don’t you see the Government is going to gain?
You give a man off $5 or $6 and you collect $40 from
another man. I am going to make an appeal to the
hon. member for St. Thomas not to let another week
rass and to appoint unofficially a small Committea
to meet the Crown Law Officers and if necessary the
Income Tax Commissioner and let us sec what we
can do about it. Not only that; the people started
off in' Canada to make it for expenses incurred in the
particular year. Take me for instance; I am a man
with a child and pay my medical bill on the 31st
Deeember; if I paid it cn the 30th January I would
rot get a cent off. Ther have worked it out for the
first twelve months. We have a medical man ir this
House that must know that the people of Barbados

cannot pay spot cash for their medical exgenses; some
cannot pay at all, and how can you say that a mea
who gets sick in December must pay for it in De-
cember or not get it off at all? That is wrong to my
way of thinking. Somebody tried it, so let us try to
get hold of the most up-to-date method. Government
1s not going to lose onz cent by it. Not only that; do
you mean to tell me that a man who has to get a set
of false teeth cannot get any relief at all- Do you
mean to tell me that if 1 cut my finger and went to
a doctor and he puts in a stitch and charges $10, or
1f T took a tooth out, you cannot consider that at ail?
Can a man without glasses do work? Even if that is
womething new can’t we consider that? I do not know
where this Legislation. came from at all. Anything
c¢.ming from the Law Offices is entirely for the rich
people of this country and the poor ones get penal-
ised. As I said, this Bill deals with a man buying
mnachinery who gets an allowance and if the rates go
up or down, the man who gets an initial allowancs
on machinery stands to gain. I do not like to call
names, but can you imagine comparing a man with
my income with a man like Mr. H. 0. Emtage and
telling me that over $20 Mr. Emtage gets consid-
ered and me too? Multiply his income by 3% and
make him stand there. He is quite capable of stand-
ing that. There are many others who would have
th owe a doctor for years and have to ask him as a
fizvour to attend to them.

Mr. Chairman, Government should acquire this
Ziet I have, not because of my reading it today, but
they should acquire it and I am surprised to find
‘hat with the up to date legislation we have on this
medical attention the Law Officers of Barbados do
not know anything of it at all; maybe they have
been asked by the Government to draft a Bil] for
pelitical reasons in the year 1956. It is no use to
a poor man. Tear it up. Another thing, Sir. Can’t
we give people something off for teeth? Don’t they
pay a dentist? If you are going to put a limit on
the amount, some people may not have to go to the
floctor this year, they may have other expenses. ¥
am sure, Sir, that if further consideration is given
to this Bill the Government is bound to gain by it.
They cannot lose. If they can get hold of the receipts
from the doetors they could collect more money in
the brackets that the doctors pay in. Give the people
some relief, but do not give them relief in name.
I cannot ¥magine the five Ministers that represent
the common, people of Barbados saying to every man
that he must stand the first $20 and let him take it
off the gross income and give one man $75 to put in
;1'19 pocket and telling the other not to worry to pay
4.35 p.m.

By what means can anybody in Barbados come
to the conclusion that this is fair and equitable?
Why bother with it at all? What would anybody in
the Attorney General’s Office spend his time in draft-
ing this Clause for at all? It is a waste of time. I
say: if you are going to prevent a few people from
paying the 5/-, let us get rid of that; it costs you more
to send out a form and pay a Clerk to write a receipt
for the 5/-. This is all nonsense. However, Mr.
Chairman, it is all set out very clearly here, and this
particular Clause could be very easily re-drafted so
ts to afford people a little relief. As a matter of
fact if you work the Canadian method today, you
eould raise the maximum to anything like $250 or
$300, and you do not lose anything by it. A rich
man will get off from the first $300; you are getting
the tax, but you are giving another man 5/- and he
still has to pay the Doctor. I do not know who has
coneeived of this idea, but it not equitable; it is sheer,
undiluted nonsense in so far as poor people are con-
cerned. The best thing to to is to delete thig Clause
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altogether, rather then cause people to go around
getung receipts from Doctors.

Consider people having been taken sick in De-
cember and; you mnsist that that is the year in which
these medical expenses have been incurred and are
pawd. You would believe that anybody doing that
would teel sure that every Barbadian in every class
s able to send his wife to the Hospital, or go himself
and put down $200 or $100 cash for his medical ex-
penses, so that he could go and get it off!  You would
not imagine that people in Barbados live on the credit
systen; you would not believe that the people who
conceived of this idea in this Clause ever lived in Bar-
pados at all. The people in Canada found that they
could reduce the amount to 3% and still they are
getting on quite well with it; they have agreed that
1f the amount is paid within the 12 months, it can be
taken off. They have agreed that anything which
you pay to a dentist can be taken into ponsideration.
My contention is that we want to deal with the matter
equitably, so that people are able to stand: the initial
amount. 'The next thing is, that this amount should
not be incurred and paid in the same year. Agam,
you should include what you nave to pay a dentist,
and perhaps what you have paid an Oculist. Mr.
Chairman, it may interest you to know that these
things are going too far. As far as cherpraetor.-s‘ gnd
other people are concerned so long as it is perrp1ss1ble
for them to practise, they can be locally registered,
and what you pay them you should get off. T am
saying this: to tell me that this is of any use to the
people who need it most is to say you do not under:
stand, anything about it, and therefore 1t 1s of no use
discussing it. ‘

Mr. VAUGHAN: I think that without any
chow of immodesty, I could claim to -b-e.the first per.
son to suggest to the Government this 1d¢a. of dele’t;-
ing from the assessment for Income Tax, phe amournt
for medical expenses which anyone has incurred
any one year. I quite agree w1t.h a lot of what the
bon. junior member for the City has said, ard I
saspect that the Bill is not full enqugh. If 2 man has
to wear glasses, the amount paid for the glasses
should be considered. The expense of a dental plate
and so on should be covsidered, and if these things
are not in the Bill, they should be in the Bill. Qf
course, the Government can have the excuse thqt this
is its first attempt in this direction, but there is one
tpirg which I cannot appreciate about the hon.
member’s speech. This question of Income Tax all
over the world is a very intricate question, and I do
not pretend to understand the more intricate Clauses
and Sectiors of Income Tax Legislation. However,
the hon. member seems to imply in one particular
remark which he has stressed over and over agari
that because a man is rich, therefore the rate of
welief should not be in the same proportion as that
of the poor man.

I do rot know if the hon. member rcalises that
ihat is a fundamental challenge to the principle of
fairness. In other words, it boils down to this: if
vou make the proportion for the rich at the lowest
rate, you are penalising the rich man for being ill.
That is not fair. I am not defending the rich people,
but it is not fair, in my opinion, to make a man,
because he is better off than another, pay more for
his illness; that is to say that if there is an certain
rate of relief for one person ir respect of illness,
there should be the same rate of relief for every-
body. You have to pay Income Tax in different
grades; the man who earns $10,000 a year has to
pay more than a man who earns $2,000; but I do
not see that if both are ill, the rate of relief for the
$10,000 man should be less because of his illness.
Trat amounts to penalising a rich man for being ill.

Mr. LEWIS: I wonder if the hon. membsr

really realised what he said just Lefore he sat dowa.
I quite agree with hini that the same rate at which
vou give the rich man off you should give the
poor man. That is all I am saying; if the rieh
man is paying in the 75% bracket give him off
the right amount. The difference is that one gets
75% and the other gets 3%. So long as you make
it that everybody gets off the same thing, 1 quiie
agree with that; but as regards people in the 76%
bracket you will find that instead of tbese peopie
raying taxes, you will have to give them money.
4.45 p.m.

I am saying that sometimes you will find a
poor man who will get an operation for %25 which
will cost a rich man $25,000. That is alright because
a rich man can stand that charge. Doctors chargs
Lim that because he can stand it; therefore, when
vou calculate 3% of his income and 8% of mine 1t
will work out to the same thing. Is it fair to tell a
man that has barely got into the income tax bracket
that he should stand the first $25 for medical ex-
penses and you also tell Mr. Douglas Pile or Mr.
H. O. Emtage that they should stand the same $259
That will not be right at all, but that is in the Bill.

For the benefit of the hon. member I am going
to tell him what happens. Suppose he gets sick and
pis illness cost him $120 in medical expenses he
takes off the first. $20 and the Government will
also take off $100. Now take another man whese
medical expenses comes to $150. He will have to be
taxed on $30. Now take the case of a rich man whose
medical expenses amount to $120 which is the same
as that of the hon. member. He will pay the first
#20 just as that hon. member and the Government
will give him off the other $100. That is not the way
in which it should be worked; I am asking the Gov-
ernment to work it on the percentage basis and
what they save on the rich man they will be able
to give in relief to the poor man. [A VOICE : Would
that be fair?] Well, do not have so much morey
and you will get off the same as the poor man.

~ Mr. Chairman, there is another point which I
wish to make. The Government of this country must
remember that it does not take extra tax on unearned
snecome. Other countries do that. A lot of people in
Barbados get a lot of their income from unearned
ncome, so if you add earned and unearned income
together and give a taxpayer off an allowance on
& percentage basis, you can start off like Canada
with it at 4%. Tt is equitable to do it on a percen-
tage basis and it does not entail any trouble at all.
Thgx:e is a draft here which can be kept and I am
waiting to hear if the Hon. Minister of Social Ser-
vices will accept a motion for the further postpone.
ment of consideration of this Bill, so that in the
raeantime in a calmer atmosphere, if he wants this
matter to be less puklic, we can get together aund
see what can be done. Of course, if it is his desire
tnat the Bill should be sent to a Select Com-
mittee, he should do so. Let me remind the Hon.
Minister that hon. members asked on the last occa-
sion that this Bill be postponed for a week. The
Government then searched it and brought in amend-
ments which might have been inevitably introduced
in the Other Place. There may be still other things
which might want amending and I am asking the
Qovernment in its owr. interest to postpone the
Bill. The whole principle to which I have referred
cf the relative Canadian Act is available to members
nf the Government. It is an equitable way of doing
it and they do not lose anything by it. They can
raise the maximum to $200 or $300 witlout deing
themselves any harm at all. Before I make a motion
for the further postponement of consideration of
this Bill I will wait for a lead from them.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Chairman, T am glad
that this Clause has bcen recommitted. T was not,
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here on the last occasivn and I would like to heas
what is Government’s answer to those hou. members
who enquired why provision for dental treatmert
was not included in this Bill. To me, 1t is very
necessary. In this enlightened era, dental treatmei:
is considered by Governments so essential! to a per-
son’s health that I canrot understand why allow-
ances for that treatment have been excluded. Surely
medical expenses should cover dental treatment as
well.

Another hon. member has said that medical ex-
penses should cover treatment by an Oeculist. It
is a faet that some children of necessity must wear
glasses and you do not know what income group
they fali into. I thirk allowances for such medical
expenses are long overdue; it should be considered
that - the head of the family has that burden to
kear. He is given allowances for his home, whether
it is for a wife, one child or himself and if you
are going to give a maximum of $150 allowance,
stick to whatever amount it is, but if any single
member of a man’s family whose medical expeuses
ran to $150, that man should be given that $159
free; he should be allowed to deduct it. Do not say
who must be sick, and how they must be sick to get
off the $150. Bear in mind that it is the mcome win-
ner who has to pay the bill and if he has ten
children or one child and he has medical expenses
10 the amount of $150 ke should be given that frea.

I do not agree that a taxpayer shonid bear tho
first $20. As has been already explained, that would
affect those of low income groups more. What doe-
tors eharge for medical treatment today, they charge
according to the income of the person. They woull
charge a Clerk $50 or $60 for an opcration and
would charge somebody else for the same operation
§260 or $300. That is tke principle on which medical
practitioners work.

I claim that it should be made as simple as
possible. Decide on the figure you can allow for
medieal expenses. If you say $150 and over that
the head of the family has medical expenses in that
year, whether it is one child, a wife or himself, he
should be allowed to deduct that money.

Take off the whole lot. You can afford to do it,
and I would like to know because I believe you went
back to Executive Committee since the last occasion
and that must have been discussed. What is Govern-
ment’s reaction to those members who brought them
up on that occasion, because to me it is so simple 1
cannot understand why you did not. If you have
rot discussed it, take the suggestion of the honourable
junior member for the City. diseuss it and:. come
pack and have a better income tax rate allowance
for medical and dentfal expenses,

4.55 p.m.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I was not following all
of this debate, but I do not agree with the hon. junior
member for the City or the honocurable junior mem-
ber for Christ Church because there is absolutely
no rightness about this contention. It is purely
a matter of opinion. Very seldom I agree with the
honourable junior member for St. John for obvious
reasons; but I would say this: I do not subseribe to
the view that medical expenses should be based on
the percentage of the income or anything like that.
You cannot tell a rich man you are going to give him
a different allowance from the poor man, and if you
are all in the income tax bracket, 1 agree you make
allowance for allowance. What I do not agree with
in the Bill is that I do not see the idea for the first
$20, because $20 would mean to some income tax
pavers more than it would mean to others, and T
teel if you are giving medical expenses you should
give medical expenses and not make any sort of

raeans test or removing any amount. Put it this way. L

You are giving an unmarried man $720 as an income
tax payer; this is $15 a week or $2.50 a day. You
are not taking into account what the labourers pay.
Take the case of a man who gets $3 a day and there-
fore comeg in for income tax. Now if that man goes
to hospital and is charged $20 for an operation he
Las to pay that $20. Are you suggesting that that
man should not be relieved of that $20 because it is
$207 It is & lot of money to that man because
he is in the income tax bracket. If a fellow goes io
a doctor, the doctor will charge him $20 for an in-
jeetion. Now what I cannot understand about this
is: you give a bus driver $3 a day; one working' for
$18 a week and is unmarried is an income taxpayer.
If he goes for an injection, or glasses at Dr. Spira
and they cost $20, do you mean he can afford to pay
that? That is where I say the whole idea is unre-
lated to what is happening in Barbados today, because
you realise a single man working for $18 a week has
to pay. That is why I say as soon as you exclude
him on the basis of $20 I come to the conclusion you
have put this medical expenses in here for people
that are rich and not for poor people. As soon as
vou exclude $20 you are snggesting the poor man
can pay $20 and forget it. If a poor man lost $5
today, it would be hell about town! That is not a
bad word, Sir; it would be heaven about town. 1
am saying that because I do not know if the members
of the Government are aware that we have people
like stevedores and s¢ on who never pay income tax,
and please do not think that they have big Bank ac-
counts. Whenever they have to pay income tax they
have to borrow the money, so why are you excluding
$20? The first $20 suggests that you are dealing
with people who have money. I agree with the
honourable junior member for the City that income
tax legislation is very intricate, and I go further
and say that some of the clauses we bring here were
clauses dealt with when I was on a Committee four
years ago dealing with some of these income tax al-
iowances for machinerv and these sort of adjustmenis
when Mr. Finch was here, and it shows that it has
taken three years for this to reach down here, which
shows it was not & fool proof thing, and I agree with
the honourable jumior member for the City that all
the Clauses are not straightened out. It is not a
legislation to buy buses or for waterworks; it is tak-
ing money from the people’s pockets and there is no
urgency unless it is elear, because when it goes to
the Other Place where every member has not got to
scramble at the Income Tax, they are not going to
pass it because (tovernment wants it passed; they
are going to pass it in the way they feel it should be
passed. The thing that worries me seriously is why
members of the Socialist Government would want to
exclude the first $2¢. Do they believe that the com-
munity has got so rich that $20 does not make any
difference to the poor income taxpayer? Do they
feel that a man paying income tax is rich? No man
working for $20 a week is rich, so do not get the 1dpa
that when you are paving inecome tax you are rich
So I want to say these rates are the same because I
argue that a man working for $2.50 a day today is
‘equivalent to 10 years ago working for five
shillings a week. It is just like when we had
to amend the Act for people living in 18ft.
x 9ft. houses and the value went up. They
bhad to pay direct taxation to the local Gov-
ernment because a man living in an 18ft. by 9ft.
is never regarded as being able to pay ineome tax with
his coal pot in the yard. Similarly, & man working
for $2.50 a week, which is a carpenter’s or mason’s
wages, is he rich, ecan he afford to gc and pay a
doctor and not get that off? Tt does not seem fair
‘o the economic position of the income taxpayer. A
man working for $25 a week must pay income tax if




he is single, and this is no princely wage: and if
these are the people to pay direct taxation, you are
making some employees believe that $25 a week is
something princely. I will say to the honourable
junior member for Christ Church and: the honour-
able junior member for St. Andrew that their driv-
ers should now be getting $3 a day. Now, imagine
these rates that some of us have agreed upon. I am
suggesting that there should be furtiier amendmenis.
5.05 p.m.

I am suggesting that this idea of the first $20
should be removed. TTiomorrow if I have to pay a
doctor $20, I would lik: that amount to be taken of
mwy tax bill. I do not see why that should not be
taken off ; the funeral expenses should also be taken
off. You have to bury the dead and 1f these funeral
«xpenses were to he taken off, that would relieve me
£ people who are now running me down. [ Laughter.]
1 say that when it comes to this first $20 that amount
should be taken off; I say that when it comes to this
first $20 that amount should be taken off; I cannot
understand how hon. members of the Government
evuld have agreed to put on this first $20. I can
understand certain members of the Government agree-
ing to that because they are so far up that it does
not matter with this first $20; but $20 means some-
thing to the poor man when he has to pay that to a
docetor. Some people get rich too quickly, and they
forget all about poverty.

I cannot understand honourable members bring-
ing down this Bill with this first $20 in it, and telling
people that they are helping the poor man. I am
connected with an Organisation in which both the
poor and the rich peoyle have to pay Income Tax;
they are paying their Tncome Tax, but T would like
1o know what justification there is i putting ou
1his first $20. T come in the bracket where I woull
like to be relieved of the first $20, and I would
like to know what is the good reason for not reliev-
ing the taxpayer of the first $20.

Mr. LEWIS: I congratulate the hon. member
on pegging his own clock. [Laughter.] The next
thing is this: having regard to this first $120, if you
make it on a different percentage basis, the poor man
has no kick. The poor man, like the rich man,
will be able to insure himself and get back something
in the case of sickness or whatever it might be.
‘What I would like the hon. member to regard is this:
there is no question of penalising the rich man in the
matter of sickness. I will draw this illustration ; let
us take an instance like this—

Mr. F. L, WALCOTT: Before the honourable
member links me up with the honourable junior
member for St. John, let me say that I agree with the
hon. junior member for St. John, not with the words
he used ; but on the basis that if you are giving a maa
an allowance for sickness, whether it is $10 or $20,
you should not make any distinetion. Whether you
are rich or not, you get a deduction of so much for
a child and so much for your wife. I feel that if
you are giving allowances for medical expenses,
and if the amount is going to be *“X”’, it will be
X7’ for whoever it is. This is purely a matter of
opinion; what I said was that it should be on the
basis that if it is an allowance of $100. that amount
should be taken off whether you are rich or poor.

Mr. LEWIS: The hon. member is comparing
the allowance for medical expenses with the allowance
for a child, but he must remember that all of the
allowances are arbitrary. Some people will get
$1,300 a year and they are married and have children.
The Government has allowed $1,300 a year before
they tax a man at all; but when you come to the
medical allowance, vou are giving him a definite
amount of money. This House has already adopted
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the principle that Insurance Premiums should be
deducted from the gross income, but this House
changed it on the recommendation of Mr. Finch.
insurance Premiums will come off at 20% ; Mr.
Kineh pointed out that in the case of a rich man who
is able to pay $100i a year or $1,000 a year in In-
surance Premiums, the Government was making hun
a present of $75 out of $100. The other man who 18
paying a little Premium, pays $20 and they tell him
that he can get back 60c. There are some honourable
members whose sons may be Doctors, and the Gov-
ernment will give them back $75 out of $100.

The hon. member is saying that here is a man
who will have $100 or $200 in taxable income, and
it means nothing to him having regard to the way
in which you are dealing with the matter. Even if
you give him $6 out of every $8, it means nothing
tc the Government ; it might prevent him from giving
the Income Tax Commissioner 5/-,

5.15 p.m.

There are a number of people who are paying
5/- because they have not the taxable income. What
does it mean when you give him off $100? He does
not pay any tax at all but he still has to pay the
doctor. If one honourable member tells me that he
cannot follow that, it means that he is unfit to repre-
sent the people.

I say, do your best to help the poor man. Put
it on equally, that is to say, you will give the tax-
payer in those income brackets $3.00 the next $6.00,
the next $15 if that is represented: of what it is
for Mr. H, O. Emtage. I do not like to call names and
I hope he does not mind my calling his name. It
is 3% on your income, whatever it is. Three per
cent is not an unreasonable amount for you to spend-
on your families’ medical expenses; as a matter of*
fact, you can insure yourself against it. There are
a number of people who get a taxaole 5/- and a num-
ber who get $20 or $30. It does not matter if you take
it off for every cent. This is not a thing which you
single out reople and give them. If a man, woman
or his family is not sick, they do not have any medi-
cal expenses. If they have it, it means something to
them ; therefore, give them off the relief and give
them on an equitable basis. If you deduct on the
gross income, give them off 3%. I am one of those
people who feel that it should not be taken off the
gross income. I feel it should be dealt with as
that of the insurance premium.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr, Chairman, I beg to
move that you do now report progress and ask leave
for the Committee to sit again.

Hon. R. G. MAPP: 1T beg to second that,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The question is—

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: No, Sir, you cannot
put the question. I was on my feet before you start-
ed to put the question.

Hon. R. . MAPP: Tell the honourable mem-
ber to take kis seat.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: Tell them to get in the
Chair.

Mr. CHATRMAN: Will the honourable member
take his seat?

[Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY took his seall.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: When the honourable senior
member for St. Michael began to speak, I did not hear
the voice of the honourable senior member for the
City. Knowing the honourable senior memniber for
St. Michael was about to move the motion that I do
now report progress, which I thought it wags right to'
do, I allowed him to speak. Of course, T did hear
his voiee first. T also heard the voice of the honour-
able senior member for the City.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: I am not challenging
vour statement. You said that your eyes were on the
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honourable member who moved the motion. I am
saying that when the motion was being seconded, I
was addressing the Chair.

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Make the member sit down.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: What I am saying, Sir,
is that since the Honourable Minister of Com:inuni-
cations caught your eye first that is alright, but
I was interrupted by somebody on that side who got
up and seconded the motion. I am saying that it is
out of order. I was on my feet when that honourable
member rose.

The question that Mr. Chairman report progress
and ask leave for the Commitiee to sit again was put
and resolved in the affirmative without division,

Mr. CHAIBRMAN reported to Mr. SPEAKER
who resumed the Chair and reported accordingly.

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I beg to
move that this House do now adjourn for half an
hour.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-
ative without division and Mr. Speaker adjourned
the House accordingly.

On re-assembling.

INCOME TAX BILL (CTD.)

Mr. SPEAKER: On the adjournment the House
was in Committee considering the Income Tax Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House re-
sumed Commaittee on the Income Tax Bull, Mr.
SMITH being in the Chair,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the adjournment the
hon. senior member for the City was about to speak.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, so little
is really known about the intricacies of Income tax
by the layman that one wonders at times when a Bill
" of this nature comes up, how any one who really has
not been given an opportunity to do some extra
study on it can really give of the best. Last week
my colleague and I held the matter for sometime
before the Committee discussing the pros and comus,
and I think everybody will agree that we attempted
to show right away our own limitations in the matter.

However, Sir, what I am saying today is not in
any boastful manner, but it is a matter of appreeci-
ation in some respect for the manner in which the
Leader of the House, the Minister of Social Services,
has actually carried out the promise that when views
expressed here by the Opposition are not fully under-
stood, he would put them in the proper quarters and
see what could be done on their behalf. T think all
concerned will agree that income tax is a very intri-
cate matter; that is why last week 1 said that it was
one of those things T would prefer to see go to a Select
Committee for the reasons which I gave then, and
which I do 1ot want to waste the time of the Commit-
tee with again today. First of all, I think we all
argued last week as to the question of anybody in
Barbados standing the first $20. My colleague also
put up the argument as to how he thought income tax
should be based. T.et us come down to what I con-
sider to be the best course from the point of view of
commonsense. It was suggested then, Sir. that
1 had no authority to make certain amendments on
the floor of the House, but T believe the H~n. Minister
listened to all the views expressed relative to the
persons standing the first $20 and whether evervbody
who came in this grour should not be given $20 off.
T am wondering whether under the circumstances
as the honourable junior member for St. Peter and I

said last Tuesday that one must never forget what
$2U0 mean to a person who comes under the income
tax group, because anybody who gets over $15 a
week comes under this bracket and: has to pay income
tax; and as we see it today everybody is going to be
roped in, and I think it is very hard for any Govern-
ment to say they must stand the first $20. When I
say, Mr. Chairman we should go to a Seleect Commit-
tee, 1 admit my limitationg as to the knowledge and
intricacies of income tax. As a matter of fact, I was
reading a book on income tax and the author who is
a chartered accountant himself admitted his limita-
tions because he was citing cases where people had:
received gifts . A man received a gift of £10,000
from a wealthy friend who wanted him to get mar-
ried. He bought a farm and had every possible
thing, got married and his benefactor died within a
certain period and the man became taxable; so
instead of getting £10,000 from his friend he had o
look for money to pay the Government. Nobody can
boast so much about income tax to say it is this or
that. If you bring anybody to Barbados, be he an
expert upon anything at all, I am prepared to sub-
mit from a commonsense point of view—and I am
glad the honourable member .who has now come must
submit it for the consideration of the Government
that he would agree that to stand the first $20 is
absurd ; and in fact, you are not giving these persons
any relief, because I said—and I think the Honour-
able Minister must have got statistics to prove—that
every four in five families must need some medical
treatment every year; but maybe you will find some
person in the Government service, whether he is Fin-
ancial Secretary or not who would say that he does not
understand about income tax. Thev knew as much
about income tax as I know about flying aeroplanes.
That is why I suggested: last week that you go to
Committee. 1 do not expect Government to know
everything about income tax; the Bill was drafted
and put in their hands. The honourable junior
member for the City and myself raised every possible
point that was raised again today: for instance, Sir,
the point raised by the Honourable Leader of the
Opposition about dental treatment.
6.00 p.m.

You take the Bill and read it. If you are taken

i1l and you can produce the Bill from a Registered

“Tedical Practitioner, you are entitled to that relie_'f.
[ am asking the Government to view the matter 1n
this way: it you go .into a nursing home where there
1s a Registered Nurse, you are entitled to that reli.ef.
However, although you have a Dental Registration
Act in this Country, you cannot extract teeth unless
vou are a Graduate of a University in the United
Kingdom or the United States of America, and a
person cannot get any allowance in respect of ex
perses for dental treatment. As I say, on the other
hand, if you can produce a bill from a Nurse-Mid-
wife who is registered under the Act and opens a
Clinic you can get off an allowance. You eannot
get off anything in the case of dental expenses what
sort of thing is this?

Tt has been drawn to my attention that in an
attempt by the late Director of Medical Services
to get a friend on the Roll, there was the inter
pretation that a Registered Medical Tractitioner
could practice as a Dental Surgeon. However, you
can get off an allowance from a Registered Nurse
at a Clinic as long as you can produce the bill; but
if you went to Dr. Storey, you could not get o
anything. The success of some people in this world
lies in the fact that they have studied cverything
for some time and thevy expeect to ask you to give a
Jdecision at once. When I suegested that we should
go to a Seleet Committee with this Bill, that was

X
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not to tell the Attorney General that he must drafs
the Bill in such and such a way. I feel that when
I get before any Selec: Committee, I guarantee that
I will be among those who will ask any expert a
guestion. My tongue never gets tied up in my cheek
when I go kefore anybody.

The Hon. Leader of the House has seen fit iv
come back here with certain amendments to this
Bill. That is, I admit, a token of his willingness i
listen to the views which has been put forward by
the Opposition. The XHon. Leader of the House is
unlike the Hon. Premier. Often appeals are before
this House as to how 33ills should apply and some-
times those appeals are never heard. They say thai

these Bills have been considered already: that was

the case with the ‘‘Mavde’’ Bill.

Mr. CHAIRMAN- The ‘‘Maude’” Bill is not
before us now; I am asking the hon. member to keep
to the Bill which is now before the Houss.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: I know
“‘Maude’’” Bill is not ::efore us.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Then you referred to that
Bill purposely.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: I am not speaking on
the Bill; I have only made reference to it. Can vov
ror refer to anything now? The Hom. Minister of
Social Services has put into our hands certain
amendments. 1 must apologise in respcet of an
wxplanation which he gave befor¢ 1 came into the
House. Seeing that they were only two of us in the
Opposition, who were hamwering certaw points,
the Hon. Lieader of the House has given an indica-
tion that he is quite willing to listen to us. I will
say that the Opposition will also record its appre-
ciation of such an attitude. However, [ am asking
the Hon. Minister of Social Services if, after listen-
ing to us today, he will say that Income Tax mmust
start at $15 or $20:? That is unreasonable. Today
& member of his own party, the Secretary of a Trade
Union has raised the question of removing the first
#20, and do. you not think it is worthy of some
consideration that this $20 should be aliowed? That

that the

is the first point.

The next point is this: the Hon. Minister who
is in charge of this Bill, is unlike the Hon. Premier.

‘He is a Medical. Practitioner, and he himself knows

that one of the first things he will do to any patient
who comes before him, is to ask that patient to
cper his mouth. As soon as he sees that that patieut
has bad teeth, he will send him to a Dentist. That
s either a fact, or it is not a fact. As soon as a
Doctor cannot find out what is wrong with you,
he will ask you to see about your teeth. But in this
Bill you allow Mr. “X’’ to go into a Registered
Nursing Home where he will get his back rubbed
end he can get relief for medical expenses; but
wEen a person is suffering from bad tecth and gets

‘dental treatment, he cannot get back cne cent by

way of allowance. What sort of thing is that? I ean
understand the Hon. Premier bringing forward
this Bill, but I cannot understand the Hor. Minister
of Social Services, who is a Doctor bringing forward
this Bill.

I am submitting to this Chamber that this par-
ticular Clause of this Bill should be amended. You
can go and get what is called a Turkish Bath at
& Clinic; you can come away feelirg smart and you
get off an allowance for that expensze. On the other
hand, you cannot get off one cent ir respect of
dental expenses! If we suggest that tke further
consideration of this Bill or any other Bill bte
postponed, it is rot that we are just letting coff
not air.

I notice that since our discussion on this Bill
last week, the Hon. Minister of Soecial Services has
made certain amendments. Here is a Bill. Mr. Chair-

man, which the Honourable Minister of  Social
Services has postponed because of our discussion last
week and because he was considerate. The amend-
ments which are beforc us today are in respeet of
Clauses 4, 8, 10, 13 and 15. Let us deal with Clause
6 which Clause 4 of this Bill amends. This Clause
is a very important one. I do appreciate that we
are reverting back to what the position was originally.
Clause 13 is three-quarters of the Bill; it deals with
every phase of development, and what not. I should
like to say that we had no opportunity of making any
proper assessment of these. further amendments.
Some honourable members will feel that this is an
Income Tax Bill and you must put it into operation,
otherwise you cannot get off these allowances this
year. I submit that we should either deal with this
in the right way or do not deal with it at all.

6.10 p.m. '

I am glad to see that the Hon. Minister has had
some discussion with somebody and he has come
back to make the suggestion he did because the
tendency in Barbados is for everybody to try to own
the place he lives in. You will find more owners-
occupiers in Barbados than in any other West Indian
Colony. I am glad to see that he has decided on
that; you must have things to apply to suit local
conditions.

‘What I eonsider to be an important amendment
is that the word ‘‘or’’ has been changed. I am won-
dering if the Hon, Minister can tell us whether the
two points raised by my colleague and myself have
been raised. You will remember that those points
were supported by other hon. members. One of the
points was with respect to the inclusion of allowance
for medical attention by a registered dental surgeon.
The other point was with respect to whether or not the
Government will waive the $20 which is stated in the
Bill that a person will have to spend before he can
be considered for allowance. I submit to this Gov-
ernment that with the actual prices charged by doe-
tors today and the screening which is done at the
Hospital, very few persons can get away without
paying for hospitalisation. Therefore, with persons
who are working for, say $60, $80 or $100 per month,
or $15 or $20 a week, when you say to him that during
the year he spends $30 or $40 on medical attention to
himself or his wife that he must stand the first $20;
therefore, if he spends $20 the Government is not
going to allow anything for that, T cannot agree
with you. That is not the action of a Socialist Gov-
errment 1 cannot agree with you You must give
relief where it is most necessary.

‘While T am not going into the intrieacies of
what my colleagues submitted, I must say that for
some people the $20 which they must stand first would,
mean more to them for some people who pay
$2 000 for medical attertion. It is for that reason that
I am appealing to the Government. While you
might collect your greatest amount of taxes from
those people in the highest brackets, you must bear in
mind that the greatest number of your taxpayers
is in the middle and lower brackets. It is those
people who will suffer when you say you are not
allowing anything until they stand the first $20.

‘While this Bill is not under the portfolio of the
Minister in charge of it, it is for him alone as Minis-
ter of Health to put up an appeal for allowance to
the Government. No. Minister of Government can
appreciate the situation as he can. If the Honour-
able Premier was in charge of this Bill T would ask
the Hon. Minister of Health if what I said is not &
fact. Tt is a faet that in seven out of ten cases a doe-
tor will tell his patients that they must see a dental
surgeon. I am going to say no. more now on this
Clause; T will wait and see what is the attitude of the
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Hon. Minister of Social Services. Although on the
last occasion he did not agree that tnis bBiy snouid
be sent to a Seleet Committee, yet by his agreeing 1o
the postponement of a Ulause ror further considera-
tion and his coming back here today with amendments
to Clauses of the Bill show that some of the sugges-
tions which honourable members made on that ocea-
sion were worthy of consideration. I am now making
a further appeal to him to see that it is necessary that
he postpones this Clause for further consiaeration.
He should see by now that this $20 which a man
must stand before he can get allowance off for medi-
cal attention should be cut out. The Hon. Minister
of Social Services has to advise the Barbados Govern-
ment on matters of heaith and it is for him to say
whether or not we should insert in this Clause ‘‘and
registered dental surgeon’’, I want to hear what he
has to say on this point.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: We have heard
all that honourable members have had to say about
these allowances; as a matter of fact, there has been
a lot of talk on medical allowances as regards the
effect of the initial amount which the taxpayer has
to pay. I do not accept the argument that this $100
should be increased. It has been argued quite cor-
reetly on the other side that all these allowances are
arbitrary. In the same way that you allow a tax-
payer to claim $1,300 if he has a wife to support and
$270 for each child, it has been argued by the hon-
ourable junior member for the City that this $100
should be considered in the same way, I am saying
that they are all allowances and I think that the
same principle runs through them.

6.20 p.m.

I think the same principle rung through them all
even including medical allowances. As far as $20 is
concerned I suppose that might also be arbitrary.
You do not take the $20 into consideration. In short,
the Government may feel that you deserve some con-
sideration from medical expenses, Hut on the other
hand I do not feel you should get every dollar off.
We begin at somewhere and fix a certain figure above
which you have to return for medical expenses. It
has been argued that this income tax hits the poor
nmian harder than the rich man; that applies to all
allowances. The $1,300 you give off for a married
man living with his wife hits the poor man harder
than the rich man, that is, the man working for $25
or $30 a week. I do not see any difference in prin-
ciple. The same principle applies to his children.
Why fix it at $270? Nobody knows. There was some
point made as regards dental and optical treatment
and I will take them into consideration, By that I
mean, if this Bill is passed we could consider these
two including dental ang optical expenses which
would come as an amendment to this, but as regards
the other contentions about the $20 and expenses in
general, as I said, T really do not see any difference
between expenses for $100 for medical expenses and
the $20 if all that applies to the other allowances as
regards wif2 and children.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : Mr. Chairman, one point
which the Won. Minister raised was that the $20
might be arbitrary. ;

Hon, D H. ¢ H. CUMMINS: T said in my
opinion. This is really not mv Bill and T am not say-
ing that T am acquainted with it.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: I am not accusing the
honourable member of anything. He knows no more
about the intricacies of income tax than anybody else.
He said the $20 micht be arbitrary. Government
feel a man is deservinge of somethine off his medical
expenses, but not all. You forgot to say you are not
entitled to all and vou must stand some of the ex-
venses, but you must remember that today as soon

as he starts off you are saying: ‘‘we can only give
you up to ¥50.”" ‘The Hon. Minister has said that
1s his view, but 1 am nere supbwmitting tuat L cannot
see this is dealing with the legal technicalities and
the intricacies of income tax. "Therefore, I cannot
see a Government with a medical man on their side
who would not take his advice on a matter of that
sort, [ am submitting here tonight that, with yoar
experience, you know that if you have 1,000 people
in the lower bracket and not one of these people is
getting off anything, it is doing them no service. Not
one member of the Government has the experience
better than the Minister of Health. I go further
than other members, over the point raised about
optical and dental treatment. I know the answer.
There is no answer to dental treatment, but you are
going to give people who walk into an optician’s office
and buy a pair of glasses and put on their eyes;
but where it is proved, before you take the allow-
ance purely from the oculist you have to have regis-
tration which is long overdue for oculists. The
time has come when opticians should be registered
and pay a fee. The Minister knows that well enough.
Where the verson is qualified in the business I submit
that they should be registered and made to puy a
fee. Just imagine having to guide the Minister vn
that ! Let us say we are going to pass it today !
Well, he says to this House that you can advise the
Government that this can be put in. There is no
argument that this can be put in. A registered
dental practitioner is not any man who turns up
and puts in teeth, and T submit that he should be
put in.

6.30 p.m.

Will the Hon. Minister say that between the
passing of this Bill here and the Bill going to the
Other Place, he will discuss the matter and put in
the word “‘Dental?’’ I hope that the Hon. Minister
will not adopt the attilude of some members of the
Government; they bring down a Measure; we on
this side, oppose it, and they pass it as it iz. I submit
that on reflection and on re-consideration, the Homn.
Minister is bound to see with us. I put it in this
way ; will the hon. member find out how many people
are paying Income Tax in this country? Let him
look at the various grades and if what I am saying
is not true, then do not worry with it. Let them get
these facts from the Income Tax Commissioner. 1
am submitting that this $20 should b= allowed a
man in the lower bracket; I am saying that the
Hon. Minister’s personal opinion in this matter
should weigh heavily with his Executive, because
of his thirty odd years® experience as a Doctor. His
opinon is not expert -m Income Tax; he is dealing
with this matter as a Registered Medical Practitioner,
seeing people and knowing what the position is. The
Fon. Minister should see that this $20 should be
taken off. You can bring anybody you like to bring,
may be; whenever he ‘s finished, I will have my say.
I do not think anybody would say that this argu-
ment for the removal of this $20 is not right; if 1.
is your intention to telp the poor people in any
way, then this first $20 should be allowed ; otherwise
vou do not intend to help poor people.

Mr. LEWIS: If the Hon. Minister in charge of
this Bill feels that an allowance for medical expenses:
and Insurance Premiums are the same as the allow-
ance for a wife and a child, that is his opinion, and
unobody can change it. It is strange that in every
Country they have had experience over years and
vears and years with regard to Income Tax and we
have not had it here. There are certain aspects of
this matter which should appeal to the honoura™le
member, because they have been amply demonstrated.
and he must know something from his own experience.

x
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To give every man in this Country, from the lowest
paia. person to the richest person, the same per-
sonal allowance must be arbitrary. There are many
people who have not got the $1,300 which you allow
as the entire amount which they have to spend on
themselves and their families for a whole year; but
there are people who make that amount in the course
of a day or a half day.” T say it is arbitrary because
it does not work any hardship on people who are able
to stand it; but when it comes to this amount which
is to be allowed for medical expenses, you know what
these expenses atre.

I am putting forward these points to the Hoa,
Minister, and I am asking him if he does not think
¢hat this matter is worth a little further considera-
tion. Look at how many Doctors there are at the
Hospital; you have the Director of Science and
Agriculture and others, and there are people occupy-
wrg Government houses, and what does the Gover:n-
ment say? They say that it is worth 5% of your
yneome to pay house rent. If that is sc, is there
anything wrong in saying that 3% is for your
..edical expenses? Let them ask the peovle to stand
that amount. I ask the Hor. Minister to see that if
a rich man is paying in the 75% bracket, and he
has an operation at the Hospital, and the Surgeon
charges him $100, he pays nothing more than if you
go to the Hospital and the Surgeon charges you $45
for an operation. The Government gives him back
an amount to bring it back to $45. Look at how
many people are bordering on paying Income Tax
and who will have to pay $100. The poor man pays
$45 for his operation and the rich man has really
paid the same thing for his operation.

The hon. member says that he will amend the
Aect. If that is his object, let us get something rather
than nothing; but it is so unforturate that we have
this position when, in another week or two, you
crould get the Attorney General, the Finance Com-
missioner, together with members of this IIouse, and
they may be able to work out what the scheme~
would cost you. Although the Income Tax law is
very complicated, Mr. Chairman, it is wrung to think
that this is a complicated part of it. If there is one

thing about the Income Tax law which 1s simple, it-

is the deduction for these medical expenses. It is
there for a child to read and understand it. T am
very sorry to see that I am forced to make the motiou
which I am going to make, and it is that the furthes
consideration, of this Bill be postponed.

940 p.m.

Hon. M. E. COX. Mr. Chairman. the hou.
junior member for the City would have this Commit-
tee to believe that this Bill has been drafted for the
Lenefit of the rich people.

Now, Sir, he said that as regards a man who is
in the higher brackets, if he is in the $6,000 brackets,
he pays 75% of that to the Income Tax Department
and equally so if he spends $100 he gets off 75% ;
whereas a man in the $500 brackets only gets off 3%
or 75 cents because his tax will only be $15 and when
that is taken off he only pays $14.25. If the hon. mem.
ber will look at the rate of taxation under the Act, he
will see that it ix not a question of helping any rich
man, neither is it a question of doing any small
man an injustice. The rates before us are as follows:

% On the first $500 of taxable income the rate iz
3%.

o On the next $500 of taxable income the rate is
6%.

qu the first $1.000 of taxable income the rate is
12%.

On the next $1.00" of taxable income the rate is
18%.

On the next $1,000 of taxable income the rate is
24%.

On the next $1.006 of taxable income the rate is
30%.

‘When you get to $3,000 taxable income the rate
is 40%.

‘When you get to $4,000 taxable income the rate
is 50%.

When you get to $6,000 taxable income the rate
is 60%. A

When you get to the next $6,000 taxable income
the rate is 70% and thereafter the rate is 75%.

You must have some basis on which you cal
culate your rate of income tax. It is logical: if s
man, for example, who has to pay income tax om
taxable income of $12,000 at the rate of 70%, he is
paying to the Income Tax Commissioner a sum ot
94,200 out of that amount, whereas if a man only
is rateable on $500 taxable income he is only paying
$15. If, for example, he has to pay medical expenses
ana $25 is deducted from the $500, he will be paying
to the Income Tax Commissioner $1425. As 1
pointed out, the 25 cents will be taken off. For a
man who has a taxable income of $6,000, of the $25
which he is allowed for medicine, when you deduct
it he will get off $14.25 whereas the man who pays
in the $500 brackets will only get off 75 cents. There
must be some basis on which you must work. The
hon. junior member for the City must know that
whereas in the first case with a taxpayer in the
lower brackets the rate is only 3%, with a taxpayer
in the higher brackets the rate is 70%. Therefora
to say that this was done to help any rich man is
heside the point. Again, I will say that a rich man
pays as high as 70% when he reaches a certain
bracket whereas a man in the lower brackets only
pays 3%.

The hon. junior member for the City said that
»ou should give up to a taxpayer 8% of his income
for medical expenses. In other words, he said that
f you spend money on medical expenses, you should
be given it rather than it be taken from assessable
income. It should be given as a lump sum to tha
person. That argument might be all very well in
theory but one can never tell what expenses one
would create. For example, there are people who
can spend quite a lot of money by going out of the
colony to get medical treatment and taey will be
able to say that they have spent so much on medical
expenses, therefore they must get it back. They
will be able to go into any private hospital or
nursing home and spend whatever they want and
get it back on the honourable member’s suggestion.
In this case, we are trying to reduce the burden as
far as possible and are still trying to maintain our
financial position in order that we might be able
to carry out the many things which we have to do
on our programme,

I should also make this point: if $100 is taken
off for medical expenses, it is likely to push the
individual taxpayer into a lower bracket in which
case he will pay a lower income tax. In other words,
a taxpayer who pays on a taxable income of $1,000,
as 1 pointed out just now, pays at the rate of 12%.
[f $100 is taken off that taxable income, it is likelv
to push him in the $50¢ taxable income bracket, so
instead of his paying 12%, he will only pay 6%
Nimilarly, if $100 is taken off a taxpayer who pays
taxes in the 18% bracket, it is likely to push him in
the 12% bracket, ther¢fore he will pay less incom:
tax. That is a poirt which the hon. junior member
for the City failed to mention. He did not mention
that point. He may not have mentioned it for obvious
reasons.

6.50 p.m.
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It is a fact that as soon as you take off—I am not
saying that every income will be one, two or three
thousand dollars, but I am quoting a case if the man
has an income of $1,000 and pays in that bracke
if part is taken off to put him back in a lower bracket.
Quite a lot has been said, Mr. Chairman, about dental
treatment and so on, but while it is true, I do not
want to make the same mistake as other members who
debated the principle of the Bill in detail, because 1
would have thought, the principle of the Bill having
been accepted, we would only deal with the particula:
section, but the whole Bill has been debated. How-
ever, as the Hon, Leader of the House, the Minister
of Social Services has said, that point can be raised
elsewhere and discussed, and I think it was gone into
very thoroughly before it came to the House, and I do
not think at this stage that it is likely to be chamged.
Much speculation has been made about smaller men
in the lower bracket and so on, but Mr. Chairman,
-if you remember, I think it was last year when the
allowances were increased, the honourable senior
member for the City spoke about the man earning
-$60, $80, $90, $100. If I remember correctly the
allowance for married people is $1,300, so even if a
man works for $100 a month he would not have any
taxes to pay at all.

Mr. LEWIS: What Bill are you debating now?

Hon. M .E. COX: I am debating the principle ot
this income tax Bill, and I am saying that no married
person who works for $100 a month has any income
tax to pay because a taxable income only starts after
an individual works for $1,300. It starts from $1
after $1,300 and not $1,200, so a single man would
pay and even if he pays on the first $500 it is only
3% which means something like $15 a year. The hon-
ourable junior member for St. Michael, my colleague,
referred to allowances. He said that allowances
should be given to people who have seven or eigat
children, but on that, Mr, Chairman, I would like
to remind him that with the allowance of $270 per
‘child, you ean multiply that and see how much that
means plus the $1,300, plus if the individual; has
an insurance allowance for premiums, and that would
carry the individual up to $4,000 before he has to
pay anything at all; and then when his taxable
income starts, he pays on $500 which brings him
back down to just $15.

Mr. LEWIS Vr. Chairman, it would have been
better if some honourable members did not speak i
this debate, and the Hon. Minister is one of them.

The sort of argument he puts down is what T would -
have expected from a person like Sir Harold Austin,

but certainly not from the honourable member. 1
do not know where he got his figures from, but he
thinks he is smart enough in pushing out people out
of one bracket into another,
to read; the Income Tax Bill to fix the rates. He
thinks when you have $10,000 it is time you pay . . ..

" Hon. M, E. COX: Mr Chairman, I do not think,
I know it is caleulated at 3% on the first $500, 6%
on the next $500, 12% on the next $1,000 and so on,
on a sliding scale. I would tell the honourable mem-
ber that T am not so stupid as he thinks.

Mr. LEWIS: The honourable member is not as
stupid as T think; he is more stupid. He said $6,000
is at 70%. Mr. Chairman, there is a difference be-
tween the first $500 and the next $1,000. Do you mean
to tell me that to give off $100 would cause you to
lose 4% or 6% on $1,0002 Tt is not true ! If it iy $100
it is not the only thing that would put you in another
bracket; the only thing you would lose is 6% on
$100 and to say what you said shows that you do not
‘mow what you are talking akout. We have argued
that you ecan start off with $250 or $300 and! if yor

He does not know how |

——

work our system you can afford to do it, and it would
1.0t cost you as much as this is going to cost you, an .

it would not cost a poor man more. Do you think the

people in the United States and Canada can afford
not to collect income tax? And after many years
they have discovered that they can go further; they
allow a man, to stand 4% of his income, Let us say
you cut it down to 8% ; they are experiencing that.
They said you must pay for it in the year. It is
unreasonable; and, do you mean to tell me that after
years and years you cannot take up an Income Tax Act
now and try it out? Anybody who can pay for medi-
cal attention you can allow them that. These people
could afford this: therefore make the amount so that
they are to stand more. Make it 3% on the $10,000
or $15,000 that they are going to pay on, but let a man
stand 3% of his smaller amount. They are asking a
man to pay 5% of his salary as rent, 3% as medical
expenses. What about people who do not pay income
tax at all? Do you know that they have medical
expenses and are not the type to get it free?

If the Hon. Minister understood me to say this
is deliberately drafted to help rich people, I did not
say that; but whenever you interfere with the In-
come Tax Aect, you benefit rich people. I can bring
all the amendments to the Income Tax Aect for years,
and show you that whether you intended it or not,
it happened.

7.00 p.m.

Let us take the allowances which you are giving
now; these are property owners, buyers of machinery
and all of them get the benefit of this Act. And the
rich man with his expenses, is getting the benefit of
these allowances too! How many times am I to say
that the Government is making the people who should
pay, a present. In the case of a man who is paying in
the 60% bracket, and you make him responsible for
$100 of his expenses, see what you will save; you will
save $60. That will give ten people off $100, who are
paying in the 60% bracket. Out of every $100 you
give $60, not $75. You can only go as far as the in-
telligence of people; if they are stupid or ignorant,
that is the Government you have; but this is too fool-
proof a thing to escape attention. I am sorry to see
that in this year in which you will have Elections,
this Government is so blind that they are putting for.

| ward somet™ing with which people can break their

necks on the political platform.

I am not saying that they have drafted the Biil
this way, but they are people whom you vaiue. 1 know
one of them who has said: ‘‘Lewis, you are just
quibbling.”” I said: ‘I am not quibbling for you
because you are paying in the 40% bracket, and the
most that they will give me is $6.”” Do you niean to
say that you tell me that you can stand $20, and 1
must stand the same $20/2 Honestly, I am sure that
if the members of the Government were willing tc
see my point of view and put it before their Officers,
that point of view would be carried out in the space
of 5 minutes.

All that the hon. senior member for St. Michael
has said is wrong; the argument which he has used is
the argument of the very rich, not even the nearly rich.

Mr. GODDARD: T beg to second the motion
that the further consideration of this Bill be post-
poned. ’ ‘

The question that the further consideration of
this Bill be postponed was put and resolved in the
negative, a division being taken as follows :—

Ayes: Messrs. F. L. Warcort, E. K. WaLcor,
Lewis, Gopparp and £. D. MorTLEY—5.

Noes: Hon. Dr. H. G. H. Cummins, Hon. M. E.
Cox, Hon. R. G. Maprp, Mrs. BoUrRNE, Messrs. HoLprr,
BrYAN, VAUuGHAN and MILLER.—S8.

g
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The question that Clause 10 as amended stand
part of the Bill was put ang resolved in ‘he affirma
tive without division.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman
1 am asking leave to re-commit Clause 15.

There being mo objection, leave was granted the
Hon. Minister.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: There are two
amendments which I am asking leave to insert in
this Clause. »

There being no objection, leave was granted the
Hon. Minaster.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: The first amend
ment is to delete paragraph (b) thereof and substi-
tute therefor the following new paragraph—

(b) by deleting' from; sub-section (1) thereof ah
the words appearing therein immediately
after the word ‘‘shall’’ in line four thereof
to the end of that subsection and substi-

tuting therefor the wovds—
‘‘in any case where an appeal is made
to that Court without first appealing
to the Appeals Committee be given to
the Commissioner and in all other
cases such seven days notice shall be

: ' be given to the respondent.’” -

That is in corsequence of the amendment which
Las been made relative to the Appeals Committee.
The other amendment is to irsert immediately after
paragraph (b) thereof the following new paragraphs

‘(e) by deleting from subsection (3) thereof the

words ‘‘appellant demands that his’’ appear-
ing therein and substituting therefor the
words—

‘“‘taxpayer demands that the appeal’’;’

‘(b) by deleting from suosection (4) thereod

the word ~‘‘assessment’’ where it first
appears therein and substituting therefor

~ the word — ' ‘

. ““decision”’, S

I beg to move that Clause 15 as amended stand
part of the Bill.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: I should just like to ask the Hon.
Minister one guestion. There is a Bill on the Order
Paper having for its object, the giving of relief for a
legally adopted child. Could we not work that amend-
ment in this Bill, and let one Bill be signed?

Hon. Dr. H. G¢. H CUMMINS: I will deal with
that Bill.

Mr. LEWIS: If sny further consideration is
given to the Bill which is before us I would like to
say that there is a case which has been brought to
my attention. We have legalised divorce in this
Country aund in the casc of a man who is given the
custody of his children, no housekeeper allowance
can be given in respect of these children. That is very
had.

7.10 p.m.

Yon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: If the hon.
member can improve on that information, I will
eonsider it. o

Mr. LEWIS: To tell you the truth, Sir, if he
will accept an amendment, I have it here for him. Tf
he accepts the principle I wiil make an amendment.

Hon. Dr. H. ¢. H. CUMMINS: Perhaps that
would be better if it were made on the Bill which
we are about to deal with. Let us deal with this Bill
and finish with it. )

Mr. LEWIS: For instance, Sir, Section 20 is
ane of the Sections which we are amending in this
Bill. It is one which deals with legally adopted
ehildren. I do not sez any reasor for your having
1wo amendments to one Section.

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

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H., CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr. CHAIRMAN
reported the passing of the Bill in Commatice.

Mr, SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported
accordingly.

On  separate mottons of Hom. Dr. H. G. H.
CUMMINS, seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, in eact
case, the Bill was read a third time and passed.

CURRENCY NOTES BILL

Hon. Dr. H. G. H CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I
am asking leave to take charge of Order No. 2
which stands in the name of the Hon. Premier.
There being no objection leave was granted the
Hon. Premier. :
Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the day now
stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Social
Services: Second reading of a Bill to repeal the
Acts of this Island which provide for the issue of
currency notes issned by the Commissioners of Cur-
rency of the Colonies of British Guiana and Trini-
dad and Tobago, to effect amendments to the Cur-
ceney Aect, 1950, consequent upon the repedl of the
aforementioned Acts, and to provide for matters
incidental thereto or connected therewith.
~ Houn. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
this is a Bill which deals with currency notes. The
Objects and Reasons of the Bill reads as follows:—
The Currency Notes Act, 1950 and the Agree-
ment m the First Schedule thereto provide for
uniform ecurrency in the Eastern Group of the

»British Caribbean territories.

Now that steps have been taken by the Gov-
ernmerts of the territories within that Group to
demonetize and facilitate the withdrawal from cireu-
lation of curreney mnotes issned by the Currency
Commissioners of Barbados, British Guiana, and
T_rinidad and Tobago, clause two of this Bill seeks to
give effect to the provision in that Agreement whieh
requires this Government to repeal the Government
Currency Notes Act, 1937.

The opportunity is taken to repeal the Currency
Notes (Reciprocal Legal Tender) Act, 1941 as the
demonetization of British Guianese and Trinidad and
Tobago Currency notes deprives it of its purpose
which was to afford recognition as legal tender to
those currency notes.

Clause three of the Bill seeks to provide that the
amount standing to the credit of the Note Security
Fund established under the Government Currency
Notes Aet, 1937, shall be transferred to general
revenue, and that any claims arising against that
fund shall be met from general revenue.

Clause four of the Bill seeks to amend the
Currency Act, 1950 so as to re-enact the provisions
of the Government Curreney Notes Act, 1937 dealing
with offences in respect of currency notes.

In short, it means that since there is uniform
currency throughout the British Caribbean, the time
has come to amend certain Acts in order that this
demonetizatior should proceed in order.

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

Hon. M. E. COX: T beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, this is a Bill which
one should expect to get a little more information
when it comes in here to be dealt with. I wonder if’
the Ministers of the Government have been reading
a statement issued in the Official Gazetle by the
Currency Board. For instance, if I ask the question:
can any honourable member or any honourable Min-
ister tell me what is the value of our currency notes
which are still in ecirculation; have any of the Min-
isters got that information on this Bill? That is
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information which they should have. It is a very
rare tuing for anybody to see a Trinidad, arbados
or British Guiana note.

7.20 p.m.

L have asked people in the other colonies and
they told me that it is a most unusual sight. You, Mr.
Speaker, must know that it is a most unusual sigh.
in Barbados, but, Sir, if neither Minister knows, i
can tell them that it is $114 million in these notes
that are still supposed to be in circulation this year.
[A VOICE: It may ve a little bit more.] One Minis-
ter said it may be a little bit more; he may have said
it was a little less. They might have got in a few
more dollars since then. He may be right, but he is
wrong. If he knew how to guess he would have
guessed right, but this is something that we must
take some cognisance of. With $114 million still in
circulation, is this the time to have these withdrawn
as legal tender. Can any of them say why that is
s0? ‘ ‘,
Mr. Speaker, it might interest honourable mem
bers to know that so far as Barbados is concerned.
for many years or centuries we have been short now
and again for currency; and when the Barbados
people issued their own notes they caused confus.on.
They did not know what they were doing and there-
fore handed over to the Currency Board.  They
issued coins and they have to use the old ones
because they did not know what they were doing.
You cannot withdraw sixpences and threepences be-
cause the Currency Board does not know what it is
doing, and if you go to the Bank for money they
have to give you the old coins because the people
we have doing this business know nothing of what
they are doing. I will tell you a story of what
happened with these notes. When the Caribbean
Currency Notes came in, the people we have here
allowed the Banks to send the notes back to Trini-
dad. How would they ever know how many notes
are in circulation if they allow that to happen?
They should have been collected by the Curreney
Board, and only after a very long time they did that.
Not only that, our own Barbados Currency Board
was so shortsighted that they allowed Trinidad
and Demerara to come and augment. You will
remember that Trinidad and British Guiana had
more notes in circulation than Barbados for in-
stance, and we had to support the invested funds
of these other colonies to the extent to allow them
to borrow and you cannot sece a Barbados note in
Trinidad or Demerara or the other islands. T would
like to know. Sir, if thig Bill is just to make it not
legal tender for those people who still have this
money and that is what you call demonetizing.
They have given sufficient time for bringing them
in, but it is over $114 million and the Barbados
amount is $40,000 to $50,000. If I knew that the
Bill was coming up now, I would have brought
along the last statement on the question, but in
Barbados it is $40,000 to $50,000 alone, which is a
small percentage of $114 million in the three colo-
nies. So I hope we are not passing legislation to
deprive people of the value of any notes they are
withholding. Tt is possible that of that $40,000 still
outstanding, $30,000 may have been destroyed and
that is what the Government is banking on. I
have not had anybody to explain the force of this
Act, but I hope we will see our way to assist
people who might not exactly understand the pur-
pose and the reason for these things; and if they
do produce these notes after the Bill is passed, they
will be given their $1, $2 or $5 for them and not
be liable to lose money because they did not under-
stand what was happening.

The question that the Bill be now read a second
1wme was put and resolved in the affirmative without
diviston.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. F. COX, Mr. SPEAKER teft
the Chair, and the House went into Commitiee on
the Bill, Mr. SMITH Ubewng n the Chair.

7.30 p.m.

On tha motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, the Preamble was posi-
poned.

Clauses 1 and 2 were called and passed.

Clause 3 was culled.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS:
that Clause 3 stand part of the Bill

Hon. M. E, COX: I beg to second that,.

Mr. LEWIS: Perhaps I should complimeng
the Government in trying to snatch as much as it
can before Federation is agreed upon. This money
would have gone that way if they had agreed on Fled-
eration; all of this money might have been include.d
m the Federation.

The question that Clause 3 stand part of the
Bl was put and resolved in the affirmafive without
division.

Clause 4 was called and passed.

The Preamble was called and agreed to.

On the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, the CHAIRMAN re-
ported the passing of the Bill in Commiliee.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chawr and reported
accordingly.

On motions of Hom. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, in each case, the Bull
was read a third time and passed.

I beg to move

THE INCOME TAX (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1956.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr Speaker, I
ask leave to take Order No. 7 as the next Order of the
Day, and also to take charge of that Order.

There being mo objection, leave was granted the
Hom. Minister.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
this is a short Bill which deals with the status
of adopted children and also the claiming of re-
lief in respect of Income Tax. The “Objects and
Reasons” are as follows:

““As the law stands tax relief may be claimed
in certain cases for children which expression is
defined as including step-children and certain ille-
gitimate children.

This Bill seeks to amend the Income Tax Aect,
1921 so as to include in the definition of “children”
2 legally adopted child.”

The object of this Bill is therefore to make
provision in the Income Tax Act for legally adopt-
ed children. I beg to move that this Bill be now
read a second time,

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: I am glad to see this Bill. T think
it meets the point raised by the hon. junior member
for St. Michael earlier today; at least it is in the
*“Objects and Reasons > Now that we arc amending
Rection 20 of the Income Tax Aect, I sheould like to
say that I have given the Hon. Minister in charge of
the Bill an amendmert which T understand is neces-
rary. It is only something which has not been
thought of, and no doubt any Income Tax Commis-
wioner would feel himself obliged to corsider the
point for the simple reason that a divorced person
js regarded for an allywance in the samre way as a
single person. If a man is divoreed, and he is grarted
tne custody of his children, and he has to work, hsa
cannot claim an allowance for a housekeeper under
the present Act. It is just that we have not providad
for a divoreced person, and that is why the relief for
a housekeeper eannot be given.

I mention that point now so that when we go in-
to Committee ou this Bill, T will ask the Hon. Minis-
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ter to accept an amendmment. If it is a matter which
he has to refer to the Governor-in-Executive Com-
mittee, I am sure that you would find about five or
six cases in the Island. Therefore this means prac-
tically nothing as far as Income Tax is concerned.

I am not against the further consideration of
the point. I do not like to spring surprises, because
that is what I objected to earlier in the day. A par-
ticular case has been brought to my attention and
1 asked those persons who are interested in it to see
and get an amendment drafted. I was presented with
the amendment very late yesterday afternoon an:
that is why I have not been able to submit it to the
Hon. Minister before. I thought that this amendment
might have been considered in the Bill wkich has just
been passed, but sinece it was not before us
when the principle of the Bill was being
considered, I have to make allowances for that.
A person has to prove that he is a divorced
person, and that he has children; in that
case he should have an allowance for some sort of
house-keeper or caretaker for his children.

7.40 pm.

Hon. Dr. H. G. I. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
I am in sympathy with what the hon. member has
said, but it seems to me that the object of these two
Bills is not on all-foury with what the hon. member
has said. I cannot accept the amendment on my own
responsibility; I will have to refer it to the Crown
Law Officer in order to see how he will consider it. T
will promise the hon. member to consider it, and
may be, we will bring it down as a separate Bill for
consideration. As he has said, if there are a few
cases, probably they are so few that consideration
was not given to them. .

The gquestion that the Bill be now read o Sec-

ond ttme was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division.
AMENDMENT TO SECTION 20 OF ACT 1921—6

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr. SPEAKER left
the Chair and the House went. into Committee c¢n
the Bill, Mr. SMITH %eing in the Chair.

Clause 1 was callrd and passed.
Clause 2 was colled. It reads as follows:—

2. Subsection (4) of section
twenty of the Income Tax Aect, 1921,
is hereby amended by inserting im-
mediately after the word ‘‘includes,”’
where it appears therein the words—
“‘a legally adopted child ”’

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS:
that Clause 2 stand part.
Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, I forgot to ask
the Hon. Minister what progress has bcen made as
regards the regulations to adopt children. What iy
the object of doing this and you cannot adopt a
¢hild?

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: We know that
+he Regulations are overdue but the fact is that there
has been, and still is, » shortage in the Crown Law
Officers. The Legal Draughtsman is taken up in
making amendments to the Local Government Act
2t the present moment but we hope in another weex
or two to finish that and one of the first things whien
will be done after that is to make regulations for
such provision.

The question that Clause 2 stand part was put
and agreed to.

I beg to move

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
ceconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr. CHAIRMAN re-
ported the passing of the Bill in, Commaiice.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported
accordingly.

On separate motions of Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUM.-
MINS, seconded by Hon. M. E. COX in each case,
the Bill was read a third time and possed.

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
that finishes Government Business for this afternoon
and I am asking to take Order No. 1 of Private Mem-
bers Business now. It is & short Vestry Bill in con-
nection with empowering the St. Thomas Vestry to
borrow a sum of money not exceeding £500.

THE VESTRIES (AMENDMENT OF BORROW-
ING POWER) BILL, 1955

Mr. SPEAKER: Orders No, 1 of Private Mem-
bers Business stands in the name of the Hon. Minister
of Social Services: Second reading of a Bill to
amend the Vestries Aet, 1911-5.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
this Bill is the usual one which has come before us in
connection with the powerg of the Vestries to borrow
money in the early part of their financial year to
carry on their business. It has happened before in
connection with several other Vestries. Because of
the high value of money they have been given author-
ity to expend an amount over which they were pre-
viously authorised to borrow.

As the law stands, Vestries are authorised to
borrow £500. We are asking that in the case of St.
Thomas the amount be extended to £2,000. One
may say, why do this when in a short time we may
have to abolish Vestries; but the fact remains that
until provision is made by the new Local Govern-
ment  Aet, they will have to borrow. Especially so
this year, this Vestry wants to borrow some more
money.

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

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-
ative without division.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconddd by How. M. E. COX, Mr. SPEAKER left
the Chair and the Howuse went tnto Commatiee on the
Bdl. Mr. SMITH being in the Chair. :

The Preamble was called and postponed.

Clauses 1, 2 and 3 were called separately and
passed.

The Preamble was then called and passed.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H., CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr, CHAIRM'AN re-
ported the passwmg of the Bill in Committee.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported
accordingly.

On separate motions of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUM-
MINS, seconded by Hon. M. E. COX the Bill was
read a third time and passed.

The Order Paper having been fized.

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Dr, H. G. H. CUMMINS: T beg to move
that this House do now adjourn until this day week,
Tuesday, 27th March, 1956, at 3 o’clock p.m.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-
ative without division and Mr. SPEAKER adjourned
the House accordimgly.
8.1C p.m.






