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Tuesday, g2nd 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 Honour Mr. L. E. SMITH, J.P., (Deputy 

Speaker); Hon. F. E. MILL ER, (Minister of Social Ser- 
vices); Mr. E 5t.A. HOLDER, J.P., Hon. D. D. GARNER, 
(Minister of Agriculture, L a d s  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 a r e  not yet ready for 
circulation 

Mr. BRYAN entered the House and took his seat. 

LETTER FROM DEPUTY CLERK 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour co inform the House 
that I have received the following from the Deputy Wk. 

Cl0 Yearwood & Boyce, 
14 James Street, 
St. MichaeL 

2md August, 1961. 
His Honour, 
The Spealpcr, 
House of Assembly, 
Public Buildings. 
City. 

sir, 
Due to unforeseen circumstances, I am unableto attend 

to my duties a s  Deputy Clerk of the House today. 

I am therefore asking for Leave of absence for today's 

Ir, 
meaing. 

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

l am, 
Sir, 

Your obedient servant, 

Sgd. H. L. TIiOhlAS. 

DOCUMENTS 

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

DEPUTYCLERKGRANTEDLEAVE 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that the 
Deputy Clerk be granted leave of absence from 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. 

Mr. G. W. ALLEN APPOINTED TO A C T  AS 
DEPUTY CLERK 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that Mr. 
G. W. Allen be appointed to act a s  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 informthe House, 
in connection with recent allegations made by the hon. 
senior member for St. Peter in connection with the priming 
of Certain a r t i cks  in the Beacon Newspaper, that the De- 
bates Grnrni- of this House made an investigation into 
this matter and discovered that an irregularity had been 
made. Tbe Gmmittee has been, however, satisfied that the 
irregularity has been due to an oversight. 

PAPERS LAID 

I-km, Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr.Speaker, I am corn- 
manded to b y  the following:- 

The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No. 3) 
Or*, 1961. 



Statement showing Gross Customs and Excise Receipts 
for the four months ended 31st July, 1961. 

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

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

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

GOVERNMENT NOTICES 

Government Notices were given a s  follows:- 

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

' 1961. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Resolution to approve thetransfer of 
the rlghts and liabilities of Esso Standard OilSA. to Esso 
Standard Oil S.A. Ltd. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Resolution to place the sum of 
$3,727 at the disposal of the Governor -in-Executive Com- 
mittee to supplement the Estimates 1961-62, Part 11 - 
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 Comrnipee of Supply at its next 
meeting to deal with the money Resolutionof 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 berequested 
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 theareain order to faci- 
htate the erection in either Dominica or 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, Ibegto move 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. 

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I beg to second that. 
12.25 p.m. 

The question that Orders N o s . ] ,  2 ,  3,  6 ,  7, 8 ,  9, 10, 
11,  I2  and I3  be exempted from the provisions of Standing 

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

.A dioision was taken as follows:- 

AYES: Mr. BRYAN, Honourables Dr. H. G. H. CUM- 
MINS, hl. E. COX, D. D. GARNER, R. G. MAPP, F. E. 
MILLER, hlr. HOLDER, Mrs. BOURNE, h4essrs. SEARLES, 
STRAUGHN and SMITH - 11. 

NOES: Messr S. GODDARD, CORBINs T U A ,  CRAW - 
FORD and BRANCKER - 5. 

COMMITrEE OF SUPPLY 

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day stands in 
the name of the Hon. .Leader of the House:- To uuwe tim 

House into Committee of Supply to consider the grant of 
sums of money for the service of the isW. 

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

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

The question was put and resolved in the affinnative 

without division. 

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House went into 

Committee of Supply, Mr. B R Y A N  being in the Chair. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 196162 No. 13 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the last occasion when the House 
was in Committee 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. W e  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 Nathankl 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 to say "I refuse to give the Com- 
mittee information." The hon. member is the servant 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, w h  he presents any matter, 
to give any information which lies within his power to 
give. W 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 wil l  agree with me, Mr. Chairman, that before we vote 
the taxpayers* money, we are  entitled to be given the full- 
est amount of information in respect of the matter apropos 
of which we a re  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 a re  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 respect of 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 negli- 
gence by somepersonor 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 bag or bags. I understand 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, andtheresult 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 w b  they were used 
with this patient. 

As to the manner in which this figure was arrived at, 
a s  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 unabbe 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 m 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 represents bss, and haw much represents corn- 



I 
-. 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 
breakdown in respect of this $2,005 is what we want. W e  
are fully sympathetic with this matter but we want the 
Minister to take us into his confidence and let u s  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 p.m 
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 n@igence 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 than they are in a small 
community such as this. In such cases 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 a breakdown, we may well 
feel that the case is deservingof moregenerous treatment, 
arld that the action of the Government may be parsimonious, 
and we may recommend giving a more ample compensation. 
I am sure that i f  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 tbought 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. Iinvite him so to do, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Chairman, I want to make a brief 
contribution to this debate. When we adjourned last Tues- 
day, I did hear a member of theopposition 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 on this matter, Mr. Chairman, 
that the reason why he was reluctant to give any further 
identification of the gentleman, Mr. LJlric Nathaw Blen- 
man whose name is here mentioned, is because in a medical 
matter which to some extent 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 must 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. Blenrnanmight 
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 wuld 
impute to theHon. Minister that hehimselfpays any biassed 
or prejudiced attention to persons who are in need of 
medical care just because they might have to come from his 

p 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 nseded puhlic support, and I remember 
the various appeals the M i n i m  has made for children 
who are mt  in any way c o d  with his constfrumcy, 
and he has got public support on these rraeasures. I cer- 
tainly could not be happy at the insinuations by any hon. 
member that perhaps the only reason the Ministu would 
not want to disclose the address of Mr. Blenman is because 
Mr. Blenman might be from St. Geors, and therefore 
people would be able to impute improper motives to the 
Minister. 

However, Sir, when one looks at the Addendum to the 
Resolution w h r e  one sses that Mr. Blcnman 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. Bhman. Indeed I was tempted to think that it might 
mt  have been hot water bottles but some fiery cauldron that 
might have been used with the patient. Does not your mM 
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. W e  did learn from the Minister that the 
gentleman was given a local anaesthesia ....... 

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 c a u d  
the lower 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. Idonotknow 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 getthg 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 I 
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 Blenrnan who sus- 
tained injuries at the Barbados GeneralHospitalin Decem- 
ber, 1956, and to meet stamp duty charges in connection 
with the payment thereof. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is all the information we have 
before us. W e  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. W e  do not know what is the 
case because nothing more has beenput before us. W e  have 
not been told where Mr. Blenman is from, whesher he is 
from Barbados, Dominica or St. Vincent, and it should be 
properly stated in the Resolution. 
12.45 p.m. 

Tell us whether this rnan who was a patient of the 
General Hospital was from Rarbados, whichvillagein Bar- 
bados he came from or sor~th ing  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 mt  know 
what caused the injury. W e  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 Adddum has 
not stated whether the injury was caused by burns, cuts or 
any other thing. 

I cannot support this Resolution for $2,005only because 
the Minister says that it was as a result of an injury. What 
caused it? If anyone goes to tk Genera Hospital wirh an 
injury, whether he can speak for himself or someone is in 
charge of him, they have to give the doctor a clear explana- 



tion as to how the injury was caused to the person. W e  
cannot take a statement like this and verify it and pass a 
Resolution for a 0 0 5  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. W e  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 w b m  it was caused, Iwould not have n e d  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 a farce. We are thepersons 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 s t s  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 person who was a patient 
at the General Hospital for over a year as a resuh 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 recorn- 
p e n s  for it and he walked around a very sick man for many 
years before he died. Because this man was poor, m one 
would take up his case. Rightly speaking, Iwould say from 
my heart that this incident did not takeplace 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 him that 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 sumofmoney. 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 somwne and 
tell us nothing about the matter. Tell us that such a person 
received injuries through a hot water bottle beingplaced in 
the wrong position or through a nurse's negligence or the 
negligence of somwne else. We will not be too hard on the 
person because we know that mistakes occur: but through 
our speaking on the maner in here, 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. W e  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 willbeeasily 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 I had 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 clearl) erythmg before one comes 
here. 

The Hon. Minister said that Mr. Blenman did not come 
from St. Georm Whether he has come from St. Andrew, 
St. George or any other parish, we slauld 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 he is trying to protect the.m. 
The hon. junior manber for St. Joseph is saying that be- 
cause the person came from St. George, the Hon. Minister 
has failsd to say that. UIwerethe Ministu and the person 
came from my parish I wouldbeveryglad to represent my 
peopk A rrmnber of my constituency mid an injury 
which caused him to go to the Hospital, A pole had faIZen 
on him and cut him in his head. I saw to it for him and he 

got recompense for it. I hope the Hon. Minister will give S 

us a fair breakdown of this case. Tell us what was the cause, 
whether Mr. Blenrnan 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 wil l  have to grant this money. 

Mr. T A W :  Mr. Chairman, while admiring to some 
extent the humanitarian spirit of the Minister in br- 
down this Resolution, at the same time we hope that it win 
not be creating any bad preoedent. W e  feel that the members 
of this Committee are king treated in a very discourteous 
manner in that information which has been supplied both 
in the body of the Addendum to the Resolution and on the 
floor of this House by theMi&ter,hasmt been sufficient, 
adequate and comprehensive enough to explain to us why 
this money is being asked for. What m feel is that the! 
Minister is deliberately or wilfully withholdingcertaiain- 
formation from this Committee which, apparently, d y t h e  
Cabinet should haw. C h  the other h a d ,  they want this Com- 
mittee to vote this money and it is 6eh that after tb CPbinct 
has considered this matter it is only a question of asking 
the Grnmittce of this House to vote this moncy. That is 
not the democratic way of votjng thismoney.All m m b u s  
are entitled in their own right, because we have bean duly 
elected on the same basis, tohave theinformation thcy re- 
quire. We  came in here on a majority v o t ~  from our various 
constituencies and we are emW#l to know whatthis 
is being voted for. This is the first time, for the founstn 
years that I have been in this Chamber, that I have ssen a 
Resolution for money being brought down with such impro- 
per and inadequate information in the Addendum. 

When you come down with this policy youinstinctively 
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 Blenrnan; 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 -.L 
he has received certain injuries as a result of 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 somethmg. It is not 
only from a humanitarian point of view, but this gentleman 
would appear to have some legal right becausehe 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. U 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 liabk 
somewhere along the line. There has been sornenegUgence 
somewhere; the fact remains that a Release has been thrown 
into the payment of this money and that Release will be 
relieving and discharging the Hospital Board andtheparty 
in question from any action. There s e a m  to be some threat 
of an action for damages and this compensation is beiug 
given so as to keep the members of the Hospital Staff out 
of Court. 

Mr. Chairman, if the Minister does not want togive the 
whok thing, he should give at least sufficient information 
so as to satisfy hon. members. The Minister has not told 
us how this man got injured and how is it that they have been 
withholding this compensation from him for all this time. 
I would counsel the members of theopposition to allow the 
Minister to have the opportunity of recapitulating the case 
and giving the information whichhe 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 bouml up with 
the report from the Hospital. I take it that hon. members 
are asking for a repetftion of the same report, and it may 
be, in finer detail. W e  have had the remarks of the hon. 



frmbr member for St. Andrew, those of the hon. senior 
for Christ Church, to say llothing of those of the 

Haa hader of theC)ppositirm. I h a v e g h  information as  to 
tb darirn of the report of the Suptrintaadent of the %S- 
pdtal and to satisfy one or two hon. members, I have been 

to give something of the man's social affairs. 

On tbl2thIkcember, 1956, Mr. Blen~anwas admitted 
m a-alHospitaL At this stage, I should like to repeat 
that thue arc m p o W  implications in this matter; there 
am m politics in it whatever and I would like to say in- 
cidamlly that this man is mt  from the parish of St. h r s .  
1.05 psn. 
If L wen fromSt.George, Iwould feel the same way about 
it, but it was purely humanitarian as f a r  as the Government 
is concerned. These was m reason to go to Court and no 
question of Ugathn, lawyers or solicitors; it was merely 
through a request. Strawply em@, this request was made 
by a mm who was conscious of his responsibility and in- 
terest& in his h h h .  This man walked into the Super inten- 
dent's office and asked if he could begiven any assistarace. 
This was on 18th July, 1960, five years 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 mapr operation, and I would like to under - 
line the word ''major". It was thenconsidered 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 an injection was given, and the 
usual thing was to put hot water bottles all over his body. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I stlould 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 stateof 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 him back to life. It is re- 
ported that he was fortunate enough to survive this treat- 
ment. 

However, the second phase of thisoperation took.place 
by the Surgeon Specialist, Dr. Leacock, and that was done 
on 26th February, 1960, four year S later. You will have 
some idea of the man's condition. l-k appealed to the Super - 
intendent of the Hospital and that Report was sent to the 
Ministry, and immediately Igot in  touch with the 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, arad 
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 was a factory worker. From 
all this you can get the address of the 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 wil l  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 stateof his health and why he need- 
ed the operation, and I am not prepared to disclose an- 
further that would cause him undue embarrassment. 

Mr. Chairman, the social story reveals, as I said, that 
he was the father of six children, the last child being 23 
years old in theborne, and a boy who has his own motor car 
and is working at Guinea Factory. Thegirlis more or less 
responsible for the housekeephg in the home. As I said, 
the man made a request of the Superintendent of the Hospital 
and that was done last year, four yuvs  af ta  the operation. 
We hmstigattd this information and had a serics of dis- 

r cussions with the Crown Law Officers. Further to that, we 
made a request to the Factory where hc was working, a d  
incidentally one of his sons has succeeded him in his par- 
ticular ph & is a mason out of the crop season. but Gips 
the crop he works in the factory in the crystalllsb of 

syrup. We got uedetailsfrom1953m 1956, and in 1956 his 
gross earnings w e r e  &,l47 for twelve months of employ- 
meN. A s  a nutter of fact, he was admitted at the Hospital 
the day after he had given his last day of service to the  
Factory. Of course, Mr. Chairman, these figures do not take 
into account income tax. There was m case, m threat, but 
simply a request as to whether he could be given something. 
W e  took up rhe matter and on investigation were satisfied, 
after which I took the matter to thecabinet and tl-e Caburn 
gave the amclmt of $2,000 which was requested by h s  
gentleman. The Crown Law officer said that on the basis 
of 5a disability and at his age, $2,000 was about fair com- 
pensation, and hence we brought the Resolution to the House. 

Hon. rnembers have asked for these thiugs in detail, 
Mr. Chauman, but I am not in aposition and I will not dis- 
close anythu y further about the man's condition. The Report 
from the doctor is that this gentleman was admitted to Ward 
3 of the Hospital on 12th December, 1956. You can under- 
stand that it must have been a very good 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 
took place on t fe  20th and the medical record states that on 
lus return to the Ward after theoperation he was in a con- 
ditmn of shock. Later in the same afternoon he was in a 
conditior~ of collapse. W e  wanted to save this man's life, 
there was a sudden and sharpfall inhis blood pressure and 
all the other things, and t k s e  hot water bottles were appi .L 
just as is ddne in other cases. W e  must appr.-ciate r!:& 
under a splnal anaesthetic theman was unable to fccL There 
was w i w g e n ~ e .  T h e  man never though: there was any 
~eghgence, and if there were, I would bewi3l.h~ say so. 

was ,anable to feel due to the anaestiit~c and the coildi- 
Lwn s r t a u y  as a result of this prolonged anaest&ic. 
L W as elght days later before it was discovered ?fiat he was 
at all burnt. A s  a matter of fact, m discussion with this 
gentleman, he was happy after that, and Xthink most of you 
will agree that rf the doctors thought i t necessary to remove 
both legs to save his life, they probahty would have done so. 

Hobrever, d w  tc rus condition it took four y e a s  befc , e 
*& Surgmn Syzciaust though the second phase - ' 3 s  
major operatkr? should be bandlad, and that took place on 
26th February, 1960, I do not know, Sir, that you need tc! 
have I T I ~  say any more, He 1s a Barbadian, he has neve: 
left this country and he worked at a sugar factory as a 
worker during tf.2 crop, and out ofthecrop he worked as a 
mason. He rents the land on whichthehouse, his property, 
now stands; he Pas six grown up children L? the home with 
him, there is a boy who owns a motor cas anti i s  an "A'' 
class nlechanic and there is  a girl oi 2'! w i ~ a  assists the 
mother with bus~keeping. 

I think I have said enough, Mr. Chairman, ba if there 
is anything f~:i,!.~r I would be more than happy to give the 
answer. As i s ~ d .  it was purely from humanitar ian reasons 
four years after theoperation, and we r-rred 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 we; willing to accept $!2,000, The Crown Law 
Officer was saisfied that with 5@% disability and taking 
all the factors into account, and the fact that hewas 60 
years old wrteri entered the Hospital for an operation, 
$2,000 was ~wnsidered a f a i r  amount. The amom was 
agreed on, there was no idsa of going to Court and no pres- 
sure on the G >ver~iment. Idoubt very much if he would ha* 
wanted to go to Court in the f i r s t  place. 
1.15 p.m. 
I think it .i . - ;y h y ,  and the duty of any rational Govern- 
ment, t< ,,; that in a case like that, whether there are 
funds avvdthte or mt, we come to Parliament to get this 
money U, iim this compensauon 

Sir, i & i  I have satisfied hon. members. I do hope 
that I Lgve sciyplied an  the jnform;ltion that is rEcessary. 
I repeat, h&, Bknman is rmt from St. George; therewere 
m pjli-&al Lrr~kications whatsaver; them was no pressure 
311 C;owrm~ent; it w a s  just that we felt he dessrvcd this 
compensation a d  bere m are a- this How to grant 
us *& m m y .  

Mr. M K E R :  Sir, I would tNnk that tbre van& 
be more ember~assmaa t o t h i s ~ a r i m d t o h i s  family 



by tbe quite urmcessary revelation made by the Hon. 
Ministtr than by discbsun of his identity and the circum- 
stances whereby those injuries were sustained. Wearenot 
ths least concerned over the fact that Mr. Bkmnanhas 
so many grown-up children, omd-r who owns a motor 
car and a son who is a Grade A mechanic, the second son 
somahlng else ard tb third another thing. All that is quite 
mmcessary and which may cause someanbar- 
rass- The Hoa Minisoer has put usinthis position. h 
order to establish the identity ofthis gpltlemanhe has told 
us of someone who has six grm-up childrtn instead of 
simply saying that this gentlrman is of such and such an 
address. 

As guardians of the taxpayers* purse, tbe onus is on 
us to make sure that every m 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 tia 
identity of an individual, We  are not asking the inthaa! 
circumstances of the individual nor do W want to go into 
the matter of the portrcn of the man's body which was sub- 
jected to medical treatment; m are simply asking for &- 
rails of how the injuries were susW.Thelnm. manber 
told us that the injuries were caused though the use of 
hot water bags and we xse asking ~k other hon. member 
whether he can assure us in wmction with this matter 
that the hot water bags were nut 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 which Iwould invite the Moa 
Minister to give a clear and unambiguous answer. He men- 
tioned the Crown Law 0ffGrs and I gathered from him 
that they received f ~ i ,  information. Did or did not the 
Crown Law Officers rd-~ise 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 
naturally 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 in which the Government 
may well be liable in an action for professional negligence 
as a result of alleged negligenceon the 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 theother hand he has said that 
the man simply asked if he could be given something and 
$2,000 was requested. 1s this purely an ex gratia payment 
to ensure that on relief being given no action of negligmce 
can or wi l l  be brought against the Government? Did the 
Crown Law Officers advise theMinister 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 tbCrown 
Law Officers had gone into the facts inwnnection with the 
manner and circumstances and conditions in which these 
injuries were sustau& 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, I 
have come to sorne 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 mgligence came. I 
can see that sorne a c e  has taken place with the 
patient b u s e  four years after he had a major operation 
at tb Hospital he had to bapcrated on again and I can see 
that through the operation it has m u d  hlm to bt unahk 

-.I 

to work. According to the Hon. Minister, the Government 
abng with other people have been through the w b l e  matter * 
and the Government has seen fit togive Mr. Blemnan som 
gratuity which would he a heq! to his situation. 

Mr. Chairm~n, after this explanation by the Has Min- 
ister, I do not thfnk we should proceed any further or go imo 
this matter any further. We, on this sideof the House, have 
considered the facts and now that we have given it our full 
consideration, let us cbse it as quickly as we can. 

Hon. F. E. MILLER: I thank the hon. manber for St. 
Andrew very muchfor what hehas just said. The hon. junlor 
member for St. Lucy went over a lot of what has ukm plac4 
already in this Committee and that is as regards whsther or 
not theCrownLawOfficeradvisedustonake W e x  grodo 
paymnt. There i s  m qwstton of a charge of 
There was no ?heat by Mr. Eenmanfor compensation a d  
there was m desbre. of h Gownmint to cwer W anythipsl 
in the Resolution May I repeat, sina them has km m 
charge for negllgrmce, there would be noquestionof g i v b  
this man a compensation to save a Court suh, I would like 
the hon. Illember to keep it at this high ]eveL 
1.25 P& 

Mr. BRANCKER: The words 'khargc for m&eace" 
are inappropriate here. There is no question of any charge 
for negligence; the question is w b t k  the Mfnisayof So- 
cial Services was advised by the Crown Lawoffioers as to 
whether they were of opinion that there were g r o d s  
whereon an action for professional might be 
founded. The question is whether, haviig 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 62,000; 
because, if t k r e  were grounds for an action, nobody knows 
how much damages 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 an action would have 
been lad@ in respect of alleged negligence in any way 
whatsoever. J 

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 affirmative without division. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 196162, No. 14 

EQUIPMENT FOR GENERAL H06PITAL 

Hon. F. E. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, them R t s o h t h  
is a Resolution to place the sum of $1,872 at the disposal 
of the Governor -in-Executive Committae to SUDD~IIEZ% the 
Estimates 1961-62, Part I - Current, as shavnhavnin the SIP- 
plementary Estimate 1961-62 No. 14, which forms the Sche- 
dule to the Resolution. 

I believe that most hon. members will remember that 
in the last Estimatestherewas avoteof $2,760 to cover the 
wst of certain equipment for the Laboratory and X-ray 
Departments of the General Hospital. For anumber 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.if. 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,i.f. charge for this equipment which comes from the Crown 
Agents. I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass. 

Hon. L. SLA. THORNE: f beg to second that. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, I have severaltimes 
in this Chamber drawn attention to the frequency with which 
Resolutions are brought Won us in which t h e  appears L"*, 

the phrase in thenotes '9nerror"or "by mistake". Scnm- 
thing was done and the msult is &at we are trouhbd and 
the valuable tim of the Legislruurc is t h  up by baying 
to rectify an error. It smms m me that tb more stlrff n, 



have at the Government Headquarters, the rnorepossibili- 
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 e x p e r h c e  
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 theprevious 
rnsolution, to give us the information which we require. He 
has said that the figures were wrong and this amount of 
S34Q will a v e r  the differe~l~e-hrthgjaluations. 

The Minister should make it plain to the individual or 
individuals responsible for theseerrors how embarrassing 
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 theline 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- 
todate? 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 I-Eospital he should not 
hesitate in inviting this Chamber to grant supplies for the 
purchase of such equipment which is as  good as, if not bet- 
ter than, some of that in the other colonies. I am told that 
this equipment is not as  good a s  it might be. Especially as  
we are  building a new Hospitalwe should take the necessary 
steps to ensure that the equipment is as  new, modern and 
up-to-date as  the Hospitalinwhich it willbe 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, l wonder 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.o.b. price and after he gets the f.o.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 so that we can know 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 thecrown Agents; that is how Government's 
business is done. We pay 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 in accordance with our or- 
der. The figure tendered to us in the first place by the 
Crown Agents did not include the c.i.f. 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 thehon. member on that 
qUCsti0h 

In replying to the hon. member for St. Lucy with regard 
to the accuracy and efficiency of the X-ray equip- at 
the General Hospital, we have got top equipment there. 1 
have been thinking myself of buying a second unit, because 
the pressure on this Department is terrific. It is clear that 
rather than have the films in an air-ventilated room for 
drying we wuld use artificialmeansofhot air, and for that 
reason w e  are importing this drier for X-Ray pictures 
which w o w - s t e p  up&ewtxk of the Radiographer in that 
Department. We a r e  contemplating making firnds 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 bringingtheen- 
gineer s from the new Hospital to erect a building in the old 
yard and then taking it up ayear later. I do not know that it 
would be justifiable, and what is more we have not got tb 
land space available in the compound oftheold Hospital to 
accommodate this new X-Ray equipment. Hencewe are un- 
der pressure with this equipment which would certainly 
augment the work done in that Department. 

I 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. Nightex;- 
gale, theman responsible for the Nightengale Home made 
a contribution to Government to the tune of f 5,000 (or the 
use of any equipment, and we would be free to put in any 
equipment in the new Hospital, A s  the new Hospital will w s t  
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 
a re  hoping that at theend 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 a s  a re- 
sult of this dreaded 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 this Service for the community 
until the nevt 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. CHURMAN: The Hon. Leader of tbe House is ask- 
ing leave to postpone theResolution for $52,000, and unless 
there is any objectinn leave will be granted. 

There being no objection, leave was granted d e  

Hon. Minister. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I bsg to move b t  
Your Honour do now report the passing of two Rcs0lution.s 
in Cornrnittee and ask for leave to sit W, 

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I beg to second that. 
1.45 pm. 

The question uocs put and resolved in the afflfinnotiVe 

without division. 

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

On separate motions of Hon. M. E. COX, seconded 

by Hon. L .  S L A .  THORNE in each case. the Resolutions 

were revd a first and second time and agreed to. 

\\@ 
$. THE CASUAL EMPLOYEES PElGK Y BILL, 1961 

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in tbe 
name of the Hon. Premier : Second reading of a E W  to pro- 



vide for the grant and payment of pensions and gratuities 
t , t  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 the grant and payment of pensions and gratuities 
to casual employees of the Government. 

Hon. members will remember that in 1950 casualem- 
ployees when retiring had topetition 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 ~ individual. In 1953 after a ruling was given 
by the Attorney General, theGovffnment 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 apension. 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 fa& 
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 beforeheretired, if he failed to put in 
that 250 days although he might haveput in more that what 
was stipulated in the previous years hewould not be eligi- 
ble. 

That was reported to us and more particularly to me 
and I took up the matter with the Hon. Premier and he au- 
thorised a ~ u b ~ o m m i t t e e  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. W e  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 Committeewent into 
the matter and especially the Auditor General, Mr. Gittens, 
who gave very valuable help to that Committee and was 
more than sympathetic towards theplight of these workers. 
Therefore, I regard the members of that Committee as 
more or less the architects of this agreement. 

As you will see in the Bill, we have recommended in the 
first place that the number ofdays a worker should put in a 
year should be 220 days. In other words, we have reduced 
the number of days from 250 to220 a year. As I have said, 
no doubt quite a number of workershavebeerr 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 ten years* service inorder to qualify for pen- 
sion. That ten year s now would be ten year s of 220 days in- 
stead of 250 days as is  customary today. In addition, what 
we say is  that if an mividual has through no fault of his - 
whether it be ill-health or that hehas been laid off as a re- 
sult of the finishing of particular work - a?ased work, that 
must not be counted as broken service. His service would 
be counted as continuous work providing ofcoursethat 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 I am trying 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- v 

port to the Department for the job. That is to make sure that 
the individual had ampleopportunityto turn up for the work. 
The day that the letter is sent is not counted, n e i t k  the 
day that the individual has reported. 

As I have said, 220 days would be counted as a year 
now instead of WO days. 
1.55 p.m 
In computing his wages, pension or gratuity, the years of 
220 dayswillbe first 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 29days.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 continuationofhis service is con- 
cerned when called upon to give it, that service will be re- 
garded as continuous service and not unbroken service, 

In arriving at what the individual willget, I would Ilke 
to give a tahle 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 ........ 

At this stage, i t  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 rum. -- 

On the Bell being rung, a q w m m  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. member is 
not now in his place. 

rn.CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I should 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 REGULATIOS 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. 

h@. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of tbe 
A 

Appropriate Minister: 

Whether Government proposes to amend Pension Regu- 
lations to ensure that Casual Employees of Government De- 
partments will be eligible for pension b e d i t s  not only in 
respect of retirement on the grounds of agebut also in re- 
spect of retirement on Medical grounds prior to arrainmant 
of ule retirement age? 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr.Speaker, the answer 
to that Question is as follows:- In March 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. 

I do not think I need go any further than that, because. 
the hon. member, I believe, realises that the proposed 



-n is mw being inuudwed and, as amatmr of fact, 
~ ~ o f t b B i P L i s m ~  udanrktn by the 
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Hm. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMl[NS. Mr. Speaker, I can assure 
the boa manbtr that the proxMtyofthcCaara1 Electbn 
bs nothing to dowiththisBillbeSorethis House today. Tb 
bon.membcrwSllbtarverysoonjustwbmtbGavern- 
metlt had ifs Sdsct Connnin& msstiaS; Ithink thatthe 
point has ban mads in the sscond reading speech ofthe 
Hon. Ministu. 1thinkthattheHon.tAarlLrof tbqroOdtbn 
knows t h ~ t  tthese thirrgs take tim to be dealt with. 
!2.35 p.LL 
When the Select Committee reports, t h  matter to the 
Cabinet, kgislation has to bc drafted and ewntually it 
reaches this Chamber. As I md a little while W, 
this had been under consideration by Select C o w  since 
2 1 s  October, 1959, and on 9th April, thecabinet concluded 
that the basis of award of pensions to casual ernp* 
should be reviewed by a Committee cornprisingtbefollow- 
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 
to co-opt any further useful persoh When I referred to 
9th April, that refers to the year 1959 when the Cabinet 
moved to appoint a Select Comrnitte, and they reported 
on 21st October, 1959.So youwill seethat this has absolute- 
ly nothing to do with the proximity of the election of 1961. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, did I understand the Hon. 
Premier to say that when this Bill was introduced on 8th 
August, 1961, it was not introduced threemonths 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' BmINESS 
Order No. l 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 thehon. 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. Car1 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 I am speaking at length, I would like to assure the 
hon. member that I will finish in a short while from now, 
but I think that this matter is so important, more particular- 
ly since I notice some people have been wming to this 
country and ~nakingpeople believe that the Minister of Agri- 
cult:lre, in particular, is indifferent to the question of or- 
g. .. .-ng workers, planters and farmers as the case may be, 
t'3a: the position should be put as forcibly as possible to the 
1 .uuse and the people of this island. 

I said on the last occasion, Mr.Speaker, that I 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 
a s  this, and merely comes to the House of Assembly be- 
zause 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 timeof theHousewith SO* which 

b knows wfll not fructifyor has nothing in it. Mesnbers wil l  
rcmanbw:Waft8rthe1958striketheGovvmnenthada 
Commission of Enquiry in addition to that Commissbn of 
Enquiry which settkd the dispute. T k  Governman said that 
in order to aven any similar strike in the future, what it 
would do is to get a Commission of Enquiry to go into the 
eammics of the industry as  a whole and make recommen- 
dations. That Commitlde as  we know, Sir, sat and Mr. 
McKenzie who is an expert in this field made r e c a m -  
tiom to the Government. Sincc then, despite the fact that 
the Union claims nottohavepaklanyattentiontohisre- 
c a w t i o n s ,  the formula laid down in those recommen- 
dations has bsen adopted. At least in one sense I can 
quote, and I r&r to the differential whichexisted baween 
the cantcutters and the factory workers. He said that any 
future increase that is given should be on a 75:s basis. 
In otber words, the cane-cutters siwuld get 73% and the 
psopk: in the factory should get 23%. 

I say quite categorically, Mr. Speaker, that the Union 
adopted that, even though it claims it has not accepted the 
Report, because you will remanber 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 follawing year. Since 
then, the bonus which was given to thC field workers was 
consolidated and the bonus which was given to the factory 
was completely taken off. I again repeat that the Vo given 
was consolidated as a basic wage for the fiald workers as 
against the factory workers whoss bonus was taken off. 

As I said on the last occasiog Mr.Speaker, the Union 
negotiated with the Sugar Produex~rs' Federation and they 
reached agreement as to what wages slwuld be paid. I 
cannot too often repeat that the hon. senior member for 
St. Peter who is not in his seat today, 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 l@ increase, they agreed to give 9% increase, 
and !3% increase was added on ro this year's crop. From 
the figures I have in my hands, that brought the cane- 
cutters* pay to $L36 per ton, cleaning and loading to $1.36, 
heading out of field and dumping from $1.68 per ton to 
8.05 per ton, carting - including b y  - from 75 cents, 
b r r y  driver 35 cents, b r r y  hands '38 cents and so on; the 
production bonus remains the same and so forth. That is 
theposition, Sir, and that is why Isay that there i s  absolute- 
ly no uncertainty where the sugar industry is concerned. 

I quoted last week t~ show that the Commonwealth 
Sugar Agreement has a life of 8 years. At present I think 
the International Sugar Council is meeting, and when the 
time wmes they will no doubt withtheBritish 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, I cannot see for the life of me how it can be 
argued that the Sugar Industry is in aperibus mndition or 
in uncertainty and, further, whenthchon. 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 without success to impress upon the hon. 
member that I have said nowhere in this Resolution 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 that he has referred to the rationalisation 
of the sugar indusuy. 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 h 



words in my Address which do not udst at an. I S- 
that the easiest thing for him to do is to get a d i c t i ~ l ~ y  
or get somebody who k n o w s t h e m o f  the words in the 
dictionary. 

Hon. U E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I am going to read the 
Resolution M o r e  I sit down again. I lmow what the word 
"rationalisation" means. A s  I have said on the last occa- 
sion, Mr. Goldenberg went into the sugar industry of Jamai- 
ca, investjgated it and made recommendations. The hon. 
member referred to Mr. Goldenberg's recommerdations 
and the very excellent results of them. I think over $1 1/P2 
million was paid out to 40,000 workers in the 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 r ise 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: Sir, I am going to pin him down on that 
despite what he says today o r  any other time. We a re  not as 
dumb a s  the hon. member thinks weare. 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 RESOLVED that the Government take steps to 
invite the Sugar Enquiry Commission under thechairman- 
ship of Mr. H. Car1 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." 

I 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 again that what happened 
in Jamaica was that hundreds of people, over 1,000 people, 
were put of work as  a result. Today, we in this country a re  
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 outsideof this coun- 
try, and would we be such fools to sit down now and agree 
~ i t h  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, I r ise on a point ot 
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 hion. junior member for St. Jarnes 
was talking rationally or making a rational speech, does 
that mean he is rationalising something? If somebody says 
that you should put this sugar industry on a rational basis, 
does it mean that you are  rationalisingthe industry or that 
you are mechanising the industry? Can anything be more 
obsuuse? 

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 pkmes; but eVerY 
4 

time he amrmpts to distort what I say, I w i l l  rise. 
2.55 p.m. 

v 

Hon. M. E. CDX: When you are dealingwith an Mustry 
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 i s  putting it on a 
basis in so far as  the profits of the industry are  concerned. 
There is a difference between the word "rationalwand the 
word "rationalise" in the sense in which thehon. 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 "ifif'*. No- 
where in this Address does the word "rationalise" occur. 

Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. member did not hear the 
word "ifif" 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. Thelion. 
member is putting in the Address something which does 
not exist. 

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

Mr. CRAWFORD: And I will do so. 

Hon. h.1. E. COX: When the hon. member referred to the 4 

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 much brains an individual lias 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 youarereferring. We know that there 
is much unemployment in this island and everybody is 
concerned with the plight of theworkers in this island. The 
Government is doing its best to find employment for people 
and we would be fools to talk aboutputting 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 ke 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 peopb concerned with this industry would 
know about it. You have the Sugar Producers' Association, 
you have the West Indian Federation, you have the hlinistry 
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 ton higher than 
the world's price or the free sugar price. Jamaica has 
got an arrangement with Oueensland to allow them to 
supply ~ a n a d a  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 pas.sed over to Queensland for 
accommodation, so to spe~k,  



I have only m t n t b d  that to show what is the positbn 
with regard to SW in Barbados. W e  manufactured in Bar- 
bados the amount of 151,171 tons in 1956. At the mgotiated 
price, WC sold 123,726 tons and we sold 40,607.6 tons to 
Canada. W e  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 Sear. In 1957 we produced 
204,525 tons of sugar and we sold 126,149 tons at the 
negotiated price. W e  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. W e  sold 21,497.2 tons to Canada and we had 
between 10,000 and 11,000 tons locally. W e  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. T k n  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 nothingwhatsoever 
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&.question, we may lose 
our preference. If he had brought thisResolution 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 BritishGovernmententering the 
E.C.hI., 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 
>argaining body of the workers in this industry. That is 
appreciated by all of us although themember says he does 
not appreciate it. It is easy to have 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 negotiationsor any strike, then 
he has nothing to do with that. Themember has a one-sided, 
one-tracked sort of function. When there are increases, he 
claims he has got them for thepeople 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. A s  soon as an 
agreement is reached, he gets up 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 wants 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 
absolutely nothbg in them. 

Let us look at the position in Antigua today. I am sure 
that all of us are aware of what is in Antigua. 
The factories say that they cannot carry on under these 

conditions; they want subsidisation and everythingelse now. 
They want grants to run their factories; otherwise W canes 
will be ground. How then are the workers going to be fed? 
From where are they going toget themoney? All these are 
problems we have to face and as soon as these mischievous 
people create this dissention and disorder, they wt out of it, 
pass the buck and say: "h is theGovernmem." As long as 
God gives me breath, whether or not I am inside or outside 
of this House, whenever I see these attempts to mislead the 
people and to fool them as is customary, I am going to nail 
these things on thebead; it is up to the people tben to do the 
rest, and I know that in process of time they will. 

I want to repcat 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 fMsM the workers used to 
be put in a cart withsomehibiscusfkwers 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 hecause 
they exploited these fellows who were able to help them to 
save a lot of money, and they wuld take a trip to England 
f ~ r  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 workers got 26 l/!Fb production bonus. 
To date, the maximum of the production bonus for 171,000 
tons is 14 1mo. They go no further today than that and then 
it is  1 l/No for every 5,000 tons over; but ours was 26 1 /S 
and anything further than that, that is to say for every 
5,000 tons above just as  what you get today, it was 1 l/%?% 
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. W e  told the workers that we 
would see to it that allphasesofthe industry would ke gone 
into and we would see to it that they got wages which were 
commensurate with the work they did. Whilewedid that an 
irresponsible person was telling them "Oh no i L b  not 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. W e  are not favourites of 
the wealthy people. The whole weight of criticism comes 
upon us. I do not want tosay what1 heard about one of those 
same people to whom help was given, butone of those noisy 
people in here received substantial help from o n  of those 
wealthy people. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we started from there on. ke 
brought down Professor Shephard in 1946. He came and 
made recommendations. From then on, there was quiet and 
progress in the sugar industry. In 1951, we had tl-Ls 
agreement which, as I have said on the last occasion, was 
regarded as the Magna Charta so far as  the sugar industry 
is concerned. We had a little trouble in 1958 and we had it 
settfed. 

The hon. member talksd about Mr. Go-. La m say 
that Mr. Gomes was Chief Justice ofBarbadosat the tim, 
but he was in Trinidad attending t h e w o f  tht Fsdud 
Parliament and the Hon. Premier and Iwentto his to 
discuss withhim the possibility of getting aquallflcd person 
to come to Barbados to investigate the sugar industry wirh 
a view to settlirrg thedisputtwhlchhadarisen about wsgsa 
Mr. Gomes suggested ont or two names, and so on. The 
hon. member got qp with a straight face and W: 'Ylh m, 
I did it. IwenttotheGavemr and told him to do so .nd tlm 
Governor did so." I wonder if the bn. thinks tbt 



WC 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 all the arrangements 
were made by us. I left Trinidad before the function of the 
Opening of the Federal Parliarne,nt was over. When I heard 
Rediffusion broadcasting that grinding of the crop was to 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 oftheothers alongwithtwo cane cutters arrang- 
ed to come to Government House. When they came to Gov- 
enunent 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: I did not care to rise before to con- 
tradict this issue of lies. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Would the hon. member tell me what 
he 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 wn- 
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 said in Parliament. 
I therefore ask the hon. senior member for St. Philip to 
withdraw that remark, 

Mr. CRAWFORD: As Your Honour pleases. I would like 
to say instead, that it is not true. The hon. member is 
actually telling lies on the Governor apart fromtelling 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 rise on 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: Xi:. hon. member objects to that re- 
mark also. The h n .  senior member for St. Michael has 
asked that the statsment "that is an absolute fabrication" 
be withdrawn. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. As Yow &now pleases. What Iam 
saying, Mr. Speak?, !S thirr L r E  *a%ri:lllerrtrnade by the hon. 
member in this debate sprinas entirely from his fertile 
imagination It is absolute incorrect to say that the Demo- 
cratic Labour Party Deisgation with some cane farmers 
went to Government House and the Governor said that the 
m a m r  had b e n  fixed already. 

Hon. M. E. COX: What did he say? 
3.25 

Mr. CRAWFORD: That is not true. Furthermore, it is 
not true to say that whm thedekgationwmt to Government 
bust?, a Commission of Enquiry was already appointed. 
That is not true. 
- b n .  M. E. COX: Iwiflnotcommitthcsameoffmce 

.S the bm. 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? W 

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 I 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 H i s  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. hl. E. COX: What does that mean? It means ab- 
solutely nothing. Were we to write themor interview them 
and tell them that we were setting ug a Board of Enquiry? 
I have not heard such nonsense in all my life. Because they 
were unaware of it.... 

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order. No member of the 
Democratic Labour Party is suggesting that theGovernment 
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. Tbe Governor said abso- 
lutely nothing of the kind, and he could not have said it 
because nothing was done. 

-L 
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 in this island 
would be accepted against the hon. member's. Therecords 
of this House will show that. However, Sir, I have dealt 
with this maner at le.@ and I haw convinced those 
haw heard me on this mamr, even the hon. rnemhcr's 
supporters. As I said earlier, this is a question of ch.ap 
politics; this is one of the regular hardy electh stunts 
which are being thrown up fromtimetottm. I was h k b g  
at the m r d s  and I noticed that in 1956 a similar tMng 
was brought before the House by the same hon. mrmbcr. He 
used to ride on theemigrationhorse, butthat h o r s  i s  dead 
now. Heisnothingtodowithemigratl0nnow;theGovmn- 
mem has completely taken everything over a d  h, 

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order. Tb records as 
to the question of emigration raised in this Hous are thne 
and nothing which th hoa mm- can say candetract 
from than. 

Hon. M.E.COX:Ihavethe1947dcbates withmemw in 
which Mr. H. W. Springer dealt with thehon. manbrrr. m 
hon. mmber  did not shape so wel l  there. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: I have all the debates. 

Hon. M. E. COX: As I said,Mr.lkputy Speaker, there 
can be absolute.ly no question of any uncertainty aboril the 
sugar industry as  the hon. member puts it. I want again to 
point out that the Trade Unim knows no* about that, 
the Swar Producers Federation knows nothing about any "* 
uncertainty in the sugar industry and they are the pmpk 
concerned. I do not think the hn. member plants sugar 
canes now. He had a few boys up there but they formd out 
that it was better to go to schoolthan to work on his farm. 



~ r .  -WORD: On a point of order. 1 did not htar 
4 what the bn .  rnember siad. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I said that if there was any trouble 
or uncertainty about the sugar industrytb Tradc 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 sotmthhq 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; I cannot be 
twisted and turned about. I am notafraidof an- I was 
not afraid when I went to theparishof St. Phllip and stones 
were being thrown. I held my own at the microphone. 
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I 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 Sur=y 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 a d  would not have gone to him; they 
would have informed the Government of it through the Minis- 
try of Agriculture, and would have sought theassistance of 
the Government on that question. They would not be so silly 
as to go to him because I think they know him too we& TtE 
Union in turn would also haveknownthat the future was un- 
certain; and we as a Government, more particularly the 
hlinister 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 wrne 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, l think I 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 a& 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 consequentlyfactory 
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.... 

h4r. 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: I agreethat nothing about tmchanisa- 
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. OX: The Resolution says "on the most 
rational basis1*. 

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, I will again repeat 
that I have put the position quite clearly a& squarely that 
there is absolutely no truth or foundation of fact in the 
Resolution which is before us that theindustry is in a state 

of uncertainty, and t h e f o r e  the nxrssity for having this 
e n a w -  

Mr. SPEAKER. Does any other b n .  member want to 
speak before the Hon. Mover replies? 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I must say that it was 
most generous of the bn. member to slrggrtst, by sapping 
at a quarter to four, that he has given me dme to finish 
my spesch today when he has taken the time of this House 
on about four or five differan occasions -- cach of duration 
of more than an hour -- in meaningless and senseless 
diatribe on the matter before the House. I do not propose 
today to k g i n  by replying to some of the most manifestly 
absurd remarks made by Nm, I want to btEfin from the 
be@ming and to quote the remarks made by tht MWster of 
Agricuhure 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 
h4inistcr of Agriculxure 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 Wes t  Indian Sugar by beet sugar, and the Minister who 
has just replied said there is absolutely nothing threatening 
the industry, there is 110 uncertainty for the future, and 
therefore there is no cause for wncern. However, these 
things w i l l  be dealt with in the appropriate time and in due 
course. (Hon. M. E. COX: Ihave documents.) I am raot con- 
cerned with documents; I 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 wrne to that later on. 

When the Minister of Agriculture first beganhis speech, 
Mr. Speaker, he said "Anenquiryby Mr. Car1 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 inTrinidad he was asso- 
ciated with Mr. Derek Knight, -barrister -at-~aw in ~renada, 
and the workers* representativefromSt. Lucia.??le results 
of his investigation into the Jamaica inquiry are well known. 
He recommended an increase of 12 l /2% in wages for 1959 
and 12 l/% in wages for 1960 for Jamaican agricultural 
worker S. 
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When the representatives of theenquiry into the Trini- 
dad sugar dispute had reported, thepr-ident of the W n ,  
Mr. Geoffrey, said that his Unionhad benefited considerably 
through going to the Goldenberg arbitration; inother words, 
in both instances the workers in the industries concerned 
benefited from the exercise. 

Wel l  now, both tk 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 a result of the Goldenbergenquiry. They have tried to say 
that after the Goldenberg enquiry these was increased 
mechanisation of the industry. Mr. Goklenberg conducted 
his enquiry into the Jamaica sugar industry in 1959. These 
are the figures for participation by workers in the Jamaica 
sllgu industry. In 1954 - that is before Mr. Goldenherg'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 rtasons 
I willget to laaer --why Mr. Goldenberg was invim-l to conm 
down to investigate into allphases of the industry in J d -  
ca. There were ideas of mechanisation of thc industry pm- 
vious to the bringing down of Mr. Goldenkm h 1957, the 
West Indian Sugar Council in Jamaica experimented both 
with mbchanical cane-cutters and m l m & d ~ - ~ s  



at a factory called Monymusk. That was in 1957 and *re 
was m Mr. Goldenberg on the scene ya. 

ur. S P E A K E R  left the Chair and Mr. W U T Y  
S P E A K E R  took the Chair. 

1 was saying, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that in 1957, the 
Jamaica SW factories began to experiment in rnechanisa- 
tFon and at a factory called Monymusk they introduced 
mchanical carre-cutters and mechanical cane-loaders. 
This was an attempt to mchanis the industry and, as I 
have pointed out, with the decreasing number of employees 
in tht industry, that is what kd W to the introduction of 
Mr. Goldenbcq on the Jamaica agricultural scene. 

Laser on I propose to shar that the s t e  which we 
have reached in Barbados today makes an enquiry into the 
industry just t k  same as what theyhad to do in Jamaica. I 
have quoted figures to show that there was wide-spread de- 
crease in the Nlmber of workcrsemploycdintb sugar in- 
dustry in the years before Mr. G o M r g  cams down b 
cause I wantad to establish beyond the slightest shadow of 
do& that it is completely untrue and incorrect to say 
that rschanisation 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 theMinister of Agriculture nor 
I have said that mechanisation only -an after Mr. Golden- 
btrg went there, -What I said is that after the Goldenberg 
recommendations, approximately 1,500 people were put out 
of work by mp,chanical loading and I asked the hon. mem- 
ber to say whather that is true or not. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mechanical bading and mechanical 
cane-cutters m in Jamaica in 1957. Inother words, the 
number of workers in the industry decreased from 1957. 
It was because this mechanical bading and mechanical 
cane-cutting were going on in the industry and because the 
number of workers was decreasing that Mr. Goldenberg 
was brought out. They said: 'You are mechanising the in- 
dustry and employing less peopk therefore, it follows 
ipso facto that 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 I said that there was need for it. 
What I imply, therefore, is that the littlepigmies over there 
cannot stop it; and the Ministers over there will  see, Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, that we are going tohave this enquiry into 
the sugar industry for the reasons which I am going to 
outline. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. DcputySpeaker, Irise on a point 
of order. The hon. member was saying that the recommn- 
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. Goldenberg over 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 not make any report withregard to the mechanisation of 
the industry. That is what rhe Hon. Minister does not under - 
stand. Mr. G o ~ b e r g ' 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 P.m. 
It is the process of mechanisation in the Jamaica Mustry, 
the introduction of mechanical loading and cane cutting 

in 1957 at Monymusk Factory that made* 
bring Qwn Mr. Goldmbt%. Zlc had no power to stop this 
proass PII] aIl he did was to make a ncammenlatlPn and 
ckar ou t .Tkon lype r smwb wuldhavestogpedthis 
m c c h a n f s r r b n w a s ~ G o v e r r m f t l t , ~ d i f t h c ~ m r m d  
d i d m c s s s f i t t o s r o p f t , o b v ~ i n c v a r y ~ y s n r  
mon psopla would have km thrown out of work. ?n 1961 

you would have more people throwu out of work if the pro- 
cess is not stopped. Every year in this bland we employ 4 
bss persons as I will show larer on. The hon. member can 
speak for himself, he does not kmw what the h4iniste.r of 
Agriculture said on this qucstionof bringing down Mr. Gol- 
*g. I think Iwillqwtefromtkhon. member's speech 
when he is hen. I prefer to kt my remarks in reference 
to his speech remain over umil he is hre. 

WbcnthisdcbatebeganImackitmrfectly~.inwhy 
I thollght an investigation into the sugar industry was need- 
ed hrc. 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 k informed 
as to when the debate from which the hon. member is 
quoting mw, took place? 

Mr. CRAWFOiUk I do mt know what thehon. mmber 
is talking about. 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is the hoa membsr qwting 
from a debate? 

Mr. CRAWFORD: I particularly said that I would not 
quote from the speech of the Hon. Minister of Agriculture 
untilheisinhisplace. 

Hon. M. E. COX: It is the Hansardfrom 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 Agriculturereturned before 
he would quote his speech What 1 am saying is that the 
hon. member is quoting from a document which is a debate 
which took place during this Sessionof the House. m hon. 
member cannot do that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, am I to under - 
stand that I cannot refer to theremarks made by the Minis- 
ter of Agriculture during the course of this debate? I am 
asking Your Honour for a rulmg 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 l No ISir. That is a violation of the 
Rules of this House. No hon. member canqwte from a &- 
bate which has taken place in this Session. If he is referring 
to what has taken place, we& that is another mamr. The 
hon. member is quoting from what he himself has said and 
he is violating the Rulies of this House. No hon. member can 
do that; I will give you the appropriate R& in a minute. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: I have not got to read what I have 
said because I know what I said. I said that 1 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 wurse of my reply; if I cannot do that, then it 
will be reducing the debate to a farce. 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the hoa member is re- 
ferring to this same debate he is in order. 

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

"No manber is to allude to any debate of the same 
-ion m a qustiDn or Bill not k ing  tkn  mckr dis- 
cussion, sxospt by indutgencr of the Housc, for personal 
~ ~ t i o D . * *  



Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thehon member is referring 
to the present debate which is going on. 

Hon. M. E. COX: He cannot read from the debate which 
is going on now. He can refer to it but he cannot qwm from 
it. I have been discussing a debate on a Resolution in con- 
nection with the setting up of single member constitmncies; 
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. DEPUN 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: 1 willgo a little further and read Rule 
26 02). The Rule says this:- 

"A Member may read from the authorised report of 
the debates, the report of any speech ~nade 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: I3ut not for 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 I will read it for the 
benefit of the hon. member. 

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

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Rule26 (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 fabricationto 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 a fair share of them was 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 mecllanisptiw, 

Mr. CRAWFORD: I never said that he said so. 1 said 
that the Minister of Agriculture said so. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I nsvw said, Mr. Deputy Spcaloer, 
that an inquiry by Mr. Goldenberg would result in a lars-  
scale mchanisation. I will repeat what I said, and it is as 
a result of the inquiry and the recommendation made and 
the fulfilrmnt of those recommendations, ncarly 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, I am not de- 
nying anything I have already said. Quite recently I was in 
Jamaica and I saw for myself that becauseof Mr. Golden- 
berg's visit there, a r t a in  parts of thecountrywere highly 
mechanised, and it meant doing away wirh tboUsPlds 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 Iarn saying is not true. 
This is the fundamental core of the debate ahd 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 1/2"loincrease 
for 1959 and 12 1l2.b 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 thc 
Jamaica sugar industry and Iquoted the figures, fiicjz were 
reduced from 45,000 in season in 1954 to 42,0;1'.1 in 1958, 
and from 26,000 out of crop in 1955 ts 23,30C in 1958. 
Mechanisation of cane bading and cam cutting began before 
Goldenberg. To be precise, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the me- 
chanisation of cane cutting and cane loading begaii iii 1957 
in Monymusk estate in Jamaica. Goldenberg only can~e 
down in 1959, so that when both those Ministers get tlp 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 talkii~g about. 

Hon. D. D. GARNJ5R: The hon. member is labur ing 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 to pay more wages and 
salaries, and therefore I have not the slightest doubt thar 
Goldenberg told them that if they wanted 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 Iwastoldin Jamaica, and any man whu 
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 and get 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 al l  
well and good, Mr. Deputy Speaker, if youare talking with 
some people outside who cannot think and you can push any- 
thhg down their throats. I have told the House that the 
mechanisation of  he 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 SW 

Mustrialists 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. k t  him cable to the Minister 
of Agriculture in Jamaica andhe willbe told that they began 
mechanical cane-cutting Pnd cane-loading in Jamaica in 
1957. (Hon. D. D. GARNER: I have all the facts at home.) 
Why wm here and try to fool somebody that if you have an 
inquiry by Goldenberg you w i l l  get mchanisation? 
4.15 pm. 

You wme in here and try to fool somebody. That is 
what the h4inisoer of Agriculture i s  trying to do. I am 
a his bluff. Mr. Goldenberg c a m  down to Jamaica 



in 1959. Tht Union made ouc tbis case for his enquiry bc- 
causctheywlerealormbdovcrthedccreia~inthenumbcr 
of psople employed in t b ~  agar industry and the Golden- 
berg enquiry was conducted on the basis of ffnding out 
w k k  o r  not the industry could pay morc wages arisw 
out of the mchanisation of the industr~ and arising out of 
otmr things which I would g a  to later. After the enquiry 
it was disco- that they could give a 12 ID% in 1959 
and 12 lm in 1960. Mr. GoMenberg camein on the scene 
when the mechanisation process was going on. He could 
not stop it; he was not the Jamaica Government. U since 
then more mechanisation has gone on, only the Jamaica 
Government headed by Mr. Manley can stop it. Mr. Golden- 
berg could not stop i t  and, therefore, an enquiry into the 
industry which resulted in recommendations for increased 
wages for the workers had nothingat allto do with w h e w  
o r  mt further mechanisation of the industry goes o n  

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 thecapitalists 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 a r e  dodging the 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 planter S 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, I r ise on a point 
of order. I hate to interrupt the hon. member. I heard the 
hon. member say that this enquiry i s  purely a question of 
getting votes. I would like to remind the hon. member of 
what he said. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, he i s  misquoting me. 

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member has stated "with 
such excellent results for the workers and thecane 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. CRAWF ORD: 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 begidng of the crop last year, the Union got an in- 
crease of 1% in wages for workers in the sugar industry. 
Now, throughout the island workers expected that the 1% 
would occur throughout the year. A s  a matter of fact, a s  I 
explained in my opening remarks, the reason for bringing 
this Resolution before the House springs entirely from 
that agreement. TNs is what I said earlier. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Sir, I rise on a point of order. An 
hon. m m b e r  must not read from thoff ic ia l  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 whm I tabled this Resolution I said that the workers 
in the sugar industry had represemed to me at the begin- 
ning of the crop last year that the Union had secured for 
them an increase of 13%. TheFr impwssion, whenthey saw 

this 1% increase puhlishsd, was that the 1% would apply 
to work throughout the year. It did not. It only applied to h. 
day's work. In St. Philip and other parishes most of the 
work is done by job work and, therefore, the workers 
did not rcally 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 1% 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 I am say- 
ing is wrong? When I tabled this Address the workers in 
the sugar industry felt what was the useof getting the 15010 
increase when they were doing jobwork and not day's work. 
The Minister cannot tell me that Iam 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. Thepeople in the industry 
did not get the 13% increase because they were not given 
any work to do by day's work. Ifthe 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. hdr. 
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? I do nor think he can bring one agricultural 
labourer who is  in his right sense to substantiate any 
remarks which he has made. Z will say this. 

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

A 
Mr. CRAWFORD: I repeat that the Union got a 1F/o  

increase in wages last year in respect of day's work. 
Most of the jobs on the estates likedigging 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 beingdugas job work, 
they have always been dug as job work and whentheprice 
of these things go up, the wages go up. When the workers 
got $1.20 last year the price went to $1.40 a s  a result of 
the increase in day's work. The hon. member just does 
not know what he is talking about. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: The Miniser knows what he i s  talk- 
ing because he knows that somebody digs cane holes by the 
day. 

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

A 
Mr. CRAWFORD: Most of the work on theestates today 

is done by the job; and representations were made to me 
that since the workers a re  not doing day's work they a re  not 
getting a 1flo increase. Any fool can understand that. The 
Union said that they got a 1510 increase onday'swork. You 
a re  doing job work and how can you get a 1% increase? 
That was the point of the contention. 

Hon. D. D. GAFINER: That i s  not true. You a re  batting 
on a bad wicket. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: You were bowled out for nought. 
A t  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 $ CASUAL EMPLOYEES PENSION BILL 

Mr. DEPWY SPEAKER: On the last occasion of Gov- 
ernment Business, the Hon. Leader of the House was 



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 thepension 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 a re  to be made. The pension will be m- 
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. Thatprovision has 
been put there so as to protect the individual so that he can 
get the better of it. As I have 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 disadvantageof someworkers, but it will 
also work to the advantage of many workers. As a matter 
of fact, I cannot envisage 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 a v e r a s  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, BankHolidays 
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 wageof 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 wil l  be two hundred 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 hewould notget $444 as  under the for- 
mer job, but a higher amount under the job whichgives 
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. rnem- 
bers will see un&r the 1947 Pensions Act that an indivi- 
dual loses his pension i f  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 0) 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 Governor -in-Executive Commitme so directs, 
cease as  from date a s  theGovernor-in-Executive Commit- 
tee may determine." The words 'Wth hard labour*' have 

been omitted from this Bill, and Iproposewfien we go into 
Committee m include these words so a s  to make it uniform 
and make i t  apply to everybody. I would hate to think that we 
were discriminating against anybody in this case, and more 
particularly those per sons in the lower bracket. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I think that those a re  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 canclude by 
saying that this Bill no doubt wi l l  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 i n d i v i d a  their personal re- 
presentatives have made applications bib. nothing could be 
done in view of the fact that the individual did not comply 
with the Regulations a s  are  stipulated in the Act. When this 
passes, all those per sons who would more or less have fail- 
ed to qualify will now qualify. As I mentioned earlier, even 
i f  the individual has what is regarded a s  broken service, 
if he is laid off under this new Bill, that would not be re- 
garded a s  broken service a s  long as  he turns up when the 
Head of the Department sends for him within seven days. 
As you will  see from t k  Bill, we will not count the day we 
send for him. neither will the day when he shall have turned 
up or  the day before be counted; he must have seven c b a r  
days to turn up when the Head of the Department sends for 
him. 

This Bill, a s  I said, Mr. Deputy Speaker, will relieve 
quite a few people. Ithink therc is justifica~ion for this Bill 
in that it is taken for granted thatpersons who work in the 
Government contribute, whether or not they receive it, part 
of their wage to some sort of Pension Scbeme. It is felt 
that approximately 23% of one's earnings is always with- 
held to be paid by way of pension. 'I?= 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; I 
should say "no pension" because gratuity was not provided 
for under the regulation or instruction. As this rlow stands, 
they are  entitled to a gratuity and a reduced pension just 
a s  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 a s  I mentionedearlier 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 a s  far a s  h s e  casual 
workers and workers as  a whole a re  concerned. 

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

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

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Deputy Speaker, before the qllestion 
is put, I think it is only proper that some member of the 
Opposition should express total agreement with theprinci- 
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 m time, and any amount of 
injustice has been meted out to these forgotten 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 m t  bkwhg my own trumpet, if you kmk 
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 co~ection with a casual worker fonnerlyempbyed 
in the PubUc Works lkpartmnt by thenameof Cocil Nor- 
land Simmons of Welches Terrace, Kbx&ston + Road, St. 
Michetl who had rendered continuous service from l921 to 
1940 and received no gratuity, pensum o r  a n y t m  at all. 
4.45 psn. 
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That was nhetem years of service, 
,. 

01 the 4th August, this year, Iagaindrew to the atten- 
tion of W,* to the case of Mr. Q- bsh ley  of 
Sayes Corn, W i s t  Church, who is being regarded as  a 
casual workej at present, although in truth and in fact be 
is not a c a s a  worker but a permanent employee. Hon. 
rrrrmbers can &er to Question No. 68 and they will see 
what I asked, X asked if the Minister was aware that Mr. 
Quintyne L a w  of Sayes Court, Christ Churchhad worked 
a s  a foreman of the Sayes Court Agricultural Station for a 
continuous p o r a  of 15 1/2 years, part ofthe service with 
Ca. & W. tbe other with Government but has re- 
ceived no sucb-psnsion after retirement. 

Tbere a 4  many such cases: but now this Bill is being 
put on the Swm Book so a s  to protect casual workers 
wgen~ruy, it i s  to be h o w  that no hardship w u  be meted 
out in the futq,re to these forgotten people. It is because of 
that that I c o m d t h e  sub-cornmiwthat sat on this mat- 
ter and I horn fhat no misinterpretation will be placed on 
this Bill so to exclude these cases which this Bill is 
intended to wyqr. I know that if this Bill is left tocertain 
petty Heads af Government Departments, they will try m 
misinkrpret -S and would place an entirely different 
construction on the Bill from what theGovernment intend- 
ed. I hope thatapeparrmental Heads would make the mm- 
putations accsy;da to the Bill and according to all the 
points e x p w  by the Ho~Minister.  Ihopethat in the ad- 
ministration of the Bill the letter of the law will be adhered 
to and no m w r p r e t a t i o n  of i t  would be placed by any 
petty a b w s  any lit* power which he has. 
casual worker has to fight his casepractically all the time 
on his own behalf and to see &!at he gets full redress and 
full assistan=-for every day which he puts in. I am asking 
the & v e r m  to see that the Billis strictly enforced and 
that the ones y b m  it intends tohelp will receive full bene- 
fit from it. 

The Hon. Minister referred to h policy of the Gov- 
ernment since 1953. Thepolicyof theGovernment has been 
to grant gratuitbs to workers who haveput in, in the normal 
way, ten years continuous service based on250 days' work 
per year. That has been agreed to since1953: 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. Qt was agreed on in 1953 
was carried out by a directive. Instructions were given 
and if the worker had put in WO days every year for ten 
consecutive years, he would not get apension. It is not that 
we are  now putting something in a Bill. 

Mr. TALMA: Sir, 1 am so often misunderstood. 1 am 
merely w m p m n t i n g  &=rnment, Ofon. M. E. COX: 
I know that you are.) I am not going into the question of the 
WO days. What I have said is that 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 day S in a particular year, 
you would add up the amount of days in t k  other years 
along with that and take into account allthe number of days 
for the number of years which the worker had put 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 a re  now trying to see 
that the casual workers get a square deal. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, there are  really two grave omis- 
sions which I have observed. They a re  omissions at pre- 
sent but they may be brought down as  amendments later 
o n  Of course, what appears to m to be an omission may 
not be an omission in itself, ipso facro, but it may not be 
Government's policy to do that. I refer to the question of 
the exclusion of the reputed wife as  adegendent. In Clause 
16, you will that provision is made for the widow and 
her children and the matter is an covered for them under 
that section, but no provision is made for the reputad wife 
aed htr little cbfttren. 

Tht aver- casual worker is not a manof means and 
thenfore not a man ablc to muster sufficient money to buy 
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a suit of clothes. We know the society and standard in 
which k ltves and we know that he is a man who usually 
u s  a common law wife. Provision for casual workers 
with common law wives is not set out in this Bilt You will 
probarn find that in three out of every five cases the wife 
of this type of worker is a cormon law or reputed wife 
and that such a wife has little children and that she and 
they are  livfng fn the same house and being maintained by 
h man. I may say that mnetimes they b v e  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 averagewifeyouwillfindof a man in this stand- 
ard of society. 
4.55 P.m. 
1 am asking the Government that e u g h t k r e m i g h t  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. I 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 wives or dependents of pension- 
e r s  will be protected. That would not te 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 to draft such an amend- 
ment. I could draft it in twominutes. If the Minister would 
give an assurance that the matter would be dealt with, we 
could let the second reading of the BUbe passed and bring 
back the Bill later on with the amendment. Unless some- A 
thing along that line is done, many P W P ~ ~ W ~  not be assist- 
ed. If you want to 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 degenerateinto a vote- 
catching gesture, & 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 amendment; but failing that, it i s  my duty 
to my constituents and the electors of Barbados as a 
whole to make themotion for thenecessary amendment and 
let the Government vote against it. I am giving the Minister 
the chance of giving that assurance. You can see that this 
is a glaring mistake and the Minister can Iet 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 Government has 
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 S~yin&..., 

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order. I would lfke to 
refer the hon. member to Clause 16 sub-claust (3) which 
states this: 

(3) For the purpose of this section '*childDv irrcludcs - 
(a) a posthumous cNld; 

(b) a step-child or  ilkgkhate child born tb 
date of the injury and wholly or mainly dspadtn 
lpon the deceased empbyes for m r t ;  Md 

(C) an adolpocd child, adopted in a manuer recoentsai 
- 

by law before the date of the injury and dependem 
a s  aforesaid. 

It is an very w e l l  to make m p l e  btlieve that this is 
so- forgotten but not only i-te children k+ 



also adopdsd chfldt.n am provldsd for. hthclxm. mm- 
hsrraedtbmaashtwm-twr. 

lion. M. E. COX: The bn. manha L giving dre im- 
pression as if no provisian is macb for tbes chiEdrat I 
repeat that umiw SCCtJDn l 6  (3) Of Ws Bfa provfsbn has 
been made for adopadchildren.TbbDn.mrmbuwasa 
member of this Covermm on twooccasbns andhe knows 
that w t r c n v c r a n y t N n s h e p p n s o o d P s s ~ t a o r  
common law wives, a ptltfon i s  sent to the Governor-in- 
Execudve Comminae and w h a t t ~ r  tk deceased person 
leaves is given W thsse wk. 

Mr. TALMA: It is all right for rht hon. manbEr to ay 
to remove a glaring mistake. I am sayingthat m provision 
has been made for a common law wife. 

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point 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 meverybody who is en- 
titled to them. W e  do not want anybOdy to be running cap in 
hand to the Premier or the Minister or  the Government ask- 
ing for anything. W e  want all of that to be finished. These 
people who have worked hard will be ahlc to get their pen- 
sions without having to run cap in haraj. to the Government. 
W e  want the Government to include, tvcrybody in this Bill 
and not leave out anybody. Now that I have raised this point 
in the Opposition the Minister is sayingthat I was a mem- 
her of the Government on two occasions. I may say that I 
was a good Minister too. (L aughterh 
5.05 pm. 
If you are passing a Bill of this nature to include a l l  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 Workmenss 
Compensation Act in front 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, hlr. 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 theword "child shall 
include 

(a) a 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. 

hlr. T U I A :  Mr. Deputy Speaker, it is  my intention at 
the appropriate time to make the n e ~ s s a r y  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 
unfess she is included we have done mhhg. After the death 
of her r e p m  husband, the common-law wife is the head of 
the family and the one to whom th little ones will look for 
maintenance, food, assistance and care. Unless you inckde 
her, the whole home is dishmgratsd and destroyed and 
them willbe privation and suffer- so it is my intention tc 
move in subclause "(d)** a d  include '?reputed wife and 
common-law wife." 

The last point I w i l l  touch on, Mr. r)eputy speaker, is 
that this Bill s h o d  be made retroactive for many reasons. 

Tht Minister himself told us that a t p r c a m y o u h a w c  
apply m tb Court Bor laterrs of Mminisuarion, but you 
have to provcthatyouareapersonalrcprcscntad\~. Where 
are thcsc people going to get this money to apply for U- 
rns of Adminisuathon? T b s  gratuities should be paid to 
tlun on tb d a t e  of some MM- of ESel&ion or 
Justia of tlw Peace or on maring to certafn affidavits 
and br- varlous certificates to corroborate them, 
thus making it easy for them You should not make them go 
to the Gurt for Letters of Administration and go through 
an that red tape and expensive legal processes, because 
thcy b~ not got th money withwhich to do it, YOU should 
insert in this BiXl that a l l  such gratuities shall be paid to 
such dependants on the necessary verification be* mm- 
plhd with. and not stipulate a personal rtpreserrtative as 
you have &m here. You are trying to he& them and 
altho* you are doingthat, w h e b r  wittingly or m - ~ t t h g l y  
they are still going to have m takeout Latess of Adminis- 
tration and things they cannot go on with. In orher words, 
you have to qualify as  an administrator to the estate. 

I am saying therefore, that in the first place that should 
be removed and the Act should be made retroactive so as to 
i n c u e  all those deserving cases since the Labour Gov- 
ernment has come into office. I refer to 1945 or 1946 when 
tbe Labour Government came into office, or at least it 
should be retroactive to the last ten years. As a gesture to 
prove that you are helping the casualworker, both the omv 
who are employed at present and the ones who h z ~ e  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 65 year:; dr 70 and may live 
for quite a few more years, but who would not be caught 
under this Act but sbtlld norm all.^ be entitled. 

I feel, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that ~s 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 briiig re&$ to hundreds 
of dependants and many workers whohave s r v &  faithfully 
and well jn the various Government Departments in this 
island, whether the Public Works, Waterworks or Depart- 
ment of Highway and Transport I feel the Governme~t is 
definitely moving in the right airection. This is a g a d  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 wonderful Bill and would be  of 
assistance to those people in the lower bracketsof this is- 
land who more or less can be regarded [as the forgotten 
casual workers, whose wages are never properly consider - 
ed and who undergo and have been undergoing great hard- 
ships for many a -ar. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I think that the 
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 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 rmght be no 
children at al l  from the association, and therefore the com- 
mon-law wife would get nothmg. If there are illegitimate 
children, they will get; but in cases where the man has been 
living for year S withhis reputed wife and dies without issue, 
certainly she is entitled to any gratuity, any ez*gratia pay- 
ment or any payment to which her common-law husband 
was legally entitled. 
5.15 p.m 
A s  a matter of fact, only about six weehs ago a case was 
brought to my attention by aconstituentof mine as regards 
a relative of his who lives in St. Thomas. In this case the 
man had h e n  married but he and his wife had been 
separated for years and he had been living with another 
woman for a number of years. She had nursed him through 
a long number of year S of illness a ~ d  buried him and t b n  
she came to find out that not only II.~:, she not entitled to 
anything at all, but even a simple such as some cane 
money which was to be paid W 'mini, the sugar factory 



awncrs refused to pay to her because she did not have 
Imers of Administration to theestate. As a matter of fact, 
thc hon. senior mmber for Christ Church could not b 
more right for the simpk reason that the othu day w h  
we amaulsd the Act which raised the amount from £ 10 to 
£100 which the M i c i a r y  would be entitled toget witbut 
taking out L L m s  of Administration, a woman cameto n r ~  
from Marky Valc whose husband had &t a job at thc Detp 
WaPer Harbour and dibd and she toldmthat she would not 
be entitltd to get the money unless she tookout ktters of 
Mministr adon. 

I agree with the argummt advanced by thehon senior 
manber for Christ Church that a certificate or  affidavit 
signed by a Justice of the Peace or  even a factory owner 
o r  s o m  recognised person in thedistrict should be enough 
in this case rather than persons being compelled to go to 
the Law Courts and spend money to take out LLtters 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 retroactiveIhmrtily 
support it. There a re  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 
sorne of them by making the Billretroactiveeven if it only 
be from the beginning of this financial year. I am sure, 
Mr. Lkputy Speaker, that this cannot impose any grave 
burden on the financial resources of the country, but it 
certainly will create considerable benefit to deservingpeo- 
ple who, ifthislegislationhad beenenforced 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 allcanbe 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 wouldnotbenefit 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 a re  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 womn who have worked in the Gowrment's employ 
for many years. Some have taken sick and have gone home 
without a gratuity and pension Sorne have worked for ten 
years, some for twenty years. Iknowof many men who have 
worked in the Department of Highways and Transport, and 
when they came to the threaidd of their days, they were 
laid off. Sorne worked for 220 days and a s  many a s  240 
days and they were laid off without any consideration 
because this Bill was not in operation. Some a re  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 theoverseers in the Highways 
and Transport Department have checked behind sorne 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. Ttaoseworkers 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 t h o r n  fit to bring in this Bill, I say that it 
is a good one. 

Mx. DtpW Sptaker, I would go back to those poor men 
and WO- wbo have suffered in days gone by. many of 
whom children have gone astray and who have rendered 
service for nought. Then are  menwho may have put in ten 
or  fiftsan years Pnd who had a reputed wife with five or 
six children. I must agree that a pension or  gratuity to 
what I me here should begivento those children and to the 
repuzed wife. Of course, the woman may be able to marry 
som o t k  man and you are m t  responsible for her, but 
you must thinkof thosepoor infants whohave to be educated 
and malntaimd. 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 pm. 
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 a s  to get a pen- 
sion; he may have to look for Lawyer and Solicltor 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 Bdl is 
here and it can be made right; it is one of the best B d s  
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 a re  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 httle. 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- A 
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 m 
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 B f l  or any Bill 
of this nature. 

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the provision in 
this Bill is to becommended becauseit satisfies a want for 
which many of us have been asking for a long time. It 
regularises thepensions and gratuities of casualemployees 
of the Government. Many of us have from time to time to 
telephone departments so as  to enquire as  to why is it that 
these persons who have reached thequahfyingagehave not 
been able to get thelr 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- L 
ments - they have worked at thepublic Works Department 
at one time and at che 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 aperiod for which these 
people have to wait for their money. These people have no 
savings and therefore they are  at agreat disadvantage when 
they have to wait so long for their money. I hope that the 
situation w i l l  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 monthss tirrle and his pension and/or gratui- 
ty should be made available to him as  soon a s  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. senFor member for Christ Churchhas drawn 



to the attention of the Government, that is, that the Bill 
leaves out a very important category of dependant, that is, 
the common law wife. I am quite sure that that must ha\n 
been an oversight I am surprised that the G o v e m n t  
could not sec it in that way. I wi l l  go further and say that 
if this Rill is passed without the amendment a s  suggested 
by the senior member for Christ Church, it will not 
be six months before an amendment to that effect k brought 
down here. I will also go further and say that the Other 
Place will amend this Bill and it will come 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 Uvhg with 
a man - and she must be living with him for at least one 
year - should be included in this Bill. 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 he been alive? U I have to spur someone else 
on for the cause and benefit of thepeople, then I will do it. 
I am quite surprised that the Government wuld 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. 
U 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 agreewith 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 out now? I am 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 shoukl 
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 
wedluck 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 in her right, and that is why we a re  having this Bill today. 
W e  do not always want to be going to the Governor-in-Exe- 
cutive Committee with apetition. With that amendment, Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, it would be a good Bill. 

I recommend this Bill and Ihopeeven at this late hour 
the Government will see fit either to amend it now or post- 
pone it after the second readingfor thepurpose of including 
a common-law wife as  alegalpersonal representative. 

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. W u t y  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 experienceof 
this sort in relation to casualemployees and the difficulties 
which they undergo in respect of their gratuities or regu- 
larities of work. As everybody has madecomment on that, 
I do not think it is necessary to repeat that. It is also 
necessary again, I think, to point out what administrative 
difficulties are  encountered so often with casualemployees 
but it is also a fact that from the 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 recommendation for 
the better running of theserviceor words to that effect, and 
one of the tNngs 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 ham to 
wait four or five ttmes as  long, or  six weeks to two months 
longer than the ordinary employees of Government to get 
such rCa)mQense. 

I rcrmmber for instance when we made the cost of 
living readjustment that it happened to the casual em- 
ployees. Our accounting system is  that rneticubus, but at 
the tirne m geared fast enough to deal with these prolJuns 
in an expeditious manner. I knaJ that the Accountant 
General's Department wants to !X careful at all times, 
and it is very difficult to have casual labour and a l l  the 
remuneration to casual labour calculated in a very short 
time, but nevenheless it is right for us  to face that it i s  a 
problem, and whereas the Chief Justice for instance can 
find that in a very short time his remuneration or  recorrlp 
pense in certain matters is very quickly calculated, the 
cantonnkr 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 fedthat 
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 a s  a 
whole, but these a re  things that just happen and a re  ad- 
ministrative problems. 

It is  raecessary for us, Mr. Deputy Speaker, on every 
occasion we get to point these things out, because we need 
to so gear our administration that we  can handle these 
problems more expeditiously. Now I am myself a little 
concerned and I would 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 expkna- 
tion than what I have heard so far relative to tfae idea of 
a common-law wife or even a legitimate or W t i m a t e  
child. We have beer1 referred to Clam.: 3 6, sub-paragraph 
(3) and told to look at (a), (b) and (c) and get a l l  the in- 
formation we want there. Now when I h k  at it I see it 
says "for the purpose of this section "child" includes - 

(a) a posthumous child." 

My humble interpretation of the term "posthurnous" is 
a child born after the deathof the father. Tllar in itself does 
not say that the illegitimate 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 js going to 
benefit only if he were achild bornbefore and nut after the 
death of the father. It is just a matter for as  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-partic&iy 
concerning the children a re  considered by the Minister of 
Trade to be the answer to the suggestion aboia 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 thugh we a re  interested in 
taking care of the children that it is raot 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 say this, after considering this matter 
for some tirne and having some discussionon it, it has been 
brought to my attention that the suggested amendment made 
by the hon. senior member for Christ Church would 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 employees 
because you do not have it so arranged in the other Act that 
the other permanent employees can take care of their com- 
mon law wives or  reputed wives. 

I tNnk there is justifiable reason that a common 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 
coz.lmon 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 f u r t k r  admrra; ivedifficulty about 
the question of a common h w  wile, 51: on, because it is 
possihle for a man to have two or  more reputed wives. I do 



not know what the lawyers may think about that, but ir is 
easily possible for a man to have five children from two 
or  mcp  women. We must be sure that you a re  a h h g  at the 
chifdrcn first; we must be sure that they a re  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 statistics but I am going to make 
a guess and give some figures which to me would make a 
forcible argument that this whole pr0ble.m of compensation 
to mothers of children who happen to be associated in any 
form with out casual employees is a matter which d s  to 
be considered in  toto and very seriously. I know it is a 
fact that m 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 a re  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 '7a or 8'3% of those people a re  the people who have 
what we regard as  illegitimate wmections. 

It is also to be assumed that at least t k r e  may be 
4,000 persons so involved. The I-bn. Minister of (=ommm- 
cations and Works is not present, neither do I know if he 
has the figures on this thlng; therefore, if I make a guess 
that there a re  4,000 persons so involved and 8'3% 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 you do not give some sort of considera- 
tion to compensate reputed wives. 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER le f t  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 I would like to hear what corn- 
munication Government can give in this respect. You must 
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 termsof 
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 to press a detailed 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 a re  going to find theseproblemscomingup 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. Anythmg you talk about when it comes to 
illegitimate statistics must pose such a problem, and whe- 
ther you put in this amendment or 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. Jarnes, said that 
you should give consideration to legislation which would 
allow illegitimate children to be regarded for inheritance. 
I have only brought h 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 wnnect every link. He wuld 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 wmrnenda- 
ble that the hob  senior member for Christ Church should 
have spotted that there is no direct reference to a common 
law wife in the section to which we have referred. I will 
atso 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 wmmon law wife and this typeof m p l e .  Has the 
Government got this problem in mind and a re  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 is in itself, is the total solu- 
tion for this problem. It is a hard 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 impersonal form to do 
that. Although the machinery of Government is soinvolved, 
the people who pass the laws in here a re  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 to the 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 theproblem 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 children for Miss "A", it is easy to get illegiti- 
mate children for Miss "BB" as well. That continues in pro- -b 

gression and you will find that more than one woman will 
be clairningfor illegitimate children. From the point of view 
of the principle andpolicy, thewholeproblemof 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 in this particular 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 saxby bringing 
the political element into this debate, whenhe talked about 
the many years when this thing should have k n  done and 
now this is just anelection stunt and that sort of thing. I in- 
formed this House when I was moving the second reading of 
this Bill that ever since 1959 I had a discussion with k 
Premier and he decided to set up a Committee and I was + 
made amairman 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. Thecabinet agreed to the rewm- 
mendations made by the Committee and instructed that 
legislation should be drafted as  soon aspossible. 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 
item and hand it to you. Theseofficers a re  all busy people; 
they have to attend the Assizes and, in addition to that, 
there are other items of a liegal nature to be dealt with 
There are Bills to be drafted which will take precedence 4 

over this Bill. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, to be uncharitable and siqgest 
that this Bill has been brought in now that the General Elec- 

I 



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. I have said on other occasions that a s  long as  I am 
able to assist in doing anything which will improve the lot 
of the masses, or the community a s  a whole, I will do it. 
I will do that at Election time, after Election time or when- 
ever it is. I should like to 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 has to be carried on whe- 
ther it is Election time or  not. 
6.05 p.m. 
The Queen's work has to becarried on all the time whether 
or not it is ekction time. Whether or not it were so, then 
the position would be that you would only do work at election 
time. In other words, you would dowork in the last year of 
the five years and in theother years people would be walk- 
ing a b u t  looking for work. How nonsensical a thing like that 
IS! 

Now, hlr. Speaker, I should just liketo say this fiefore 
I deal with what was suggested by the hon. j~unior member 
for St. Joseph. He says that in this Bill it i s  not set out 
whether it i s  a posthumous illegitimate or legitimate child. 
I would have thought that \trould come from somebody who is  
not as mature a s  he is. Let us see what the definition says. 
It readc; 35 follows:- 

' r r the ps,rpose 'ills section, "child1* includes - 
(a) p~sthurnous child." 

Unhke the inference that he drev:, : ' X I S  1. .IIO? :,v 
whether the chilcl is a chlldof amarried perauri ., In ill- 
ptiniate clilld; it says J "chlld", and thereforeit has :-, %: 
used m the widest context. It goes on further and says:- 

"(t,) a step-child or dlegitimate child born before the 
date of the injury and wholly dependent or mainly de- 
pendenr upon the deceased employee for support: and 

(C) an adopted child, adopted in a manner recognised 
by law k f o r e  the date of the injury and dependent 
as before said." 

In this definition, therefore, hlr. Speaker, every child 
is covered. I \'ould have thought that this would be only for 
people who wuld not understand this to raise a 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 i s  better that we keepour mouths closed. 
I do not think that we need get up and tell the world that our 
illegitimacy is  1000j0, 90070, 8% 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 a s  people who do not like 
marrying, and therefore people who represent thepolitical 
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 6 6  and that out of 4,000 people who might be 
working in this Works Department 80% will be illegitimate. 
That is of no help to this country nor does it raise us in the 
eyes of the world; it lower S 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: Irhink 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 

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 I wo~iId ask them to 
point out where in any pension legislation in the most mod- 
ernised and civilised countries such persons a re  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 comnion-law 
wives. 

hlr. TALMA: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, the 
hon. member shouitf realise by now that two wrongs do not 
make a rigtir. U ~ O I I  a r e  doing something here to help 
casual employees, you know that they a re  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 Ion. junior inember for 
Christ Church askec! why should they appeal to the Executive 
Committee, and said [!:at we want todo away with the Exe- 
cutive Committee. I ayrei.. Since people like us ........ 

Mr. GODDAKD: On a polt~t of order, Mr. Speaker, I ~ I L  

not say that we warit do away \%li!i the Executi\e Cornr~ilt- 
tee; there has to be ~!e. We\ianttc- Jo  a\ga) hi th  havllig to 
appeal to them IWW we hate a BiU here a1 which we can 
rectlfy that. 

Hon. M. E. COX: There is noth@wrongwi:h that, Sir. 
As far as I remember, frointhe tin-ie I Has a member of the 
Zxecutive Committee and now as  a member of the Cabmnet, 
-hrhenever these cases come up thejr were checked by the 
Queen's Solicitor, or i.:-c fa.nr. by the Police first and then 
by the Queei~'.: Solicitor. :i zse cases \?ere submitted to 
the Govern<-tier::, ~! le  Governmzh,'; rcgixt is waived and the 
individual receives what belonged 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. 
5.1 5 p.m. 
But, as I think the hon. member and the ex-Evlinister of 
Agriculture in a sotto voce remark said, what i s  the posi- 
tion if for example there are  two people who a r e  depending 
on this gentleman? How a re  you goifig to get around that? 
It i s  not all that easy. It i s  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. TALblA: 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. U 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 a s  regards a 
man who goes at three houses at each of which he has a 
reputed wife? Which a re  you going to give? U the time 
comes for a gener a1 overhaul. ........ 

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 amreplyingto the stupidity and 
the nonsense that some of them raised on the floor of this 
House. 

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, I r ise on a point of order. 
What I have said i s  that you can amend it in the Interpre- 
tation Clause by saying that '"widow" includes a cornmon- 
law wife who is a woman cohabiting with the deceased for 
the last five years. 

Mr. SPEAKER: i must intervene :ww. That is not a 
matter for the House. All ot those der.alls can be gone into 
in Committee but not in the House.. 



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,ifthe 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 a s  Government is  concerned, 
satisfactory arrangements have always been made with 
respect to persons who are  regarded as common law wives. 

Thehon. 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. U 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 Church talks about 
postponement. This is no legislation for postponing. W e  
know what his postponement means. 

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Speaker, Iriseon apoint of order. 
I said topostponeit for one week so that he can get together 
with his legal advisers to put in the proper amendment. The 
Hon. Minister heard that all right. 

Hon. h.1. 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 wholethingoverhauled itwould 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 Bil l  be now read a second time 

w a s  put and resolved in the affirmative without division.  

On motion of Hon. M. E. COX, seconded b y  Hon. 

L .  St.A. THORNE, Mr. SPEAKER left  the Chair and the 

House went into Committee on the Bil l ,  Mr. BRYAN in 

the Chair. 

Clause  1 was  called and passed.  

Clause 2 was  c a l l e d  

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 question is  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. U 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" appear S. 

Sir, I am not actually moving the words yet to be in- 
serting but you can put 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 year S immediately preceding his death. 

You have to define it in order that everybody would 
be c h r  on what it means. If you amend it that way, there 
would be no ambiguity whatsoever. This amendment isno- 
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. TALblA: hir. 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 "commonlaw wife" i s  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: Wel l ,  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: "Comnlon law wife" 
means a woman cohabiting with a casual elmployee 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 periodof 
not less than five years. There must be continuous living; 
these conditions must be complied with. (A SIDES) You will 
hardly find one man living with six wo~nen under the same 
roof. Only the Ministers would get in that category. (A 
MEMBER: Theex-hlinister.) I know that the hlinister means 
no malice: so I willnottakehimon. I feel that the hlinister 
should consider seriously the insertion of this amendment 
in that it is the only scientific way of dealing with such an 
amendment. (ASIL)ES) I 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 wi l l  be of great benefit to the casual employee 
and his common law wife. 

The expert of sociologyv I am referring now to the hon. 
junior member for St. Joseph, brought figures to k a r  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 tbe 
realities of life around us. The legislation which we pass 2 

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 



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 d e s m  to 
benefit. 
6.35 p.m. 
The facts in this case are simple. If a man is marrird in 
the public S N ~  and &S, UdW 
certain conditions or retires from the Service, he or his 
legal&pendantsarccmULdtocenainc~ationor 
certain benefits. We are going further now and saylng that 
even his illegal offspring are legally entitled to these bene- 
fits; but if thernan is unmarried or if he is married and has 
left his wife for a considerable 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 becon- 
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 thereforeinthehterpretation 
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 thewoman 
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 to fall 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 are entitled. Legislation of this sort should take 
some cognisance of the basic, social trend 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 same time, Mr. Chairman, either 
we are setting ourselves up to be such perfect moralists 
that we are prepared to condemn out of hand the woman who 
is living as the common-law wife of a man in the public 
service, or saying that since she is not married to him she 
is a socialleper and is not entitled to anything at all. Either 
we are doing that or we areprepared to accept the amend- 
ment moved by the hon. senior member for Christ Church 

I 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 toa 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 peopleare so immoral that they 
have got to provide legislation for unmarried women, let 
them do it. There are anthropologists whohavegone to the 
South Sea Islands and after observing the social practices of 
the inhabitants many of whom werepolygamous, 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 to portend, I say it is not a question 
of appearance, it is not any question of k ing  ostrich-like 
and pushing our heads in the sand, it is a question of doing 
justice to a deserving 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, 
c h it the hon. member says is not true. I have already 

pointed out several cases where individuals have been given 
assistance, Section 14 (3) says "whre  apeusionor gratuity 
ceases by reason of this section theGovernor -in-Executive 
Committee may direct all or any part.....', 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: What Section are you reading? 

Hon. M. E. COX: I am reading the cotnc t  Section in 
reply to the mistake which the hon. member made. I w i l l  
conthub to read: "..,.tbGavernor -in-ExeclltfVeGrnrnit- 
tee may dirrrct all or  any part of the money to which such 
employee would have been entitled by way of p i o n  or 
gratutty, had he not bstn senttnd as aforesaid to k paid 
to or applied for the maimman or b e d i t  of a l l  or any 
to the exclusion of the other or others of tb following, that 
is to say, such employee and any wife, child or children 
of his, or suchother depcndents as th Governor-in-Execu- 
tive Committee may detumint." I b u l d  Wrt to.mphasise 
the phrase "or such other dqendents". If tht individual, as 
he says, has a common-lawwifelivingwithhim and dcpcn- 
dent on his earnings, then she q a  tmder this. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am not taWg about what the 
Governor -in-Executive Committee may or may not do. What 
I am saying, Mr. Chairman. is that it should be set out 
unsquivocal2y cbarly that lb common-law wlfe 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 tbe 
widow. 
6.45 p.m. 
I say, who are we to moralise on the issue? 

Sir, I have no inclination all to moralise against a 
situation which tbe 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 BiU Do you think anybody is 
going to regard any stron& hard-working women, youngor 
middle-aged, as a dependent of somebodywho isdead? Why 
put these people in theposition 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 arnend- 
ment as it is tends to make it easier for anybody to come 
&ng and make a claim? 

Mr. CRAWFORD: The amendment is quite clear. Some- 
body is cohabiting in ahousewiththedeceased for a period 
of not less than five years...... 

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 
commonlaw wifeof a man for two years is not i n  the same 
position perhaps to one who would be living with him for a 
longer 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 you1 You are not married 
and, therefore, you do not qualify under the provisions of 
this Bill**. That is all there is to it. 

Mr. EURE3OW: Mr. Chairman, I feel myself constrained 
to say something on the amendment which is before the 
Committee and only so because there appears to be com- 
plete ignorance on the other sideof 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 side fail to see is this. Whether 
there are integrated or settled territories, wherever there 
is such a common law marriage, it is legally biding. Of 
course, an association of twelve months would not be re.. 
cognised. 



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, 
lea-~es a parent or  grandparent so dependent upon his earn- 
ings, shall include such an illegitimate child and parent or 
grandparent respectively; provided that a person shall not 
be deemed to be a partial dependant of a workman unless 
he was dependent partially on contributions fromthework- 
man for the provision of the ordinary necessaries of We 
suitable for persons in his class and position. 

894 

Under tins Act which we have before us, a "depart- 
ment" is defke! "a &partment of the Government". It is 
more important to describe, a s  far as the law is concerned, 
what is meant by "dependant"of anemployee than to define 
what "department" is. There can be no legaldispute a s  to 
what is or what is not a GovernmentDepartment. 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 p.m. 
Therefore what the Government should do in this matter 
is not necessarily to put in the definition of "widow" or 
*'wife" 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. 
sepior member for Christ Church for the simple reason 
that the amendment covers a group of persons whom we 
feel should beprotected. It is r-;markable that, in this island 
which has a long history of constitutional reform, the Lower 
Chamber would much sooner see an amendment come from 
the Bourbons who 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. 

Let us look 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 man can go and prove 
that his greatgrandfather - if he is an heir-at-law - was 
living with a certainpersonwhowashisgreat-gramlmother 
for a certain n m h r  of years although there is nothing on 
record that those peopleweremarried under theprovisions 
of the Marriage Act, and if he canprove that, he is legally 
emitled to this peerage or  this formne or  whatever it may 
be byreasonof thefact that everybody in the village or  town 
o r  district where his antecedents may havebeenliving ac- 
c&pt.d the fact that thosepeoplewerelivingin such a house 
together and were regarded for all purposes a s  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 similarlywant 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 

Mr. SPEAKER left  the Chair and the House re- 

."I, 
That shows the absence of pride and self-respect. If -6 

the hon. member has made a suggestion, they know that 
there is an essential validity in the suggestion which is put h 
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 up in here and crow 
because the Government accepted an amendment coming 
from this side? These a re  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 Mi- 
cial Opposition voted together and that sort of ignorance 
which one hears expounded on public pb~dorrns and in this 

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. 

I seethe hon. senior member for St. Thomas is laughing 
but there is nothing in this to laugh ate It is all right to say, 
''why not a year?", but this is a serious amendment. You 
cannot have somebody who is switchingtheir attention from 
one person to another being entitled to the same status a s  
far a s  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 Govermnt ,  one would find 
that the figure of the common law marriagesexceeds 6@, 
and if hon. members would look at the Workmen's G m -  
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 "dependants*' under 
that Act means such of the members of the workman's 
family a s  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- 

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 apension 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 twelvemonths. 
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 imprisonment of twelve 
months or  more, which term or  terms of imprisonment 
can only be imposed by a Judgeat the Court of Grand Ses- 
sions. In a case of this sort this Clause says that the GIV- 
ernment can order...... 

1 House from time to time. I am suggestirg h a t  no particular 
one should be mentioned in this C h s e .  I do not see how 
:he membersof theGovernmat WUM nathavethought about 
rhis matter; but let us say that they did *&ink about it and 
forgot it. I am asking them to postpone the further consid- 
eration of the Bill and let the l ega l  Drafisman tidy it up 
and not leave it a b s o w y  blank. 

At this stage,  i t  now being 7 p.m., of the clock, Mr. 

took the Chair* 

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 7 p,n., 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-ass embling, 

CASUAL EMPLOYEES PENSDNS BILL 

Mr. SPEAKER: On the suspension of th sitttng 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 emplloyed on a casual basis in tbe 
service of the Government. A 

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

Mr. BARROW: Yes. 



Mr. CHAIRMAN: It was unfortunate that I did not hear 
the remarks made by thehon. senior member for St. Philtp 
allegedly in connection with Clause 14. When the hone senior 
member for St. Michael started to make reference to Clause 
14 I then hked at the Clause and the hon mrmber said 
that he was referring to itbecausethehon. senior member 
for St. Philip was referring to it. I must plead guihy to 
that; but at this stage, h a w  albwed one member to make 
reference to that Clause, I had to allow the other mmbcr 
to reply. The hon. junior member for St. John is making 

I reference to Clause 14; I am suggesting to the hon. member 
that he should not expand on this Clause because there was 
an oversight in the first instance. 

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, the f i r s t  person, accord- 
ing to my recollection, who mentioned Clause 14 was the 
hon. senior member for St. Michaelwhogot up 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...... 

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 speakina 

Mr. BARROW: You seem to be makhg amajor speech. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You will have to listen to the Chair, 
and I have means of making you listen. I will stand and you 
will  have to take your seat. I am 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 likethis should be dealt with 
on points of order, but in the wurseof a debate especially 
in Committee, another member whether from the Govern- 
ment or from the other side can say he is not going to sup- 
port this amendment because we haveprovision somewhere 
else in the Act for it and point out where the provision is. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You cannot deal with Clause 14 Mtil 
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 uy 
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 Mulge in any debate on semantics in 
order to get this matter cleared up. I am pointhg out that 
the member for St. Michael is utterly wrong to say that 
there is any provision in any part of this Bill, W e  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 comphtdy misltadfne 
for the member to get up and say that a particular Clause 
has such a provision. How thequestion of persons who have 
been sentenced to terms of imprisonment corn into this, I 
do not know; Moreover it is a matter which is not granted 
as  of right even in that isolated groupof cases, but is pure- 
ly discretionary and means that a widow or reputed wife 

would have to go hat in hand 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. member S who proposed and seconded the amend - 
rnent and say that provision is already made in the Bill is 
ridiculous. 

When you say, Mr. Chairman, that if aper son has been 
sentenced to a term of more thantwelvemonths imprison- 
ment he may losehis 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 not think it has any right 
in this Bill at a& and I think the whole case can be met 
either by the amendment which has been proposed, or alter - 
natively by putting in a definition of the term "dependent" 
to include anyone who is living at the time in the louse of 
the employee and who was totally or partially dependent 
upon the employee's earnings. That is consistent with an 
arnendment 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 settlethewhole issue. 
W e  would not to go chopping and changing independent 
Clauses. 

What hon, members are saying is this: whetheror 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 thc incidence of these 
common-law relationships by statistical proof is higher 
than it is in any group inthecommunity who draw salaries 
or emoluments from the Treasury of this island. If you 
are in a Bill of this kind making it permissible for a widow 
in the legal sense of the term and not in tk common law 
sense of the term to derive benefits under the Bill, the Bill 
is  really a farce. U therefore the accusation of window 
dressing immediately prior to election were hurled at t k  
Government, it would not be without some justification in 
truth and in fact. 

Now do not let us mince matters. They have a lot of 
stooges to do their thinWng 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 Governme~it 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 can read and write, when 
it comes to thinking out policy in the interest of the people 
of this country, only s o m o d y  who has faced the tape at 
election time is entitled to interfere withmatters of 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 stop me, and you would be enti- 
tled to stop me. But we have to face facts. Naturally there 
are a lot of peopk, especially people who are avowed to 
their relationship, themselves Victorian, and other people 
who are bro~lght up in the standard of Western civilisation, 
who tend to equate aperson's responsibility to his ability to 
conform with the institutions whichhave teen imposed upon 
us; but we cannot say we are bringing a Bill for 4,000 or 
5,000 persons when the provisions of theBillexclude  fro^ 
its operation 65PIbor 7% We have to be realistic about these 
matters. That is why in Antigua they thought it feasible, 
nuzssary and correct that they should include in the Work- . 
men's Compensation bgislation adsfinition whichwas suf- 
ficiently wide to cover a l l  the people who would suffer, who 
would be placed in aprecorious position iftheir 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 depende~ upon him? 
In the term "dependents" you should include such per son 
or persons Uv- in the house of the employee at the t h e  
of, let us say, his death who were wholly or partially depen- 
dent upon his earnings, and that covers eve* 

Mr. Chairman, the hon senior member for Christ 
1 Church has focus& atrention on the m p l c  who would b 
I 



brought within the provision by saying that m should intro- 
duce an amendment to extend the term 'kidow". The hon. 
senior member for St. Phflip who seconded the motion 
agrees that to change the common, ordinary day to day usage 
and legal meaning of the term "widow" so as to include the 
particular class of person may not be elegant drafting. I 
helieve that the hon. senior member for Christ Church is 
a fairly ekgant 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 this to 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? 
8.00 p.m. 

Is it that we should make provision for these people, 
or s h o d  wetell thepublic 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 who gets the hnour is  not the 
material thing because at some stage of history, posterity 
would look backwards and would givecredit 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 a e t o  a different 
kind of amendment which would have the sameeffect. I am 
therefore moving, Mr. Chairman, in order to save their 
face, if that is 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. ChaLrman, 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. O X ,  
D. D. GARNER, R, G. MAPP, L S t 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, (RAW- 

FORD, TUDOR and BRANCKER - 6. 
NOES: Hon'hles Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, M. E. COX, 

D. D. GARNER, R. G. MAPP, L. S t .  THORNE, F. E. 
MILLER, Messr S. HOLDER, SEARLES and STRAUGHN - 9. 

The question that Clause 2 s t m d  part, was put and 
resolved in the affinnative w i t b u t  division. 

Clauses 3 to 8 inclusive were called separately 
m d  passed. 

Clause 9 was called. 
Hon. M.  E. COX: I beg to move that Clause 9 stand part. 

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

Mr. BARROW: Mr. ChaLrmen, this Qousc reads as 
f0tlaws:- 

9. Where an mployee is otherwise qualified for a pen- 
sion under thb Act, but - 

(a) hasbeenemplloyed inthsssrviaofthe~vemmUK 
for bss thanmyears but for five years or mow and 

(b) rains because of 111 bcPlth or because of isfurlcs 
received in the actual discharge of his dudes, such 
injuries not being attrlbutabtt to the aqployedsown 
miscorxluct or m&eace, 

the Governor -in-Executive Cornminee may grant to such 
employee on retirement a gratuity not exceeding 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 which is to give an 
employee who has served less than ten years but has served 
five years or more a grabuity 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, suchinjuries 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, blr!. 3 he gets knocked down 
with a motor car and is no longer a ~ l e  to work, he does not 
come under the provision of Clause 9. If he retires because 
he has weak lungs or weak heart he is eligible: but if he has 
injuries which he sustained outside of his employment he 
would not come within the provisions of Clause 9. That does 
not seem sensible to me. Ifa man leaves work and sustains 
injuries in the course of his going home he is still a person 
employed in your service. I do not know why this distinction 
should be made of persons in ill health or persons who are 
suffering injuries where those injuries were received in the 
course of his employment whether they were received in 
some other kind of accident which was not 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 vehiclewhichthehon. member or anybody 
else may run on the road without complyingwith the law of 
having Third Party Insurance ....... 

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order. Mr. Chairman, I do 
not think it is competent for hon. members to glet up and 
make remarks like that. I have not attacked the hon mtm- 
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 not been insured. The boa 
member probably has done that but I have not done it. I 
have driven War Office vebich, but wben the hon. memo 
ber gets up and make a statemm like that, he woutf give 
the gcmral public &e impression that I drive a motor 
vehicle withouthaviugThlrdPartyInsuranoe.~tbehoa. 
member wants toknowffIaminsured,ktbim come across 
me. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, the boa mrmber made 
a speech wfien the Bill to provide for Thfrd Party Insurance 
was Wore  the House, and that Bill was introdlrcd for the 
purpose of providing that persons who might be owners of 
motor vehicles but who might not be sol- 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. U an individual is insured, as 
the hon. member says, it is that theThird 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 vehicb which may not be insured. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That point of order has k e n  estab- 
lished. 

Mr. BARROWI It appears to me, Mr. Chahman, that 
you do not like my smakiw in this House. 

W. CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Minister of Trade, Industry 
and Labour has expl&cd what be means by 'l'hird Party 
Insuranca 

Mr. BARROW: The bn. mcmbcr says that I may be 
dri* a motor vehfcb which is not insursd, and therefore 
he i s ~ n a r r o f ~ t b l a w . F l r r t b a n a m e , t h e y  
have made no provision in lbls BLn, for aay person wbo 
might have been hhred by a motor vehicle which has not 
ban insured. The hon.manber~prsasrdtobere-  
f e r r ~ t o t b l a w i n ~ . I a E q O l l D d ~ H o m e S e c r e -  
tarYhasmrdr,provisiarforthrt~mhoeman- 



ber is making a direct, slanderous attack on me to the 
effect that I am in thehabit of driving motor vehicles which 
have not been insured. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. junior member for St.Jobn 
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 any personal 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 thehon m m -  
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 ........ 
Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking. 

Mr. BARROW: Whenever I want to speak..... 

hlr. CHAIRMAN: I should like totellthehon. member, 
as I have already toldhim, that Ihave 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. I think, Mr. Chair- 
man, that you are neglecting your duty tf you prezend 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 you are sitting down in the 
Chair and when I am trying to speak, when you should be 
over there representing the people. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I ignorethat. Thehon 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 
work men*^ Compensation Act comes into being, anindivi- 
dual does not get any pension or gratuity or anything like 
that. If a vehicle injures an individualhe is entitled to com- 
pensation under the Third Party Insurance Act; therefore 
an individual is amply protected under the Act. W e  are 
not passing legislation to duplicate any legislation which is 
already on thestatute Book. It is all right for the hon. mem- 
ber to try and fool idiots .... _- .... 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Let thehon. member deal withClause 
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 madewhat some people 
have regarded as a good speech. 
8.20 Pm. 

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. A s  I said, Sir, it is absolutely unnecessary. (M. 
EjARROW: It is a pity you didn't under stand the speech 9 I 
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. W e  are putting these casual employees 
on the same footing as  permanent officers of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I want toget this clear. 
The Third Party lnsurawe makes absolutely m provision 
for persons, or in fact, does not entitle them to any com- 
pensation under the Act, and that is why I made the remark 
to the hon. member when hewas speaking that he obviously 
did not understand the speech to which he referred that 1 
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 thequestionof negligence on the 
part of the person who has had the accident with him. It is 
an indemnifying Act, indemnifying the per son against whom 
the action is brought, and i n  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 iq the Official 
Gazette, and I only wanted to make it clear that the Work- 
men*~  Compensation is a gratuity compensation Bill and not 
an indemnifying BilL 

The purpose of Third Party Insurance is tc hdeirmfy 
the defendant who has the judgment against 5Sn, because 
very often the judgment is agairtst hirn aid he is nor able to 
satisfy the judgment. All he may have is a mator car and 
that may belong to Olds Discount; so Third Party Insurance 
was not the creation of the Barbados Labour Party; it 
exists all over the world. Even here m 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 retriedy at all. They 
have rectified that by setting up a fund &er the Third 
Party Insurance Act to which all the Insurance Companies 
contribm so where a person, let us say, a j w a i  delin- 
quent - I would mt  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 can the hon. 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 a motor car break- 
ing somebody's legs in which case the legs had to be ampu- 
tated, and I was replying to that. When he says somcLNng 
else, I will reply to that also. 

Mr. BARR0W:Igaveotkr illustrations and in tv  alia- 
to use the quotation from my colleague on my left -the 
example of a motor car accidem. 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 ox any kind of fracture 
and he is incapacitated for a period of time or dies be- 
cause he hits the back of his M, 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 hehas another 
kind of accident? If he is  in ill-health, is suffering from a 
respiratory disease, cancer or something like that, he can 
get a pension; but if he slides on a banana skin he c w t  
get it. If they cannot see that, I am sorry for than. 

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, the gemral intentionkm 
is to grant compensation to anempbyw &spite the fact that 
be has not served the enttretenyeai-s, '~ if he has served 
five years or more he would not be emitEed. He is entWsd 
to this compensation: if he retires because of ill-hsalth or 



because of injuries received in the actual discharge of his 
dutks. 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-nieans 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 want to comply with such industrial legislatiqp, 
you should use the hackneyed expression "in the course of 
his employmentv*, k a u s e  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 q r e s s i o n  
which is unknown to such legislation - the expression 'Lin 
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 dischargeof 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 i s  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 lot 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 an empty 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. Ifthehon. 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 intenticn of the hon. member. 

The ques:ion 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. (l) 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 shall, if the Governor-in-Executive 
Committee so directs, cease as  from such date as  the 
Governor-in-Eicecutiv:: '--nrniuee may determine* 

(2) Where an empbyee is sentenced as  aforesaid after 
retirement in circumstances in which he is eligjble 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 relation to 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 Committeemav di- 
rect all or any part of the moneys to which such ernpl&ee 
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 a l l  or any ro the 
exclusion of the other or others of the following, that is to 

r* 
say, such employee and any wife, child or children of his, + 
or such otber 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 tkecgratuity shall-& paid; ba in 
determining whether arrears of such pension 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, Iam asking leave to insert those words 
so that the section would now read as follows:- 

''Where anemployee to whom apension has 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 Gover nor -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 A 

insert the words "with hard labour" in this Clause. If there 
be no objection, leave will be granted. 

Mr. GODDARD: Sir, may I ask the hon. mrnber if 
that was put in at the request of the Civil Service hssocia- 
tion ? 

Hon. M. E. COX: I do not quite follow the hon. member. 
The Civil Service Association does not runtheGovernment. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: May I askthehon. junior member for 
Christ Church if be 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 mow that 
Clause 14 as  amended stand part. 

Hon. L. S A  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: E 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 hs t  about three hours. I will 
uy if I can to make a speech on it near to three minutes 



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 a particular Act would be 
passed by a particular kind of Government and in 1947 it 
would be amended by another Government. There is an Il- 
legitimacy Act of 1930 which means that the then Govern- 
ment and the House of Assembly, wmprisiii at that time 
the plantocracy with perhaps a little liberal thought in it, 
would recognise that there was the problemof illegitimacy 
in the island at the time. They have recognised it and they 
have this Ukgitimacy Act of 1930. I understand from the 
legal minds around here that there is no other kind of R- 
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 
understandinn of what a husband and wifemean, In 1930 you 
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instead of three hours, I am sorry that I had to wait this 
bng because I could have taken the sanre chance under 
Clause 2 when hon. ,nmbers discussed that Chuse. 
8.40 p.m. 
The Hon. MMster has used the words "if the the timecomes 
there will be a general overhaul.** I would give the most 
generous and charitable interpraation of that by W h  I 
would be able to support theGovcmment 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 Qause relating to the mothers of i lkgkhate  
children who might happen to be the dependants of these 
workers. It fsamuchwiderquestionthanany s- amend- 
ment which you might be able to make to this Section. I 
said that I w a n d  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 tirne 
wmes for a general overhaul, they will do it. 

Mr. Chairman, I refer  low to the question of the pos- 
thumous child. I would like to say that I think the Govern- 
rnent 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 Ulegiti- 
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 %S- 

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, acwrdingtothelaw, an illegitimate child 
is  one which is without a father or one whose father you can- 
not locate, the term "posthumous" wuld only refer to a 
lawful child. I am not certain that biologically 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. 

recognised that and even more so today it is necessar; to 
understand what are the social problems and conditions of 

II 

Welfare  Officer, mentions iUgitimacyinBarbadosandthe 
newspaper publishes it and she goes backtoEnglpnd. Miss 
Betty Are, a s  Social Welfare Officer,wUlpnscntber re- 
port and the newspaper win publish it in relation to the 
illegftfmacy figures k e .  It is essential that the Govern- 
ment should reflect the conditions in the country. In the 
Governmmt of Ghana, the h4hhter of Internal Affairs would 
bc changing up? T.k law. It is either that you want to con- 
tinue in  your way oflivinghavingthreeor four wives if you 
want to do so or  otherwise; but it was either Mr.Mac- 
rnillan or Mr. M c b o d  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 not to be taken in the light that they are in any 
way derogatory of a Gowrmnent or else. As a matter of 
fact, I said that I was goingtogive the most charitable in- 
terpretation to the reply of the Hon. Minister, because I was 
trying to point out that 1 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 intesprets it to mean that if the 
tirne comes therewillbeageneraloverhaul, I am only sug- 
gesting that there are people in Barbados and members of 
the Barbados Labour Party who feel that the time has come 
and verily now is. I am quite wnscious, Mr. Chairman, of 
my position here. I am the person holding the cement to 
knit things together or the dynarute to blow them up, and I 
am hoping I do not have to use more dynamite than cement. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member should stick to the 
Resolution. 

Mr. STRAUGHN: Are you suggesting that I should get 
back to this Section? That is al l  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 issuenow and to say, Mr. Chairman, that, as 
I ,said earlier, as  this problem is a bigger problem than 
the amendment which the hon. senior member for Christ 
Church has in mind, I take the 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 charitableinterpretationto that, it 
would therefore mean that the Government wuld be sup- 
ported if they did not happen to accept any particular change 
in this Clause. (Cheers from Opposition members.) 

this country. 

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

Hon. M. E. COX: Why didn't youall clap this morning? 
This is the first time that youhavewellcorned 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 wuld not mean an illegiti- 
mate child because an illegitimate child is not supposed to 
have a father. Iwo'&ionly 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 I Clause 16 stand par4 was put 

and resolved in the affinnativc without division. 

Clause 17 was called and passed. 

Clause 18 was called. It reads as follows:- 

18. (l) The provisions of this Act shall apply - 
(a) to every employee who is first empbyed in the 

in the service of the Government after ttre com- 
mencement of this Act; and 

(b) to every employee who is emphoyed In tk service 
of the Government at the comnl-N of rhis Act 
unless mt lartr than wave rontbs d k  8 d 1  



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. 

Mon. 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 toclause 18. You will 
see that Clause 18 provides the classes of per sons to whom 
the provisions of the Act should apply, and these classes as  
set out are: (a) to every employeewho 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 every employee 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 i s  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 nextweekor amonthfrom 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 per sons who 
a re  undergoing hardship now who have rendered this Gov- 
ernment long and faithful service, and Ithink that 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 h i  
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 I 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 SW 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 years immediately 
preceding the coming into operation of this Act." 

I beg to move that Clause 18 be amended by t k  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 S.t .Philip and myself in our second reading 
speeches have aJ;eady emphasised, it is only fair, equitable 
and right that rbis pbceoflegislationshouldbe retroactive 
so as  to incl~ldu at bas t  casualemployees who retired with- 
in the last 6 ; ~ p  sVt IT:;, 

9.00 p.m. 
Most hon. -is -I - 1l realise that there are hundreds 
of casual el.ipioycss have worked faithfully and have put 
in very long pe~iods. Qne who has put in a period of ten 
years would b ~ e f i t  under this Act by thereceipt of a pen- 
sion whereby a complete year includes 220 days 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"-*."Rdy cases whomwefeelshould be assisted 
in this way. It is not aquestionof 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 Oppsition more aptly described in here than has been 
described by the hon. member who has just spoken. I rise 
to say that as  far as  membersofthis House are  concerned, 
I am sure that none over 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 solme 
moments ago, we took no noticeof the remarks; but now he 
has said so standing on his feet, I have reason to say that 
that is absolutely untrueand canraever 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, Iriseon apoint of order. 
This is the second occasion on which the Hon. Llinister has 
seen fit to make such allegations. If the hon. member wants 
to carry the argument to its bgicalconclusion, one can ac- 
cuse the Barbados Labour Party of alsoentering into a W- 

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 theSt. 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. You roseon apoint of order and you 
have established it; so do not make a speech. 

Mr. TALMA: I am speaking on a substantive motion. A 

Hon. M. E. COX: I wish to say that i f  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 thecongress 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- t 

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. It is 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 Tkeasury. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I would like to informthecommittee 
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 ~t any hip-br than that the amend- 
ment as  proposed by the hon. jwior member for St. John 
for the insertiontof the words ''(c) to every employee who 
shall have retired as  a casual employee within a period a 
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 



My renson for waiting was thts. IfthtGowmma had 
r c c s p a i t h e ~ ~ f b c ~ ~ ~ u l d ~ v e  
rgrssd to it creating a charge ontheTreasury. That is my 
ruling on this matter. 

MT. BARROW: hdrCh.trmam, IriseonapoitltofRrder. 
I would like to say sonmhhg. With a l l  due deference to 
Your Honour *S ruling, you a l b w  thchon. mmber to sheltu 
behid som technicality on the part of the Treasury. 

Clause 19 was called. I t  reads aa fillour&:- 

19.ThfsActsbancamefnmqptrluloaonsuchdayas 
the Governor may appoint by proclamation pubushcd in tbs 
Officid Gazette, 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, inmovhgthat Qause 
19 stand part of tht Bill, I would like to say that as far as 
this Government is concered, itwinconsidar applkations 
abng th Ilns as is proposed in this legislation when t .  
time comes. I beg to move that Clause 19 stand part of the 
B i n  

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman. I rise on a point of 
order. I am objecting to that. The hon. rmmber must sit r 
down. I am not sbltering under anything, I am merely 
drawing to Your Honour*s atternion so- which is 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Are you going to speak on my ruling? 

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

Mr. BARROW: The hon. member is now sayingthat he 
is making a face-saving .sp~&%, that he is passing this Bill 

Mr. BARROW: Sir, I just want to say something. 

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

constitutional. If this motion is accepted, themwewillvote in these terms; but why did they not accept the amendment 
against it. W e  do not have to shelter under anything. ( such as we have suggested. so as to save their faces? 

The question that Clause 19 stand pan of the Bill 

was put and resolved in the affirmative without division. 

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 brnrnittee has heard the ruling 
which I have made. Having given my rulingthere 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: I rise on a question of privilege. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member must takehis seat. 

Mr. TUDOR This is the point of privilege which I 
want to establish. U 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. TheGovernment 
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. 

' I  

Mr. BARROW: At what stage did any member of the 
Government get up and intimate to theChair 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 on the Treasury. All 
these big speeches are coming from the Chair now and 
there is no whimper when you areon the floor of the House. 

The question that Clause 18 stand part of the Bill 
was put and resolved in the affirmative. 

A division was token as follows:- 

AYES: HON'BLES Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS; M. E. COX; 
a D. D. GARNER; R. G. MAPP; L.St.A.THORNE: F. E. MIL- 

LER; Messrs HOLDER: SEARLES; T. W. M U R  and 
L. E. SMTTH - 10. 

NOES: Messrs. GODDARD, BURROW; T w  CRAW- 
FORD, TUDOR and BRANCKER - 6. 

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 Bil l  was read a third 

time m d  passed  

COMMITTEE OF SU13PLY 
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 gvnted  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 V1 - 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 XI -Capital as shown in the 
Supplementary Estimate 1961-62, No. 15, which forms the. 
Schedule to the Resolution. 

This sum of money 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 theoffices which the Ministry 
of Education occupies in the Ministerial Buildings and 
thirdly, but by no means the least, the fact that it is felt 
that at this time when there is a d for space, we could 
do well by integrating the Ministry and the Department of 
Education. 
9.20 pm. 
The integration of the Department with the Minisvy will 
make for greater efficiency in that the educationalists in 
the Department would be used chiefly for the purpose of 
looking after the professional sfde of -S, in the sense 
that they would be relieved of much of the ckrical duties 
which they are now performing and which could v d l  be 
performed by theofficers inthe Ministry of Education. This 
transfer of thzexecutive and clericalfunctionsof the Mfnis- 
try of Education would enable us to usethe educationalists 
for >he purpose of giving greater supervision to the work 
in schools. These o f f e s  would be able to k f e 9  in cbse 
touch with the Institutions, schoob and ~-0-s. would be 
able to advise more thoroughly these I n s t i e n s ,  would be 
ahle to make the necessary reports to the Minister whsn 
he needs them and without the dehv which is at times 
occasioned, would be abk to carry out or assist in the 



study or In the making of rcsarch of educationrl prob- 
h s ,  mxl t b y  w o u l d b c ~ t o d e m m m u c h o f t h s i r  
tbm to funking, as  I said euk, the work in the 
sdmls. 

Again, Sir, th condmtional changes which have re- 
vently taken place would seem to mggrest the med for this 
integration. The cost of making the rrecessary extensions 
would be as set out in the ResolutiDn$52,000 which if broken 
down would mean that $42,000 would be actually spent on 
f'umishhg eight rooms. In the building as it stands now at 
the Departmnt of Education, there is the need for removing 
the staircase which exists in that it is very difficult to 
traErse. So that the total amount of money spent for 
making the necessary changes win 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 thX: 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, andinpointof fact he would 
be principally responsible for the administration of the De- 
parrment. 

The Director of Education as you know is no bnger 
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. 

I 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 changes would 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 theDe- 
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 thefact that althoughphysically 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 virtually 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 
w bnger 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. 

I 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 Educatbn cover- 
hg all the offices of educational administration, and I wish 

that the Minister had gone farther. I would Ilke to see the S 

post of Director of Education abolished altogether. This has 
nothing to do and indeed should have no- to do with the 4 

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 pm. 
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, thepost of Director no longer satis- 
fies or fulfils tbe requirements of thepresent day and age. 

I would like to go further and say that if integration 
is to be more than a namethe 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 theninaddition to that 
he should be able to keepafirmgrip 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 willbe establish- 
ed by the next Government. 

Hon. D. D. GARNER: You are going to lose your seat 
in St. Lucy; so 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 a member and who comes 
back sitting in the gallery. 

I was saying that the third thing which I would like to 
draw to the attention of the Hon. Minister of Education is A.. 
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 department 
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 aMinister 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 quiteoften 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 informativeas they can be mere- 
ly because it takes too long for information to 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 can quite 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 "G' 
appears to be cavalier treatment by the Ministry of Educa- 
tion, though not particularly by tbe Minister. It is tNs 
trouble as regards Private Secondary Schools; but I believe 
that the trouble lies in the fact that the Minister does not 



-.. get the information coming to him as frequently arid a s  
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 a s  quickly as  they should be, you 
cannot blame those who lead and controltbprivate Secon- 
dary Schools for saying that you a re  being callous and in- 
different; the charge must be borne unless the Minister can 
show to the contrary that he is wellaware of the problems 
and that he  has got his finger on them and has drafted the 
solutions a s  quickly a s  he can. 

Educational problems a re  not problems which can k 
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 t h  
If the Minister is really serious, as  I W v e  he is, in 
streamlining the work of the Ministry of Education, let 
him not stop at the point at which we a re  met here now. It 
is not a matter of more commodious offices so that people 
who are  now separated from one another may be nearer to 
one another because it is possible to have a Ministry housed 
in one building and the officers a re  far from one another 
in their direction. Direction must come from theMinister. 
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 h k  at it this way, a more mm- 
modious office might help so far a s  bodily comfort is con- 
cerned but it would not help so far as  efficiency. 

Sir, while I give my support in the proposals embodied 
in this Resolution because I think there a re  long overdue, 
I 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 manner. 

The question that the Resolution do now pass  was 

put and resolved in the affinnative without division. 

9.40 p.m. 

Hon. hl. E. COX: I k g  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 affinnative 

without division. 

LEGLSLATIVE COUNCIL'S AMENDMENT 

TO THE CORPORATION BJLL 

BARBADOS MARKETING 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that this 
amendment be dealt with forthwith. A s  Your Homur has in- 
dicated, the m m n t  is merely the changingof the word 
''to" to the word "of" in h sixof Clause 5 (1) of the Bi& 

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

The question that this amendment be dealt  with 

forthwith was  put and resolired in the affirmative without 

division. 

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

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative 

without division. 

On motions of Hon. M. E. COX, seconded by Hon. 

L), D. G4RNER in each case ,  the amendment was read 

a second time and agreed to. 

RESOLUTION re AGRICULTURAL mEDIT BANK 
"PEISSDNABLE GFF I C E  c" -;3ER" 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 am ds4img leave that 
Order No. 9 be taken a;: the .tzxt Order of the Day. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, the tan. member has 
not given us any reason why he is making this request. I 
want to be sure that he does not intend to deal with Order 
No. 6, which is a Resolution to approve the programme of 
development expenditure contained in the Development 
Plan, 1960-65 either tomght 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. h 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. 

On motions of Hon. L. St.A. THORNE, seconded by 

Hon. D. D. G A R N E R  in each case ,  the Resolution passed 

in Committee was read a first and second time and agreed 

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

to. 

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

hlESSAGE FROM THE OTHER PLACE 

hlr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House 
that I have received the following hkssage 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 hlarketing Corporation charged 
with the duty of improving the growing and marketing of 
produce, for matters incidental thereto or connected there- 
with, which has been passed with an amendment which is 
shown written on the Bill. 

.P 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 'to" in 
respect of the affixing of seal and authentication of docu- 
ments. 

Mr. BRANCKER. U there were any inaccuracies in that 
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 p.m. 

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 seep it yet ........ 

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 a re  not objecting to 
Order No. 9 being done; we wanted to know why the hon. 
member is suggesting that Order No. 9 be done now, and 
also seeking the assurance that there would be no attempt 
either tonight or tomorrow morning, becau-se I understand 
we are  going to be here all night, to deal with Order No. 6 
because we received copies of the k v e Z  pment Plan only 
on Saturday and have not have time to s ~ u d y  it. 



Mr. SPEAKER: That assurance would not be given by 
me except by a single objection. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Icanonly saythat that can only come 
after this has been disposed of. If objection is raised then 
the question is put. 
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Mr. SPEAKER: No question is put if objection is raised. 
Any single objector means the matter cannot beproceeded 
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 theHon. Minis- 
ter. 

THE AGRICULTURAL CREDIT BANK (PENSIONABLE 
OFF ICES) 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 a re  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 (REPRESENTATIVES 
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 irnmunities 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 irnmunities 
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 Bill be 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 l to 3 were called and passed. 

On the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, 

seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr. CHAINAN repotted 

the passing of the Bill in Committee and Mr. S P E A K E R  
resumed the Chair ,and reported accordingly. 

On the separate motions of Hon. Dr. K G. H. CliAl- 
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 in the name of the 
Hon. Premier: to move the second reading of a Bill to 
amend the Department of Highways and  rans sport Act, 
1945. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUhlMINS: hlr. 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 werepaid 
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 wi l l  remember on several occasions - and you can 
see it in the debates and in tlie 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 a re  paid to the Transport 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 beg to niove 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: hlr. Speaker, may I 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 a s  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 adjourn until 

Tuesday next, the 29th August, 1961 at 12 o'clo'ck noon 

was put and resolved in the affirmative without division 

and Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House accordingly. 




