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Tuesday, 22nd August, 1961.

Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of Assembly
met at 12 o’clock (noon) today.

PRESENT
His Honour Mr, K. N. R, HUSBANDS, (Speaker);

Mr, J. E. T, BRANCKER, Q.C., (L eaderof the Opposition);
Hon, Dr, H, G. H. CUMMINS, C.B.E., M.D., C.M., (Prem-
ier); Hon. M, E, COX, (Minister of Trade, Industry and
Labour); His Homour Mr, L. E, SMITH, I.P., (Deputy
Speaker); Hon, F. E. MILLER, (Minister of Social Ser-
vices); Mr, E St,A, HOLDER, J.P., Hon, D, D, GARNER,
(Minister of Agriculture, Lands and Fisheries); Mr, C, B,
SEARLES; Hon. L. St,A., THORNE, (Minister of Educa-
tion) and Mr, J. W. CORBIN.
Prayers were read.

Mr. CRAWFORD entered the House and took his seat.

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

Mr. BRYAN entered the House and took his seat,

LETTER FROM DEPUTY CLERK

Mr, SPEAKER: 1 have the honour o inform the House
that I have received the following from the Deputy Clerk,

C/o Yearwood & Boyce,
14 James Street,
St, Michael,

22nd August, 1961,
His Honour,
The Speaker,
House of Assembly,
Public Buildings,
City.

Sir,
Due to unforeseen circumstances, I am unable to attend
to my duties as Deputy Clerk of the House today,

1 am therefore asking for leave of absence for today's
meeting,

Mr. G. W, Allen, Solicitor, of Messrs, Yearwood &
Boyce is willing, subject to the approval of the House, te
act in my stead,

lam,
Sir,

Your obedient servant,
Sgd. H. L, THOMAS,

DOCUMENTS

Mr, SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House
that Ihave received from the Accountant Generalthe F inan-
cial Report for the month ended 31st May, this year.

DEPUTY CLERK GRANTED LEAVE

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that the
Deputy Clerk be gramed leave of absence from today's
sitting of the House.

Hon. D. D, GARNER: I beg 10 second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division,

Mr, G, W, ALLEN APPOINTED TO ACT AS
DEPUTY CLERK

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, 1 beg to move that Mr,
G, W, Allen be appointed to act as Deputy Clerk for today's
sitting of the House,

Hon, D, D, GARNER: I beg to second that,
The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division,

STATEMENT re PRINTING OF CERTAIN
ARTICLES IN BEACON

Mr, SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House,
in connection with recent allegations made by the hon,
senior member for St, Peter in connection with the printing
of certain articles in the Beacon Newspaper, that the De~
bates Committee of this House made an investigation into
this matter and discovered that an irregularity had been
made. The Committee has been, however, satisfied that the
irregularity has been due to an oversight.

PAPERS LAID

Hon, Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,I am com~
manded to lay the following:-

The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No, 3)
Order, 1961,
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Statement showing Gross Customs and Excise Receipts
for the four months ended 31st July, 1961,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, Iam commanded to lay
the Customs Duties (Tractors) (No, 2) Order, 1961,

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr, Speaker, I am commanded to
lay:~

Statement showing Post Office advances for payment
of Money Orders to 30th June, 1961,

GOVERNMENT NOTICES
Govemnment Notices were given as follows:—

Hon, Dr, H, G, H. CUMMINS: Resolution to approve the
Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No, 3)Order,
© 1961,

Hon, M, E. COX: Resolution to approve the transfer of
the rights and liabilities of Esso Standard OilS,A, to Esso
Standard Oil S.A, Lid.

Hon. R. G, MAPP: Resolution to place the sum of
$3,727 at the disposal of the Governor=in=Executive Comn=
mittee to supplement the Estimates 1961-62, Part Il -
Capital, as shown in the Supplementary Estimate 1961-62
No. 16, which forms the Schedule to the Resolution,

Hon, M, E, COX: I beg to give notice of my intention
to move the House into Committee of Supply at its next
meeting to deal with the money Resolution of which notice
has just been given.

PRIVATE MEMBERS* NOTICES

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mr, Speaker, I beg to give notice of
the following Resolution:-

'BE IT RESOLVED that in view of the urgent need for
development of industry in the territories comprising the
W.I, Federation that the Federal Government be requested
to approach the unit Governments with a view to proposing
that the appropriate steps be taken to ban the export of
scrap iron and scrap metal from the area in order to faci-
litate the erection in either Dominicaor St. Vincent, where
the existence of a hydro-electric plant should make avail=
able supplies of electricity at reasonable rates of a steel
mill to convert scrap into concrete reinforcing rod iron
and B.,R.C, fabric for the construction industry, into agri=
cultural implements such as hoes and forks and other basic
iron and steel goods,

ORDERS SUSPENDED FROM STANDING
ORDER No. 5

Hon, M. E. COX: Mr, Speaker, before you proceed
with the Orders of the Day, I1begto move that Orders Nos,
1, 2, 3, 6, 17, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12 and 13 be exempted
from the provisions of Standing Order No, 5.

Hon. D, D. GARNER: I beg to second that.
12,25 p.m.

The question that Orders Nos,1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10,
11, 12 and 13 be exempted from the provisions of Standing

Order No. 5 was put and resolved in the affirmative,

A division was taken as follows:~

AYES: Mr. BRYAN, Honourables Dr, H, G, H, CUM~
MINS, M, E., COX, D. D. GARNER, R. G, MAPP, F,E.
MILLER, Mr, HOLDER, Mrs, BOURNE, Messrs. SEARLES,
STRAUGHN and SMITH - 11,

NOES: Messrs, GODDARD, CORBIN, TALMA, CRAW -
FORD and BRANCKER -~ 5,

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Mr, SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon, Leader of the House:~ To move the

e — e

House into Committee of Supply to consider the grant of
sums of money for the service of the island,

Hon, M., E. COX: Mr, Speaker, I beg to move that
Your Honour do now leave the Chair and the House go into
Commiittee of Supply.

Hon, R. G, MAPP: I beg t second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division.

Mr, SPEAKER left the Chair and the House went into
Committee of Supply, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair.

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 196162 No, 13

Mr. CHAIRMAN:; On the last occasion when the House
was in Comumittee of Supply, a Resolution for the sum of
$2,005 was under consideration.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr, Chairman, certain information
was sought by us on this side of the House last week in
connection with this Resolution. I would like again to re-
mind the Minister in charge of the Resolution of certain
information which we were asking of him, We wanted to
find out, and still want to find out, something about the
identity of this individual, It is not sufficient to put the
name Ulric Nathaniel Blenman in this Addendum and one
does not know whether he comes from St. George's,
Grenada, or the constituency which the hon, member re-
presents. In a matter of a public nature like this, it is not
for the hon. member 1o say ‘I refuse to give the Com-
mittee information,' The hon. member is the servamnt of
this House, and, as Sir Winston Churchill used to say and
is wont to say, the Minister is the Queen's Minister, and
it is his inescapable duty, when he presems any ratter,
to give any information which lies within his power to
give, He should not adopt the attitude that this is a purely
personal matter and refuse to disclose information which
will satisfy us as to the identity of the person, I am sure
you will agree with me, Mr, Chairman, that before we vote
the taxpayers®’ money, we are entitled to be given the full-
est amount of information inrespect of the matter apropos
of which we are asked to vote this money,

The identity of the person includes the address and the
occupation of the subject of this Resolution and that is what
we are asking for, pressing for and insisting upon having, I
would like to know whether any undertaking written or
otherwise, has been given by Mr, Blenman that he would
take no legal proceedings against the Attorney General or
any other appropriate authority in respectof these injuries
which he has sustained. I would like to know further from
the Minister if it is a fact that the Government has been
advised that there is a case whichmight have been brought
against the Hospital authorities - in respect of alleged negli~
gence by some personor persons on the staff of the General
Hospital, which caused these injuries to be sustained in
December, 1956 by this patient. The Hon. Minister has
disclosed that Mr, Blenman has sustained certainburns
from the hot water bagor bags. lunderstand that the bag or
bags was or were improperly placed and there was in=-
adequate supervision during that period when the bag or
bags was or were so placed, and the result is that injuries
were sustained which would not have been sustained if the
bag or bags had been properly adjusted and subject to
constant surveillance during the time when they were used
with this patient,

As to the manner in which this figure was arrived at,
as you will see Mr, Chairman, this is not a round figure;
it is an amount of $2,005. How was this amount arrived at?
Is it a question of so much by way of allowance for so
many weeks®' earnings which Mr, Blenman was unable to
earn as a result of these injuries sustained in consequence
of the burns? If that was taken into consideration, would
the Minister, who was so reluctant last week to give this
information, which I am sure lies now in his file, give us
that information today and let us know how much of this
figure represemts loss, and how much represents com=
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pensation for the pain and suffering which would be in=
evitable as a result of the burns which were sustained
from the improper adjustment or placing of this hot water
bag or of these hot water bags. He should let us know how
much would be in respect of any actual out-of-pocket
losses which this man has sustained, In other words, a
break-down in respect of this $2,005 is what we want, We
are fully sympathetic with this matter but we want the
Minister to take us into his confidence and let us know all
these details. We want to know why it was that this matter
was not brought before us before the 8th August this year,
12,35 pam.

After he sustained these injuries at the Hospital in 1956,
when did he leave the Hospital? Was he after leaving the
Hospital treated as a out-patient, or did he have to seek
medical aid privately? If so, is the cost of that included in
the amount of this Resolution? We would like to know, too,
what is the amount of stamp duty charges in connection
with this payment, Of course all that would come out, Mr,
Chairman, if and when the Hon, Minister gives us a break-
down, That would give us a full and itemised account as
to whether there is a clear case of negligence and to rea-
lise that an action might be brought against the Hospital
authorities for alleged professional negligence. As you
know, cases are every now and again brought in England
and in other countries against Hospital authorities and
against private practitioners for negligence, but in those
countries the doctors are less reluctant to give evidence
about their professional colleagues thanthey are ina small
community such as this. In suchcases where an action may
be brought and where negligence is clearly demonstrated,
sometimes very substantial damages are awarded,

If the Minister, as it is hisduty, takes this Committee
into his confidence and gives us abreakdown, we may well
feel that the case isdeserving of moregenerous treatment,
and that the action of the Government may be parsimonious,
and we may recommend giving a more ample compensation,
I am sure that if Mr. Blenman is not from St. George's,
Grenada, but from St, George's, Barbados, it would gladden
the heart of the Hon, Minister if we recommended that a
more appreciable amount be voted in order fully to com=
pensate him for his out-of-pocket expenses, for his loss of
earnings and for his pain and suffering and so on, I trust
the Hon, Minister on second thought and on sober reflection
since last week will realise that it is his duty as the Queen’s
Minister with the file before him to supply this Committee
with all possible relevant information, I invite him so to do,
Mr, Chairman,

Mr, STRAUGHN: Mr, Chairman, 1 wanttomakea brief
contribution to this debate. When we adjourned last Tues~
day, 1did hear a member of the Opposition say in an aside
that probably this Mr. Blenman was from the parish of St,
George and that was perhaps the reason why they were
pressing to get the address, It might also have been the
reason why the Hon., Minister did not want to give the
address, I think I did gather from the Hon, Minister when
he addressed the Committee onthis matter, Mr, Chairman,
that the reason why he was reluctant to give any further
identification of the gentleman, Mr. Ulric Nathaniel Blen~
man whose name is here mentioned, is because in a medical
matter which to some extemt would contain a certain
amount of confidential information the Minister thought
that any further disclosure of the identity of the patient
would be a violation of the confidence which it isexpected
one rmust maintain when one is surveying medical files; and
that struck me as the reason why the Minister had implored
the House = in other words, he begged the House, not to
press him to give the address of the gentleman.

It is possible, Mr. Chairman, that Mr, Blenman might
be from the parish of St, George which happens to be the
constituency of the Minister; but I think that it is purely
incidental or accidental or coincidental, and no one could
impute to the Hon, Minister that he himself pays any biassed
or prejudiced attention to persons who are in need of
medical care just because they might have to come from his
constituency, I am sure the Minister recognises that he is
a Minister of Government and that means of the whole
island, and he does not go about his work in that fashion.
The Minister’s record itself would prove that he does not
go about his work in that fashion, because there were

other things that needed public support, and I remember
the various appeals the Minister has made for children
who are not in any way connected with his constituency,
and he has got public support on these measures, 1 cer~
tainly could not be happy at the insinuations by any hon.
member that perhaps the only reason the Minister would
not want to disclose the address of Mr. Blenman is because
Mr, Blenman might be from St, George, and therefore
people would be able to impute improper motives to the
Minister,

However, Sir, when one looks at the Addendum to the
Resolution where one sees that Mr. Blenman sustained
these burns in December, 1956, one cannot but look askance
at this particular date and wonder how could the application
of hot water bottles have given such intensity of burns to
Mr, Blenman, Indeed I was tempted to think that it might
not have been hot water bottles but some fiery cauldron that
might have been used with the patient, Does not your mind
go back, Mr, Chairman, to the witches' scene in Macbeth
‘bubble, bubble, toil and trouble, fire burn and cauldron
bubble?'* It certainly does appear strange that one could
sustain that kind of burn from just the application of hot
water bottles. We did learn from the Minister that the
gentleman was given a local anaesthesia.eecese

Mr, BRANCKER: On a point of order, Mr, Chairman,
are two hon. members on their feet?

Mr, STRAUGHN: As I said, Sir, we did learn of an an~
aesthesia given to the gentleman which would have caused
the Jower extremity of his body to be completely anaesthe=
tized, and it is possible that the nurses in applying these
hot water bottles, if that is what they did use, might have
been unable to notice any particular reaction from Mr. Blen~
man, and therefore they would not have noticed that the
burns had taken such effect, Ido not know if the burns were
first, second or third degree burns, Mr, Chairman, and that
is one question that one cannot help asking oneself. Mr,
Blenman, I understand, was getting continuous treatment at
the General Hospital from time to time, either for this
complaint or for some other. I do not know how much the
Minister will be able to disclose to us relative to the in-
tensity of the burns which Mr. Blenman sustained; but 1
do support the Minister from the point of view that if he is
reluctant to disclose any further identity of the patient, it
could only be for the conservation of the secrecy, you
might say, of medical files and for no other reason.

Mr, CORBIN: Mr. Chairman, this Resolution which we
have before us seeks the sum required to enable compensa=
tion to be paid to Mr, Ulric Nathaniel Blenman who sus=
tained injuries at the Barbados General Hospitalin Decem=~
ber, 1956, and t0 meet stamp duty charges in connection
with the payment thereof,

Now, Mr, Chairman, that is all the information we have
before us. We know when we send people to the Hospital, we
send them from a case of injury; we do not know that we send
them there to receive injury, We do not know what is the
case because nothing more has been put before us, We have
not been told where Mr. Blenman is from, whether be is
from Barbados, Dominica or St, Vincent, and it should be
properly stated in the Resolution,

12,45 p.m.

Tell us whether this man who was a patient of the
General Hospital was from Barbados, which village in Bar-
bados he came from or something like that which would
justify us somewhat more fully to vote this money, This
sum of money was granted for an injury but we do not know
what caused the injury, We know that a mistake can be made
when one is trying to save lives, This may not have been
intentionally done; it could have been accidentally done.
At any rate, tell us what this is for? The Addendum has
not stated whether the injury was caused by burns, cuts or
any other thing,

I cannot support this Resolution for $2,005 only because
the Minister says that it was asaresult of an injury. What
caused it? If anyone goes to the Generai Hospital with an
injury, whether he can speak for himself or someone is in
charge of him, theyhavetogivethedoctor a clear explana=
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tion as to how the injury was caused to the person, We
camnot take a statement like this and verify it and pass a
Resolution for $2,005 for compensation for this gentleman,
You say that the patient went to the General Hospital and
received injuries and we are going to grant $2,005 for the
injury, We would like to know the nature of the injury, If
we were told the nature of the injury and how it was caused
and by whom it was caused, Iwould not have need to ques~
tion it,

The last hon, member who spoke said that it would be
embarrassing to someone to disclose what caused the in-
jury, That is afarce, We are the persons who have to sanc=
tion this Resolution; therefore, we should know what we are
sanctioning, I know that there is something wrong which
has taken place at the General Hospital or else we would
not have to meet the demands. Can you give us a clear
explanation? Unless the Hon, Minister gets up and gives
us a clear statement as to what is the cause of this injury,
I will refuse to vote this sum of money,

Sir, Iknow that there was some per son who was a patient
at the General Hospital for over a year as a result of an
injury which was caused to him whenhewas there, He was
operated on because of stricture and his bladder was punc-
tured in the course of the operation, He received no recom=
pense for it and he walked around a very sick man for many
yvears before he died, Because this man was poor, no one
would take up his case, Rightly speaking, Iwould say from
my heart that this incident did nottakeplace when the pre-
sent Government was in power. This man suffered great
pain afterwards, He came fromSt, Andrew and Mr, *‘Josh"
Haynes who is still alive told himthat he should take action
against the Hospital,

If the Government would tell this Committee that Mr.
Blenman went to the Hospital and received injuries there,
we are not against granting this sumof money, Just tell us
how he received the injuries, whether it was by a doctor
or a nurse, and whether it was by burns. Do not bring down
a big Resolution like this for compensation to someone and
tell us nothing about the matter. Tell usthat such a person
received injuries through a hot water bottle being placed in
the wrong position or through a nurse’s negligence or the
negligence of someone else, We will not be too hard on the
person because we know that mistakes occur: but through
our speaking onthe matter inhere, we can cause the person
who is negligent to take heed and, as a matter of fact, it
would be a warning to the whole Hospital if what took place
was published, If you cover it up, the people who work at
the Hospital will continue to do evil,

The Hon, Minister has said that he is not going to ex~
pose the things that have taken place. We have qualified
nurses at the General Hospital: but no matter how qualified
you may be, you can make a mistake, Tell us who made the
mistake and the money will beeasily granted. I see that the
Minister is trying to protect the Government but he is not
trying to protect himself because if he were trying to pro-
tect himself, he would tell us what happened. If Ihad a
motor truck and it struck John Thomas and broke his foot
and he put me in Court for so much compensation for the
injury, I would have to put in writing what happened. I would
have to state in words what happened wher. ihe case came up
for hearing before the Judge or whoever it may be, If the
Judge found me guilty, he would put on a fine on me. You
must put things in words so that you can understand and
so that one can see clearly ¢ .erything before one comes
here,

The Hon, Minister said that Mr. Blenman did not come
from St. George. Whether he has come from St, Andrew,
St, George or any other parish, we should be told. The
Minister should be more than glad to say that the person
was from the parish which he represents because it would
show to his constituents that be is trying to protect them.
The hon, jumior member for St, Joseph is saying that be-
cause the person came from St, George, the Hon, Minister
has failed to say that, If Iwere the Minister and the person
came from my parish I would be veryglad to represent my
people, A member of my constituency received an injury
which caused him to go to the Hospital, A pole had fallen
on him and cut him in his head, 1 saw to it for him and he

got recompense for it. I hope the Hon, Minister will give
us afair breakdown of this case, Tell us what was the cause,
whether Mr, Blenman got burned with a hot pipe, a hot water
bag, a hot water bottle or whatever it may be.

12,55 p.m,

I say that at the end of it the Minister will be able to give
a clear statement and we will have to grant this money,

Mr, TALMA: Mr. Chairman, while admiring to some
extent the humanitarian spirit of the Minister in bringing
down this Resohttion, at the same time we hope that it will
not be creating any bad precedent, We feel that the members
of this Committee are being treated ina very discourteous
manner in that information which has been supplied both
in the body of the Addendumn to the Resolution and on the
floor of this House by the Minister, hasnot been sufficient,
adequate and comprehensive enough to explain to us why
this money is being asked for. What we feel is that the
Minister is deliberately or wilfully withholding certainin-
formation from this Committee which, apparently, only the
Cabinet should have, On the other hand, they want this Com-
mittee to vote this money and it is felt that after the Cabinet
has considered this matter it is only a question of asking
the Committee of this House to vote this money, That is
not the democratic way of voting this money, All members
are entitled in their own right, because we have been duly
elected on the same basis, tohave the information they re-
quire. We came inhere on a majority vote from our various
constituencies and we are entitled to know what this money
is being voted for, This is the first time, for the fourteen
years that I have been in this Chamber, that I have seen a
Resolition for money being brought down with such impro-
per and inadequate information in the Addendum,

When you come down with this policy you instinctively
create a certain amount of doubt and distrust in the minds
of hon, members. From my experience, little as it has
been, in matters of this sort, that is the case. Here we
have an individual named Ulric Nathaniel Blenman; we do
not know which parish he is from, whether he is from St,
George or any other parish, but that is beside the point.
The point is that this man is a Barbadian presumably and
he has received certain injuries as aresultof an operation
which took place. There was either the lack of medical
skill or something has happened which was not anything
really wilful but it was just an accident, and this person,
the Minister feels, should be given something, It is not
only from a humanitarian point of view, but this gentleman
would appear to have some legal right because he has been
attended to on two occasions, firstly in 1956 and secondly
a year or two ago. I hope I am quoting the Minister accu~
rately, If it is only a questionofone incident in 1956, well,
why should they wait until now to come down with this Reso=
lution? The Minister says that it was again last year, It
does appear to me that this Resolution is for the sum of
$2,000 as compensation and the other $5.00 is for stamp
duty on a Release, It means that somebody was liable
somewhere along the line, There has been some negligence
somewhere; the fact remains that a Release hasbeen thrown
into the payment of this money and that Release will be
relieving and discharging the Hospital Board and the party
in question from any action, There seems to be some threat
of an action for damages and this compensation is being
given so as to keep the members of the Hospital Staff out
of Court,

Mr, Chairmarn, if the Minister does not want to give the
whole thing, he should give at least sufficient information
so as to satisfy hon. members. The Minister has not told
us how this mangot injured and how is it that they have been
withholding this compensation from him for all this time.
I would counsel the members of the Oppositionto allow the
Minister to have the opportunity of recapitulating the case
and giving the information which he was not prepared to give
this Committee on the last occasion but which information
he is prepared to give today.

Hon, F, E. MILLER: Mr, Chairman, I am expected to
repeat all that I said on the last occasion. I was at pains
last week to give all the details which were bound up with
the report from the Hospital, I take it that hon. members
are asking for a repetition of the same report, and it may
be, in finer detail, We have had the remarks of the hon.

“~
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junior member for St. Andrew, twse of the hon. senivr
member for Christ Church, to say nothing of those of the
Hon, Leader of the Opposition, Ihave given information as to
the details of the report of the Superintendent of the Hos~
pizal and o satisfy one or two hon. members, 1 have been
requested to give something of the man's social affairs,

On the 12th December, 1956, Mr. Blenman was admitted
1o the General Hospital, At this stage, I should like to repeat
that there are nopolitical implications in this matter; there
are no politics in it whatever and I would like to say in=
cidentally that this man is not from the parish of St, George,
1,05 p.m.
If he were fromSt, George, Iwould feel the same way about
it, but it was purely humanitarian as far as the Government
is concerned. There was no reason to go o Court and no
question of litigation, lawyers or solicitors; it was merely
through a request. Strangely enough, this request was made
by a man who was conscious of his responsibility and in-
terested in his health, This man walked into the Superinten=
dent’s office and asked if he could be given any assistance.
This wason 18thJuly, 1960, five year s after the first opera-
tion where he sustained the injuries. This Mr. Blenman
was born in 1896, hence he was 60 years old when he was
admitted for this operation. He was sent to the Surgery
where he had a major operation, and Iwould like to under-~
line the word ‘‘major’’, It was then considered by the Spe~
cialist that it should be handled intwo stages, He returned
to Ward 3 where it was found later that he was suffering
from shock, and in the afternoon he collapsed. The doctor
rushed back to the Ward and found his blood pressure was
falling at a sharp angle and aninjectionwas given, and the
usual thing was to put hot water bottles all over his body.

Mr, Chairman, I think I should go one stage further
here, He had a spinal anaesthetic and he was not really
free from the anaesthetic when he returned to the Ward —
quite a normal thing in all cases —hence he could not feel
the heat from the hot water bottles nor the burns. As a
matter of fact, it was not discovered thathe was burnt until
eight days later, However, in a sad state of shock and col-
lapse, the doctor and nurses, rushing to this man's assist=
ance, gave him an injection and all the things to do with
hot water bottles hoping to bring himback to life, It is re=-
ported that he was fortunate enough to survive this treat-
ment,

However, the second phase of this operation took place
by the Surgeon Specialist, Dr. Leacock, and that was done
on 26th February, 1960, four years later, You will have
some idea of the man's condition, He appealed to the Super~
intendent of the Hospital and that Report was sent to the
Ministry, and immediately Igot in touch withthe Crown Law
Department asking it to investigate the case and let us have
the information on it, This gentleman, Sir, has a family of
six children, the last child being a girl of 23 years of age,
His wife is still operating a quarter of an acre of land, and
in the home there is a boy who has his ownmotor car and
is at the moment working as a motor mechanic at Guinea
Factory, Mr, Blenman himself wasafactory worker.From
all this you can get the addressofthe man and find out his
illness; but it is improper and Mr. Blenman does not want
any publicity, I think you will appreciate what embarrass=~
ment you will cause this man if it were found out in his dis~
trict that he received $2,000 as compensation. I am not
going to say what is the state of his health and why he need~
ed the operation, and lam not prepared to disclose anything
further that would cause him undue embarrassment,

Mr, Chairman, the social story reveals, asIsaid, that
he was the father of six children, the last child being 23
years old in the homne, and a boy who has his own motor car
and is working at Guinea Factory, The girlis more or less
responsible for the housekeeping in the home. As I said,
the man made a request of the Superintendent of the Hospital
and that was done last year, four years after the operation,

We investigated this information and had a series of dis~

cussions with the Crown Law Officers. Further to that, we
made a request to the Factory where he was working, and
incidentally one of his sons has succeeded him in his par-
ticular job, He is amasonout of the crop season, but during
the crop he works in the factory in the crystallising of

syrup, We got i details from 195310 1956, and in 1956 his
gross earaings were $1,147 for twelve months of employ=
ment. As a matter of fact, he was admitted at the Hospital
the day after he had given his last day of service to the
F actory. Of course, Mr, Chairman, these figures donot take
into account income tax, There was no case, no threat, but
simply a request as to whether he could be given something.
We took up the matter and on investigation were satisfied,
after which I took the matter tothe Cabinet and the Cabinet
gave the amount of $2,000 which was requested by this
gentlernan, The Crown Law Officer said that on the basis
of 50% disability and athis age, $2,000 was about fair com=
pensation, and hence we brought the Resolution to the House,

Hon., members have asked for these things in detail,
Mr, Chairman, but I am notinaposition and I will not dis=
close anything further about the man’s condition, The Report
from the doctor isthat this gentleman was admitted to Ward
3 of the Hospital on 12th December, 1956, You can under-
stand that it must have beena verygood reason in an emer=-
gency like this why the old gentleman was kept eight days
before he was sent to the Surgery, However, the operation
ook place on the 20th and the medical record states that on
tis return to the Ward after theoperationhe was in a con-
dition of shock. Later in the same afternoon he was in a
condition of collapse. We wanted to save this man's life,
there was a sudden and sharpfall inhis blood pressure and
all the other things, and these hot water bottles were appl .
just as is done in other cases. We must approciate thiat
under a spinal anaesthetic the manwas unable to fc:l, There
was no negligence. The man never thought there was any
negligence, and if there were, 1 would be willing to say so,
He was unable to feel due tothe anaesthetic and the condi=
tion pertaining as a result of this prolonged anaestheric,
It was eight days later before it was discovered that he was
at all burnt. As a matter of fact, in discussion with this
gentleman, he was happy after that, and Ithink most of you
will agree that if the doctor s thought it necessary to remove
both legs to save his life, they probably would have done so.

However, due 1c his condition it took four years befc e
the Surgeon Specialist thought the second phase ¢ tais
major operaticn should be handled, and that took place o1
26th February, :960, I do not know, Sir, that you need to
have me say any more, He is a Barbadian, he has never
left this couniry and he worked at a sugar factory as a
worker during th crop, and out of the crop he worked as a
mason, He rents the land on which the house, his property,
now stands; he has six grown up children in the home with
him, there is a boy who owns a motor car and is an ‘A%
class mechanic and there is a girl of 20 who assists the
mother with hocuseskeeping.

1 think 1 have said enough, Mr, Chairman, but if there
is anything furiter I would be more than happy to give the
answer. As I sud, it was purely fromhumanitarian reasons
four years after the operation, and we referred to the Crown
Law Officers to tell us what we should offer the man as
compensation, and after discussion with the Crown Law
Officers he wazs willing to accept $2,000, The Crown Law
Officer was satisfied that with 50% disability and taking
all the faciors inwo account, and the fact that hewas 60
years old wiwn ' entered the Hospital for an operation,
$2,000 was considered a fair amount. The amount was
agreed on, there was no idea of going to Court and no pres=
sure on the Government, Idoubt very much if he would have
wanted to go to Court in the first place.

1,15 p,m,
I think it i <y dwvy, and the duty of any rational Govern=
ment, t .. that in a case like that, whether there are

funds available or not, we come to Parliament to get this
money o ineet this compensation,

Sir, I ikink I have satisfied hon. members. I do hope
that I kave supplied all the information that is necessary.
1 repeat, My, Blemman is 1ot from St, George; there were
no rolitical implications whatsoever; there was no pressure
on Government; it was just that we feit he deserved this
compensation and here we are asking this House to grant
us this money.

Mr. BRANCKER: Sir, I would think that there would
be more embarrassment to this gemleman and tohis family
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by the quite umecessary revelation made by the Hon,
Minister than by disclosure of his identity and the circum-
stances whereby those injuries were sustained, We are not
the least concerned over the fact that Mr, Blenman has
80 many grown=-up children, one daughter who owns a motor
car and a son who is a Grade A mechanic, the second son
something else and the third another thing, All that is quite
unnecessary and something which may cause some embar-
rassment, The Hon, Minister has put us inthis position, In
order to establish the identity of this gentlemanhe has told
us of someone who has six grown=-up children instead of
simply saying that this gentleman is of such and such an
address.

As guardians of the taxpayers’ purse, the onus is on
us to make sure that every cent whichwe pass, we feelbe-
fore we pass it, that it is money which is well spent and
deserves to be expended even if it means revealing the
identity of an individual, We are not asking the intimate
circumstances of the individual nor do we want to go into
the matter of the porticn of the man’sbody which was sub=
jected to medical treatment; we are simply asking for de~
tails of how the injuries were sustained, The hon, member
told us that the injuries were caused through the use of
hot water bags and we are asking the other hon, member
whether he can assure us in connection with this matter
that the hot water bags were not wrongly placed or not in=
adequately supervised and having been properly placed and
adequately supervised that there was this position,

Sir, there is one thing to whichIwould invite the Hon,
Minister togive a clear and unambiguous answer, He men=~
tioned the Crown Law Officérs and I gathered from him
that they received fit; information, Did or did not the
Crown Law Officers advise that in the absence of payment
whether you call it ex-gratia or not, the Hospital authori~
ties would or at least might be liable to an action for neg=
ligence? I can quite understand that the Hon, Minister would
paturally try to protect the Department immediately under
his care and under his charge, but it is also his duty to
make things very clear to Parliament. It is even more so
his duty to do that and to give Parliament the full facts
than to try to shelter an individual or individuals in an
institution in which he is connected by virtue of being the
Minister, My question again is this, After having all the
facts before them, did the legal advisers of the Barbados
Government say that this is a case inwhich the Government
may well be liable in an action for professional negligence
as a result of alleged negligence onthe part of some mem-
ber or members of the Hospital staff? If the Hospital Staff
was liable for action, was the Government so informed by
the Crown Law Officers?

I notice that the Hon, Minister said that we were told
what we should offer and on the other hand he has said that
the man simply asked if he could be given something and
$2,000 was requested. Is this purely an ex gratia payment
to ensure that on relief being given no action of negligence
can or will be brought against the Govermment? Did the
Crown Law Officers advise the Minister that there appeared
to be grounds for action for negligence and if this did not
appear unreasonable, Government would be well advised
to give something so as to save much heavier damages
than we now have to pay? Will the Hon. Minister tell us
whether action for damages seemed liable after the Crown
Law Officers had gone into the facts inconnection with the
manner and circumstances and conditions in which these
injuries were sustained by Mr, Blenman by the placing of
these hot water bags to him?

Mr, CORBIN: Mr, Chairman, although the Hon, Minis=
ter should reply I would still like to give him words of
consolation, From what the Minister has said just now, 1
have come to some under standing and have been enlightened
and I am prepared to believe what he has said, The Hon,
Minister has given a clear statement and has said that he
would not like to go any further into the matter, From what
he has said, I can see from where the negligence came, I
can see that some negligence has taken place with the
patient because four years after he had a major operation
at the Hospital he had to be operated on again and I can see
that through the operation it has caused him to be unable

to work, According to the Hon, Minister, the Government
along with other people have been through the whole matter
and the Government has seen fit togive Mr, Blenman some
gratuity which would be a help to his situation,

Mr, Chairman, after this explanation by the Hon, Mine
ister, Idonot think we should proceed any further or go into
this matter any further. We, onthis side of the House, have
considered the facts and now that we have given it our full
consideration, let us close it as quickly as we can,

Hon, F, E. MILLER: I thank the hon. member for St,
Andrew verymuch for what he has just said. The hon, junior
member for St, Lucy went over a lotof what has taken place
already in this Committee and thatis as regards whether or
not the Crown Law Officer advised us to make thifex gratia
payment, There is no question of a charge of i
There was no threat by Mr. Blenman for compensation and’
there was no desire of the Government to cover up anything
in the Resolution, May I repeat, since there has been no
charge for negligence, there would be noquestionof giving
this man a compensation to save a Court suit, I would like
the hon, member to keep it at this high level,

1.25 p.m,

Mr, BRANCKER: The words ‘‘charge for negligence**
are inappropriate here, There is no questionof any charge
for negligence; the question is whether the Ministryof So-
cial Services was advised by the Crown Law Officers as to
whether they were of opinion that there were grounds
whereon an action for professional negligence might be
founded, The question is whether, having gone into all the
circumstances, they were of opinion that there were grounds
on which such an action might be successfully founded, and
if so, whether their advice was that if this man would be
happy with $2,000 then by all means, give him this $2,000;
because, if there were grounds for an action, nobody knows
how muchdamages would be awarded by the Court, In a case
such as this, the damages awarded would run into five
figures. The question is whether such anactionwould have
been lodged in respect of alleged negligence in any way
whatsoever,

Hon, F, E. MILLER: Replying quickly, the answer to
the hon, member's question is *No’’, Let us save this man
from further misery; let the poor wretch get this $2,000,

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

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 1961-62, No, 14
EQUIPMENT FOR GENERAL HOSPITAL

Hon. F, E, MILLER: Mr, Chairman, the next Resolution
is a Resolution to place the sum of $1,872 at the disposal
of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to supplement the
Estimates 1961-62, Part I = Current, as shownin the Sup~
plementary Estimate 196162 No, 14, which forms the Sche=
dule to the Resolution.

I believe that most hon. members will remember that
in the last Estimates there was a vote of $2,760 to cover the
cost of certain equipment for the Laboratory and X~ray
Departments of the General Hospital, For a number of rea-
sons, the bill was not available to be paid by the end of the
financial year and we are asking for a revote of this money.
What is more, the figures incurred the f.o.b. charge and
sometime later we got the c.i.f, price which represented
an increase of $340,00, The actual amount we are asking for
is a revote of $1,532 and an additional $340 to cover the
c.if. chargefor this equipment which comes fromthe Crown
Agents, 1 beg t0o move that this Resolution do now pass.

Hon, L. St.A, THORNE: I beg to second that,

Mr, BRANCKER: Mr, Chairman, I have severaltimes
in this Chamber drawn attention to the frequency with which
Resolutions are brought before us in which there appears
the phrase in the notes '‘inerror* or by mistake®’, Some=~
thing was done and the result is that we are troubled and
the valuable time of the Legislature is taken wp by having
to rectify an error, It seems to me that the more staff we
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have at the Government Headquarters, the more possibili-

ties there are of errors and the more people there are to
make mistakes, Never, before we have had so many Secre~
taries, Clerks and the rest of it,have I had the experience
during my tenure of office of seeing so many revotes being
brought before us and theexplanation is that there has been
an error. On this occasion the Hon, Minister has not hesi-
tated, because he has learned experience from the previous
Resolution, to give us the information which we require. He
has said that the figures were wrong and this amount of
$340 will cover-the difference fir-the valuations.

The Minister should make it plain to the individual or
individuals responsible for theseerrorshowembarrassing
it is to him when he has to explain to this House that this
or that error has been made particularly in the Ministry
under his control, and that the House is complaining about
the frequency with which we are invited to pass Resolutions
in respect of revotes, and the reason is that there was an
error made somewhere along the line at Government Head~
quarters.

A propos to this Resolution, there is one thing on which
I would like the Minister to give this Committee some in~
formation, We are purchasing this equipment and will the
Minister assure us that the present X=-ray apparatus at the
General Hospital is absolutely up to.date and adequate for
the purpose to which it would normally be put in the case
of patients going there, or is this X-ray apparatus not up-
to~date? Is it not fully efficient, is it not fully adequate to
cope with the day-to-day cases which go to the Hospital
for treatment? I am definitely sure that if the Minister is
satisfied that we should aim at having more and more up=-to=
date equipment, more modern and more adequate equipment
for the day=-to-day purposes of this Hospital, he should not
hesitate in inviting this Chamber to grant supplies for the
purchase of such equipment which is asgood as, if not bet=
ter than, some of that in the other colonies, I am told that
this equipment is not as good as it might be. Especially as
we are building a new Hospital we should take the necessary
steps to ensure that the equipment is as new, modern and
up~to-date as the Hospital in which it will be housed. I trust
that the Hon, Minister will relieve the minds of this Com-~
mittee as to this X-ray equipment,

Mr, GODDARD: Mr, Chairman, Iwonder if the Minister
would state whether this drier was bought by tender or if
someone supplied similar equipment, If it was bought on ten-
der it would be unfair, if prices were quoted for the pur=
chase of this equipment, to be $340 out, There is such a
thing as one person tendering c.i.f. price and another ten~
dering f.0.b, price and after he gets the f,0.b. price or the
tender for that price, he says that it includes freight and
insurance,

1,35 p.m.,

I only want the Minister to assure the Committee that in
the purchase of this equipment it was not a tender, or if it
were a tender, what was the difference between the two
prices sothat we canknow whether there was any tampering
with the quotation and its original quotation,

Hon, F. E, MILLER: From the informationonthe file,
I would like to assure the hon. member for Christ Church
that it was not a tender in the sense of the word, It was
ordered through the Crown Agents; that ishow Government's
business is done. We pay 2% commission on this but they
provide us with the service which I do not know we would
ordinarily enjoy from commercial houses, Most of the
equipment is inspected by experts appointed by the Crown
Agents, and we pay 2% ex~factory as against a tender, We

prefer to handle the purchasing of equipment through the
Crown Agents for that simple reason,

Before this equipment is packed or authorised for re-
lease, it must first be checked by anexpert so that we would
be satisfied at the other end through their telling us that
the equipment is in order and is inaccordance with our or=
der., The figure tendered to us in the first place by the
Crown Agents did not include the c.if, charges, As I said
earlier, a number of items came forward, butone item did
not come with the bulk of the items before the end of the
financial year, Incidentally we are asking for this sum to

be revoted, I hope I have satisfied the hon. member on that
question,

In replying to the hon. member for St, Lucy with regard
to the accuracy and efficiency of the X-ray equipment at
the General Hospital, we have got top equipment there, I
have been thinking myself of buying a second unit, because
the pressure on this Departmemnt isterrific, Itis clear that
rather than have the films in an air-ventilated room for
drying we could use artificial means of hot air, and for that
reason we are importing this drier for X-Ray pictures
which ‘would -step--up-the-work-of-the Radiographer in that
Department, We are contemplating making funds available
from the Hospital vote to-buy a second unit, and we plan to
put the second superficial unit in the X-Ray Diagnostic De-
partment, but that would certainly involve bringing theen~
gineers from the new Hospital toerect a building in the old
yard and then taking it up a year later, I do not know that it
would be justifiable, and what is more we have not got the
land space available in the compound of the old Hospital to
accommodate this new X~Ray equipment. Hence we are un~
der pressure with this equipment which would certainly
augment the work done in that Department,

1 think the House and the Committee will be happy to
learn, although I think to someextent this disclosure would
probably be regarded as premature = we are coming to you
with a statement on it = that some time ago Mr, Nighten~
gale, the man responsible for the Nightengale Home,made
a contribution to Government to the tune of £5,000 fér the
use of any equipment, and we would be free to put in any
equipment in the new Hospital, As the new Hospital will cost
about $5.8 million or $5.9 million, I have decided to use
that money to bring into Barbados first rate radio equipment
for the treatment in the fight and controlof cancer, and we
are hoping that at the end of this year this equipment will be
made available by the Crown Law Agents and installed im=
mediately in the new Hospital, The figure of cases in this
small island is now over 1,000 who haveperished as a re~
sult of thisdreaded disease, I know I will have the full back=
ing of both Houses of the Legislature and the community
generally, and from the gift of Mr, Nightengale who made
the £5,000 available we will purchase radio=therapy equip-
ment for the Hospital. I hope to put it in the old Hospital
rather than have a delay in thisService for the community
until the new hospital is constructed.,

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

The Resolution for $52,000 was called,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Chairman, I am asking leave to
postpone that Resolution,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The Hon, Leader of the House is ask-
ing leave to postpone the Resolution for $52,000, and unless
there is any objection leave will be granted,

There being no objection, leave was granted the
Hon. Minister,
Hon, M, E., COX: Mr, Chairman, I beg to move that

Your Honour do now report the passing of two Resohutions
in Committee and ask for leave to sit again,

Hon, D. D, GARNER: 1 beg to second that,
1,45 pam,

The question ums put and resolved in the affirmative
without division.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported ac-
cordingly,

On separate motions of Hon. M. E., COX, seconded
by Hon, L. St,A, THORNE in each case, the Resolutions
were read a first and second time and agreed to.

X
& THE CASUAL EMPLOYEES PENSK N BILL, 1961

Mr, SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in the
name of the Hon, Premier: Second readingof a Bill to pro=

—————  —— ———— ]
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vide for the grant and payment of pensions and gratuities
v persons who have been employed on a casual basis in the
service of the Government,

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr, Speaker, I am asking leave to
deal with Order No. 2.

There being no objection, leave was granted the

Hon, Minister.

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, hon, members will see
from the Objects and Reasons of this Bill that it seeks to
provide for thegrant and payment of pensions and gratuities
to casual employees of the Government,

Hon, members will remember that in 1950 casualem-
ployees when retiring had to petition to the Government and
their cases were taken into consideration and we used to
come to the House with Resolutions asking for grants of
money for the individual, In 1953 after a ruling was given
by the Attorney General, the Government decided that casual
employees should work at least 250 days of the last ten
years of their employment or before retiring so as to be en=~
titled to a pension, No stipulation, however, was made in the
case where an individual had the right to. accept a gratuity
with a reduced pension,

Sir, I should say that as far back as 1959 we had ex=
perienced some very hard cases where an employee may
work five years continuously; he may put in more than the
250 days per year during that period but through no fault
of his, whether by ill-health or suspension or cessation
of work, that individual is not able to comply with the sti-
pulations; therefore, he loses his right of pension and, fur=
ther, in the last year beforehe retired, if he failed to put in
that 250 days although he might haveput in more that what
was stipulated in the previous years he would not be eligi~
ble.

That was reported to us and more particularly to me
and I ook up the matter with the Hon, Premier and he au~
thorised a sub-Committee to be appointed to go into the
matter, I was the Chairman of that Committee and the Au=
ditor General, the Minister without Portfolio, the Labour
Commissioner and someone from the Legal Department
were the other members, We went into the matter very
thoroughly and we made certain recommendations which
are embodied in this Bill. No doubt, with the utmost sym-
pathy and plight of these workers this Committee went into
the matter and especially the Auditor General, Mr, Gittens,
who gave very valuable help to that Committee and was
more than sympathetic towards the plight of these workers.,
Therefore, 1 regard the members of that Committee as
more or less the architects of this agreement,

As youwill see in the Bill, we have recommended in the
first place that the number of days a worker should put in a
year should be 220 days. In other words, we have reduced
the number of days from 250 t0220 a2 year. As I have said,
no doubt quite a number of workershave beerr faithful ser-
vants, but through no fault of theirs, their jobs were fin=
ished and they had to be laid off and therefore they did not
qualify,

The amendment in the firstplaceprovides thatthe in=
vidual must, as is customary under the 1947 Pension Act,
have at least tenyears® service inorder to qualify for pen=
sion, That ten years now would be ten years of 220 days in-
stead of 250 days as is customary today, In addition, what
we say is that if an individual has through no fault of his =
whether it be ill-health or that hehasbeen laid off as a re-
sult of the finishing of particular work = ceased work, that
must not be counted as broken service, His service would
be counted as comtinuous work providing of course that the
individual when called upon to report for work on the sub=
sequent occasion turns up and accepts the work, No doubt
many will do that,

What Iamtrying to say is this. The Head of the Depart=
ment has got to keep a record of the service of the indi-
vidual, He has got to keep the names of those persons in a
book and any person whom he lays off he has got to send a

]

notice or registered letter, as the case may be, to that in-
dividual calling him in for work when there is work to be
done and the individual has seven days within which to re-
port to the Department for the job, That is to make sure that
the individual had ample opportunity to turn up for the work,
The day that the letter is sent is not counted, neither the
day that the individual has reported,

As I have said, 220 days would be counted as a year
now instead of 250 days.
1,55 p.m, .
In computing his wages, pension or gratuity, the years of
220 dayswill be fir st added together and the remaining days
or years in which he had failed to make the 220 days will
be added together and divided by 220. That will give him
whatever number will be required, In the case of some
months or days over, we say that we will take 1/12 of 220
which works out as 19 days, This Bill seeks to give the pen~
sioner the very last half cent which is due to him when he
retires, In so far as the continuation of his service is con-
cerned when called upon to give it, that service will be re-
garded as continuwous service and not unbroken service,

In arriving at what the individual will get, I would like
to give a table which I have here. If a man works, let us
say, his three last years and incidentally the three last
years of his employment, he will get an average of that,
As long as he does not change his job which gives him a
larger pay, he getS.eecses.

At this stage, it being 2 p,m. of the clock,

Mr, SPEAKER: It now being 2. p.m, of the clock, this
sitting now stands suspended until 2,30 p.m, of the clock.
This sitting now stands suspended.

On re-assembling,

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, I should like to draw
to your attention the fact that there is no quorum present,
and I ask that the Bell be rung,

On the Bell being rung, a quorum was obtained,

QUESTION TIME

Mr, SPEAKER;: It is now Question Time. Question No,
5, asked by the hon. junior member for St. John, is now
ready to be dealt with, I observe that the hon, mernber is
not now in his place,

Mr.CRAWF ORD: Mr, Speaker, Ishould like to ask that
the reply to Question No, 5 be allowed to remain over until
the next meeting of the House,

AMENDMENT TO PENSION REGULATIONS re
CASUAL EMPLOYEES

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Question ready to be dealt
with is Question No. 58 standing in the name of the hon,
junior member for St. Lucy.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, to enquire of the
Appropriate Ministers:

Whether Government proposes to amend Pension Regu-
lations to ensure that Casual Employees of Government De=
partments will be eligible for pension benefits not only in
respect of retirement on the grounds of age but also in re~
spect of retirement on Medical grounds prior to attainment
of the retirement age?

Hon, Dr, H. G, H, CUMMINS: Mr,Speaker, the answer
to that Question is as follows:= InMarch 1960, the Govern=
ment decided that legislation to award pensions and gratui=
ties to casual employees should be prepared,

It is not proposed to amend the Pensions Regulations
for the purpose stated but a new Bill to provide pensions
and gratuities to casual employees has been drafted and
provision is made therein to meet such cases,

1 do not think I need go any further than that, because
the hon, member, I believe, realises that the proposed
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Jegislation is now being introduced and, asamatter of fact,
the second reading of the Bill is now being undertaken by the
Hon, Leader of the House,

Mr, BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, will the Minister explain
why is it that, in view of this marrer having received the
attention of the Government as he has stated in March,
1980, the instamt Bill which is now before the House, was
only introduced on the 8th of the instant month, with the
General Election not more than three months off?

Hon, Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, I can assure
the hon, member that the proximity of the General Election
has nothing to do with this Bill before this House today, The
hon, member will hear very soon just when the Govern-
ment had s Select Committee meeting; I think that the
point has been made in the second reading speech of the
Hon, Minister, 1think that the Hon, Leader of the Opposition
knows that these things take time to be dealt with,
235 Paltin
When the Select Committee reports, the matter goesto the
Cabinet, legislation has to be drafted and eventually it
reaches this Chamber. As I mentioned a little while ago,
this had been under consider ation by Select Committee since
21st October, 1959, and on 9th April, the Cabinet concluded
that the basis of award of pensions to casual employees
should be reviewed by a Committee comprising the follow=
ing persons: the Hon, M, E, Cox, Leader of the House,
convener, the Hon, E, F, L, Morris, the Assistant Finan-
cial Secretary and the Labour Commissioner, with authority
1o co-opt any further useful person, When 1 referred to
9th April, that refers to the year 1959 when the Cabinet
moved to appoint a Select Committee, and they reported
on 21st October, 1959, So youwill see that this has absolute=
ly nothing to do with the proximity of the election of 1961,

Mr., BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, did Iunder stand the Hon,
Premier to say that when this Bill was introduced on 8th
August, 1961, it was not introduced three months before the
date of the General Election,

Hon, Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: Well, Sir, I do not know
when the elections will be, whether they are three months,
six months or otherwise off, I am not in the position of the
Leader of the Opposition who has his adviser,

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS
Order No. 1 under Private Members® Business was
called,

RESOLUTION re ENQUIRY INTO SUGAR
INDUSTRY

Mr, SPEAKER; Order No, 1 under Private Members’
Business stands in the name of the hon, senior member for
St. Philip: to resume debate on the Resolution relative to
an exhaustive investigation into all phases of the sugar
industry in Barbados by the Sugar Enquiry Commission un=
der the Chairmanship of Mr, Carl Goldenberg.

On the last occasion, the Hon, Minister of Trade was
addressing the House,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, although it would appear
as though 1 am speaking at length, I would like to assure the
hon, member that I will finish in a short while from now,
but Ithink thas this matter is so important, more particular-
ly since I notice some people have been coming to this
country and making people believe that the Minister of Agri=
culture, in particular, is indifferent to the question of or=
ganizing workers, planters and farmers as the case may be,
that the position should beput asforcibly as possible to the
Fouse and the people of this island,

1 said on the last occasion, Mr, Speaker, that 1 regard
this Resolution as a sort of bogus Resolution in that the
member who is responsible for it has no Party, no Or-
ganisation whatever or no Union to deal with a question such
zs this, and merely comes to the House of Assembly be-
;ause some people believe that a member is useful or could
be useful when in truth and in fact the opposite may be the
case and wastes the time of the House with something which
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he knows will not fructify or has nothing in it, Members will
remember that after the 1958 strike the Govermment had a
Commission of Enquiry in addition to that Commission of

Enquiry which settled the dispute, The Government said that
in order to avert any similar strike in the future, what it
would do is to get a Commission of Enquiry to go into the
economics of the industry as a whole and make recommen-
dations, That Committee as we know, Sir, sat and Mr,
McKenzie who is an expert in this field made recommenda~
tions to the Government. Since then, despite the fact that
the Union claims not to have paid any attention to his re-
commendations, the formula laid down inthose recommen=
dations has been adopted. At least in one sense I can

quote, and I refer to the differential whichexisted between
the canecutters and the factory workers, He said that any

fiture increase that is given should be on a 75:25 basis,
In other words, the cane-cuiters should get 75 and the
people in the factory should get 25,

1 say quite categorically, Mr, Speaker, that the Union
adopted that, even though it claims it has not accepted the
Report, because you will remember that in the following
year the ad hoc bonus was consolidated and was given to
the people in the field, and the workers in the factory had a
considerably reduced bonus in the following year. Since
then, the bonus which was given to the field workers was
consolidated and the bonus which was given to the factory
was completely taken off, I again repeat that the T given
was consolidated as a basic wage for the field workers as
against the factory workers whose honus was taken off,

As I said on the last occasion, Mr, Speaker, the Union
negotiated with the Sugar Producers' Federation and they
reached agreement as to what wages should be paid. 1
cannot too often repeat that the hon, senior member for
St, Peter who is not in his seattoday, but whom everybody
knows is the Trade Union boss, said on the floor of this
House that when he enters behind doors to negotiate, he does
not come out unless he gets what he wants, As I said, he
asked for 10% increase, they agreed to give b increase,
and %% increase was added on to this year's crop. From
the figures I have in my hands, that brcught the cane=-
cutters’ pay to $1,36 per ton, cleaning and loading to $1.36,
heading out of field and dumping from $1.68 per ton to
$2.05 per ton, carting = including bey = from 75 cents,
lorry driver 35 cents, lorry hands 38 cents and so on; the
production bonus remains the same and so forth, That is
the position, Sir, and that is why I say thatthere is absolute~
ly no uncertainty where the sugar industry is concerned.

I quoted last week to show thar the Commonwealth
Sugar Agreement has a life of 8 years. At present I think
the International Sugar Council is meeting, and when the
time comes they will no doubt with the British Government
through the Ministry of Food add another year, which means
that you always have 8 years of certainty in advance for
disposing of your surplus sugar.

2.45 p.m.

That being so, 1 cannot see for the life of me how it can be
argued that the Sugar Industry is in aperilous condition or
in uncertainty and, further, whenthehon, member calls for
this rationalisation I must repeat, and I cannot too often
repeat, that we in Barbados should not be too readily in-
clined to rationalise this industry,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mr, Speaker, I rise on a point of
order. On the last occasion, when we discussed this
matter, I tried withowt success to impress upon the hon,
member that 1 have said nowhere in this Resclution any-
thing about rationalisation of the industry,

Hon, M. E, COX: Mr, Speaker, again I repeat, anyone
who reads the Resolution which the hon, member has before
the House will see thathe has referred to the rationalisation
of the sugar industry. I am not asking what the word *‘ra=-
tionalisation'’ means; I know what it means and he knows
what it means also; but to those whom he can fool and to
whom it is not understood, he can get up now and deny it,
I know what it means.

Mr, CRAWFORD; Mr, Speaker, I rise on a point of
order, I am not going to have the hon, member putting in
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words in my Address which do not exist at all. I suggest
that the easiest thing for him to do is to get a dictionary
or get somebody who knows the meaning of the words in the
dictionary, ’

Hon., M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, I am going to read the
Resolution before I sit down again, I know what the word
*‘rationalisation®® means. AsI have said on the last occa~
sion, Mr, Goldenberg went into the sugar industry of Jamai-
ca, investigated it and made recommendations. The hon,
member referred to Mr, Goldenberg’s recommendations
and the very excellent results of them, I think over $1 1/2
million was paid out to 40,000 workers inthe industry after
the recommendations were made, but it had its reper-
cussions which were that between 1,000 and 1,500 people
were put out of work at oneplace because the people in the
industry began to use the mechanical loader, We cannot
afford to have that with our employment situation as it
stands today,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mr, Speaker, I rise on a point of
order, I think I was at pains to point out in the simplest
possible terms that even a second standard boy would un=
derstand that Mr, Goldenberg's enquiry into the sugar in=
dustry of Jamaica came after experimentation had been
made in Jamaica with the mechanical loading of cane and
not before, '

Hon, M, E,COX:8ir, Iamgoingto pin him down on that
despite what he saystodayor anyother time, We are not as
dumb as the hon, member thinks we are, This is the Reso=
lution which he has before the House:=

**WHEREAS the future of the sugar industry is un=
certain and there is therefore urgent need to place every
phase of its operation on the most rational basis."

What does that mean? He goes on:

“BE IT RESOLVED that the Government take stepsto
invite the Sugar Enquiry Commission under the Chairman-
ship of Mr, H, Carl Goldenberg, Canadian economist~law=
yer, which recently enquired into the sugar industry of
Jamaica, with suchexcellent results for the workers and the
cane farmers to undertake a most exhaustive investigation
into all phases of the sugar industry in Barbados.”

1 do not have to ask anybody what ‘“‘rationalisation®
means., What does it mean by ‘‘operation of the industry
on the most rational basis'’? I say againthat what happened
in Jamaica was that hundreds of people, over 1,000 people,
were put of work as aresult, Today, we in this country are
faced with a situation as a result of the construction of the
Deep Water Harbour where a large number of people has
been put out of work, This Government has headaches, more
particularly my Ministry, in trying to put people into em=
ployment, not only in this country but outside of this coun=
try, and would we be such fools to sit down now and agree
with him to have all this rationalisation of the industry which
would mean the reduction of factories in the first place
and, secondly, mechanisation of the industry to the hilt?

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mr, Speaker, 1 rise on a point of
order, I know that Your Honour was a good school teacher
but you are not supposed to be a good school teacher to
do this. I imagine in circumstances like this Your Honour
is entitled to save members from making fools of them=
selves., If, Mr, Speaker, a member of this Chamber says,
for instance, that the hon, junior member for St, James
was talking rationally or making a rational speech, does
that mean he is rationalising something? If somebody says
that you should put this sugar industryona rational basis,
does it mean that you are rationalising the industry or that
you are mechanising the industry? Can anything be more
obstruse?

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member has the right to reply
and to give your interpretation of the Resolution,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Does that mean that the hon, member
is entitled to distort the meaning of words?

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon, Minister is giving his inter~
pretation,

Mr, CRAWFORD: As Your Hopour pleases; but every
time he attempts to distort what I say, Iwillrise,
2.55 p.m.

Hon, M, E, COX: Whenyou are dealing with an industry
and you talk about rationalising the industry......

Mr, CRAWFORD: On a point of order, I said nothing
about rationalising the industry.

Mr, SPEAKER: Is the hon, member speaking on a
point of order?

Mr, CRAWFORD: I am speaking on a point of order.
Putting the industry on a rational basis is putting it on a
basis in so far astheprofits of the industry are concerned.,
There is a difference between the word *‘rational’®and the
word ‘‘rationalise’’ in the sense in which the hon, member
wants to use it,

Mr, SPEAKER: The Hon, Minister says if he, the hon.
member, says he is going to rationalise the industry; that
is only a supposition,

Mr, CRAWFORD: I did not use the word *‘‘if'*, No-
where in this Address does the word “‘rationalise’ occur,

Mr, SPEAKER: If the hon, member did not hear the
word *‘if'* being used, he would be incensed; but if he heard
the word *‘if** he might not be incensed,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Nowhere in this Address is there
any reference to rationalising the sugar industry, The hon,
member is putting in the Address something which does
not exist,

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member can defend his re-
marks,

Mr, CRAWFORD: And I will do so.

Hon, M, E.COX: When the hon. member referred to the
word ‘‘rational® he meant a reasonable basis, How does the
matter of sense get into that? In this Resolution as it stands
where the hon, member spoke about putting every phase
of the sugar industry on the most rational basis, ‘does he
refer to an individual? No, he is referring to the industry.
It is not a question of how muchbrains an individual has or
has not got, In so far as this word is concerned, it has a
different application or relationship according to the par=-
ticular item to which youare referring, We know that there
is much unemployment in this island and everybody is
concerned with the plight of the workers inthis island. The
Government is doing its best to find employment for people
and we would be fools totalk about putting the sugar indus-
try on the most rational basis. That would mean that the
whole industry should be gone into as far as its operation
is concerned, and it would be a question of the almost
complete mechanisation of the industry and the reduction
of the number of factories which now operate; the workers
in the factory would be included as well.

I said that if the future of this industry were in any
doubt or uncertainty, as the hon, member puts it, I am
sure that the people concerned with this industry would
know about it. You have the Sugar Producers® Association,
you have the West Indian Federation, youhave the Ministry
of Agriculture in Barbados, in Jamaica and all over the
place, and mark you, we are in a better position than Ja=
maica today as far as our sugar is concerned, I know that
Jamaica, with a surplus of sugar has to accept three
pounds per ton less for her sugar, There is an Agree~
ment between herself and Canada where she would supply
Canada with sugar for which Queensland has a quota.
Canada pays something like six pounds per tonhigher than
the world’s price or the free sugar price., Jamaica has
got an arrangement with Queensland to allow them to
supply Canada with sugar, but in turn she gains three
pounds and loses three pounds in that of the six pounds
per ton she only gets three pounds because the other
three pounds have to be passed over to Queensland for
accommodation, so to spezk,
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I have only mentioned that to show what is the position
with regard to sugar in Barbados. We manufactured in Bar-
bados the amount of 151,171 tons in 1956, At the negotiated
price, we sold 123,726 tons and we sold 40,607.6 tons to
Canada. We use in this island approximately 10,000 or
11,000 tons, so that you will see that as far as we are
aware, we have nothing to fear. In 1957 we produced
204,525 tons of sugar and we sold 126,149 tons at the
negotiated price. We sold 54,023.6 tons to Canada, For-
tunately, in this year there was an artificial shortage
and we were able to sell our free sugar at a higher price
than we got for our negotiated price, In 1958 we produced
152,847 tons., We sold 21,497,2 tons to Canada and we had
between 10,000 and 11,000 tons locally, We sold 127,290
tons at the negotiated price,

3.05 p.m,

In 1959 we had 184,152 tons of which 127,864 tons were
negotiated and 37,536,9 tons sold to Canada, Then in 1960
we had 153,668 tons of which we sold 130,681 tons at the
negotiated price and 19,299,3 tons went to Canada, In 1961
we had 159,542 tons and we sold 129,685 tons at the nego-
tiated price, but I have not got the figures of what we sold
to Canada. You will see therefore that as far as our pro-
duction is concerned, there is absolutely nothing whatsoever
to cause us to believe or feel that we are in any danger,
difficulty or uncertainty whatever in sofar as the sales of
our sugar are concerned,

If for example, the member had brought this Resolution
after the British Government had discussed this question of
entering the European Common Market, then we might be
tempted to feel that the sugar industry is in danger because
you know of the preference which we have with the United
Kingdom Government, and that perhaps, if ample protection
is not given to us under this E.C.,M.question, we may lose
our preference, If he had brought this Resolution after those
discussions, he might remotely have had some grounds for
uncertainty as he expresses it; but he has not done that, I
attended a meeting in Trinidad where we met Lord Perth
and we were given the assurance that as far as we are con-
cerned and in the matter of our primary agricultural
product, the British Government in entering the E.C.M.
would do everything that is humanly possible to ensure
our products are protected, If he had brought this Resolu=
tion hearing now about the British Government entering the
E.C.M,, we might say there might be something in it, I ask
again where is all this uncertainty, doubt and fear about the
future of the sugar industry and yet the Trade Union, who
represents the workers referred to in this Resolution, has
said nothing at all about it?

The Trade Union in this Island is recognised as the
bargaining body of the workers in this industry, That is
appreciated by all of us although the member says he does
not appreciate it, It iseasy tohave no organisation or Party
but only to come along and say ‘‘I have got so and so for
you’ when there is any question of an increase; but any
time they get a set-back in negotiations or any strike, then
he has nothing to do with that, The member has a one-sided,
one-tracked sort of function, When there are increases, he
claims he has got them for the people but when the workers
march in the streets as was done in the case with the
Advocate for twelve weeks, starving and things of that sort,
he is not responsible; the Government is, As soon as an
agreement is reached, he getsup and says he did it, and the
same thing applies to the sugar industry, They have no
organisation or no Party and yet the first people to claim
that they have done something are the very people who
have no organisation at all.

I repeat, Mr, Speaker, that some people follow you
blindly down a well. Whoever wams to follow them can go
ahead, but they will soon find out their mistake, that all this
is just hot air and, as the Minister of Agriculture has
rightly put it, making a political football of the most im=~
portant industry in this island by every now and again
getting up and making wild, foolish statements which have
absoltely nothing in them.,

Let us look at the position in Antiguatoday, I am sure
that all of us are aware of what is happening in Antigua,
The factories say that they cannot carry on under these
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conditions; they want subsidisation and everything else now.
They want grants to runtheir factories; otherwise no canes
will be ground, How then are the workers going to be fed?
From where are they going to get the money? All these are
problems we have to face and as soon as these mischievous
people create this dissention and disorder, they get out of it,
pass the buck and say: *‘It isthe Government,” As long as
God gives me breath, whether or notlam inside or outside
of this House, whenever Iseethese attempts to mislead the
people and to fool them as is customary, I am going to nail
these things on the head; it is up to the people then to do the
rest, and I know that in process of time they will,

I want to repeat before I sit down, Mr, Speaker, that the
sugar industry has been gone into on several occasions by
this Government and the workers concerned = I refer to
1951 when for the first time in this country the people were
able to get a production bonus, Before that time as you
know, Sir, when the crop was finished the workers used to
be put in a cart with some hibiscus flowers around the cart
and on the mule’s head and they were given some syrup
water as a celebration that the crop was ended and every=
thing was all right, When the hard times came along the
workers were at a great disadvantage, but the managers
and those higher up used to get $1,000 or $2,000 because
they exploited these fellows who were able to help them to
save a lot of money, and they could take a trip to England
for six months and educate their children.

3.15 p.m.

But for the first time in this country, under this Government,
as I quoted the agreement last week — and I have it here
again this week = the workers of this island were given a
production bonus and I know that some of them got a fairly
handsome sum. Some got as high as nearly $100, $300 and
that sort of thing, As a matter of fact, when we did it = I do
want to cast aspersions on the Union ~ when the crop
reached $210,000, the worker s got 26 1 /2% production bonus.
To date, the maximum of the production bonus for 171,000
tons is 14 1/2%, They go no further today than that and then
itis1 1/2% for every 5,000 tons over; but ours was 26 1/2%
and anything further than that, that is to say for every
5,000 tons above just as what you get today, it was 1 1/2%
for the addition. This is no attack on the Union because
things change, nothing remains static,

I go back as far as 1945 when there was uncertainty as
far as the industry was concerned, when we had to go
through the length and breadth of the country and appeal to
the workers to reap the crop, We told the workers that we
would see to it that all phasesof the industry would be gone
into and we would see to it that they got wages which were
commensurate with the work they did, While wedid that an
irresponsible person was telling them ‘‘Oh noiDonot reap
those canes; those people are getting money from the
wealthy people.’ I want to examine the position and see who
get money from the wealthy people. We are not favourites of
the wealthy people. The whole weight of criticism comes
upon us, I donot want tosay whatIheard about one of those
same people to whom help was given, butone of those noisy
people in here received substantial help from one of those
wealthy people,

Now, Mr, Speaker, we started from there on. We
brought down Professor Shephard in 1948, He came and
made recommendations, From then on, there wasquiet and
progress in the sugar industry, In 1951, we had this
agreement which, as I have said on the last occasion, was
regarded as the Magna Charta so far asthe sugar industry
is concerned, We had a little trouble in 1958 and we had it
settled,

The hon. member talked about Mr, Gomes, Let me say
that Mr, Gomes was Chief Justice of Barbados at the time,
but he was in Trinidad attending the opening of the Federal
Parliament and the Hon, Premier and Iwent to his home to
discuss withhim the possibility of getting a qualified person
to come to Barbados to investigate the sugar industry with
a view to settling the dispute whichhad arisen about wages,
Mr. Gomes suggested one or two names, and so on, The
hon, member got up with a straight face and said: *‘Ch no,
I did it, Iwent to the Governor and told him to do so and the
Governor did so.*’ I wonder if the hon, member thinks that
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we operate under any colonial systemor that we are run by
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, The Governor does
not run this country any longer; we run it,

Mr, Speaker, again I repeat, that allthe arrangements
were made by us, I left Trinidad before the function of the
Opening of the Federal Parliament was over, WhenI heard
Rediffusion broadcasting that grinding of the cropwasto a
standstill, the next morning I left Trinidad, Of course, we
had a cable from the Governor too. A Commission was set
up, After the Commission was agreed to, the hon, member
with a few of the others along withtwo cane cutters arrang=
ed to come to Government House. Whenthey came to Gov-
ernment House they found the Governor and myself sitting
down, When they came in and said what they were about, the
Governor quietly told them that that was done already,

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 did not care to rise before to con=-
tradict this issue of lies,

Mr, SPEAKER: Would the hon, member tell me what
be is rising on?

Mr, CRAWFORD: I said on a point of order, Did you
not hear? I said that I did not care to rise before to con=-
tradict this issue of lies,

Hon. M, E, COX: I object to that.

Mr. SPEAKER: I need no prompting, The hon. member
has objected to the remark *‘to contradict this issue of lies*’
which is unparliamentary and cannot be saidin Parliament,
I therefore ask the hon. senior member for St, Philip to
withdraw that remark,

Mr, CRAWFORD: As Your Honour pleases, Iwould like
to say instead, that it is not true, The hon. member is
actually telling lies on the Governor apart from telling lies
on the issue itself,

Hon, M, E, COX: I object to that.

Mr, SPEAKER: I ask the hon, senior member for St,
Philip to withdraw those remarks,

Mr, CRAWFORD: The hon. member said that the mat-
ter was fixed already and the Commission was agreed to,
Not one word of that is true,

Mr, SPEAKER: Will the hon, member withdraw those
words?

Mr, CRAWFORD: As Your Honour pleases, It is an
absolute fabrication that the delegation from the Democratic
Labour Party went to Government House after the Com-
mission was agreed to.

Hon, M. E, COX: Mr, Speaker, I riseon a point of or=-
der. My vocabulary is very limited but that is a similar
way of telling me that I am a liar,

Mr, SPEAKER: Tis: hon, member objects to that re=
mark also, The hon, senior member for St. Michael has
asked that the statement *‘that is an absolute fabrication®*
be withdrawn.

Mr, CRAWFORD: As Your Honour pleases, Whatlam
saying, Mr. Speaker, is thaihe sratenent made by the hon,
member in this debate springs entirely from his fertile
imagination. It is absolute incorrect to say that the Demo=~
cratic Labour Party Deiegation with some cane farmers
went to Government House and the Governor said that the
‘matter had been fixed already,

Hon, M, E, COX: What did he say?
3,25 pam,

Mr, CRAWFORD: That is not true, Furthermore, it is
not true to say.that when the delegation went to Government
House, a Commission of Enquiry was already appointed,
That is not true,

- ~ Hon. M, E. COX: I will not commit the same offence
as the bon, member, All I say is that this matter was done

before they got to Government House, I made a broadcast
over the radio and everybody knows that, Where was the
hon. member? When did they go to Government House?
What is the hon, member talking?

Mr, CRAWFORD: On a point of order. What is the
broadcast over the radio to do with this matter ? They let
down Sir Grantley Adams; that is all they did.

Hon, M. E. COX: The broadcast said that the Govern=
ment was actively engaged in the appointment of a Com-
mittee, I am annoyed by the hon, member getting up all the
time,

Mr, SPEAKER: I must settle the questionof a point of
order. Let me make this point crystal clear to hon, mem-=
bers. It is the duty of the Chair to settle points of order and
I must not anticipate points of order. Imust hear what the
hon, member has to say before 1 deem it a point of order
or not, I will not anticipate anything because that would be
unfair to an hon, member,

Mr. CRAWFORD: My point of order is this, When the
Democratic Labour Party’s delegation went to His Excellen-
cy the Governor on the matter, we had no intimation at all
that the Governor was establishing any Commission to
enquire into the dispute,

Hon. M. E, COX: What does that mean? It means ab-
solutely nothing. Were we to write them or interview them
and tell them that we were setting up a Board of Enquiry?
I have not heard such nonsense inall my life. Because they
were unaware of it....

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, Nomember of the
Democratic Labour Party is suggesting that the Government
should write us or ask us anything. The hon. member said
that the Governor told us when we got there that all of that
dispute had been already settled, The Governor said abso-
litely nothing of the kind, and he could not have said it
because nothing was done,

Hon, M, E, COX: It is my word against his,

Mr, CRAWFORD: My word against his is one hundred
times different but there are people in this Chamber who
were present.,..

Hon, M, E. COX: I know that my words 1in this island
would be accepted against the hon, member's, The records
of this House will show that. However, Sir, I have deak
with this matter at length and I have convinced those who
have heard me on this matter, even the hon. member’s
supporters. As I said earlier, this is a question of cheap
politics; this is one of the regular hardy election stumts
which are being thrown up from time to time, I was looking
at the records and I noticed that in 1956 a similar thing
was brought before the House by the same hon. member, He
used to ride on theemigrationhorse, but that horse is dead
now, He is nothing to do with emigration now; the Govern=
ment has completely taken everything over and handled it,

Mr, CRAWFORD: On a point of order, The records as
to the question of emigration raised inthis House are there
and nothing which the hon. member can say can detract
from them,

Hon, M, E.COX: Ihave the 1947 debates with me now in
which Mr, H, W, Springer dealt with the hon, member. The
hon, member did not shape so well there,

Mr, CRAWFORD: 1 have all the debates,

Hon, M, E, COX: As 1 said, Mr. Deputy Speaker, there
can be absolutely no question of any uncertainty aboix the
sugar industry as the hon, member puts it, I want again to
point out that the Trade Union knows nothing about that,
the Sugar Producers Federation knows nothing about any
uncertainty in the sugar industry and they are the people
concerned, I do not think the hon. member plants sugar
canes now, He had a few boys up there but they found out
that it was better to go to schoolthan to work on his farm.

——
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Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, I did not hear
what the hon, member siad.

Hon, M. E. COX: I said that if there was any trouble
or uncertainty about the sugar industry the Trade Union and
the Sugar Producers' Federation would know about it,

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, It caught my ear
that the hon. member said something about my employing
little boys. Is the hon, member afraid of repeating what he
said now?

Hon, M. E. COX: I was a man ever since; 1 cannot be
twisted and turned about. I am not afraid of anything; I was
not afraid when I went to the parishof St, Philip and stones
were being thrown, I held my own at the microphone,
3.35 p.m,

1 repeat for the last time, Sir, that the sugar industry
has a guarantee of eight future years, andevery year when
the Council meets, another year is added, I read from the
Commonwealth Bi-Monthly Survey of Colonial Affairs of
1952 when the Minister of Food made a declaration of the
security of this sugar industry. I repeat that if there were
any trouble or any uncertainty whatever, the Producers
Federation would know and would not have goneto him; they
would have informed the Government of it through the Minis-
try of Agriculture, and would have sought the assistance of
the Government on that question, They would not be so silly
as to go to him because Ithink they know him too well, The
Union in turn would also have known that the future was un-
certain; and we as a Government, more particularly the
Minister of Agriculture would have known, All of this un~
certainty is only revealed to the hon. senior member for
St, Philip and nobody else, I repeat that this is one of the
regular stunts which come up in this House of Assembly
from time to time, which the member brought in 1956 just
immediately prior to the election date, and is here again
with us now because this is election year,

With those remarks, 1 think 1 have given the member
sufficient time to finish his speech today if he wants to do
so, I think I have made the position clear not only of the
Government but as far as the sugar industryis concerned,
and I am sure that nothing the member says will convince
intelligent person as to the uncertainty, as he says; and,
least of all, no person who is interested and has Barbados
at heart would at this time suggest any question of ration~
alising the industry, bearing in mind that rationalisation
means the reduction of factories, and consequently factory
workers and the mechanisation of the sugar industry,

Mr, CRAWFORD: On a point of order, even although
the hon, member is singing his swan song....

Mr, SPEAKER: I do not want a comment on his speech
as a point of order.

Mr. CRAWFORD: The point of order is that despite the
absolute incapacity of the member to understand the word=
ing of the Address, I still rise again to repeat and to re-
affirm that nowhere in this Address is one single word said
about the mechanisation of the industry or its rationalisa=-
tion,

Hon, M, E, COX: Lagree that nothing about mechanisa=
tion is put in the Resolution, but certainly the word ‘‘ration-
alisation®’ is in the Resolution,

Mr, CRAWFORD: That is not true.

Hon, M. E, COX: The Resolution says ‘‘on the most
rational basis*’,

Mr, CRAWFORD: To put the phases of the industry on
a rational basis,

Hon, M. E, COX: ‘Rational” is the adjective and
‘“‘rationalise” is the verb, However, 1 will again repeat
that I have put the position quite clearly and squarely that
there is absolutely no truth or foundation of fact in the
Resolution which is before us that the industry is in a state
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of uncertainty, and therefore the necessity for having this
enquiry,

Mr, SPEAKER: Does any other hon, metriber want to
speak before the Hon, Mover replies?

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mr, Speaker, I must say that it was
most generous of the hon, member to suggest, by stopping
at a quarter to four, that he has given me time to finish
my speech today when he has taken the time of this House
on about four or five different occasions —each of duration
of more than an hour - in meaningless and senseless
diatribe on the matter before the House, I do not propose
today to begin by replying to some of the most manifestly
absurd remarks made by him; I want to begin from the
beginning and to quote the remarks made by the Minister of
Agriculture on this matter and to reply to them first and
foremost. Some of the remarks of the Minister who has
just sat down when taken alongside remarks made by the
Minister of Agriculture remind me, for instance, as if a
jackass were on a hill, the two front legs are going up the
hill and the two hind legs are coming back behind, because
the Minister of Agriculture spoke at length about the threat
to West Indian Sugar by beet sugar, and the Minister who
has just replied said there is absolutely nothing threatening
the industry, there is no uncertainty for the future, and
therefore there is no cause for concern, However, these
things will be dealt with in the appropriate time and in due
course. (Hon, M. E. COX: Ihave documents.) I am not con=
cerned with documents; 1 am merely saying that the two
Ministers do not know what they are saying. One says that
there is no uncertainty and the other talks about the threat
of beet sugar and that he had some gentleman in his office
talking about beet sugar; but I will come to that later on.

When the Minister of Agriculture fir st beganhis speech,
Mr. Speaker, he said ‘‘Anenquiry by Mr, Carl Goldenberg?
Who is he?** He almost touched the ceiling asking who is
Goldenberg. Let me begin by explaining for his benefit who
is Goldenberg, Mr. Goldenberg is a Canadian Economist/
Lawyer who was invited to the West Indies in 1959 by the
Trade Union in Jamaica and the Government of Jamaica to
head an enquiry into the sugar industry there. Subsequently,
Mr. Speaker, he was also invited to Trinidad to represent
the Union in an arbitration inquiry in that country. In the
Jamaica inquiry he was associated with a very eminent
firm of Canadian Accountants, and in Trinidad he was asso~
ciated with Mr, Derek Knight, Barrister-at=-Law in Grenada,
and the workers’ representative fromSt. Lucia, The results
of his investigation into the Jamaica inquiry are well known.
He recommended an increase of 12 1/2% in wages for 1959
and 12 1/2% in wages for 1960 for Jamaican agricultural
workers.
3,45 p.m,

When the representatives of theenquiry into the Trini~
dad sugar dispute had reported, the President of the Union,
Mr, Geoffrey, said that his Unionhad benefited considerably
through going to the Goldenberg arbitration; in other words,
in both instances the workers in the industries concerned

| benefited from the exercise,

Well now, both the Hon, Minister of Agriculture and
the last Minister who spoke have tried to convey the im-
pression that the mechanisation of the industry had arisen
as aresult of the Goldenbergenquiry, They have tried to say
that after the Goldenberg enquiry there was increased
mechanisation of the industry. Mr, Goldenberg conducted
his enquiry into the Jamaica sugar industry in1959, These
are the figures for participation by workers inthe Jamaica
sugar industry, In 1954 = that is before Mr. Goldenberg’s
enquiry - 45,226 workers were employed in Jamaica in
crop. By 1958, the year before Mr. Goldenberg came, this
number had dropped to 42,404, In 1955 there were 26,728
employed out of crop and by 1958 the number had dropped
to 23,992, That was one of the reasons = the other reasons
I will get to later == why Mr, Goldenberg was invited to come
down to investigate into all phases of the industry in Jamai-
ca. There were ideas of mechanisationof the industry pre-
vious to the bringing down of Mr, Goldenberg, In 1957, the
West Indian Sugar Council in Jamaica experimented both
with mechanical cane-cutters and mechanical cane~loaders
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at a factory called Monymmusk, That was in 1957 and there
was no Mr, Goldenberg on the scene yet,

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and Mr. DEPU TY
SPEAKER took the Chair.

1 was saying, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that in 1957, the
Jamaica sugar factories begantoexperiment in mechanisa=-
tion and at a factory called Monymusk they introduced
mechanical cane-cutters and mechanical cane-}oaders,
This was an attempt to mechanise the industry and, as 1
have pointed out, with the decreasing number of employees
in the industry, that is what led up to the introduction of
Mr, Goldenberg on the Jamaica agricultural scene,

Later on I propose to show that the stage which we
have reached in Barbados today makes an enquiry into the
industry just the same as what theyhad to do in Jamaica, I
have quoted figures to show that there was wide-spread de=
crease in the number of workersemployed inthe sugar in-
dustry in the years before Mr, Goldenberg came down be~
cause I wanted to establish beyond the slightest shadow of
doubt that it is completely untrue and incorrect to say
that mechanisation of the sugar industry in Jamaica began
after the Goldenberg enquiry.

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, DeputySpeaker, Irise on a point
of order, I am sure neither the Minister of Agriculture nor
I have said that mechanisation only began after Mr, Golden~
berg went there, What I said is that after the Goldenberg
recommendations, approximately 1,500 people were put out
of work by mechanical loading and I asked the hon, mem-=
ber 1o say whether that is true or not,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mechanical loading and mechanical
cane~-cutters began in Jamaica in 1957, Inother words, the
number of workers in the industry decreased from 1957,
It was because this mechanical loading and mechanical
cane-cutting were going on in the industry and because the
numnber of workers was decreasing that Mr, Goldenberg
was brought out, They said: ‘*You are mechanising the in-
dustry and employing less people; therefore, it follows
ipso factothat more profits are going to the industrialists
and machines; and since we have no means of finding the
figures involved, let us have a proper enquiry,"

That was the simple approach to the matter which a
blind man on a trotting horse can see, I am going to show
that the sugar industry in this country is almost at the
same stage, Let me say now that we are going to have a
sugar enquiry soon, as sure as day comes, and nobody on
that sideof the House can stop it, Not even the present
Prime Minister of the West Indies in his heyday was big
enough to stop it when 1 said that there was need for it,
What I imply, therefore, is that the little pigmies over there
cannot stop it; and the Ministers over there will see, Mr,
Deputy Speaker, that we are going tohave this enquiry imto
the sugar industry for the reasons which I am going to
outline,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, Irise on a point
of order, The hon, member was saying that the recommen=
dations of Mr, Goldenberg was for the payment of increased
wages to the workers, I refuted that and said that as a re~
sult of the recommendations by Mr, Goldenbergover 1,000
people, nearly 1,500 people, were put out of work and I
asked the hon, member to say whether that is true or not.

Mr, CRAWFORD: That is not true, Mr. Goldenberg
did pot make any report with regard to the mechanisation of
the industry, That is what the Hon, Minister does not under=-
stand, Mr, Goldenberg's recommendations were with re-
gard to the wages of the workers. Sir, it seems as if you
have to repeat something 1,000 times before people of
childlike mentality can understand what you say,
3.55 pJm,
It is the process of mechanisation inthe Jamaica industry,
the introduction of mechanical loading and cane cutting
beginning in 1957 at Monymusk Factory that made them
bring down Mr, Goldenberg. He had no power to stop this
process and all be did was to make a recommendation and
clear out. The only person who could have stopped this
mechanisation was the Government, and if the Government
did not see fit to stop it, obviously in every succeeding year
more people would have been thrown out of work, In 1961
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you would have more people thrown out of work if the pro-
cess is not stopped. Every year in this island we employ
Jess persons as I will show later on, The hon, member can
speak for himself, he does not know what the Minister of
Agriculture said onthis questionof bringing downMr, Gol-
denberg, I think Iwillquote fromthehon. member's speech
when he is here, I prefer to let my remarks in reference
to his speech remain over until be is here,

When this debate began I made it perfectly plain why
I thought an investigation into the sugar industry was need-
ed here, I pointed out that the position of the Sugar Industry
in Barbados, in Trinidad and in Antigua.,...

Hon, M, E.COX: On a point of order, May I be informed
as to when the debate from which the hon, member is
quoting now, took place?

Mr, CRAWFORD: I do not know what the hon, member
is talking about,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is the hon, member quoting
from a debate?

Mr. CRAWFORD: I particularly said that I would not
quote from the speech of the Hon. Minjster of Agriculture
until be is in his place.

Hon, M, E, COX: It isthe Hansard from which the hon,
member is reading.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr, Deputy Speaker, did you not
hear me say that Iwould refrain from quoting the remarks
of the Minister of Agriculture until he is in his place?

Hon, M, E. COX: The hon. member said that he would
wait until the Hon, Minister of Agriculture returned before
he would quote his speech, What I am saying is that the
hon, member is quoting from a document whichis a debate
which took place during this Session of the House. The hon.
member cannot do that,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mr, Deputy Speaker, am I to under=
stand that I cannot refer to the remarks made by the Minis=
ter of Agriculture during the course of this debate? I am
asking Your Honour for a ruling on that.

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is whether the
debate is a debate which took place during this Session or
another Session,

Mr, CRAWFORD: I am replying to the remarks made
by the Minister of Agriculture during this present debate,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon, member may pro=
ceed.

Hon, M. E. COX: No! NolSir, That is a violation of the
Rules of this House, No hon. member canquote from a de-
bate which has taken place in this Session, If he is referring
to what has taken place, well, that is another matter, The
hon, member is quoting from what he himself has said and
he is violating the Rules of this House, No hon, member can
do that; I will give you the appropriate Rule in a minute,

Mr., CRAWFORD: I have not got to read what I have
said because I know what I said. I said that I will refrain
from quoting the remarks of the Minister of Agriculture
until that Minister is in his place, I am saying that refer=
ence can be made to the Minister’s remarks in this debate
during the course of my reply; if I cannot do that, then it
will be reducing the debate to a farce,

Mr., DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the hon, member is re~
ferring to this same debate he is in order.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I want to get
the records straight. Rule 26 (11) says this:=

*“No member is to allude to any debate of the same
session upon a question or Bill not being then under dis~
cussion, except by indulgence of the House, for personal
explanation,'*




883

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER; The hon, member is referring
to the present debate which is going on,

Hon, M, E, COX: He cannot read fromthe debate which
is going onnow, He can refer to it but he cannot quote from
it, I have been discussing a debate ona Resolution in con=~
nection with the setting up of single member constituencies;
I wanted to get in something and His Honour the Speaker
ruled me out of order. However, it is a matter for Your
Honour.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: What is the Rule to which the
Hon, Minister is referring?

Hon., M, E, COX: I am referring to Rule 26 (11).
Mr., DEPUTY SPEAKER: Rule 26 (11) says this:

““No Member is to allude to any debate of the same
session upon a question or Bill not being then under dis=
cussion, except by indulgence of the House, for personal
explanation,’’

I take it that this is a matter which is being now under
discussion.

Hon. M, E. COX: Iwillgo a little further and read Rule
26 (12), The Rule says this:~

‘A Member may read from the authorised report of
the debates, the report of any speech made in the General
Assembly during any previous session,*’

4,05 p.m,
Alluding is not really reading,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is the number you quoted.

Hon, M. E. COX: With great respect it is for Your
Honour to know the Rules and to see that they are carried
out,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: But notfor oneto try to mis=
lead the Chair.,

Hon, M, E, COX: I never attempted that, I should have
read Rule 26 (12) which is the right one,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: Then 1 will read it for the
benefit of the hon, member,

Hon. M, E. COX: Not for me, Sir, because 1 am aware
of it,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: Rule 26 (12) reads as follows:

‘*A member may read from the authorised report of
the debates, the report of any speech made in the General
Assembly during any previous Session.*®

Mr, CRAWFORD: Mr, Deputy Speaker, what are we
coming to? Has he found out which number he means yet?
Secondly, has anything he read there demonstrated that
what I have done is impolite? To recapitulate, I was saying
that it is an absolute fabrication to say that the Goldenberg
Inquiry has resulted in any large scale mechanisation of
the industry in Jamaica, I have already quoted the figures
to show that between 1954 and 1958 there was a considerable
decrease in the workers in the sugar industry in Jamaica,
and the Union felt that since there had been this large-
scale mechanisation with mechanical cane loaders and
mechanical cane cutters, it was high time an inquiry was
conducted to find out where the additional profits were
going, and whether afair share of themwas accruing to the
workers, That is where Goldenberg came in, and therefore
the statement of the Minister of Agriculture and the Minis~
ter of Trade that the inquiry would lead to this whole scale
mechanisation is not true, because Goldenberg had nothing
at all to do with mechanisation,

Hon, M. E, COX: I never said that an inquiry would
result in whole-scale mechanisation,

Mr, CRAWFORD: I never said that he said so, I said
that the Minister of Agriculture said so.

Hon, M, E, COX: I never said, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
that an inquiry by Mr, Goldenberg would result in a large~
scale mechanisation, I will repeat what I said, and it is as
a result of the inquiry and the recommendation made and
the fulfilment of those recommendations, nearly 1,500
people were out of work in so far as loading canes was
concerned, because they load canes by mechanical equip-~
ment,

Hon, D. D. GARNER: On a point of order, 1 am not de~
nying anything I have already said. Quite recently I was in
Jamaica and I saw for myself that because of Mr, Golden=
berg's visit there, certain parts of the country were highly
mechanised, and it meant doing away with thousands of
workers in the fields and in the factories, I said that that
was a direct result of the enquiry by Mr, Goklenberg,

Mr, CRAWFORD: That is what lam saying is not true.
This is the fundamental core of the debate and therefore I
am going to spend as much time as is necessary to get it
straightened out, Goldenberg's recommendations dealt
exclusively with wages. He recommended 12 1/%% increase
for 1959 and 12 1/2% increase for 1960, but I said that be-
fore Goldenberg came down, the Trade Unions in Jamaica
were concerned with the reduction of the workers in the
Jamaica sugar industry and Iquoted the figures. They ware
reduced from 45,000 in season in 1954 to 42,004 in 1958,
and from 26,000 out of crop in 1955 1o 23,00C in 1958,
Mechanisation of cane loading and cane cutting began before
Goldenberg. To be precise, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the me=~
chanisation of cane cutting and cane loading began in 1957
in Monymusk estate in Jamaica. Goldenberg only came
down in 1959, so that when both those Ministers get up and
try to create the impression that if you have an inquiry by
Goldenberg you are going to put people out of work because
you are going to have mechanisation, that is a distortion of
the facts and they do not know what they are talking about,

Hon, D, D, GARNER: The hon. member is labouring the
fact that what I have said is not true. What do you think
these people had an inquiry for? They had an inquiry be=-
cause they were getting discontent among the workers;
they were on the other hand forced topay more wages and
salaries, and therefore Ihave not the slightest doubt that
Goldenberg told them that if they wanied to satisfy the
people to get rid of the workers, mechanise the place and
make their money. That is what I am absolutely convinced
of, and that is what Iwastold in Jamaica, and any man who
knows what he is talking about would say that, They were
being pressed by the Union to give more money and he might
have told them that the land is theirs; they hire these people;
therefore they could mechanise andget rid of a lot of them,
and be able to pay better wages to the remaining ones, That
is the gist of the whole thing,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Can anybody be so stupid? It is all
well and good, Mr, Deputy Speaker, if youare talking with
some people outside who cannot think and youcan push any=
thing down their throats, I have told the House that the
mechanisation of the industry in Jamaica began in 1957, 1
repeat that they had mechanical cane loaders and cane
cutters at Monymusk estate in 1957 before Goldenberg, and
that the Union pressed for the enquiry by Goldenberg be=
cause of this wide-scale mechanisation which the sugar
industrialists had introduced, What I am telling him now,
he can cable to Jamaica and find out in time for next
Tuesday’s meeting of the House, and thenhe can come and
contradict me, but not before. Let him cable to the Minister
of Agriculture inJamaica and he will be told that they began
mechanical cane~cutting and cane-loading in Jamaica in
1957, (Hon, D, D, GARNER: I have all the facts at home.)
Why come here and try to fool somebody that if you have an
inquiry by Goldenberg you will get mechanisation?

4,15 pJn,

You come in here and try to fool somebody. That is
what the Minister of Agriculture is :rying to do.Iam
calling his bluff. Mr. Gokdenberg came down to Jamaica

e ——————
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in 1959, The Union made ou: this case for his enquiry be-
cause they were alarmed over the decrease in the number
of people employed in the sugar industry and the Golden=
berg enquiry was conducted on the basis of finding out
whether or not the industry could pay mor> wages arising
ovt of the mechanisation of the industry and arising out of
otner things which I would get to later, After the enquiry
it was discovered that they could give a 12 1/2% in 1959
and 12 1/2% in 1960, Mr, Goldenberg came in on the scene
when the mechanisation process was going on. He could
not stop it; he was not the Jamaica Government, If since
then more mechanisation has gone on, only the Jamaica
Government headed by Mr, Manley can stop it, Mr. Golden-
berg could not stop it and, therefore, an enquiry into the
industry which resulted in recornmendations for increased
wages for the workers had nothing at all to do with whether
or not further mechanisation of the industry goes on,

What is happening in this country is that the opposition
to this Resolution is to be found on that side of the House.
The opposition to this enquiry would not be so vehement
even by the capitalists themselves, The sugar industrialists
in this House and outside of it are the people who have to be
afraid of an enquiry - into the industry, I will explain what
is the reason for this opposition by the Minister of Agricul=-
ture although it is felt by the people, even by planters and
sugar factory owners, that the industry is in a condition
which demands investigation, The reason why certain mem-
bers on that side are dodgingthe issue is because they are
hoping to woo the planters’ votes at the coming general
elections.

Hon. D. D, GARNER: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I rise on a
point of order., Who can control who would vote for me or
who would not vote for me ? Why would not the hon. member
come straight to the point? The hon. member has walked
through the whole of St. Philip and has said that I do not
want this because the planters would vote for Garner, What
is wrong about that? The hon. member is making sport,

Mr, CRAWFORD: The fact that the planters vote for
him is the reason why he does not want anything which
would tread on their corns,

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr. Deputy Speaker, Irise on a point
of order, I hate to interrupt the hon, member. I heard the
hon, member say that this enquiry is purely a question of
getting votes, I would like to remind the hon. member of
what he said,

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, he is misquoting me.

Hon., M, E, COX: The hon, member has stated ‘‘with
such excellent results for the workers and the cane farm-
ers® in the Resolution, What is he trying to say?

Mr, CRAWFORD: Who is meant by cane farmers? It
means the peasant proprietors of this country,

Hon. M. E, COX: He is a peasant and he would benefit
from it,

Mr, CRAWFORD: The hon, member does not know what
he said, He said absolutely nothing at all, To begin with,
Sir, when I introduced this resolution, this is what I said,
At the begiming of the crop last year, the Union got an in-
crease of 15b in wages for workers inthe sugar industry,
Now, throughout the island workers expected that the 15
would occur throughout the year, As a matter of fact, as
explained in my opening remarks, the reason for bringing
this Resolution before the House springs entirely from
that agreement, This is what I said earlier,

Hon, M, E. COX: Sir, 1 rise on a point of order. An
bon. member must not read from theOfficial Gazette and
that is what he is trying to do. He had it in his hand,

Mr. CRAWFORD:; Mr. Deputy Speaker, I am saying
that when I tahled this Resolution I said that the workers
in the sugar industry had represented to me at the begin=
ning of the crop last year that the Union had secured for
them an increase of 15%, Their impression, when they saw

this 15 increase published, was that the 15% would apply
to work throughout the year. It did not. It only applied to
day’s work. In St, Philip and other parishes most of the
work is done by job work and, therefore, the workers
did not really get any benefit from this increase because
they get very little work as day’s work. Representations
were made to me in the parish of St, Philip and also in
Lodge Road, Christ Church, that this 15 increase was of
no use to them since they were working by the job and not
by the day.

Hon. M, E, COX: I have the agreement here.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Does that mean that what 1 am say=-
ing is wrong? When I tabled this Address the workers in
the sugar industry felt what was the use of getting the 15%
increase when they were doing jobwork and not day's work.
The Minister cannot tell methat lam incorrect, What I am
saying is absolutely true.

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon. senior member
for St. Michael must not cross talk,

Mr, CRAWFORD: Let the hon, member get up and say
what I am saying is not correct, The people in the industry
did not get the 15 increase because they were not given
any work to do by day’s work, fthe people in the industry
took the Union for a ride, that is their business but I am
here to represent the people who vote for me every year.

Hon, D. D. GARNER: I rise on a point of order, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, what the hon. member is saying is mis=~
leading this House, How can he stand there and say that
the workers in the sugar industry did not get an increase
last year? 1 do not think he can bring one agricultural
labourer who is in his right sense to substantiate any
remarks which he has made, 1 will say this,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister has es=~
tablished his point of order.
4.25 p.m.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I repeat that the Union got a 15%
increase in wages last year in respect of day's work.
Most of the jobs on the estates like digging cane holes and
making hedgerows = most of the work is done by the job.

Hon., D. D. GARNER: On a point of order, When the
hon. member talks about cane holes being dug as job work,
they have always been dug as job work and whenthe price
of these things go up, the wages go up, When the workers
got $1,20 last year the price went to $1,40 as a result of
the increase in day's work. The hon, member just does
not know what he is talking about,

Mr., CRAWFORD: The Minister knows what he istalk=-
ing because he knows that somebody digs cane holes by the
day.

Hon, D, D. GARNER: By the hundred.

Mr, CRAWF ORD: Most of the work on the estates today
is done by the jobyand representations were made to me
that since the workers are not doing day’s work they are not
getting a 15% increase. Any fool can understand that, The
Union said that they got a 15% increase onday’s work, You
are doing job work and how can you get a 15% increase?
That was the point of the contention,

Hon, D. D. GARNER: That is not true. You are batting
on a bad wicket,

Mr. CRAWFORD: You were bowled out for nought.
At this stage, it being now 4,30 p.m. of the clock,
Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is now 4,30 p,m. of the

clock and it is time for the resumption of Government
Business.

%‘REVERSION TO GOVERNMENT BUSINESS
a CASUAL EMPLOYEES PENSION BILL

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: On the last occasion of Gov=
ernment Business, the Hon, Leader of the House was

e — ]
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speaking on the motion for the second reading of a Bill to
provide for the grant and payment of pensions and gratui-
ties to persons who have been employed on a casual basis
in the service of the Government,

Hon, M. E, COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I was dealing
with the point of the computation of the pension which it is
intended to pay these casual employees under this Bill.
Clause 12 (2) of the Bill points out the manner in which
the computations are to be made, The pension will be com=
puted as is done at present, that is, on the pensionable
emoluments earned by the employee during the last year
or the last three years of his employment before he re-
tires, The reason for that is this: during the last year of
his employment, his wages might be higher than the
average of the three years and, on the other hand, his
average of the three years might be higher than that of the
last year during which he was working. That provision has
been put there so as toprotect the individual so that he can
get the better of it, As Ihave already said, that is provided
for in Clause 12 of this Bill, That pension will be computed
on 220 days per year instead of 250 days as is the case
at the present time,

It has been pointed out that this method of computation
might work to the disadvantage of some workers, but it will
also work to the advantage of many workers. As a matter
of fact, Icannotenvisage many workers losing anything as a
result of this Bill and, on the other hand, many workers
will gain as a result of this Bill, From the average which
we have seen from time to time, many workers may not
be able to get in 220 days, but whether they get in that 220
days or not, if they put in 100 days in the last three years
their pension will still be computed on the 220 days.

As far as the computation is concerned, Bank Holidays
are also included in the 100 days, The Bill says that where
an employee has put in not less than 220 days in each
year and has held the same form of employment or has
been transferred from one form of employment to another
without any change of emoluments other than the grant of
any scale increment, the emoluments to be taken shall
be the emoluments enjoyed by such employee in respect of
his employment for 220 days in the year immediately pre-
ceding the date of his retirement, Then a table is given,
The table shows the wage of 240 days which is the last three
years of his employment, You get the pensionable amount
of 220 days, The second table is 250 days by two and 200
days by two. Two years will be twohundred days each and
that is multiplied by two; you discount the extra thirty
days and you put all the three years of two hundred days
which gives four hundred and forty dollars pensionable
computation,

There is also another table which refers to the position
where an individual has changed his employment, He gets
a higher wage under that change and thereforethe pension
is computed in this way to give 1/3 instead of 1/60, In the
first set-up he will get 1/3, The figures 240 x2, 200 x 2
and 220 x 3 give a total figure of $1,540, Taking that
figure of $1,540 divided by 3 gives you 513,

4,35 p.m,

If there is a change he would notget $444 as under the for=
mer job, but a higher amount under the job which gives
him a greater wage, not as I said, by increment but by
change of work, If for instance he was working in the gang
with the cantonniers and was promoted to Supervisor or
something like that, he would get one=-third instead of one=
sixtieth of his emoluments, A little further on, Mr, Deputy
Speaker, there is a slight amendment which I propose to
make in Section 14 when we go into Committee, Hon, mem-=
bers will see under the 1947 Pensions Act that an indivi=
dual loses his pension if he is convicted and serves any
period of twelve months imprisonment with hard labour,
I do not know if it is anoversight in this case, but you will
see in Section 14 (1) of this Bill that it reads ‘‘where an
employee to whom a pension has been granted under this
Act is sentenced to a term of imprisonment exceeding
twelve months by any Court for any offence, such pension
shall, if the Goverpor-in-Executive Committee so directs,
cease as from date as the Governor ~in=Executive Commit=-
tee may determine,’® The words *‘‘with hard labour®® have

s

been omitted from this Bill, and Ipropose when we go into
Committee to include these words so astomake it uniform
and make it apply to everybody. I would hate to think that we
were discriminating against anybody inthis case, and more
particularly those persons in the lower bracket.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I think that those are the most
important parts of this Bill and I hardly think it is neces=-
sary to say much more on it. I would like to conclude by
saying that this Bill no doubt will bring in many persons
who through no fault of theirs have never qualified for a
pension due to cessation of work or, maybe, ill health, As
I said, I have known of quite a few cases which have even
resulted in the death of the individual; their personal re=-
presentatives have made applications but nothing could be
done in view of the fact that the individual did not comply
with the Regulations as are stipulated in the Act, When this
passes, all those persons who would more or less have fail-
ed to qualify will now qualify, As Imentioned earlier, even
if the individual has what is regarded as broken service,
if he is laid off under this new Bill, that would not be re-
garded as broken service as long as he turns up when the
Head of the Department sends for him within seven days.
As you will see from the Bill, we will not count the day we
send for him, neither will the day whenhe shall have turned
up or the day before be counted; he must have seven clear
days to turn up when the Head of the Department sends for
him,

This Bill, as I said, Mr. Deputy Speaker, will relieve
quite a few people, Ithink there is justification for this Bill
in that it is taken for granted that persons who work in the
Government contribute, whether or not they receive it, part
of their wage to some sort of Pension Scheme, It is felt
that approximately 25 of one’s earnings is always with=
held to be paid by way of pension., The casual workers in
this case do not receive a higher pay than the permanent
workers, but when they fail to qualify under the 250 days
as is set out, they do not get any gratuity or pension; 1
should say ‘‘no pension’® because gratuity was not provided
for under the regulation or instruction, As this now stands,
they are entitled to a gratuity and a reduced pension just
as any other employee or just as a permanent employee
or officer of the Government,

I want to say here and now that as Chairman of that
Committee I have had the utmost co~operation and assis=
tance from the Committee, and as I mentioned earlier this
morning everybody will no doubt agree that the Auditor
General particularly is a gentleman from his head to his
feet, and a man of vast sympathy as far as these casual
workers and workers as a whole are concerned.

I beg to move that this Bill be now read a second time,
Hon, L. StA. THORNE: I beg to second that,

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Deputy Speaker, before the question
is put, I think it is only proper that some member of the
Opposition should express total agreement with the princi=-
ple of the Bill and commend the Government for at long
last taking some tangible step in doing something concrete
or appearing to be doing something concrete to assist this
forgotten class of worker, the casual employee, Now from
time immemorial individual cases among casual workers
have been dealt with from time to time, and any amount of
injustice has been meted out to these forgorten cases. In
that I mean, Sir, that in certain cases representations
were made at the right time and the right place and their
cases were taken up, but in many other cases many people
worked for the ten years and never got a gratuity.

Although I am not blowing my own trumpet, if you look
at Question No, 54 on the Order Paper, you will see that I
had the privilege on 18th April this year of asking a ques=
tion in connection with a casual worker formerly employed
in the Public Works Department by the name of Cecil Nor~
land Simmons of Welches Terrace, Kingston + Road, St.
Michael who had rendered cominuous service from1921to
1940 and received no gratuity, pensica or anything at all,
4,45 pan,
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That was after nineteen years of service,

On the 4th August, this year, lagaindrew to the atten=
ton of the Hoyse to the case of Mr, Quintyne Lashley of
Sayes Court, Chyist Church, who is being regarded as a
casual worker at present, although in truth and in fact he
is not a casuysgl worker but a permanent employee, Hon.
members can refer 1o Question No, 68 and they will see
what I asked, 1 asked if the Minister was aware that Mr,
Quintyne Lashley of Sayes Court, Christ Churchhad worked
as a foreman of the Sayes Court Agricultural Station for a
continuous pertod of 15 1/2 years, partof the service with
C.D. & W. apd the other with Government but has re-
ceived no such-pension after retirement.

There are many such cases: but now this Bill is being
put on the Statute Book so as to protect casual workers
generally, it is to be hoped that no hardship will be meted
out in the futyre to these forgotten people, It is because of
that that Icommend the sub-committee that saton this mat=
ter and I hope that no misimerpretation will be placed on
this Bill so as to exclude these cases which this Bill is
intended to cqver, I know that if this Bill is left tocertain
petty Heads of Government Departments, they will try to
misinterpret things and would place an entirely different
construction on the Bill from what the Government intend-
ed, I hope that.Departmental Heads would make the com=
putations accopding to the Bill and according to all the
points explainggd by the Hon, Minister, Ihope that in the ad=
ministration of the Bill the letter of the law will be adhered
to and no misinterpretation of it would be placed by any
petty Head who abuses any little power which he has, The
casual worker has to fight his case practically all the time
on his own behalf and to see that he gets full redress and
full assistance for every day which he puts in, I am asking
the Government to see that the Billis strictly enforced and
that the ones whom it intends to help will receive full bene~
fit from i1,

The Hon, Minister referred to the policy of the Gov~
ernment since 1953, The policy of the Government has been
to grant gratuities to workers who have put in, in the normal
way, ten years continuous service based on250days® work
per year, That has been agreed to since 1953: so it is still
good to see that in 1961 this Bill is being implemented and
put on the Statute Book.

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I rise on a point of
order, That is not the case, What was agreed on in 1953
was carried owt by a directive, Instructions were given
and if the worker had put in 250 days every year for ten
consecutive years, he would not get apension, It is not that
we are now purtting something in a Bill,

Mr. TALMA: Sir, I am so often misunderstood, I am
merely complimenting the Government, (Hon, M, E, COX:
I know that you are,) I am not going into the question of the
250 days, What I have said isthat you have made it easier,
As a matter of fact, you have gone so far as to say that if
the worker did not complete 220 days ina particular year,
youwould add up the amount of days in the other years
along with that and take into account all the number of days
for the number of years which the worker had put in, I am
referring to cases which are ignored and overlooked, I
am referring to the petty director or sub=head of a depart=
ment who in most cases is vindictive and always out to
victimise the workers. I know that you are now trying to see
that the casual workers get a square deal,

Mr, Deputy Speaker, there are really twograve omis~
sions which I have observed., They are omissions at pre=
sent but they may be brought down as amendments later
on, Of course, what appears to m= to be an omission may
not be an omission in itself, ipse facto, but it may not be
Government's policy to do that. I refer to the question of
the exclusion of the reputed wife as a dependent, In Clause
16, you will see that provision is made for the widow and
her children and the matter is all covered for them under
that section, byt no provision is made for the reputed wife
and her little children,

The average casual worker is not amanof means and
therefore not a man able to muster sufficient money to buy
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a suit of clothes, We know the society and standard in
which he lives and we know that he is a man who usually
dhs a common law wife. Provision for casual workers
with common law wives is not setoutin this Bill. You will
probably find that in three out of every five cases the wife
of this type of worker is a common law or reputed wife
and that such a wife has lirtle children and that she and
they are living in the same house and being maintained by
the man, I may say that sometimes they love more happily
than those who have gone through the form of marriage.
As I'have said, in this Bill provision is made for the law-
ful wedded wife and children of the casual worker but no
provision is made for the common law or reputed wife
who is the average wife youwillfindof a man in this stand~
ard of society,

4,55 p.m.

I am asking the Government that although there might have
been an oversight = well, let usput it this way; although it
may be an oversight, the Government may not be able to
deal with it today; but consideration should be given to the
matter by the Cabinet and the appropriate Minister parti=-
cularly, 1 want to say that this Bill is a good Bill but the
Cabinet and the Minister particularly should see there is
inserted in it the necessary amendment whereby the interest
of dependents or that of the wivesor dependents of pension=
ers will be protected, That would not be creating any pre~
cedent; it would be bringing the matter into line with the
Workmen's Compensation Act where a reputed wife and
children are included in the compensation granted in such
cases, With this amendment you would be keeping in line
with the regular pattern of society of those in the lower
income bracket, I think I have said enough on that point.

Mr, Deputy Speaker, I am wondering, while we are
about it now and knowing that the Minister will appreciate
this point, if it would be possible to move in this provision
now so as to make sure that the matter is covered. It
would not take any period of months todraft such an amend=
ment. I could draft it in two minutes, If the Minister would
give an assurance that the matter would be dealt with, we
could let the second reading of the Billbe passed and bring
back the Bill later on with the amendment, Unless some=
thing along that line is done, many people will not be assist~
ed, If you want w be sincere, if there is any such term in
politics or even in this House, if you want to do something
sincere and practical and not let it degenerate into a vote=
catching gesture, like the Hotel Employees Bill, that amend =
ment should be made. I will give way if the Minister were
to rise on a point of order and give an assurance that he
will see after the amendment; but failing that, it is my duty
to my constituents and the electors of Barbados as a
whole to make the motion for the necessary amendment and
let the Government vote against it, Iam giving the Minister
the chance of giving that assurance. You can see that this
is a glaring mistake and the Minister can let us know
whether he will agree with the amendment or whether he
will depend upon his numbers and vote against the amend-
ment,

Mr, Deputy Speaker, the second point is this; in view
of the numerous irregularities which have taken place
within recent years even since the Labour Governmenthas
been in office = I refer to the numerous cases of casual
employees who have worked for over ten years and who
have had no return for their service = I am saying...eee

Hon, M. E., COX: On a point of order. I would like to
refer the hon. member to Clause 16 sub~clause (3) which
states this:

(3) For the purpose of this section *‘child"’ includes =

(a) a posthumous child;

(b) a step~child or illegitimate child born before the
date of the injury and wholly or mainly dependent
upon the deceased employee for support; and

(c) an adopted child, adopted in a mamner recognised

by law before the date of the injury and dependent
as aforesaid.

It is all very well to make people believe that this is
something forgotten but not only illegitimate children ae
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also adopted children are provided for, Let the hon, mem-
ber read the Bill and he will see that.

Mr, TALMA: Reputed wives have not been put in.

Hon, M. E, COX: The hon, member is giving the im=
pression as if no provision is made for these children, I
repeat that under Section 16 (3) of this Bill, provision has
been made for adopted children, The hon, member was a
member of this Governmemn on twooccasions and he knows
that ' whenever anything happens to these illegitimate or
common law wives, a petition is sem to the Governor=-in=
Executive Committee and whatever the deceased person
leaves is given to these people.

Mr, TALMA: It is all right for the hon, member t try
to remove a glaring mistake, I am saying that no provision
has been made for a common law wife,

Hon. M. E. COX: On a poimt of order, I am asking if
what I say is not true,

Mr. TALMA: The object of this Billis to facilitate the
payment of gratuities and pensions toeverybody who is en~
titled to them, We do not want anybodyto be running cap in
hand to the Premier or the Minister or the Government ask~
ing for anything, We want all of that to be finished, These
people who have worked hard will be able to get their pen-
sions without having to run cap in hand to the Government,
We want the Government to include everybody in this Bill
and not leave out anybody. Now that Ihave raised this point
in the Opposition the Minister is saying thatI was a mem=
ber of the Government on two occasions, I may say that 1
was a good Minister too, (Laughter)

5,05 p.m.

If you are passing a Bill of this nature to include all depen=
dants, we are saying that you should pattern it after the
Workers® Compensation Act, If the draftsmen do not know
the legal conditions, let them keep a copy of the Workmens®
Compensation Act in fromt of them when they draft Bills
like these, If they had done this this omission would not
have occurred. If you do not include a reputed wife, you
have not done anything and their children would starve to
death,

Hon, M. E. COX: On a point of order, Mr, Deputy
Speaker, that is not correct and the member knows that
because he has a Bill in his hands,. Subsection (3) of Sec~
tion 17 of the Pensions Act, 1947, reads as follows:~

“For the purpose of this section the word *‘child shall
include

(a) 2 posthumous child;** - whatever that means.

““(b) a step-child or illegitimate child born before the
date of the injury or wholly or mainly dependent
upon the deceased officer for support, and

(c) an adopted child, adopted in a manner recognised
by law, before the date of the injury, and dependent
as aforesaid,*

Where is this child going to suffer? You have the Bill
in your hand; be honest.

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Deputy Speaker, it ismy intention at
the appropriate time to make the necessary amendment to
this Bill, so that in the same sub=clause (3) to which the
Minister is referring and trying to justify the position we
will add ‘*(d) reputed wife or common=law wife’’, because
unless she is included we have done nothing, After the death
of her reputed husband, the common-=law wife is the head of
the family and the one to whom the little ones will look for
maimenance, food, assistance and care, Unless you include
her, the whole home is disintegrated and destroyed and
there willbe privation and suffering; so it is my intention tc
move in subclause ‘*(d)" and include ‘‘reputed wife and
common=law wife,**

The last point I will touch on, Mr, Deputy Speaker, is
that this Bill should be made retroactive for many reasons,

The Minister himself told us that at present you have to
apply to the Court for Letters of Administration, but you
have to prove that you are a per sonal representative, Where
are these people going to get this money to apply for Let~
ters of Administration? These gratuities should be paid to
them on the certificate of some Minister of Religion or
Justice of the Peace or on swearing to certain affidavits
and bringing various certificates to corroborate them,
thus making it easy for them. You should not make them go
to the Court for Letters of Administration and go through
all that red tape and expensive legal processes, because
they have not got the money withwhich to do it, You should
insert in this Bill that all such gratuities shall be paid to
such dependants on the necessary verification being rom-
plied with, and not stipulate a personal representative as
you have done here. You are trying to help them and
although you are doing that, whether wittingly or unwittingly
they are still going to have to take out Letters of Adminis~
tration and things they cannot go on with, In other words,
you have to qualify as an administrator to the estate,

I am saying therefore, that in the fir st place that should
be removed and the Act should be made retroactive so as to
include all those deserving cases since the Labour Gov-
ernment has come into office, I refer t0 1945 or 1946 when
the Labour Government came into office, or at least it
should be retroactive to the last tenyears. As a gesture 10
prove that you are helping the casualworker, both the one«
who are employed at present and the ones who have re~
signed within the last few years, there should be some re-
troactive Clause to include those former workers who
might have reached the age of 85 yearsor 70 and may live
for quite a few more years, but who would not be caught
under this Act but should normally be entitled.

1 feel, Mr, Deputy Speaker, that this Act should be
made retroactive to cover at least those who have retired
within the last ten years to more or less coincide with the
time that the Labour Government came into office. That
would be a good gesture and would bring relief to hundreds
of dependants and many workers who have served faithfully
and well in the various Govermment Depariments in this
island, whether the Public Works, Waterworks or Depart=
ment of Highway and Transport, I feel the Government is
definitely moving inthe right direction. This is a good piece
of legislation and with the amendments which I have sug=
gested, a retroactive clause, the inclusion of common=law
wives and also by making the payments easy, say, by the
signing and swearing of affidavits and not having to go
through the regular process for the granting of Letters of
Administration, it would be a wonder{ul Bill and would be of
assistance to those people in the lower bracketsof this is-
land who more or less can be regarded s the forgotten
casual workers, whose wages are never properly consider=-
ed and who undergo and have been undergoing great hard-
ships for many a year.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I think thatthe
points raised by the hon. senior member for Christ Church
have been exceptionally well taken, To begin with, on the
question of common-law wife, the Government has taken
the stand that since illegitimate children are included and
even adopted children, this matter has been taken care of;
but they have got to bear in mind that there might be no
children at all from the association, and therefore the com=
mon=law wife would get nothing, If there are illegitimate
children, they will get; but in cases where the man has been
living for years withhis reputed wife and dies without issue,
certainly she is entitled to any gratuity, any exegratia pay=
ment or any payment to which her common=-law husband
was legally entitled,

5.15 p.m,

As a marter of fact, only about six weeks ago a case was
brought to my attention by aconstituent of mine as regards
a relative of his who lives in St. Thomas. In this case the .
man had been married but he and his wife had been
serarated for years and he had been living with another
woman for a number of years. She had nursed him through
a long number of years of illness and buried him and then
she came to find out that not only was she not entitled to
anything at all, but even a simple thing such as some cane
money which was to be paid w him, the sugar factory
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owners refused to pay to her because she did not have
Letters of Administration to the estate, Asa matter of fact,
the hon, senior member for Christ Church could not be
more right for the simple reason that the other day when
we amended the Act which raised the amount from £10 to
£100 which the beneficiary would be entitled to get without
taking out Letters of Administration, a woman cameto me
from Marley Vale whose husband had got a job at the Deep
Water Harbour and died and she told me that she would not
be entitled to get the money unless she took out Letters of
Administration,

I agree with the argument advanced by the hon, senior
member for Christ Church that a certificate or affidavit
signed by a Justice of the Peace or even a factory owner
or some recognised person in the district should be enough
in this case rather than persons being compelled to go to
the Law Courts and spend money to take out Letters of
Administration, in many cases the cost of which may be
more than the amount which they are going to draw.

As regards making this legislation retroactive I heartily
support it, There are hundreds of very deserving cases
which should have been brought under the provisions of this
Act many years ago and it candono harm to try to include
some of them by making the Bill retroactiveeven if it only
be from the beginning of this financial year. I am sure,
Mr, Deputy Speaker, that this camnot impose any grave
burden on the financial resources of the country, but it
certainly will create considerable benefit to deser ving peo~
ple who, if this legislation had been enforced five years ago,
would not be in the position of poverty as they are now,
There is nothing at all to be argued against the proposal for
making the Bill retroactive for the limit of five years,
Nothing at all canbe said against that, I do feel that the first
point of the hon, senior member for Christ Church with
regard to the insertion of common law wives could not be
better put, If it means that she may live with a man for
fifteen or twenty years and she would not benefit if she has
no children, that is not fair and not right and there can be
no argument for leaving out a common law wife if she has
no children,

Mr, CORBIN: Sir, I am very glad today to see that a
Bill of this nature has come before us because it was long
overdue, There are thousands of people who have been
employed in the Government Service who have lived and
died without a gratuity and pension after working in the
service for many years as a casual employee, The Hon,
Minister says that according to the Bill instead of their
being called to put in 250 days a year as they have to do
now, they will only put in 220 days. I know of many cases
of casual labourers who have worked in the Government
Service and have received nothing for the time that they
have been employed,

I am very glad that the Government has brought a Bill
of this nature before us today and I believe every member
of this House of Assembly will support it unanimously
because of its nature, This Bill seeks to provide for the
grant and payment of pensions and gratuities to casual
employees of the Government, I know there are many men
and women who have worked in the Government’s employ
for many years, Some have taken sick and have gone home
without a gratuity and pension, Some have worked for ten
years, some for twenty years, [know of many men who have
worked in the Department of Highways and Transport, and
when they came to the thresiwld of their days, they were
laid off, Some worked for 220 days and as many as 240
days and they were laid off without any consideration
because this Bill was not in operation, Some are mourning
and are crying and aredying and, as a matter of fact, some
have died because no consideration was given to them, I
have seen with my eyes that the Overseers in the Highways
and Transport Department have checked behind some of
these labourers and when they came to the threshold of
their putting in the necessary number of days said to those
workers that there was no more work, Those workers then
had to start the next year freshand whenever they came to
the threshold they have been turned off and because of that
all their time has been thrown away, Now that the Gov=
ernment have thought fit to bring in this Bill, I say that it
is a good one,

L

Mr, Deputy Speaker, I would go back to those poor men
and women who have suffered in days gone by, many of
whose children have gone astray and who have rendered
service for nought, There are menwho may have put in ten
or fifteen years and who had a reputed wife with five or
six children. I must agree that a pension or gratuity to
what I see here should be givento those children and to the
reputed wife, Of course, the woman may be able to marry
some other man and you are not responsible for her, but
you must think of those poor infants whohave to be educated
and maintained, Therefore, I do not see why the law in this
Bill should not be made right and in such a way that those
poor people should be able to get a gratuity,

5,25 p.m,

It should be made clear in the Bill, The Bill is all right
except that a certain Clause needs to be amended and that
can be done, It may take a person $240 so as to get a pen=
sion; he may have to look for Lawyer and Solicitor in order
to get it, I am saying that everything should be made right
in this Bill now; there is no reason why it should be put
back for any long time, It is not a question of embarrassing
the Minister; we want to know that, in the matter of the
children, where the father dies, they can get their money
without having to go through any legislation, Some of them
will die before they get the money. Irepeat that the Bill is
here and it can be made right; it is one of the best Bills
which I have seen brought down here and I will support it
one hundred per cent,

Mr, Deputy Speaker, we have trouble with people who
have been laid off or dismissed, What are you going to give
them for their time? I am sorry that this Bill did not come
into operation before so that those poor people who have
rendered service to the Government could be compensated, .
We do not want to be waiting on public assistance because
in my district, public assistance is very little, There are
many people who have helped to build up the economy of
this island and some of them are receiving very small
pensions, They are receiving pensions and they are still
beggars. You have people who have given service in the
1914-18 War so as to save the British Empire, but what
are they receiving today? They are receiving a small pen-
sion or gratuity; they should be considered and given some
greater benefit, As soon as wages are increased, the pen-
sions and gratuities of these people should be increased in
the same way because they have to eat and wear clothes
just as anybody else. I am suggesting that by making these
people right in this Bill, the Government will have nothing
to fear, I will support wholeheartedly this Bill or any Bill
of this nature,

Mr., GODDARD: Mr, Deputy Speaker, the provision in
this Bill is to be commended because it satisfies a want for
which many of us have been asking for a long time, It
regularises the pensions and gratuities of casualemployees
of the Government, Many of us have from time to time to
telephone departments so as to enquire astowhy is it that
these persons who have reached the qualifying age have not
been able to get their pensions or gratuities and often the
members of these Departments have told us that they are
working on these matters; but because of the nature of the
work which these employees have done in so many depart~
ments = they have worked at the Public Works Department
at one time and at the Waterworks Department at another
time =— the persons responsible have to collate all the
information before the money can be paid out, That was a
reasonable reply, The working out of these things takes
time and many of these people have had to wait for six
months or nine months before they could draw their pen=
sions or gratuities, That is too long a period for which these
people have to wait for their money. These people have no
savings and therefore they are at a great disadvantage when
they have to wait so long for their money, I hope that the
situation will be so improved that the information will be
centralised in some department. A year or eighteen months
before the time for his retirement, it should be made
known that John Henry will be retiring from the Public
Works in a few months’® time and his pension and/or gratui=
ty should be made available to him as soon as possible,

Mr, Deputy Speaker, the Bill is a good one, It regula-
rises what has been going on before, with the exception of
what the hon, senior member for Christ Churchhas drawn
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to the attention of the Government, that is, that the Bill
leaves out a very important category of dependant, that is,
the comimon law wife, I am quite sure that that must have
been an oversight, I am surprised that the Government
could not see it in that way, I will go further and say that
if this Bill is passed without the amendment as suggested
by the hon, senior member for Christ Church, it will not
be six months before an amendment to that effect is brought
down here, I will also go further and say that the Other
Place will amend this Bill and it willcome back here to us,
That is an obvious omission in Barbados; it is taken care of
in the Workmen's Compensation Act, The definition is there;
I think that provision for such a person who is living with
a man = and she must be living with him for at least one
year = should be included inthisBill, If a man dies without
any issue and he has been living with a common law wife,
is she not entitled to what he would have got as a pension or
a gratuity had be been alive? If lhave to spur someone else
on for the cause and benefit of the people, then I will do it,
I am quite surprised that the Government could have sat
down there and not accept an amendment such as has been
suggested, or get up and admit that therehas been an over
sight and they will amend it,

5,35 p.m,

If they do not wish to amend it today, what is the harm in
postponing this after the second reading and coming back
next week and having it done? That is the sensible thing to
do, You should get up and say that you see our point, thank
us for it and say that you will have the amendment ready
for next week, Ientirely agree with the Bill, but I will again
point out that omission, I had a note of it here because we
discussed this. The legal standing of the common=law wife
in Barbados should be in this Bill and the definition should
be there because it is something we have done in the past;
so why leave it outnow? lam surprised that the Committee
which sat did not see it then and even today when they are
confronted with it they are not willing to accept, Whether or
not they thought it would have been a feather in the cap of
the Opposition for pointing that out to them, they should
get up and reply and say why it was omitted, What is the
answer to it? (Hon, M. E, COX: I can answer that,)

I know, Mr, Deputy Speaker, that children born out of
wedlock are included and even a grandmother or grandfather,
but a common=law wife is not there and in the majority
of cases, that is the person to whom the money should be
paid. Why do you want her to petition to the Governor=in=
Executive Committee? We want to get rid of that, She wants
it inher right, and that is why we are having this Bill today,
We do not always want to be going to the Governor=in-Exe~
cutive Committee with a petition, With that amendment, Mr,
Deputy Speaker, it would be a good Bill,

I recommend this Bill and Ihope even at this late hour
the Government will see fit either to amend it now or post=
pone it after the second reading for the purpose of including
a common=law wife as a legal per sonal representative,

Mr, STRAUGHN: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I think every=
body has talked about the commendable concept in this Bill
and one does not have to repeat that, I am quite certain that
every member in this Honourable House has experience of
this sort in relationto casualemployees and the difficulties
which they undergo in respect of their gratuities or regu~
larities of work, As everybody has made comment on that,
I do not think it is necessary to repeat that, It is also
pecessary again, I think, to point out what administrative
difficulties are encountered so oftenwith casualemployees
but it is also a fact that fromthe point of view of adminis=
tration the people whom we would like to help most are
often the people who get that help last, When we were dis~
cussing the Resolution for the review of the Civil Service
with Mr, Jacobs, one of the terms of references given to
him was that he should give any other recormmendation for
the better running of the Service or words to that effect, and
one of the things Iwas at pains to point out at that time was
to see how we could get our accounting system so readjusted
that when there is need to make some kind of payment to
these casual employees they do not find that they have to
wait four or five times as long, or six weeks to two months
longer than the ordinary employees of Government to get
such recompense,
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I remember for instance when we made the cost of
living readjustment that it happened 1o the casual em=
ployees, Our accounting system is that meticulous, but at
the time not geared fast enough to dealwith these problems
in an expeditious manner, I know that the Accoumant
General's Department wants to be very careful at all times,
and it is very difficult to have casual labour and all the
remuneration to casual labour calculated in a very short
time, but nevertheless it is right for us to face that it is a
problem, and whereas the Chief Justice for instance can
find that in a very short time his remuneration or recom-=
pense in certain matters is very quickly calculated, the
cantonnier finds that it takes a long time to get his cal=
culated, But that is really nothing against Government as
such, The Government obviously from the point of view of
ordinary, practical everyday politics would want to feel that
a thousand cantonniers are more quickly satisfied thanone
senior CivilServant in that particular respect. It does not
mean that one is not interested in the Civil Service as a
whole, but these are things that just happen and are ad=-
ministrative problems.

It is necessary for us, Mr. Deputy Speaker, on every
occasion we get to point these things out, because we need
10 so gear our administration that we can handle these
problems more expeditiously, Now I am myself a little
concerned and Iwould like to feel that the spokesman for the
Government in replying to the suggestions and recommenda~
tions made so far would give us a little more lucid explana-
tion than what I have heard so far relative tc the idea of
a common=-law wife or even a legitimate or illegitimate
child, We have been referred tc Clause 186, sub~paragraph
(3) and told to look at (a), (b) and (c) and get all the in-
formation we want there. Now when I look at it I see it
says ““for the purpose of this section *‘child" inclides —

(a) a posthumous child,”

My humble interpretation of the term ‘‘posthumous* is
a child born after the death of the father. That in itself does
not say that the illegitirnate posthumous child is going to
benefit, because the next sub=section says itwilleither be
a step-child or illegitimate child born before the date of
the injury and wholly or mainly dependent upon the deceased
employee for support; so the illegitimate child is going to
benefit only if he were achild bornbefore and not after the
death of the father, It is just a matter for us to be sure if
that is what we intend to convey, Do we intend to convey that
it is only the lawful, posthumous child who would so benefit?
What makes me a little more concerned again, Mr, Deputy
Speaker, is the feeling that these sub~-sections particularly
concerning the children are considered by the Minister of
Trade to be the answer to the suggestion about the common-=
law wife,
5,45 p.m,
I am not quite certain that the argument about children is
fully the answer to the suggestion about the wife or common
law wife, Why do I say that? It is obviously the concern
of us that we must know even though we are interested in
taking care of the children that it is not meant that that
automatically takes care of the woman who bore those
children, I think that is a point which must be considered
in that light, I would saythis, after considering this matter
for some time and having some discussionon it, it has been
brought to my attention that the suggested arnendment made
by the hon, senior member for Christ Churchwould really
mean that if you were to get that amendment in this particu=
lar Bill your casual employees would be enjoying greater
privileges and benefits than your permanent emplovees
because you do not have it so arranged in the other Act that
the other permanent employees cantake care of their com~
mon law wives or reputed wives.

I think there is justifiable reason that a conumon law
wife or reputed wife must prove that she is deserving of
consideration by bringing a petition. However, I think that
if you can get the whole question of compensation to a
coramon law wife completely revamped, you will get away
with this problem of her running to you with a petition, I
can see that there is further administrailve difficulty about
the question of a common law wife, and s© on, because it is
possible for a man to have two or more reputed wives, I do

——
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not know what the lawyers may think about that, but it is
easily possible for a man to have five children from two
or mqre women, We must be surethat you are aiming at the
children first; we must be sure thatthey are taken care of
first but it poses a slightly difficult problem when you try
to handle a case of the woman who bore the children,

I do not have accurate statisticsbut lam going to make
a guess and give some figures which to me would make a
forcible argument that this whole problem of compensation
to mothers of children who happen to be associated in any
form with out casual employees is a matter which needs to
be considered in toto and very seriously. I know itis a
fact that we have an illegitimacy rate in Barbados at least
6% or more, It is probably more than that now, That was
the case when I checked the figures four years ago, It is
also a fact that the type of employee whom you are taking
care of in this Bill is the type of person among whom you
will find more illegitimacy than the more well=to~do people
in the country; therefore, it is a safe assumption to think
that 70% or 80% of those people are the people who have
what we regard as illegitimate connections.

It is also to be assumed that at least there may be
4,000 persons so involved. The Hon, Minister of Communi=
cations and Works is not present, neither do I know if he
has the figures on this thing; therefore, if I make a guess
that there are 4,000 persons so involved and 80% of that
number has illegitimate connections, then I conclude that
there are at least 3,000 who might be so affected in one
way or the other if youdonotgive some sort of considera=
tion to compensate reputed wives,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER left the Chair and Mr.
SPEAKER took the Chair,

Mr, Speaker, I was just about to say that the figure of
3,000 in any part of a community = and my colleague has
told me more especially in the case of Barbados = is a
pretty substantial figure. I do not claim that my figures are
accurate, but the pressure that the figures themselves may
present to you must make you feelthat this whole problem
with the suggestions made as to how you should amend this
Bill touches other things and Iwould like to hear what com=
munication Government can give in this respect, Youmust
give some kind of communication because it is quite possi=
ble to argue that if you by the suggestions put up to you
agree to make provision for common law wives in this
particular section of the Bill, what you are doing is giving
your casual and non-permanent employees better terms of
service than you give now to your permanent employees.

But that is not reason in itself for saying that you
should not consider the whole problem as regards this
matter, What I would say is that this whole problem needs
to be revamped in its totality and if we get to such a stage
that such is the intention of the authorities, then it might
not be necessary topress adetailed amendment of this sort
because obviously you will get the problem handled on a
wider basis, It is possible that in the whole problem of
social development and all of your talk of social security
you are going to find these problems coming up in a differ=
ent form because when you talk about these things which
involve a number of people, the statistics themselves would
pose a problem, Anything you talk about when it comes to
illegitimate statistics must pose such a problem, and whe~
ther you put in this amendmentor not, the problem is here,
Therefore, the question is: how are we going to face up to
this problem of these women who might very well be the
rightful wives of these people. This is a problem to which
this Government cannot be unaware, Some time ago, my
colleague, the hon, junior member for St,James, said that
you should give consideration to legislation which would
allow illegitimate children to be regarded for inheritance,
1 have only brought in that example to show that the whole
problem is here before us and that this is only a single
facet of it, Sir, this is something which you can talk on for
hours and then connect it and end at the same place where
you began,

5,55 p.m.
It is quite possible, especially in the case of somebody
who has given some thought to this subject of the whole so~

— ]

cial policy of the country, for him easily to talk for two
hours and connect every link. He could start at one place
and come back to the same place. It all shows that you
have a whole prohlem with which to deal, It is commenda~
ble that the hon. senior member for Christ Church should
have spotted that there is no direct referenceto a common
law wife in the section to which we have referred. I will
also draw another instance, that there is no reference to
the illegitimate, posthumous child either and you can
get certain cases like that cropping up. The proper con=
cepts which are envisaged in carrying out the terms of
this Bill are affected by this problem of the illegitimate
wife, the common law wife and this type of people, Has the
Government got this problem in mind and are they giving
active consideration in trying to come to grips with this
problem in some way or other? Iam not convinced that the
simple amendment, good as it isinitself, is the total solu=
tion for this problem. It is ahard thing to ask the Govern=
ment to bring down legislation to assist casual employees
and then they find that the casual employees are better
provided for than the Government employees. It is a hard
thing to ask the Government in the imper sonal form to do
that, Although the machinery of Government is so involved,
the people who pass the laws in here are very much in the
personal form, and we must be very concerned as to how
the administration affects the people for whomwepass the
law,

I feel that a more lucid reply tothe problem which has
been posed by the members of the Opposition should be
given than the one whichhas beenpresented by just referr=
ing us to Clause 16 (3) of this Bill, which deals only with the
children of the casualemployees and gives some considera-
tion to the illegitimate or adopted or lawful posthumous
children. That does not in itself answer the problem of the
wife or the reputed widow and there will be at least 3,000
persons involved, I admit that the problem is a bigger one
than has been envisaged in this Bill. The problems of ad~-
ministration will also be increased; you will find that if it
so happens, as a matter of human frailty, a person gets

“illegitimate childrenfor Miss ‘A", itiseasy to get illegiti=

mate children for Miss ‘‘B"" aswell. That continues in pro=
gression and you will find that more than one woman will
be claiming for illegitimate children, F rom the point of view
of the principle and policy, the whole problem of compensa=
tion for the mothers of illegitimate children needs a total
revamping and a total revamping would be much more effec=
tive than any piecemeal amendment inthisparticular case,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I should like to
begin my reply by saying that I thought I would have been
able to compliment the hon. senior member for Christ
Church for the contribution which he attempted to make in
the earlier stage of his remarks; but regrettably, the hon,
member spoiled everything he attempted to say,by bringing
the political element into this debate, whenhe talked about
the many years when this thing should have been done and
now this is just anelection stunt and that sort of thing, I in-
formed this House when Iwasmoving the second reading of
this Bill that ever since 1959 I had a discussion with the
Premier and he decided to set up a Committee and I was
made a Chairman of that Committee, This matter dates back
to the 31st August, 1959,

I have a letter here stating that the Cabinet had ap~
pointed me as convener of the meetings of the Committee
which had been set up to consider thisquestion of the pay-
ment of pensions and gratuities to casual employees, The
Committee reported on the 21st October, 1959, Then again
on the 24th March, 1960, The Cabinet agreed to the recom-=
mendations made by the Committee and instructed that
legislation should be drafted as soon as possible. That was
1960, Like all other matters, no one would expect that an
item could be decided on today and tomorrow morning the
Crown Law Officer could draft a Bill in connection with that
itern and hand it to you, These officers are all busy people;
they have to attend the Assizes and, in addition to that,
there are other items of a legal nature to be dealt with,
There are Bills to be drafted which will take precedence
over this Bill,

Mr., Deputy Speaker, to be uncharitable and suggest
that this Billhas been brought in now that the General Elec~
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tion is just a short way off, could have only emanated from
a mentality which would do a similar thing with a view to
catching votes, Whether one likes meor not, is immaterial
to me, Ihave said on other occasions that as long as Iam
able o assist in doing anything which will improve the lot
of the masses, or the community as a whole, I will do it.
1 will do that at Electiontime, after Election time or when=
ever it is, I should liketo say that in these days, if you re-
pair a road it will be said that that road was repaired be-
cause it is Election time, whereas people do not realise
that the work of the Government hastobe carried on whe=-
ther it is Election time or not,

6.05 pam,

The Queen’s work has to be carried onall the time whether
or not it is election time. Whether or not it were so, then
the position would be that youwould only do work at election
time, In other words, you would doworkin the last year of
the five years and in theother years people would be walk=
ing about looking for work. How nonsensical a thing like that
is!

Now, Mr, Speaker, 1 should just liketo say this before
1 deal with what was suggested by the hon. junior member
for St. Joseph, He says that in this Bill it is not set out
whether it is a posthumous illegitimate or legitimate child.
1 would have thought that would come from somebody who is
not as mature as he is, Let us see what the definition says.
It reacs as follows:~

““‘ar the purpose [ his section, ‘‘child’ includes =

(a) posthumous child."’

Unlike the inference that he drew, s .5 not oy
whether the child is a child of a married persoi .: an ille=
gitimate child; it says a ‘‘child’’, and thereforeit has « %
used in the widest context, It goes on further and says:=

‘‘(b) a step~child or illegitimate child born before the
date of the injury and wholly dependent or mainly de-
pendent upon the deceased employee for support: and

(c) an adopted child, adopted in a manner recognised
by law before the date of the injury and dependent
as before said.”

In this definition, therefore, Mr, Speaker, every child
is covered. I would have thought that this would be only for
people who could not understand this toraisea point on it,
I would just like to say that I listened to him with his dis=
sertation of statistical digests, but I would like to tell him
that sometimes it is better that we keep our mouths closed.
I do not think that we need get up and tell the world that our
illegitimacy is 100%, 90%, 80% or anything like that. It is
not their business, Why should we spit up in the air and
let it drop in our faces? How does it add to the debate?
What he was saying was uncalled for and totally unneces~
sary, because no doubt this has beenthrownat us on several
occasions, Our people going to England and other parts of
the world are often referred to as people who do not like
marrying, and therefore people who represent the political
ideology and everything that the hon, junior member for
Christ Church believes feel that they cannot integrate such
people into their community, Why should we come on the
floor of the House because we have mouths and say that
from a survey we did all this statistical work, that the
figure is 60% and that out of 4,000 people who might be
working in this Works Department 80% will be illegitimate.
That is of no helpto this country nor does it raise us in the
eyes of the world; it lowers us. The sooner we learn to keep
our tongues between our cheeks at times the better for us,

Mr, STRAUGHN: On a point of order, It would appear
that the hon, member was referring to remarks I made, I
would like to let him know that any remarks I made were
done as a student of social research, Ican give the statis-
tics of illegitimacy for Jamaica and Trinidad if he wants
them as well, It is a West Indian problem.

Hon. M, E, COX: Ithink if he wants to give them he can
find places that he can do that where it would be less damag-
ing than giving them here, Now, Sir, let us get down to the
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point raised by the hon. senior member for Christ Church
supported by the hon. senior member for St, Philip, the
hon, junior member for Christ Church and also the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph. They have referred to the
common law wife not being included, but Iwould ask them to
point out where in any pension legislation in the most mod=
ernised and civilised countries such persons are included
in a Pensions Bill by any Government. We have the 1925
Public Employees Pensions Act, the 1937 Public Employees
Pensions Act and the 1947 Pensions Act, and nowhere in
any of these Acts is provision made for any common-law
wives. .

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order, Mr., Speaker, the
hon. member shouid realise by now that two wrongs do not
make a right. If you are doing something here to help
casual smployees, you know that they are not married to
anybody but have common=law or reputed wives; therefore
you should not bring down this Billtotry and fool anybody.

Hon, M, E. COX: Now, Sir, That is an interruption,
Section 17 of the Pensicns Act, 1947, is repeated word for
word in this Bili hefore us. The hon, junior member for
Christ Church asked why should they appeal tothe Executive
Committee, and said that we want todo away with the Exe~
cutive Committee, 1 agreo, Since people like US.ieiesen

Mr, GODDARD; On a powmtof order, Mr, Speaker, I di.
not say that we want 1o do away with the Executive Commit=
tee; there has to be viie, We wantte do away with having to
appeal to them now we have a Bill here i which we can
rectify that.

Hon. M, E, COX: There is nothing wrong with that, Sir.
As far as lremember, fromthe time I was a member of the
Zxecutive Committee and now as a member of the Cabinet,
whenever these cases come up they were checked by the
Queen’s Solicitor, or i f{act by the Police {irst and then
by the Queen's Solicitor, Ttzse cases were submitted to
the Governmient, the Governmen.’s rignt is waived and the
individual receives what pelonged to the deceased as long
as satisfactory evidence can be forthcoming to prove that
the individual was dependent upon the person who died,
did service and things of that nature,
5,15 p,m,
But, as I think the hon. member and the ex-Minister of
Agriculture in a sotto voce remark said, what is the posi=
tion if for example there are two people who are depending
on this gentleman? How are you going to get around that?
It is not all that easy, It is quite easy to get up and say it
but you may find difficulty because there may be two, He
may be like a Moslem in Northern Nigeria where you can
have five wives, .

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Speaker, I rise on a point of order.
A common=-law wife can be described as a woman living
with this casual employee for the last five years or for a
year, If you want to amend it, you can; if you do not want
to amend it, you can turn it and twist it,

Hon. M, E. COX: What is the position as regards a
man who goes at three houses at each of which he has a
reputed wife? Which are you going to give? I the time
comes for a general overhauli.eeseese

Mr, STRAUGHN: Is the hon. member saying that in this
House? I do not believe I heard it right.

Hon. M, E. COX; Sir, I amreplying to the stupidity and
the nonsense that some of them raised on the floor of this
House,

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Speaker, I rise on a point of order.
What I have said is that you can amend it in the Interpre-
tation Clause by saying that ‘‘widow®’ includes a common= .
law wife who is a woman cohabiting with the deceased for
the last five years,

Mr, SPEAKER: T must intervene now, That is not a
matter for the House, All of those details can be gone into
in Committee but not in the House,
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Hon, M, E, COX: I am sorry, Mr, Speaker, but just
let me ask him who is going to prove this cohabiting.

Mr, SPEAKER: I would like to tell the Hon. Minister
that that also can be gone into.if the Bill reaches the Com~
mittee stage,

Hon. M, E. COX: Sir, I am not disagreeing with you,
That is the position, That has been the pattern of things.
As I have said, in no place has provision been made for
such persons: but as far as Government is concerned,
satisfactory arrangements have always been made with
respect to persons who are regarded as common law wives,

The hon, member talks about making an amendment to
this Bill., This is a Money Bill and even if he moves the
amendment I can assure the House that that would not
pass because we could not accept anything like that, If the
time comes for a general overhaul, obviously we would
consider the matter: but to push something like that into
the Bill at this stage, we must oppose it,

The hon, junior member for Christ Churchtalks about
postponement, This is no legislation for postponing. We
know what his postponement means,

Mr, GODDARD: Mr, Speaker, Irise on a point of order,
I said topostpone it for one week so that he can get together
with his legal advisersto putinthe proper amendment. The
Hon. Minister heard that all right,

Hon. M, E, COX: Sir, Iwant to assure the hon., member
that we went into this Bill meticulously. This was under
consideration from the 31st August, 1959, We have reached
agreement on this and there is no question of postponing
it, This Bill is to be passed as soon as possible and put
on the Statute Book so that persons who do not at present
qualify for this treatment would qualify. If it becomes nec-
essary to have the whole thing overhauled it would be over=
hauled, The hon, member should know that under the Income
Tax Act, allowances are made for the commom law wife.

The question that the Bill be now read a second time

was put and resolved in the affirmative without division.

On motion of Hon, M. E. COX, seconded by Hon,
L. St.A. THORNE, Mr, SPEAKER left the Chair and the
House went into Committee on the Bill, Mr. BRYAN in
the Chair,

. Clause 1 was called and passed,

Clause 2 was called,

Hon, M. E. COX: I beg to move that Clause 2 stand
part,

Hon. L, StA, THORNE: I beg to second that,

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Chairman, before the questionis put,
I just want to say this but I am not going to repeat myself.
I think at this stage it might be a good thing for the Hon,
Minister to give consideration to the insertion in this In=
terpretation Clause of the definition of ‘‘widow' which
would include and cover both cases of a wife according to
the suggestions put up, In other words, you can put in this
Interpretation Clause that *‘widow'* would not only mean a
widow arising out of lawful wedlock but also a common
law wife, that is to say a wife not arising out of lawful wed=
lock, If you put it in this Interpretation Clause, wherever
you see the word “‘widow*’ it would mean both and that is
the scientific way of doing it, You would not have to put in
‘reputed wife® or ‘common law wife' wherever the word
‘*widow" appears,

Sir, I am not actually moving the words yet to be in-
serting but you canput it this way: ‘‘widow'® means a widow
strictly so called arising from lawful wedlock and also a
woman cohabiting continuously with a casual employee for
a ‘period of five years immediately preceding his death.
You ‘can do it that way or this way: ‘‘widow’’ includes a
common law wife, *‘Common law wife’* means a woman co=
habiting outside of lawful wedlock with a casual employee
for a period of five years immediately preceding his death,

You have to define it in order that everybody would
be clear on what it means, If you amend it that way, there
would be no ambiguity whatsoever, This amendment is no-
thing complicated, It is a simple amendment and if it is
not done today it may be another twoor three years before
it is done,

Hon. M. E. COX: Sir, I wonder if the hon. member
knows that we are discussing Clause 2 and that Clause 2
deals with service,

6,25 p.m,

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Chairman, Clause 2 is the interpre=
tation or the definition Clause, Icaneasily put in the words
‘‘widow includes a common law wife* and define what
“common law wife' means. Whenever you see the word
‘‘widow** you will know that *‘common law wife' is included
in that term. That is the more scientific way of dealing with
this matter than to put this amendment in Clause 16 of
the Bill,

Hon, M, E, COX: I cannot accept that,

Mr, TALMA:; Well, I will formally move that the fol=-
lowing interpretation be included in this Section. ‘‘Widow
includes a common law wife.** And the second amendment
bearing on the same matter is this: ‘‘Common law wife'*
means a woman cohabiting with a casual employee out of
lawful wedlock for a period of not less than five years im=
mediately preceding his death,”’

Apparently, the hon. member is so dense. The woman
must be living and cohabiting with the man for a period:of
not less than five years., There must be continuous living;
these conditions must be complied with. /4S/IDES) Youwill
hardly find one man living with six women under the same
roof. Only the Ministers would get in that category. (A
MEMBER: Theex-Minister.) [know that the Minister means
no malice: so I will not take himon, I feel that the Minister
should consider seriously the insertion of this amendment
in that it is the only scientific way of dealing with such an
amendment. (AS/IDES) 1 take it that the backbenchers will
be deemed to be unofficial candidates,

Mr, Chairman, there are sufficient safeguards in the
amendment I have proposed so that only one woman can
qualify as a widow or common law wife, For any one to
say that the average cantonnier is able to maintain three
homes = how could be keep three homes on $14 or $15 a
week? To suggest that the average cantonnier or casual
worker can run more than one home, well, as a matter of
fact, he cannot even run one home properly because his
children are always half naked. To suggest otherwise is
just trying to confuse and becloud the whole issue, If you
do not want to pass legislation which is beneficial to the
worker, well, you can say so. I am suggesting that this
amendment will be of great benefit to the casual employee
and his common law wife,

The expert of sociology, I am referring now to the hon.
junior member for St, Joseph, brought figures to bear and
to show that he has given this matter a thorough study; he
has, in fact, corroborated many of the points made by
members on this side of the House.

I beg to move that Clause 2 be amended by the in~
sertion of the following definition:-

‘*Widow includes a commonlaw wife,' *‘Common law
wife’ means a woman cohabiting with a casual employee
out of lawful wedlock for a period of not less than five
years, immediately preceding his death.”’

Mr., CRAWFORD:; Mr, Chairman, I beg to second the
motion made by the hon, member. While it may be true that
nothing is to be gained by a parading of social happenings,
there is also nothing to be gained by getting up like an os=
trich hiding one’s head in the sand and refusing to face the
realities of life around us. The legislation which we pass
must mirror in some way the basic social trends of the
country, If we were to take up legislation in polygamy as
practised or any other social practice that we consider de=
cadent or unchristian~like, we should not be amazed at the
provision of such legislation, If this Billor any similar Bill
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has for its object the effecting of certain provisions which
we regard as desirable or if it even contains sections or
provisions which appear to run counter to normally ex=
pected legislation of the sort, there is nothing fundamental
against our passing such legislation if by so doing we will
benefit the people whom that legislation is designed to
benefit,

6,35 p.m,

The facts in this case are simple. If a man is married in
the public service and dies, becomes incapacitated under
certain conditions or retires from the Service, he or his
legal dependants are entitled to certain compensation or
certain benefits, We are going further now and saying that
even his illegal offspring are legally entitled to these bene=
fits; but if the man is unmarriedor if he is married and has
left his wife for a considerahle period of time, the person
with whom he is associated should derive no benefits at all.
The man may well be married but not living with his wife,
unmarried and living with a woman who has rendered just
as loyal service as a person who is married, but because
she is not married, she is not entitled,

Personally, Mr, Chairman, the amendment may be con~
sidered by some fastidious legal draftsmen to be not as
elegant as they like, Personally I thought it might have
been better to say ‘‘a widow' or ‘‘common-law wife'® and
then define ‘“‘common-law wife'’; but I am assured by the
hon, senior member for Christ Church that since the word
“‘widow*'* appears so many times in the Bill, it would be
rather cumbersome to be inserting *‘widow"* or *‘common=
law wife'® right through, and therefore inthe Interpretation
Clause he wants to begin by saying that in the definition of
“‘widow*’ is included ‘‘common=-law wife*’, The elegance or
the inelegance of it has nothing to do with it; it is whether
or not Government accepts the principle, Not accepting the
principle simply means that they are condemning the woman
who is not married to the man to receiving nothing at all,
and therefore the money to which she isentitled would re-
main in the Public Treasury, That is not good enough.

Mr, Chairman, if they do not like the amendment, let
them get the Government legal draftsmen to draft legisla=
tion couched in the most legal terms so obscure that it is
only clear to legally trained men that it contains the provi-
sion for which we are asking. You should not say that the
thousands of people who are going tofall into this category
who would benefit from this legislation are not entitled to
receive any benefit under the same conditions to which mar=
ried women areentitled, Legislation of this sort should take
some cognisance of the basic, socialtrend of the community,
The time will come, we hope, when you will not have to
think in terms of depriving unmarried women in this context
of their rights; but at the sametirmne, Mr. Chairman, either
we are setting ourselves up to be such perfect moralists
that we are prepared to condemn outof hand the woman who
is living as the common-law wife of a man in the public
service, or saying that since sheis notmarried to him she
is a socialleper and is not entitled to anything at all, Either
we are doing that or we are prepared to accept the amend~
ment moved by the hon. senior member for Christ Church,

1 do believe, Mr, Chairman, that it is not merely the
question of giving what the inclusion of this amendment
would appear to portray to people reading the legislation;
it is a question of doing justice to a number of persons who
are entitled to receive this benefit as of right, If some
sociologist or anthropologist wants to pick it up and say
that in the West Indies the people are so immoral that they
have got to provide legislation for unmarried women, let
them do it. There are anthropologists who havegone to the
South Sea Islands and after observing the socialpractices of
the inhabitants many of whom were polygamous, have come
up with the theory that their lives are better ordered and
more scientifically correct than that of so~called civilised
people, Much as we may dislike what the inclusion of this
amendment may appear toportend, I sayitis not a question
of appearance, it is not any question of heing ostrich-like
and pushing our heads in the sand, itis a question of doing
justice to adeserving section of the community, Who are we
to set ourselves up as moralists, and because a woman is
living with a man she should not get anything when he dies?

Hon. M, E, COX: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman,
what the hon, member says is not true, Ihave already

e —

pointed out several cases where individuals have been given
assistance, Section 14 (3) says ‘‘where a pensionor gratuity
ceases by reason of this section the Governor -in=Executive
Committee may direct all or any part.e..’”

Mr, CHAIRMAN: What Section are you reading?

Hon, M, E, COX: I am reading the correct Section in
reply to the mistake which the hon, membeyr made, 1 will
continue to read: *‘.....the Governor-in-Execirtive Cornmit-
tee may direct all or any part of the money to which such
employee would have been entitled by way of pension or
gratuity, had he not been sentenced as aforésaid to be paid
to or applied for the maintenance or benefit of all or any
to the exclusion of the other or others of the following, that
is to say, such employee and any wife, child or children
of his, or suchother dependems as the Governor-in-Execu=
tive Committee may determine."® I should like toemphasise
the phrase ‘‘or suchother dependents"’, If the individual, as
he says, has a common=law wife living withhim and depen-
dent on his earnings, then she qualifies under this.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am not talking about what the
Governor =in~Executive Committee may or may not do, What
1 am saying, Mr, Chairman, is that it should be set out
unequivocally clearly that the common-law wife has the
same legal rights as the widow. A dependent is an entirely
different thing in this context from a widow and therefore
the amendment makes it unmistakably clear that the com=
mon-law wife has the same rights under this Act as the
widow.

6,45 p.m,
I say, who are we to moralise on the issue?

Sir, I have no inclination 4t all to moralise against a
situation which the amendment may appear to disclose,
Any common-law wife is going to have noend of trouble in
trying to establish her rights under the section quoted by
the Hon, Introducer of the Bill. Do you think anybody is
going to regard any strong, hard-working women, young or
middle~aged, as a dependent of somebody who isdead? Why
put these people in the position that they have to go petition=
ing somebody and begging them for that? You might just
as well come right out and say to them: **You have not been
married to the man; therefore, you will get nothing,*’

Hon. R. G, MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. Is the hon, member saying that the proposed amend=
ment as it is tends to make it easier for anybody to come
along and make a claim?

Mr, CRAWF ORD: The amendment is quite clear,Some-
body is cohabiting in a house with the deceased for a period
of not less than five years..ceee

Hon, M, E, COX: Why five years?
Mr. CRAWFORD: Ten years if you like,

Hon, M, E, COX: Why not two years?

Mr, CRAWFORD: Because a woman who is merely the
common law wife of a man for two years is not in the same
position perhaps to one who would be living with him for a
Ionger period,

The position is this, Say that you accept the amendment
as proposed by the hon, senior member for Christ Church
or say point blank: ‘‘Away with you! You are not married
and, therefore, you do not qualify under the provisions of
this Bill**, That is all there is to it

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, Ifeel myself constrained
to say something on the amendment which is before the
Committee and only so because there appears to be com=
plete ignorance onthe other side of the House as regards it,
Both the hon., members who spoke prior to my getting up
made valuable contributions on something which vitally
affects 60% of the family relationships of this Island, What
hon, members on the other sidefailto see is this, Whether
there are integrated or settled territories, whereverthere
is such a common law marriage, it is legally binding, Of
course, an association of twelve months would not be re~

cognised.
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. Let us Jook into the question of a person establishing
the right of their inheriting a peerage, a fortune or any
such thing, In England, for instance, a mancan go and prove
that his great-grandfather — if he is anheir-at=law - was
living with a certainper son who washis great=grandmother
for a certain number of years although there is nothing on
record that those people were married under the provisions
of the Marriage Act, and if he canprove that, he is legally
entitled to this peerage or this fortune or whatever it may
be by reason of the fact that everybody in the village or town
or district where his antecedents may have been living ac=
cepted the fact that those people were living in such a house
together and were regarded for all purposes as man and
wife, There are a lot of people in Barbados, as we know,
who if they were in an income group as that which these
people are in, would similarly want toestablishtheir claim
and if proof could be found, it would be regarded by the Law
Courts that they were married for all intents and purposes.

I see the hon, senior member for St, Thomas is laughing

but there is nothing in this tolaugh ate It is all right to say,
‘‘why not a year?', but this is a serious amendment, You
cannot have somebody who is switching their attention from
one person to another being entitled to the same status as
.far as rights and privileges are concerned as some person
.who has been living in a house for twenty years and who
‘has borne children and who wintered and summered with
that same person, Certainly, five years is a reasonable
period. One of the reasons why a lot more people do not go
through the formalities of the Marriage Act is because of
economic grounds,

I think if one took a survey of the employees in the
different departments of the Government, one would find
that the figure of the common law marriages exceeds 60,
and if hon, members would look at the Workmen's Com=
pensation Act, they would see under that Act that there is
provision for persons who were living in the house of the
deceased, or the workman. The term ‘‘dependams’* under
that Act means such of the members of the workman's
family as were wholly or in part dependent upon the earn-
ings of the workman at the time of his death, or would but
for the incapacity due to the accident have been so depen=
dent, and where the workman, being the parent or grand=-

-parent. of an illegitimate child, leaves such a child so de=
pendent upon his earnings, or, being an illegitimate child,
leaves a parent or grandparent sodependent upon his earn-

-ings, shall include such an illegitimate child and parent or
grandparent respectively; provided that a person shall not
be deemed toc be a partial dependant of a workman unless
he was dependent partially on contributions from the work=
man for the provision of the ordinary necessaries of life
suitable for persons in his class and position,

Under this Act which we have before us, a ‘‘depart=
ment" is define? *‘a department of the Government*’, It is
more important to describe, as far asthelaw is concerned,
what is meant by ‘‘dependant’’ of anemployee than to define
what ‘‘department’* is. There can be no legaldispute as to
what is or what is not a Government Department, We know
that the Highways and Transport Department, the Water-
works Department and the Public Works Department are
-Government Departments and they are the departments

-which normally employ casual workers for whom this Bill
is designed,
6,55 pJm,
Therefore what the Government should do in this matter
is not necessarily to put in the definition of ‘‘widow®® or
‘swife'® or to extend the term ‘‘widow’’to include ‘‘reputed
wife”, but to put in a definition of what a dependant is,
However, I am supporting the amendment made by the hon,
-senior member for Christ Church for the simple reason
that the amendment covers a group of persons whom we
feel should be protected, It is r2markable that, in this island
which has a longhistory of constitutional reform, the Lower
Chamber would much sooner see an amendment come from
the Bourbons whe inhabit the Other Place and swallow any
-kind of amendment sent back down to this Chamber, than
for the Government to get up in this Chamber and do what
is. their duty to the public, because they consider it more
face~-saving to allow an amendment to come from the Other
Place than accept an amendment from this side of the
House,

That shows the absence of pride and self-respect, If
the hon. member has made a suggestion, they know that
there is an essential validity in the suggestion which is put
forward, but the members of the Government feel that credit
would redound to the members of the Opposition if they
were to accept an amendment coming from this side, Mr.
Chairman, have you ever heard us get upin here and crow
because the Government accepted an amendment coming
from this side? These are matters which would appeal to
people who have commonsense, but the levelof thinking on
the other side of the House is really appalling, Because
the suggestion has come from this side of the House they
will not accept it, but these same people will go to the
various parishes and ask the people to vote for them and
say that they are the people who are looking after their
interests. If we vote against this Clause the members on
the other side will say that theConservatives and the Offi~
cial Opposition voted together and that sort of ignorance
which one hears expounded on public placforms and in this
House from timeto time. I am suggesting that no particular
one should be mentioned in this Clause, I do not see how
the member s of the Governiment could nwt have thought about
this matter; but let us say that they did think about it and
forgot it, I am asking them to postpone the further consid=
eration of the Bill and let the Legal Drafisman tdy it up
and not leave it absolutely blank,

At this stage, it now being 7 p.m., of the clock, Mr.
SPEAKER tok the Chair,

Mr, SPEAKER: It now being 7 p.m., of the clock, this
sitting stands suspended until 7.45 p.m, of the clock, This
sitting now stands suspended,

7,00 p,m,

On re-assembling,

CASUAL EMPLOYEES PENSIONS BILL

Mr, SPEAKER: On the suspension of the sitting for
dinner, the House was in Committee on a Bill to provide
for the grant and payment of pensions and gratuities to
persons who have been employed on a casual basis in the
service of the Government,

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House res
sumed Committee on the Bill, Mr. BRYAN being in the

Chair.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: On the suspension of the sitting,
the hon, junior member for St, John was speaking on Clause
2 of a Bill to make provision for the grant and payment of
pensions and gratuities to persons who have beenemployed
on a casual basis in the service of the Government.

Mr, BARROW: Mr, Chairman, some hon, members
have referred to Clause 14 of this Bill and suggested that
there was some kind of provision whereby a pension might
be paid to a person who may not necessarily be the lawful
married wife of an employee, That was an argument put
forward against the amendment suggested to Clause 2 of
the Bill by the hon, senior member for Christ Church, It is
true that we are not dealing with Clause 14 of the Bill at
this stage, but since the hon, senior member for St, Michael
was allowed to get up and say that this amendment is un~
necessary, I will point out that Clause 14deals with a per=
son who has been convicted of a criminal offence and sen=
tenced to a term of imprisonment exceeding twelve months,
This is a Clause where a penalty has been imposed upon
a man and he has been sentenced to a term of imprisonment
exceeding twelve months for an offence and the Governor=
in-Executive Committee may make directions; but why
should they want to have recourse to a Clause in this Bill
which deals with the exceptional case? I hope that the
Government will not employ people who are likely to be
subjected to a term or terms of imprisomment of twelve
months or more, which term or terms of imprisonment
can only be imposed by a Judge at the Court of Grand Ses~
sions. In a case of this sort thisClause says that the Gov-
ernment can Order.c.ce.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Is the hon. member referring to
Clause 14?

Mr. BARROW: Yes,

A
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Mr, CHAIRMAN: It was unfortunate that I did not hear
the remarks made by the hon, senior member for St, Philip
allegedly in connection with Clause 14, When the hon, senior
member for St, Michael started to make reference to Clause
14 1 then looked at the Clause and the hon, member said
that he was referring to it because thehon, senior member
for St, Philip was referring to it, I must plead guilty to
that; but at this stage, having allowed one member to make
reference to that Clause, 1 had to allow the other member
to reply. The hon, junior member for St. John is making
reference to Clause 14; Iam suggesting to the hon, member
that he should not expand on thisClause because there was
an oversight in the first instance,

Mr, BARROW: Mr, Chairman, the fir st per son, accord=
ing to my recollection, who mentioned Clause 14 was the
hon, senior member for St. Michael who gotup and tried to
short=circuit the debate because of the provision in that
Clause, Clause 14 only deals with people who have been

convicted and imprisoned for a period exceeding twelve
MONthS,.ceee

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Let us stick more closely to the
Clause with which we are now dealing,
7.50 p.m.

When you get to Clause 14 you can deal with that.
Mr. BARROW: Look, Mr. Chairman,....

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The hon, junior member for St.John
must listen when I am speaking,

Mr, BARROW: You seem to be making amajor speech.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: You will have to listen to the Chair,
and I have means of making youlisten.I will stand and you
will have to take your seat, Iam appealing to you not to try
to explain Clause 14,

Mr. BARROW: I am not saying, Mr, Chairman, that
you are guilty of any oversight; I am merely pointing out
that I do not agree that things like this should be dealt with
on points of order, but in the courseof a debate especially
in Committee, another member whether from the Govern=-
ment or from the other side cansayhe is not going to sup~
port this amendment because we have provision somewhere
else in the Act for it and point out where the provision is.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: You cannot deal with Clause 14 until
you get to it.

Mr. BARROW: I do not really understand you, Mr.
Chairman, I said it is not competent to deal with this matter
on a point of order, but are you seriously saying that any

member of this House cannot get up and say, if the hon,

senior member for St, Michael wants to put in such an
amendment, that he is not going to support it because pro=
vision is made for it in another Clause?

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I am saying you must not deal with
the particular Clause at this point,

Mr, BARROW: I am not dealing with the Clause, I am
merely saying that the hon, senior member for St. Michael
who was allowed to rise on a point of order should not try
to make it appear as if there was some provision made in
the Bill which would render the amendment made by the
hon. senior member for Christ Church unnecessary, I do
not think we have to indulge in any debate on semantics in
order to get this matter cleared up, I am pointing out that
the member for St, Michael is utterly wrong to say that
there is any provision in any part of this Bill, We do not
have to deal with Clause 4 or Clause 16; I am saying that
there is no provision in any part of the Bill which makes
the amendment proposed by the hon. senior member for
Christ Church redundant, and it is completely misleading
for the member to get up and say that a particular Clause
has such a provision, How the question of persons who have
been sentenced to terms of imprisonment come into this, 1
do not know. Moreover it is a matter which is not granted
as of righteveninthatisolated group of cases, but is pure-
1y discretionary and means that a widow or reputed wife

would have togohat inhand and ask for something to which
she should be entitled, and would have to wait until election
time to get it anyhow; therefore to get up and ridicule the
two hon, members who proposed and seconded the amend-
ment and say that provision is already made in the Bill is
ridiculous,

When you say, Mr, Chairman, that if a person has been
sentenced to a term of more thantwelve months imprison=
ment he may lose his pension, Ido not know how it becomes
a pension at all, It is really a subvention or gratuity towards
the support of the employee, I do notthink it has any right
in this Bill at all, and I think the whole case can be met
either by the amendment whichhas beenproposed, or alter=~
natively by putting in a definition of the term ‘‘dependent”’
to include anyone who is living at the time in the house of
the employee and who was totally or partially dependent
upon the employee’s earnings. That is consistent with an
amendment to the Workmen®s Compensation Act which I
introduced here some time ago and which is the law in
Antigua and Jamaica, and that would settle the whole issue.
We would not have to go chopping and changing independent
Clauses.

What hon, members are saying is this: whether or not
you like it, we are living in a community where these ir-
regular family relationships are more the rule than the
exception, We are saying that amongst this particular cate-
gory of Government employees the incidence of these
common-law relationships by statistical proof is higher
than it is in any group inthe community who draw salaries
or emoluments from the Treasury of this island. I you
are in a Bill of this kind making it permissible for a widow
in the legal sense of the term and not in the common law
sense of the term to derive benefits under the Bill, the Bill
is really a farce., If therefore the accusation of window
dressing immediately prior to election were hurled at the
Government, it would not be without some Justlfxcatwn in
truth and in fact,

Now do not let us mince matters, They have a lot of
stooges to do their thinking for them because they are in=
capable of thinking themselves, people who are supposed
to have a little more intelligence than they have, but who
have long surrendered their ability to think at all, They only
want to ingratiate themselves with the Government or
Ministers; and you know to whom I refer; but because they
have been obsequious-for such a long period of time, al=
though they are semi-literate and canread and write, when
it comes to thinking out policy in the interest of the people
of this country, only somebody who has faced the tape at
election time is entitled to interfere with mattersof social
legislation such as the one which we are considering,

If the Hon., Premier was really serious about his
social security, all this would be unnecessary. Ido not want
to go into his failure to debate the Richardson Report be-
cause I am sure you would stopme, and you would be enti~-
tled to stop me. But we have to face facts, Naturally there
are a lot of people, especially people who are avowed to
their relationship, themselves Victorian, and other people
who are brought up in the standard of Western civilisation,
who tend to equate a person's responsibility to his ability to
conform with the institutions which have been imposed upon
us; but we cannot say we are bringing a Bill for 4,000 or
5,000 persons when the provisions of the Billexclude from
its operation 65bor 75%, We have to be realistic about these
matters. That is why in Antigua they thought it feasible,
necessary and correct that they should include in the Work=
men's Compensation Legislation a definition whichwas suf~
ficiently wide to cover all the people who would suffer, who
would be placed in a precarious position if their main source
of support was cut off either by the Universal Reaper, by
sickness or by some other agent. Youhave a bread-winner
in a household; that bread -winner is cut off; what provisions
are you making for the people who are dependent upon him?
In the term ‘‘dependents’®’ you should include such person
or persons living in the house of the employee at the time
of, let us say, his death who were wholly or partially depen=
dent upon his earnings, and that covers everything.

Mr. Chairman, the hon, senior member for Christ
Church has focussed attention on the people who would be
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brought within the provision by saying that we should intro~

duce an amendment to extend the term “‘widow*’, The hon.

senior member for St., Philip who seconded the motion

agrees that to change the common, ordinarydayto day usage
and legal meaning of the term *‘widow®’ so as to include the
particular class of person may not be elegant drafting, I

believe that the hon, senior member for Christ Church is
a fairly elegant draftsman, and he has focussed attention
by that amendment on the problem which is confronting the

Legislature at this particular juncture, Do you mean, Mr,

Chairman, that we have to send thisto the Other Place and

let people who ostensibly have no interest in the average

working=class man in Barbados send back down an amend=

ment?

8000 pcm-

Is it that we should make provision for these people,
or should we tell the public that it was the hon, senior mem=
ber for Christ Church who first thought about it and there~
fore we would introduce it and then claim the honour and
credit for it? The question of whogetsthe honour is not the
material thing because at some stage of history, posterity
would look backwards and would give credit to whom credit
is due, but at this juncture the man in the street in only
concerned with what he would get. History and posterity
would judge,

I am inviting the Committee to agree to a different
kind of amendment which would have the sameeffect, I am
therefore moving, Mr. Chairman, in order to save their
face, if thatis what they are interested in, the postponement
of the consideration of this Clause so that they can go and
get an amendment made,

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Chairman, I heartily second the
motion for the postponement to enable the Government to
get the advice of the Crown Law Officers and to give an
interpretation to common law wife as has been expressed
by everyone on this side,

The question that further consideration of the Clause

be postponed was put and resolved in the negative, the

Committee dividing as follows:~

AYES: Messrs, GODDARD, BARROW, TALMA, CRAW~
FORD, TUDOR and BRANCKER = 6,

NOES: Hon'bles Dr, H. G, H, CUMMINS, M, E, COX,
D, D. GARNER, R, G, MAPP, L. St.A. THORNE, F. E,
MILLER, Messrs, HOLDER, SEARLES and STRAUGHN = 9,

The question that the words proposed to be inserted
stand part, was put and resolved in the negative, the

Committee dividing as follows:—
AYES: Messrs, GODDARD, BARROW, TALMA, CRAW-
FORD, TUDOR and BRANCKER = 6, -

NOES: Hon'bles Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS, M, E, COX,
D. D, GARNER, R. G, MAPP, L. StA, THORNE,F. E,
MILLER, Messrs, HOLDER, SEARLES and STRAUGHN ~ 9,

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

Clauses 3 to 8 inclusive were called separately
and passed,

Clause 9 was called,
Hon. M, E.COX:1begto move that Clause 9 stand part,

Hon, D, D. GARNER: I beg to second that,

Mr, BARROW: Mr, Chairman, this Clause reads as
follows:~ :

9, Where an employee is otherwise qualified for a pen~
sion under this Act, but =

(a) has been employed in the service of the Govermment
for lessthanten years butfor five years or more; and

(b) retires because of i1l health or because of injuries
received in the actual discharge of his duties, such
injuries not being attributable to the employee's own
misconduct or ' negligence,

the Governor=-in~Executive Committee may grant to such
employee on retirement a gratuity notexceeding five times
the annual amount of pension which, if there had been no
qualifying period, might have been granted to him under
section eight of this Act,

Now, Sir, my objection to Clause 9 whichis to give an
employee who has served less thanten years but has served
five yearsor more a gratuity equal to five times the pension
he may receive if he had qualified is this. You will notice
in sub=clause (b) that they have inserted that if he retires
because of ill health or because of injuries received in the
actual discharge of his duties, such injuries not being attri-
butable to the employee's own misconduct or negligence,
then the person is eligible, It seems to me that if it is be=
cause of illhealth he is eligible, bus if he gets knocked down
with a motor car and is no longer able to work, he does not
come under the provision of Clause 9. If he retires because
he has weak lungs or weakhearthe is eligible: but if he has
injuries which he sustained outside of his employment he
would not come withinthe provisions of Clause 9, That does
not seem sensible to me, If aman leaves work and sustains
injuries in the course of hisgoing homehe is still a person
employed in your service.Ido not know why this distinction
should be made of persons in illhealthor persons who are
suffering injuries where those injuries were received inthe
course of his employment whether they were received in
some other kind of accident whichwasnot in any way attri=-
butable to his own fault,

8,10 p,m.

Hon, M, E. COX: The answer to that question is a
simple one. If, as the hon, member says, a man was in~
jured by a motor vehicle which the hon. member or anybody
else may run on the road without complying with the law of
having Third Party Insurance.sese..

Mr, BARROW: On a point of order. Mr. Chairman, I do
not think it is competent for hon, members to get up and
make remarks like that, I have not attacked the hon, mem«
ber; I should like to ask at what stage of the 22 years during
which I have been driving a motor vehicle, have I ever
driven such a vehicle which has notbeen insured. The hon,
member probably has done that but I have not done it. I
have driven War Office vehicles, but when the hon, mem=
ber gets up and make a statement like that, he would give
the general public the impression that I drive a motor

-vehicle without having Third Party Insurance, ¥ the hon,

member wams to know if Iam insured, Jet him come across
me, ‘

Hon, M, E,COX:Mr, Chairmnan, the hon, member made
a speech when the Bill to provide for Third Party Insurance
was before the House, and that Bill was introduced for the
purpose of providing that persons who might be owners of
motor vehicles but who might not be solvent or who might
not have any substance, should carry Third Party Insurance
inasmuch as they could not compensate an individual who
might have sustained injury as the result of an accident
with any of these vehicles, If an individual is insured, as
the hon, member says, it is that the Third Party Insurance...

Mr, BARROW: On a point of order. I object to the re-
marks made by the hon, member to the effect that I am
driving a vehicle which may not be insured,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: That point of order has been estab=
llslwd.

Mr., BARROW: It appears to me, Mr. Chairman, that
you do not like my speaking in this House.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The Hon, Minister of Trade, Industry
and Labour has explained what he means by Third Party
Insurance,

Mr. BARROW: The hon., member says that I may be
driving a motor vehicle which isnot insured, and therefore

‘he is accusing me of hreaking the law, Furthermore, they
‘have made no provision in this Bill, for any person who

might have been injured by a motor vehicle which has not
been insured. The hon. member cannot pretend to be re-
ferring to the law in England, In England the Home Secre=
tary has made provision for that sitnation, The hon, mem=~
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ber is making a direct, slanderous attack on me to the
effect that I am inthe habitof driving motor vehicles which
have not been insured,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The hon, junior member for St.John
has established his point of order and will therefore take
his seat,

Mr, BARROW: Mr, Chairman, what do you intend doing
about what the hon. member has said?

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I do not see anypersonal attack in it.

Mr. BARROW: You appear to acquiesce and apparently
they are myopic because you do not see anything on that
side,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: When I am speaking to the hon, mem-«
ber he attempts to cross me. I am speaking now. The hon,
junior member for St, John rose on a point of order on what
he said was an attack on him by the hon. senior member
for St. Michael, The hon, senior member for St. Michael
has explained what he meant by Third Party Insurance,

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, it is remarkable..c.eeee
Mr, CHAIRMAN: I am speaking,
Mr, BARROW: Whenever I want to speaks....

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I should like to tell the hon, member,
as I have already told him, that Thave the authority to make
him take his seat. The hon, senior member for St, Michael
explained what he meant by Third Party Insurance,

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order. Ithink, Mr, Chair-
man, that you are neglecting your duty if you pretend not to
understand what my point of order is, My point of order is
that the hon, senior member for St, Michael has made a
personal reference to me in suggesting that I am in the
habit of breaking the law, If youdid not hear that, then you
are not doing your duty, It is remarkable that all the
speeches made by you are when youare sitting down in the
Chair and when I am trying to speak, when you should be
over there representing the people.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: lignorethat, The hon, senior member
for St. Michael may continue,

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr, Chairman, I have absolutely no
respect for anything that the hon. member says. Where the
Workmen's Compensation Act comes into being, anindivi=
dual does not get any pension or gratuity or anything like
that, If a vehicle injures an individual he is entitled to com=~
pensation under the Third Party Insurance Act; therefore
an individual is amply protected under the Act. We are
not passing legislation to duplicate any legislation which is
already on the Statute Book, It is all right for the hon. mem-=
ber to try and fool idiotS..ee:vese

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Let thehon, member deal with Clause
9,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Chairman, this Clause is as clear
as ever, You are giving anemployee, althoughhe is not en~
titled to a pension since he has not completed ten years of
service which qualifies him for a pension, a gratuity of so
much money, But sub-paragraph (b) of this Clause says
that if the employee retires because of ill health or be~
cause of injuries received in the actual discharge of his
duties, such injuries not being attributable to his own
misconduct or negligence, he will get this gratuity. All
Pension Acts make a provision similar to this. Why did
the hon. member not raise the question as to any other
Pension Act which we have on the Statute Book? Nothing
has been raised to show where the individual would suffer
any loss or inconvenience or hardship in case he gets in=
jured, We discussed the Third Party Insurance Bill in
1952 or 1953 and the hon. member made what some people
have regarded as a good speech,

8,20 p.m.,

I repeat that we discussed that Third Party Insurance

Bill some time in 1952 or 1953, and the member was sup~

posed to make what some people regarded as a good speech’
on it, As 1 said, Sir, it is absoltely unnecessary, (Mr,

BARROW: It is a pity you didn*t understand the speech) 1

think I have explained to the Committee that provision has

already been made in the 1947 Act, and this is a repetition

of the 1947 Act. We are putting these casual employees

on the same footing as permanent officers of the Govern=

ment.

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, I want to get this clear.
The Third Party Insurance makes absolutely no provision
for persons, or in fact, does not entitle them to any com=
pensation under the Act, and thatis why I made the remark
to the hon. member when he was speaking that he obviously
did not understand the speech to which he referred that I
made when we were considering the Third Party Insurance
Act, The Third Party Insurance Act is not an Act which
guarantees, like the Workmen's Compensation Act, payment
to a person independent of the questionof negligence on the
part of the person who has had the accident with him. It is
an indemnifying Act, indemnifying the person against whom
the action is brought, and in an actionor suit is a condition
precedent to anyone recovering compensation, It is a condi=
tion, I said that eight years ago inhere in the same speech
to which he has referred which is reported in the Official
Gazette, and I only wanted to make it clear that the Work=
men’s Compensation is a gratuity compensation Bill and not
an indemnifying Bill.

The purpose of Third Party Insurance is to indemnify
the defendant who has the judgment agairst hiin, because
very often the judgment is againsthim sud he is not able to
satisfy the judgment. All he may have is a motor car and
that may belong o Olds Discount; so Third Party Insurance
was not the creation of the Barbados Labour Party; it
exists all over the world. Even here in Barbados it is not
water-tight, because if you drive your car or if anyone
drives a car which is not insured and judgment goes
against that person, then and in that case the person who
recovers damages is left without any remedy at all, They
have rectified that by setting up a fund under the Third
Party Insurance Act to which all the Insurance Companies
contribute; so where a person, let us say, a juvenile delin-
quent = I would not say a member of the Government on the
other side, but the other juvenile delinquents = takes up a
motor car and knocks down somebody, the car is not in=
sured nor is he insured, the Company is not liable to pay
that person any damages; so how canthehon. member say
they are protected?

Now the member envisages that the only kind of acci=
dent you can have in Barbados is an accident with a motor
car. Suppose it is an accident with a bicycle? Suppose you
slip on a banana skin and break your foot; where is the pro=
tection he is talking about?

Hon, M, E, COX: On a point of order, I was replying
to exactly what he said. He talked about 3 motor car break-
ing somebody's legs in whichcasethe legs had to be ampu-~
tated, and I was replying to that, When he says something
else, I will reply to that also.

Mr, BARROW: I gave other illustrations and inter alic -
to use the quotation from my colleague on my left = the
example of a motor car accident, I mentioned other kinds
of accidents too, The position is that there are other kinds
of accidents, I would like them to answer this: suppose an
employee going home from work slips on a banana skin
and sustains a compound fracture or any kind of fracture
and he is incapacitated for a period of time or dies be=
cause he hits the back of his head, where is he protected
in this Bill? Do you mean to say that his family is not en=
titled to gratuity, pension or compensation if he has another
kind of accident? If he is in ili-health, is suffering from a
respiratory disease, cancer or something like that, hecan
get a pension; but if he slides on a bapana skin he cannot
get it. If they canpnot see that, I am sorry for them.

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Chairman, the general intention here
is to grant compensation to anemployee despite the fact that
he has not served the entire ten years; b if he has served
five years or more he would not be entitled. He is entitled.
to this compensation: if he retires because of ill-health or
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because of injuries received in the actual discharge of his
duties. That is a very unfortunate phrase and one which is
seldom used in Compensation Acts or any compensatory
legislation of this nature. The term that is usually employed
is *‘injuries received in the course of his employment",
which” means not necessarily on the job but while he is
journeying to the job or returning home; as he is covered
from the time he leaves his home, I am making the point
that if you wamt to comply with such industrial legislatign,
you should use the hackneyed expression *‘inthe course of
his employment’, because it has a clear and legal in-
terpretation attached to it and covers the workman from
the time he leaves his home, whether by bus, bicycle or
on foot until he gets back home, At least that would cover
him to a greater extent than -if-you left this expression
which is unknown to such legislation = the expression *‘in
the actual discharge of his duty*’. That expression would
connote that the injury would have to be sustained while
he is actually on the job and not otherwise, if the floor
where he is working breaks or some beam falls, If you
put in *““in the actual discharge of his duty®®, it is too limit=
ed, and that is what the hon, junior member for St, John
attempted pointing out in the most explicit manner in this
Committee.

Mr, Chairman, the hon. member gave of his legal
knowledge freely and gratis, When you give legal advice like
that it is not appreciated, but if you pay 50 guineas you
might appreciate the advice tendered, The hon, member has
simply tried to improve the type of legislation, because he
knows what the Minister and the Cabinet have in mind,
and he has done that in order to give greater assistance
to this class of worker. If you are going to do something
to help them, do not limit it that way. Do not put a Iot of
red tape and attach a lot of restrictions, What he should
do is to make it clear cut, You might probably just say
“retired because of ill=health or becomes incapacitated,
such injuries not being attributable to the employee's own
misconduct or negligence, or becomes physically incapaci=
tated,*”

8.30 p.m,

If you leave it like that, you will be doing something, He
retires because of ill health, it may be because he worked
too hard on anempty stomach and in consequence his health
broke down or it may be because he was undernourished.
You have covered that point but then you should leave it in
an open way if the intention is to help, *‘Or becomes in=
capacitated’’ means in some other way he cannot continue
to work whether by accident or any thing else except his
being guilty of misconduct, If the hon, member would delete
those words and just include the words ‘‘incapacitated*’
that will cover what the hon, member has in mind but
which the draftsman failed to insert though it was the
spirit and intention of the hon. member.,

The question that Clause 9 stand part was put and
resolved in the affirmative without division.

Clauses 10, 11, 12, and 13 were called separately
and passed,

Clause 14 was called.

14, (1) Where an employee to whom a pension has been
granted under this Act is sentenced to a term of impri-
sonment exceeding twelve months by any court for an of=
fence, such pension shail, if the Governor=~in-Executive
Committee so directs, cease as from such date as the
Governor=in~-fxecutive Cymmittee may determines

(2) Where an employee is sentenced as aforesaid after
retirement in circumstances in which he is eligible for a
pension or gratuity under this Act but before the pension or
gratuity is granted, then the provisions of the foregoing
subsection shall apply in relationto any pensionor gratuity
which may be granted to him,

(3) Where a pension or gratuity ceases by reason of
this section the Governor -in-Executive Committee may di-
rect all or any part of the moneys to which such employee
would have been entitled by way of pension or gratuity
had he not been sentenced as aforesaid, to be paid to or
applied for the maintenance or benefit of all or any to the
exclusion of the other or others of the following, that is to

say, such employee and any wife, child or children of his,
or such other dependants as the Governor-in-Executive
Committee may determine.

Where any such employee after conviction at any time
receives a free pardon, the pension shall be restored with
retrospective effect or the gratuity shall be paid; but in
determining whether arrears of suchpension are payable to
such employee and in computing the amount thereof and the
amount of any gratuity, account shall be taken of all moneys
paid or applied under subsection (3) of this section,

Hon. M, E, COX: Mr, Chairman, earlier on, I intimated
to the House that I would be moving an amendment to this
Clause so as to bring it in line with a similar provision
under the Pensions Act, 1947, This section deals with the
cessation of pension after an employee is convicted of an
offence and is sentenced to a term of imprisonment ex~
ceeding twelve months, The 1947 Pensions Act states that
where a person to whom a pension or other allowance has
been granted under the Act is sentenced to a term of im=
prisonment with hard labour exceeding twelve months by
any Court, for any offence, suchpensionor allowance shall
cease, You will note that it says a term of imprisonment
with hard labour. The words ‘‘with hard labour'* have been
inadvertently or otherwise left out of this Clause and in or=
der to bring this Bill into line with the Pensions Act of
1947, I am asking leave to include the words ‘‘with hard
labour*’, All of these sections with which we are dealing
are identical to those in the 1947 Pensions Act, This varies
slightly by the omission of those words,

As I have said, lam asking leave to insert those words
so that the section would now read as follows:-

‘“Where anemployee to whom a pensionhas been grant=
ed under this Act is sentenced to a term of imprisonment
with hard labour exceeding twelve months by any court for
any offence, such pension shall, if the Governor-in-Execu=
tive Committee so directs, cease as from suchdate as the
Governor~in-Executive Committee may determine,”

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Minister is asking leave to
insert the words ‘‘withhard labour®’ inthis Clause, If there
be no objection, leave will be granted,

Mr, GODDARD: Sir, may I ask the hon, member i
that was put in at the request of the Civil Service Associa~
tion?

Hon, M. E, COX:1donotquite follow the hon, member.
The Civil Service Associationdoes not runthe Government,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: May I askthehon, junior member for
Christ Church if he is objecting.

Mr. GODDARD; No, Sir; I only want to know whether
it was put in at the request of the Civil Service Association,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: That can be answered afterwards.

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

Hon., M. E. COX: Mr, Chairman, I beg to move that
Clause 14 as amended stand part,

Hon. L. StA, THORNE: I beg to second that,
The question was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division.

Clause 15 was called and passed,
Clause 16 was called,

Hon, M, E, COX: I beg to move that Clause 16 stand
part.

Hon, L. StA, THORNE: I beg to second that,
Mr, STRAUGHN: Mr, Chairman, this is a Clause on

which one can speak for at least about three hours, I will
try if I can to make a speech on it near to three minutes
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instead of three hours. I am sorry that 1 had to wait this
long because I could have taken the same chance under
Clause 2 when hon, oembers discussed that Clause,
8,40 p.m.

The Hon. Minister has used the words *‘if the time comes
there will be a general overhaul' I would give the most
generous and charitable interpretation of that by which I
would be able to support the Govermment inthis issue, It is
really difficult to find any elasticity in the answers which
were given on this occasion, but the questions I raised
were questions which would have to be handled in a much
wider sense than anything which can be handled in this
particular Clause relating to the mothers of illegitimate
children who might happen to be the dependants of these
workers, It is amuchwider questionthan any slight amend~
ment which you might be able to make to this Section, I
said that I wanted some indication from the Government
that they understand that this is a wider question than the
amendment you will have here, Despite all the arguments
which were referred to, the Minister said that if the time
comes for a general overhaul, they will do it,

Mr, Chairman, I refer now to the question of the pos=
thumous child, I would like to say that I think the Govern-
ment should check again with their legal officers on this
particular question. It would appear that the introducer
of this Bill feels that the term ‘‘posthumous child” refers
to all children illegitimate or otherwise, from an illegiti-
mate union. I do not know the legal interpretation of it.

Mr, CRAWFORD: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman,
what did the hon, member say was the interpretation by
the hon. senior member for St. Michael of the term ‘‘pos=
thumous child**

Mr. STRAUGHN: The hon. member replied and sug=
gested that the term applied to any child whether it was
living or not, I said that the impression which I got from
the Legal Advisers around here is that the term *‘posthumous
child’” means a child which was born after the death of
its father, and if, according to the law, an illegitimate child
is one which is without a father or one whose father you can~
not locate, the term ‘‘posthumous®® could only refer to a
lawful child, I am not certain thatbiologically and socially
speaking every child has a father, but even although the
lawyers might have a bank holiday on this matter, I think
that as legislators we must be a little more careful. It is
quite possible for legal people to pass legislation with a lot
of loop holes in it, because that is how they make their
living; but, as legislators, we must be sure that this mat-
ter has the liberal interpretation that the Minister seems
to suggest it has, Iamnot myself sure of that; I would sug=
gest strongly that we do make some reference to the legal
authorities on the matter,

The Minister has said that this Clause has been taken
almost word for word from the Pensions Act of 1925 and
the amended Act of 1947, In 1925 aparticular Act would be
passed by a particular kind of Government and in 1947 it
would be amended by another Government. There is an l1-
legitimacy Act of 1930 which means that the then Govern-
ment and the House of Assembly, comprising at that time
the plantocracy with perhaps a little liberal thought in it,
would recognise that there was the problem of illegitimacy
in the island at the time, They have recognised it and they
have this Hlegitimacy Act of 1930, 1 understand from the
legal minds around here that there is no other kind of 11-
legitimacy Act on the Statute Book because it is not needed.
The term “lawful wife'* is taken from the English common
law, It is taken for granted that persons would know about
conditions of marriage if they are a lawful husband and wife,
Even before there was a House of Assembly there was this
understanding of what a husband and wife mean. In 1930 you
recognised that and even more so today it is necessary to
under stand what are the social problems and conditions of
this country.

Mr, Chairman, Icould give you comparative figures for
the rest of the Caribbean because it is the Caribbean pat-
tern, and when I mention these figures in this House the
people in England will know about it, The newspaper will not
publish whatever I say and Rediffusion bas a ban on me, It
is more easily said when Miss Betty Arne, our last Social

ee—

Welfare Officer, mentions {llegitimacy in Barbados and the
newspaper publishes it and she goes back to England, Miss
Betty Arne, as Social Welfare Officer, willpresent her re-
port and the newspaper will publish it in relation to the
illegitimacy figures here. It is essential that the Govern-
ment should reflect the conditions in the country. In the
Government of Ghana, the Minister of Imternal Affairswould .
be changing wp the law. It is either that you wam to con~
tinue in your way of living having three or four wives if you
want to do so or otherwise; but it was either Mr.Mac-
millan or Mr. Mc.J.eod who said that it is a bad practice,
Anybody can make any comments of that nature.

8.50 p,m,

These references which anybody studying statistical in-
formation makes for the benefit of everybody on which we
could act are notto be taken in the light that they are in any
way derogatory of a Government or else. As & matter of
fact, I said that I was going togive the most charitable in-
terpretation to the reply of the Hon, Minister, because I was
trying to point out that I was actually softening the criti=
cism that was given by the Opposition by saying that what
they are trying to suggest did not really answer the com=
plete problem at all, because the problem itself was a
bigger problem than anything you could introduce into this
section of the Act, The Minister in the end must have
caught on because if he interprets it to mean that if the
time comes there will be a generaloverhaul, I am only sug=
gesting that there are people in Barbados and members of
the Barbados Labour Party who feelthatthe time has come
and verily now is, I am quite conscious, Mr, Chairman, of
my position here, I am the person holding the cement to
knit things together or the dynaraite to blow them up, and 1
am hoping I do not have to use more dynamite than cement,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The hon, member should stickto the
Resolution,

Mr, STRAUGHN: Are you suggesting that I should get
back to this Section? That is all I have been talking about,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The remarks about the Party and
about cement and all that do not come within the Resolution,

Mr, STRAUGHN: I would like to cement all the points
of view of this issue now and to say, Mr. Chairman, that, as
1 said earlier, as this problem is a bigger problem than
the amendment which the hon, senior member for Christ
Church has in mind, I takethe assurance from the Govern=-
ment and the Minister himself that there is some possi-
bility of a general overhaul which would tackle this whole
problem; and if I give a charitable interpretationto that, it
would therefore mean that the Government could be sup-
ported if they did not happento accept any particular change
in this Clause., (Cheers from Opposition members,)

Hon, M, E, COX: Why didn’tyouall clap this morning?
This is the first time that youhave welcomed him into your
bosom, I am disregarding a lot of what the hon, member
said on the question of a posthumous child, He said that
from his interpretation it must mean a child got out of wed=
lock or anything like that, that it could not mean an illegiti~
mate child because an illegitimate child is not supposed to
have a father. Iwouldonly say that as far as I know an ille=
gitimate child is not supposed to have a father, but the
Magistrate generally finds one for him,

The question that Clause 16 stand pary was put

and resolved in the affirmative without division.

Clause 17 was called and passed.

Clause 18 was called, It reads as follows:~

18. (1) The provisions of this Act shall apply =

(a) to every employee who is first employed in the
in the service of the Government after the com=
mencement of this Act; and

() to every employee who is employed inthe service
of the Government at the commencement of this Act
mlessmtlanerthanmelvemmhsaf@r such
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commencement or within such further period as
the Governor-in-Executive Committee may in any
special case allow, such employee gives notice in
writing to the Head of his department that he does
not wish the provisions of this Act to apply to him,

{2) The provisions of this Act shall not apply to any
person to whom the provisions of the Pensions Act, 1947,
the Public Employees Pension Act, 1937 or the Public Em-
ployees Pension Act, 1961 apply.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to move that Clause 18 stand
part,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I beg to second that,

Mr, BARROW: Mr, Chairman, I am going to be very
brief, I want to move an amendment to Clause 18, You will
see that Clause 18 provides the classes of persons to whom
the provisions of the Act should apply, and these classes as
set out are: (a) to every employee who is first employed in
the service of the Government after the commencement of
this Act.” That is if next year the Act comes into force it
would apply to him, (b) to everyemployee in the service of
the Government after the commencement unless he con-
tracts out of the provisions of the Act. I do not see anybody
contracting out of a pension, but that is by the way, and it
ends there, I would like to insert an amendment to include
another group of persons to whom the Act should apply, and
that is ‘*(c) to every employee who shall have retired as a
casual employee within five years immediately preceding
the coming into operation of this Act,” So instead of having
only the people who first worked for the Government after
the Act comes into force and the people who are actually
employed today and next week or a month from now when the
Act comes into force, what we want to do is to include a
third class, because there is a large number of persons who
are undergoing hardship now who have rendered this Gov=
ernment long and faithful service, and Ithinkthat the Five
year period relating back to the five year period which is
the life of this House would be really a very good thing for
us to do here,

Mr, Chairman, the amendment is self-explanatory,
There are persons who have actually worked for the Gov~
ernment for 38 or 40 years continuously who have already
retired, and 1 think you should make the operation of the
Act, at least for that particular class of persons, retro-
active and send it back for five years. My amendment there-
fore is to insert after paragraph (b) a new paragraph ‘‘(c)
to every employee who shall have retired as a casual em-=
ployee.'* The words *‘casual employee’® are already de-
fined, so we do not have to go into that, The complete
amendment is as follows:=

*(c) to every employee who shall have retired as a
casual employee within a period of five yearsimmediately
preceding the coming into operation of this Act,”

I beg to move that Clause 18be amended by the inser=
tion of paragraph (c).

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Chairman, I beg to second that mo-
tion for reasons which are so patent, As the hon, senior
member for St. Philip and myself in our second reading
speeches have already emphasised, it isonly fair, equitable
and right that this piece of legislation should be retroactive
so asto include at ieast casual employees who retired with=
in the last five years,

9,00 p.m,

Most hon, i.zziiiics #hould realise that there are hundreds
of casual enpioyees who have worked faithfully and have put
in very long pevicds. One who has put in a period of ten
years would benefit under this Act by the receipt of a pen-
sion whereby a complete year includes 220days along with
the other provisions in the Bill, It is only fair and right
that we should make it retroactive so as to include a few
other hundred r:edy cases whom we feel should be assisted
in this way, It is not 2 question of who gets the credit; it is a
question of helping people who need assistance. Let us for=
get politics and help the people, Let us try and get some=
thing done for the people who sent us here with all those

high hopes but when we come in here nothing is done be=
cause members think more of political kudos.

Hon. M, E, COX: I have never heard the behaviour of
the Opposition more aptly described in here than has been
described by the hon, member who has just spoken. Irise
to say that as far as members of this House are concerned,
1 am sure thatnoneover there is as seriously interested in
the welfare of these people as any of us over here, Sir, the
fact that they have coalesced over there is ample evidence
that they are conservatives,

Mr. TUDOR: When the hon, member said that some
moments ago, we took no notice of the remarks; but now he
has said so standing on his feet, I have reason to say that
that is absclutely untrue and cannever be true. This Party
of which I am a member has no intention of entering into a
coalition, not even with the Party which the hon. member
represents.

Mr., TALMA: Mr, Chairman, Irise onapoint of order,
This is the second occasion on which the Hon. Minister has
seen fit 1o make such allegations, If the hon, member wants
to carry the argument to its logical conclusion, one can ac=
cuse the Barbados Labour Party of alsoentering into a co=
alition in that they are only running one member with the
member of the Democratic Labour Party in the constituency
of St. Philip, They can be likewise accused of the same thing
in the St, Lucy constituency in that they are running only one
candidate on the grounds of political expediency. Iwant the
hon, senior member for St, Michaelespecially to hear what
I am saying. This is more or less addressed to him because
he is the one member who in 1956 engineered to a great ex-
tent the idea that some candidate, no matter how ill~equip~
ped he might have been, should ride on my back in Christ
Church, It never happened,

Mr., CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon, senior mem=
ber for Christ Church. Youroseonapoint of order and you
have established it; so do not make a speech,

Mr. TALMA: 1 am speaking on a substantive motion.

Hon. M, E, COX: Iwishto saythat if evidence is need-
ed, it is only left to be seen on his immediate left and the
hon. member will remember 1947,

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, I rise on a point of order, We
have had the spectacle in 1944 of the Conservative Party
and the Barbados Labour Party in coalition actually run=
ning the Government with the Congress Party inopposition.
Mr. Chairman, in any legislature in which they have more
than two parties with an almost equal number of seats, there
has to be a coalition between some groups in order to get a
majority,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Let us get back to the Clause.

Hon. M., E, COX; Sir, I willreply to that at the appro~
priate time and give chapter and verse. As far as that
amendment is concerned, I do hope Your Honour will rule
on it, This is a money Bill and under the Executive Com-
mittee Act = it has not yet been changed to accommodate
the motion made by the hon, member =the amendment can
create a charge on the Treasury, Itis stated that no mem-
ber other than the Government can create a charge on the
Treasury. An amendment such as that proposed by the hon,
member and which has retrospective effect mustof neces=
sity be a charge on the Tteasury.

Mr, CHAIRMAN:; I would like to inform the Committee
that I took particular note of the amendment by the hon,
junior member for St, John at the time and my next step
was to call the Clerk in consultation.

I do not want to put it any higher than that the amend=
ment as proposed by the hon. junior member for St, John
for the insertionof the words ‘‘(c) to every employee who
shall have retired as a casual employee within a period
of five years immediately preceding the coming into opera=
tion of this act,’ in my opinion would create a charge on
the Treasury because it would extract money from the

-
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Treasury 1o pay people to whom it was not the intention of
the Government to grant pension,

My reason for waiting was this, ifthe Government had
accepted the amendment, then the Government would have
agreed to it creating a charge onthe Treasury. That is my
ruling on this matter,

Mr. BARROW: Mr Chairman, Irise onapointof order.
I would like to say something, With all due deference to
Your Honour's ruling, you allow the hon. member to shelter
behind some technicality on the part of the Treasury.

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. I am objecting to that, The hon. member must sit 1
down, I am not sheltering under anything; I am merely
drawing to Your Honour's attention something which is
constitutional, If this motion is accepted, then we will vote
against it, We do not have to shelter under anything,

Mr. BARROW: Sir, I just want to say something,
Mr, CHAIRMAN: Are you going to speak onmy ruling?

Mr, BARROW: If the Clerk has told you that, the Clerk
is corrupt, (VOICES: Order, Order,)

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Why say that when you know that the
Clerk cannot defend himself?

Mr, BARROW: He has to make uphis mind whether he
is a servant of this House or a servant of the Government
Party.

9,10 p.,m,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: This Committee has heard the ruling
which I have made, Having given my ruling there can be no
further debate on this Clause, There is no debate,...

Mr. TUDOR: On a point of order.
Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am on my feet,

Mr. TUDOR: 1 rise on a question of privilege.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon, member must take his seat,

Mr. TUDOR. This is the point of privilege which I
want to establish, If an hon, member has moved an amend=
ment and the Minister on the other side merely gives an
opinion as to why the Government cannot accept it, it is not
for the Chairman to give a ruling. A ruling can onlybe
given when both sides have been heard,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I said I was waiting to see if the
Government had accepted the amendment. The Government
intimated that they could not accept the amendment (A
MEMBER: By whom?) and I rule that the amendment is
creating a charge on the Treasury, I think that that is an
end of the matter,

Mr. BARROW: At what stage did any member of the
Government get up and intimate to the Chair that they were
not going to accept the amendment? That is exactly the
point I am raising, The hon, member cannot shelter behind
that because it is competent for an hon. member to accept
an amendment, All the hon, member said is that this
amendment would be creating a charge onthe Treasury. All
these big speeches are coming from the Chair now and
there is no whimper when youareonthe floor of the House,

The question that Clause 18 stand part of the Bill
was put and resolved in the affimmative,

A division was taken as follows:—~

AYES: HON'BLES Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS; M, E, COX;
D. D.GARNER; R, G,MAPP; L., St.A, THORNE: F, E, MIL-
LER; Messrs HOLDER: SEARLES; T, W, MILLER and
L. E, SMITH ~ 10,

NOES: Messrs, GODDARD, BARROW; TALMA; CRAW=-
FORD, TUDOR and BRANCKER - 6,

Clause 19 was called. It reads as follows:—

19, This Act shall come into operation on such day as
the Governor may appoint by proclamation published inthe
Official Gazettes

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Chairman, in moving that Clause
19 stand part of the Bill, I would like to say that as far as
this Government is concerned, it will consider applications
along the lines as is proposed in this legislation when the
time comes, 1 beg to move that Clause 19 stand part of the
Bill,

Hon, D. D. GARNER: I beg to second that.

Mr. BARROW: The hon, member is now saying that he
is making a face-saving speech, thathe is passing this Bill
in these terms; but why did they not accept the amendment
such as we have suggested so as to save their faces?

The gquestion that Clause 19 stand part of the Bill
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division.

On the motion of Hon. M. E. COX, seconded by Hon.
D. D. GARNER, the CHAIRMAN reported the passing of
the Bill in Committee with an amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported ac-
cordingly,

On motions of Hon. M. E. COX, seconded by Hon.
D. D. GARNER in each case, the Bill was read a third

time and passed,

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I am asking leave to
revert to Order No, 1 on the Order Paper.

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

Mr, SPEAKER: Order No. 1 is to resume Committee
of Supply.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House resumed
Committee of Supply, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair,

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 1961-62 No. 15
HEAD VI -« EDUCATION - OFFICE ACCOMMODATION

Hon, L. St,A, THORNE: Mr, Chairman. this Resolution
is a Resolution to place the sum of $52,000 at the disposal
of the Governor-in=Executive Committee to supplement
the Estimate 1961-62 Part II =Capital as shown in the
Supplementary Estimate 1961-62, No, 15, which forms the
Schedule to the Resolution,

This sum of mopey is required for the purpose of
effecting certain extensions at the Department of Education.
These extensions result from various causes; firstly, the
lack of necessary space in the Department of Education
itself, secondly, the need for the offices which the Ministry
of Education occupies in the Ministerial Buildings and
thirdly, bt by no means the least, the fact that it is felt
that at this time when there is a need for space, we could
do well by integrating the Ministry and the Department of
Education,

9.20 p.m.

The integration of the Department with the Ministry will
make for greater efficiency in that the educationalists in
the Department would be used chiefly for the purpose of
looking after the professional side of things, in the sense
that they would be relieved of much of the clerical duties
which they are now performing and which could well be
performed by the officers in the Ministry of Education, This
transfer of the executive and clericalfunctions of the Minis=
try of Education would enable us to use the educationalists
for :he purpose of giving greater supervision to the work
in schools, These officers would be ahle to keep in close
touch with the Institutions, schools and colleges, would be
able to advise more thoroughly these Institutions, would be
able to make the necessary reports to the Minister when
he needs them and without the delay which is at times
occasioned, would be able to carry out or assist in the

— -
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study or in the making of research of educational prob-
lems, and they would be expected to devote much of their
time to furthering, as I said earlier, the work in the
schools,

Again, Sir, the constitutional changes which have re=
vently taken place would seem to suggest the need for this
integration. The cost of making the necessary extensions
‘would be as setout in the Resolution $52,000 which if broken
down would mean that $42,000 would be actually spent on
furnishing eight rooms, In the building as it stands now at
the Department of Education, there is the need for removing
the staircase which exists in that it is very difficult to
traverse, So that the total amount of money spent for
making the necessary changes will be $7,500, and $4,500
will be used for car parks making a total of $52,000, This
is very essential to the fact that the Permanent Secretary
to the Ministry of Education who is really responsible to
me for the supervision of the spending of this vast sum of
money which we have to look after would be in'direct con-
tact, He would not have to be waiting to get information from
the officers of the Department, and in point of fact he would
be principally responsible for the administration of the De=
partment,

The Director of Education as you know is no longer
responsible for the formulating of policy; that falls to me;
but at present he is responsible for the administration of
his Department, He would be relieved of that and, as I said
earlier, he would have only to concentrate and therefore
should be able to spend that time of which he would be re=-
lieved on any administration, in looking after schools and
so forth.

1 beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: I beg to second that,

Mr, TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I am willing to grant to
the Minister that the structural changes and alterations are
necessary, I am going to take for granted that all that he
says that needs to be done to make these offices more co=
modious will be done and that the Ministry of Education in
consequence of these changes will function more smoothly,

What I am anxious about is far different and far more
important, because these changeswould symbolise some-
thing which is even more important, the streamlining of the
work of the Ministry of Education in more efficient
channels, I am therefore somewhat surprised that it should
take the Minister three years before this could be brought
about, Ifirmly believe, Mr, Chairman, asSir Winston Chur=
chill said, that we shape our buildings and afterwards our
buildings shape us, and it seems strange to me that it
should have taken the Minister three years to discover
that what was needed among other things in education in
this island was to integrate the work and the functions
of the Ministry with the work and the functions of the De-
partment; but I still do not think it is too late, It is some=
thing which should have been done and I believe that no
little portion of the Minister's difficulties in the last three
years was due to the fact that although physically there was
no great distance between the Ministry and the Depart~
ment, yet perhaps from the point of view of greater effi=
ciency and greater contact there was a wide gulf set, By
that I mean that the Department of Education virtnally as
it stands now is almost as it was in organisation ten or
twelve years ago, except that owing to the changes which
have taken place in the Ministerial and Cabinet systems,
the Director of Education as the Minister has just said is
no longer responsible for policy, But, Mr, Chairman, old
feelings and old habits die hard and traditions get handed
down in a Department which are hard to break,

1 suspect, Mr. Chairman, that not a small portion of
the Minister's difficulties = and he has had many = have
been due to the fact that this integration which lies be-
tween the Ministry and the Department did not exist, In
short, there should be no such thing as a Department of
Education; there should be a Ministry of Education cover=
ing all the offices of educational administration, and I wish

that the Minister had gone farther, I would like to see the
post of Director of Education abolished altogether, Thishas
nothing to do and indeed should have nothing to do with the
present holder of the post, but for greater efficiency and for
the closer integration of Ministry and Department which
the Minister wants, the post of Director of Education is an
anachronism,

9.30 pam.

It belongs to the days when he was responsible for policy
and was subordinate possibly only to the Chief Secretary
and the Governor of the Colony, Those days are past,
Policy should be made by the Minister in consultation with
the Cabinet; therefore, the postof Director no longer satis=~
fies or fulfils the requirements of the present day and age.

I would like to go further and say that if integration
is to be more than a name the Minister has got to be more
firmly linked with the work of his department, What I would
like to see there is a system in the Ministry of Education
in which the Minister through his Permanent Secretary oc=
cupies a firm grip on the three distinct aspects of our
educational policy and the efficiency of it in this Island.
In the first place, we should be well informed of all ad~-
ministrative matters of it such as salaries and conditions
of work, promotion of teachers, and then in addition to that
he should be able to keep afirmgrip on the school building
programme, the extension and repairs, and all those mat=
ters which have to do with the physical comfort and well=
being of the children. I envisage that included in that would
be, of course, a school meals’ service and a school welfare
service when they areestablished as they will be establish=
ed by the next Government.

Hon., D, D, GARNER: You are going to lose your seat
in St. Lucy; s0 you would not be here to do it,

Mr, TUDOR: I am willing to bet the hon, member as
to who comes back here sitting as amember and who comes
back sitting in the gallery.

1 was saying that the third thing which I would like to
draw to the attention of the Hon, Minister of Education is
this. If the work of the Ministry of Education is to go on
efficiently, the Minister must be able to note from day to
day or week to week any changes which are necessary so
far as the curriculum is concerned, As regards what is
taught in the schools, especially in the secondary schools,
therefore, there must be running through the departument
from the bottom to the top three distinct streams of work
running back to the Minister from his Permanent Secre=
tary,

I believe that the dual system between the Ministry and
the Department can well be replaced in favour of a single
integrated Ministry, That is very important because it is
no good to say that constitutionally a Minister is responsi=
ble for policy if between the formulating of policy and the
execution of it there are going to be bottlenecks and snags,

I want to tell the Minister that quite often we take dif=
ferent views on what the educational policy of the island
should be, I have sympathy for him in this respect that
very often during Question Time when he has brought in
replies to Questions, I know that some of his replies have
not been aseffectiveor as informative as they can be mere~
ly because it takes too long for informationto come to him.
In so vital and important a matter as education, no Minis=
ter should be kept waiting for information more than a week
at the outset, I canquite understand what happens, There is
no real contact between the Minister of Education and the
Governing Bodies of Secondary Schools. The only contact
he may have is where the Director of Education is a mem=
ber of the particular Governing Body and that only applies
in two of the nine or ten cases; so the Minister often has
to rely on second-hand information = and second-hand in-
formation which comes back too late,

There is a second aspect to this matter. This is what
appears to be cavalier treatinent by the Ministry of Educa~
tion, though not particularly by the Minister, It is this
trouble as regards Private Secondary Schools; but I believe
that the trouble lies in the fact that the Minister does not
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get the information coming to him as frequently and as
copiously as it should be and problems of such vast im-
portance need to be reviewed almost from day to day, If
they cannot be reviewed as quickly as they should be, you
cannot blame those who lead and control the Private Secon=
dary Schools for saying that you are being callous and in-
different; the charge must be borne unless the Minister can
show to the contrary that he is well aware of the problems
and that he has got his finger on themn and has drafted the
solutions as quickly as he can.

Educational problems are not problems which can be
kept in cold storage. Anything which goes wrong in schools
today if not checked works havoc with your entire policy
within a week, sometimes within a monthor a year's time,
If the Minister is really serious, as I believe he is, in
streamlining the work of the Ministry of Education, let
him not stop at the point at which we are met here now, It
is not a matter of more commodious offices so that people
who are now separated from one another maybe nearer to
one another because it is possible to have a Ministry housed
in one building and the officers are far from one another
in their direction, Direction must come from the Minister.
He must know with much clarity just what he wants to see
done in the entire Ministry,and the machinery for putting
his policy into execution must be the machinery which he
has devised, If he does not look at it this way, a more com=
modious office might help so far as bodily comfort is con~
cerned but it would not help so far as efficiency.

Sir, while I give my support inthe proposals embodied
in this Resolution because 1 think there are long overdue,
1 still ask the Hon, Minister to look after those problems
which if solved would keep the Minister more firmly in
touch with the work and so help to see that educational
matters are enforced in a more efficient mamner,

The question that the Resolution do now pass was
put and resolved in the affirmative without division,
9,40 p.m.

Hon, M, E. COX: I beg to move, Mr, Chairman, that
you do now report the passing of one Resolution in Com-
mittee.

Hon, D. D. GARNER: I beg to second that,
The question was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division,

The CHAIRMAN reported to Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER
who took the Chair and reported accordingly.

On motions of Hon. L. St.A. THORNE, seconded by
Hon. D. D. GARNER in each case, the Resolution passed
in Committee was read a first and second time and agreed

to.

MESSAGE FROM THE OTHER PLACE

Mr, SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House
that I have received the following Message from the Other
Place.

THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
TO
THE HONOURABLE THE HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

The Legislative Council have the honour to return to
the Honourable House of Assembly the Bill to provide for
the establishment of a Marketing Corporation charged
with the duty of improving the growing and marketing of
produce, for matters incidentalthereto or connected there-
with, which has been passed with an amendment which is
shown written on the Bill,

I should like to inform hon. members that the amend~
ment to this Bill is in line six of Clause 5 (1) on page 4
where the word *‘of"* is used instead of the word ‘4o’ in
respect of the affixing of seal and authentication of docu~
ments.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S AMENDMENT

TO THE CORPORATION BILL

BARBADOS MARKETING

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, I beg to move that this
amendment be dealt with forthwith. As Your Honour has in-
dicated, the amendment is merely the changing of the word
‘40"’ to the word *‘of** in line six of Clause 5 (1) of the Bill,

Hon, D, D, GARNER: [ beg to second that,

The gquestion that this amendment be dealt with
forthwith was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division,

Hon, M. E. COX: I beg to move that this amendment be
now read a first time.

Hon. D, D. GARNER: I beg 10 second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirnative

without division.

On motions of Hon. M., E. COX, seconded by Hon.
D. D. GARNER in each case, the amendment was read

a second time and agreed to,

RESOLUTION re AGRICULTURAL CREDIT BANK
“PENSIONABLE CrFICES THDER"
Hon, M. E. COX: Mr, Speaker, | am asking leave that
Order No, 9 be taken asz the :uzxt Order of the Day,

Mr, BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, the hon, member has
not given us any reason why he is making this request, 1
want to be sure that he does not intend to deal with Order
No. 8, which is a Resolution to approve the programme of
development expenditure contained in the Development
Plan, 1960=65 either tonight or tomorrow morning. Iunder-
stand that we will be here until tomorrow morning,. I have
only received my copy of this Development Plan this morn=
ing and some hon. members have not yet received their
copies, In respect of this Development Plan, I should like
to say that this copy is the exact copy of that which was
laid on the Table of this House in July and not the copy
of some different document with annotations from the
Financial Secretary's Office, such as we were told was in
the Government Printer's hand,

Mr, SPEAKER: I understand that this is anexact copy
of what was laid on the Table of the House,

Mr, BRANCKER: If there were any inaccuracies inthat
Plan, I am wondering if another copy of this Plan will be
laid, which will be an exact copy of the one which is in the
hand of the Government Printer,

9,50 pom,

Mr, SPEAKER: That inquiry will have to be made other
than by me.

Mr, GODDARD; Mr, Speaker, further to what the hon.
member has said about the Five=Year Development Plan,
I have not seer it VElecororoo

Hon, M, E. COX: Is the hon. member objecting to
leave being granted to deal with this item?

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon, member making a formal
objection to leave being granted?

Mr, BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, we are not objecting to
Order No. 9 being done; we wanted to know why the hon,
member is suggesting thar Order No. 9 be done now, and
also seeking the assurance that there would be no atiempt
either tonight or tomorrow morning, because I understand
we are going to be here all night, to deal with Order No. 6
because we received copies of the Development Plan only
on Saturday and have not have time to siudy it.
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Mr, SPEAKER: That assurance would not be given by
me except by a single objection,

Hon, M, E. COX: Icanonly say that that can only come
after this has been disposed of, If objection is raised then
the question is put,

. A
. Mr, SPEAKER;: Noquestion is put if objection is raised,
Any single objector means the matter cannot be proceeded
with,

Hon, M, E. COX: In that case I have no intention of
starting such an important item as the Five-Year Plan
tonight.

Mr. BRANCKER: Well, Mr, Speaker, I am grateful for

that assurance, because I think the hon, member did ask
.earlier today that that Order be exempted from the Pro-
visions of the Standing Orders.

Mr. SPEAKER: There being no objection to Order No,
9 being proceeded with, leave was granted the Hon, Minis=
ter. .

THE AGRICULTURAL CREDIT BANK (PENSIONABLE
OFFICES) ORDER, 1961

Mr. SPEAKER: Order No 9 stands in the name of the
Hon, Premier to move the passing of a Resolution to ap=~
prove the Order entitled '*The Agricultural Credit Bank
(Pensionable Offices) Order, 1961,

Hon, Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, I think hon.
members are quite acquainted with the fact that certain
changes were made in the Agricultural Credit Bank Act,
the name has been changed and new offices have been
created, This Resolution seeks to make these offices pen~
sionable, In the Schedule to the Order you will see set out
the posts which are to be pensionable, They are: Manager,
Accountant, Senior Clerk, Inspector, Secretary, Long Grade
Clerk, Stenographer and Messenger,

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.

Hon, L, StA, THORNE: I beg to second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division,

THE DIPLOMATIC IMMUNITIES (REPRESENT,ATIVES
OF OVERSEAS COUNTRIES ACT, 1961,

Mr, SPEAKER: Order No. 11 stands in the name of
the Hon. Premier: to move the second reading of a Bill to
provide certain immunities and privileges to be enjoyed
by representatives in the West Indies of Overseas count-
ries.

Hon, Dr. H, G, H. CUMMINS: This Bill, Sir, is to make
provision for certain diplomatic privileges and immunities
consequent on the Independence of the West Indies, We
know that it is the intention of the Federal Government to
have representation in certain other countries.

I beg to move that this Billbe now read a second time,

Hon, L. StA, THORNE: I beg to second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division,

On the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. L. St,A. THORNE, Mr. SPEAKER left

the Chair and the House went into Committee on the Bill,
Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair,

Clauses 1 to 3 were called and passed,

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

On the separate motions of Hon. Dr, H G. H. CUM-
MINS, seconded in each case by Hon. D. D. GARNER, the
Bill was read a third time and passed,

THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS AND TRANSPORT
(AMENDMENT) ACT, 1961

Mr, SPEAKER: Order No, 12 stands inthe name of the
Hon., Premier:to move the second reading of a Bill to
amend the Department of Highways and Transport Act,
1945,

Hon, Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, this is a
Bill to amend the Highways and Transport Act, 1945, I
think it will be remembered, Sir, that previous to the in-
troduction of the Local Government Act, in several of the
parishes of the island the Parochial Treasurers were paid
a commission for receiving the taxes levied in connection
with the rates, That was the case with the exception of St,
Michael where as you will remember the Parochial Trea-
surer was paid a salary, and there were officers who col=
lected the Vestry Funds.

10,00

You will remember on several occasions = and you can
see it in the debates andinthe files = that the City Council
has been asking for some consideration in view of the fact
that their officers are now required to collect the taxes
and then they are paid to the Transpori Board,

I am asking leave, Sir, that this Bill be postponed.
There being no objection, leave was granted the
Hon. Minister,
THE ADJOURNMENT

The Order Paper having been fixed,

Hon, M, E,COX:Mr,SPEAKER: I begto move that this
House do now adjourn until Tuesday, 29th August, 1961 at
12 o’clock noon.

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

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, may 1 say that it is
high time that the Government Printery supply copies of
the Standing Orders of this House to hon, members and I
ask Your Honour to use your influence to ensure that it is
done. It is scandalous that these copies which we were
waiting for from the Printery for so many years are not
yet available to this Chamber.

Mr., SPEAKER: I will promise the House at the re-
quest of the hon, member that I will see to it as regards
the delay, At present, I do not think the delay can be laid
on the shoulders of the Government Printer,

Mr. BRANCKER: I thank Your Honour for that in-
formation,

The question that the House do now adjourmn until
Tuesday next, the 29th August, 1961 at 12 o’ clock noon
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division
and Mr, SPEAKER adjourned the House accordingly,

10,08 p.m,
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