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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Thursday, 20th May, 1965

Oral Answers

The House met at half-past
Two o'clock

PRAYERS

[Mr. SPEAKER in the Chair]

ORAL ANSWERS TO
QUESTIONS

HOME DPEPARTMENT
Official Police Signs

1. Mr. Allason asked the Secretary of
State for the Home Department whether,
under his regulations, it is permissible
for anyone, other than regular police
forces, to display imitations of official
police signs; and whether he will take
steps to prevent this practice.

The Secretary of State for the Home
Department (Sir Frank Soskice): The
use of these signs is not prohibited under
any regulations made under police legis-
lation. Highway authorities have powers
to deal with unauthorised traffic signs
and I do not consider that action is neces-
sary on my part.

Mr. Allason: Is the Home Secretary
aware that these signs go up off the high-
way on private roads but that they are,
nevertheless, imitations of official police
signs? In particular, for example, British
Railways put them up on British Rail-
ways property. Is it not rather defraud-
ing the public to put up imitations of
police signs? Will the right hon. and
learned Gentleman, therefore, take steps
to ensure that there are official police
signs that no one else should use?

Sir F. Soskice : There are powers al-
ready in existence to deal with these
signs under Section 56 of the Road Traffic
Act, 1960, and Section 124 of the High-
ways Act, 1959. I have no informa-
tion before me at the moment to lead me
to think that those powers are inade-
quate, and, in any event, any extension
of them would be a matter for my right
hon. Friend the Minister of Transport.
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Mr. Spow: Has my right hon. and
learned Friend’s attention been drawn to
a little bit of private enterprise by some
householders who put up imitation police
signs outside their houses to discourage
parking under the title ** Polite Notice ”?

Sir F. Soskice: I have heard of that
sort of thing being done. There are
adequate powers under the ordinary law
dealing with obstruction to take account
of that type of sign. Again, I do not
think that any further legislative powers
are necessary, because existing powers
can be used.

Metropolitan Area
(Removal of Parked Cars)

2. Mr. Neweus asked the Secretary of
State for the Home Department for
which makes of cars and goods vehicles
ignition keys are supplied to the Metro-
politan Police charged with the duty of
removing vehicles causing an obstruction
in the West End of London.

The Joint Under-Secretary of State for
the Home Department (Mr. George
Thomas) : Vehicle removal crews of the
Metropolitan Police are provided with
keys to fit the majority of British-made
vehicles and some foreign vehicles. Keys
for new types of vehicles are issued when
it becomes apparent that they are coming
into fairly common use in the Metropolis.

Mz, Newens : Is my hon. Friend aware
that the ignition keys fitted to certain
well-known makes of cars normally used
by the more affluent members of society
are not usually supplied to the police and
that this often leads to the erroneous
impression that the police are enforcing
one law for the rich and another for the
poor? Will my hon. Frend take steps
to ensure that ignition keys fitting these
cars are provided so as to avoid the
quite wrong impression that the police
are to blame and to show that the blame
lies elsewhere?

Mr. Thomas : My information is that
there is no class distinction in this matter
and that the keys are issued according
to the types of cars used in the country.
This would apply to the more expensive
cars as to the sort of car that I have.

Mr. Fell: In view of the fact that
under Socialism only the wealthy can

park their cars in the West End of





































































































































































1505-00. LIS 15 11TdsUlyY LIULEY, LUt
National Insurance contributions. My
point is that the better-off people already
contribute very heavily to the social
services and, in particular, to the Minisiry
of Pensions. Treasury money to National
Insurance this year will be £304 million ;
to family allowances £146 million; to
the National Assistance Board £26%
million and to war pensions £122 million.
This makes a total of £841 million in one
year, all of which will be contributed by
those who pay Income Tax. I think that
the Committee will agree that these people
pay a fair whack through this method.

The Chancellor of the Exchequer
advanced the view that National Insur-
ance contributions rank for Surtax relief.
Certainly they do. Why should they t?
I wish that we could get rid of the idea
that as soon as a person pays Surtax
he should not have any tax relief what-
soever. He already pays a very consider-
able amount of tax.

In the 107th Report of the Commis-
sioners of Imland Revenue, Table 71,
which deals with the classification of
incomes by size before tax, analyses 22
million incomes. Of those, only 730,0
odd are above £2,000 a year. I use the
word * incomes ”, although they are in-
come units, For this purpose, husband
and wife are one, although perhaps they
are not for many other purposes. There-
fore, two teachers aged about 36, having
done their three years’ training and being
on their maximum teachers’ salary of over
£1.000 each, would come into this cate-
gory. Out of 22 million incomes, 735,000

1n 1963 trom £140 to £200, a much bigger
jump than is proposed now. But no
one ever suggested that to pay for those
increased personal reliefs the tax reli
on National Insurance contributions
should be withdrawn.

Apart from putting up the personal
reliefs, we introduced the age exemption
relief. We also increased pensions five
times at the same time as we brought
down the standard rate of Income Tax
from 9s. 6d. to 7s. 9d. in the £ and
Purchase Tax from 100 per cent. down
to a top rate of about 30 per cent. We
did very well for the pensioners, in giving
rehef on National Insurance ontribu-

ms and in bringing down the rates of

X.

15 p.m.
We are led to look for other reasons
r withdrawing this relief. I hope that
¢ Chancellor of the Exchequer will not
cceed in establishing this new principle
' a side wind, because, as has been
id, what T believe he is doing is paving
e way to disallow private pension con-
butions for relief. The reasonin
aich I deduce is in the Government’s
ind is that if State contributions are
it allowed for relief the next stage is
disallow contributions to life assur-
ance or occupational pension schemes. I
shall require a very firm assurance froi
the Financial Secretary that no suc
thought is in the Government’s mind an
that the schemes approved under Sec-
tions 379 and 388 of the Income Tax
Act will continue to enjoy the tax relief
which they enjoy now.
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some years. They are very peculiar
people and their minds work very pecu-
liarly, but by and large I cannot believe
that they have honestly got down to this
and what it meant when the decision was
taken. I do not want to be rude, but I
honestly do not think they did. I think
that I know what they are getting at. 1
do not think that they meant to include
this great number of people who carry
on a sound line of business and who are
not very well paid. They are better paid
than they were in my day. Many of them
work entirely on commission. Having a
car is an essential part of their life.

I see that there is now a change of
batting on the Treasury Bench. 1 hope
I shall be forgiven for saying that that is
welcome. The Financial Secretary has
worked very hard. He ha~ heen studying
his briefs, but he has be... very dull as
the day has progressed. Although the
crease is worn out, I am grateful for the
change in batting. I know the Chief
Secretary and the Financial Secretary
very well, and they both know me. They
know that T shall not expect too much
from them. However, there is a possi-
bility that the Financial Secretary has
thought this matter out and that we shall
not get the same dusty brief as we have
had all afternoon.

I want to be pleasant about this. What-
ever the case may be, I am sure that the
Financial Secretary must see it. We do
not want it to be rejected. * Reject”
briefs are two a penny from the Dispatch
Box. We want a sympathetic approach
on a matter which greatly affects the
livelihcod of many people who have to
work very hard. I work very hard in
Parliament, but I have never worked so
hard in my life as I did when 1 seld
things in the 1920s. I know what it
means. | have sympathy with com-
mercial travellers, and I hope that the
Government will show some sympathy
for them, too.

Mr. Scoit-Hopkins : Amendment No.
302 relates to vehicles with an F licence.
I agree with my hon. Friend the Mem-
ber for Shipley (Mr. Hirst) that the Gov-
ernment have not thought this matter out
carefully. If I understand the Clause
correctly, F licence vehicles will be
deprived of the initial allowance. These
vehicles include farm vehicles and dual-
purpose vehicles. These are the tools
of the farmer’s trade. Lord Mitchison,

Finance {(Neo, 2) Bill—
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the former Member of Parliament for
Kettering, criticised in this Chamber, the
imposition of a tax on these tools of the
farmer’s trade. It seems that the Gov-
ernment have forgotten that criticism.
They are imposing a further cut which
will bear hard on an industry which al-
ready has to bear enmormously increased
costs.

In an earlier debate I drew atiention 1
the increased costs the industry would
bear because of the increase in the licence
duty. Now the Govermnent are taking
away a small concession from the farm-
ing industry. This places an increased
burden on the industry which at this
moment, after the treatment it has re-
ceived from the Government in the Price
Review and in the Budget, is unwar-
ranted.

1 ask the Government to reconsider
this proposal and try to inject a little
sanity and reasonableness into the debate.
I ask the Chief Secretary or the Minister
without Portfolio, whoever is to reply,
for once to have a little charity in his
heart and, forgetting the sterile brief he
holds in his hands, to give justice where
it is due and give the farming industry
this small concession which is necessary
for the well being of agriculture.

Sir Rolf Dudley Williams (Exeter): I
hope that I shall not be interrupted tc
much, otherwise I may have to addre
the Committee for rather a long tine.
It is not my intention to intervene for
more than a very short time, but I wis
to refer to Amendment No. 38, which we
are discussing with Amendment No. 302,
because for some time I was the president
of the commercial travellers’ associatic
of Exeter. Therefore, I have a particular
interest in looking after the difficulties
wlhich commercial travellers experience
from time to time in plying their trade.

I certainly hope that we shall find that
the Chief Secretary is kindly disposed to-
wards the first of these two Amendments.
This is the Amendment which refers 1
the motor car or vehicle “used for the
carriage of samples or goods in the ordin-
ary course of a trade.”

Mr. Bryant Godman
about the farmers?
Sir Rolf Dudley Williams : T will come

to the farmers later in my speech. I was
intending to leave the Committee shortly,

Committee

Irvine : What
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faced up to the bowling, being bowled
out by almost every ball

Mr. T. L. Iremonger (Ilford, North) :
On a point of order, Sir Samuel. Is it
in order for hon. Members to come into
the Committee in their nightshirts?

Finance (.. 2) Bill—

The Deputy-Chairman: It is not out
of order, but it is not customary.

Mr. Walker : The Minister’s reply was
even worse than the replies we have
had throughout the day from the rather
tired Treasury team. Almost all that the
hon. Gentleman proved was that there is
good reason why he should be a Minister
without a portfolio. The other thing
he proved was that he has no friends
who own vans, in trying to suggest thi
there is any justification for this pro-
vision which, as my hon. Friend the
Member for Cardiff, North (Mr. Box)
said, has adverse effects on commercial
travellers, and, as my hon. Friend the
Member for Cornwall, North (Mr.
Scott-Hopkins) said, adds to the general
difficulties of the farmers.

The real effect of the Clause is to
allow less allowance in the first vear,
things balancing out eventually when the
vehicle is sold. In the first year, the
small businessman will pay more than
he otherwise would, and so will the
commercial traveller and the farmer. If
his business is expanding, if he is using
overdraft facilities, he will be that much
more “in the red”; and under this
Government that is a very expensive
state of affairs. Worked out on the
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basis of the present level of the
Rate and the amount of borrowing
the small businessman will have
the effect is exactly the same as
the Chancellor had used the reg
putting another 10 per cent. on
the 25 per cent. Purchase T
vehicles of this type.

It is no excuse to offer admini
difficulties as the reason for not
as we suggest. The Governme
introducing a Finance Bill whic
cause more administrative difficulti
any Fimance Bill in our
Obviously, the Minister without P.
was put up to answer the debate 1
the @Government did not wa
Treasury team to have to defend
bad case. In the short term, the T
benefits. In the long term, it dc
The only conclusion that can be
is that the Government do not ex
be in charge of the Treasury fc
long.

As no case has been put by the ¢
ment and we have yet a further e
of the Government putting a bur
the small businessman, on the
business, on the farmer and the t
community generally, 1 hope tt
right hon. and hon. Friends will
the Committee.

Question put, That those wc
there inserted :—

The Committee divided : Ay
Noes 140.

Division No. 123.]

Alison, MWichael (Barkston Ash)
Allarn, Robert (Paddington, §.)
Atkins, Humphrey

Bainiel, Lord

Batsford, Brian

Bennett, Sir Frederic (Torguay)
Berry, Hn. Anthony

Birch, Rt. Hn. Nigei

Bossom, Hn. Cliva

Box, Donald

Boyd-Carpenter, Rt. Hn. J.
Brinton, Sir Tatton

Brooke, At, Hn. Henry
Bruce-Gardyne, J.

Bryan, Paul

Buck, Antony

Bullus, Sir Erie

Buxton, Ronald

Carr, ARt. Hn. Robert
Ghichester-Clark, R.

Glark, William {Nottingham, §.)
Cooke, Robart

Cooper-Key, Sir Neill

Gordle, dohn

Crowtler, F. P.
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Gurran, Charles

Dance, James
d'Avigdor-Goldsmid, Sir Henry
Dean, Paul

Deedes, Rt, Hn. W. F.
Boughty, Charles

Emery, Peter

Eyre, Reginald
Fletcher-Gooke, Gharles (Darwen)
Foster, Sir dohn

Gardner, Edward

Gilmour, lan (Norfolk, Gentral)
Glover, Sir Douglas

Giyn, Sir Richard

Goodhew, Victor

Grant, Anthony
Gresham-Cooke, R.

Grieve, Pergy

Griffiths, Eldon (Bury St. Edmunds)
Griffiths, Peter (Smethwick)
Gurden, Harold

HaH,: John (Wycombe)

Harvie Anderson, Miss
Hastings, 5tephen

Hawkins, Paul
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Heald, Rt. Hn. Sir Lioner
Heath, Ri{. -, Edward
Higgins, T ce L.

Hill, J. E. B. (5. Norfolk)
Hirst, Geoffrey

Hornhy, Richard
Hornshy-5mith, Rt. Hn. D:
Howe, Geoffrey (Bebington
Hunt, John (Bromley)
Iremenger, T. L.

Irving, Bryant Qodman (R
dohnson Smith, G. (East
Joseph, Rt. Hn. Sir Keith
Kershaw, Anthony

King, Evelyn (Rorset, 8.)
Lancaster, Gol. C. G.
Langford-Heit, Sir John
Longbottom, Charies
Loveys, Walter H,
McLaren, Martin

Macleod, Rt. Hn. fain
Marples, Rit. Hn. Emest
Maude, Angus

Meyer, 5ir Anthony

Mills, Stratton (Belfast, N.)
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HOME DEPAR MENT

Itinerant Caravan Dwellers

21. Mrs. Renée Short asked the Se-re-
tary of State for the Home Department
if he will take steps to strengthen the
powers of the police to deal with itinerant
caravan dwellers.

Mr., George Thomas: My right hon.
and learned Friend is aware of the prob-
lems which can be caused by itinerant
caravan-dwellers ; but he does not consider
that any satisfactory or lasting solution
to these problems can be achieved by
legislation enlarging or strengthening the
powers available to the police under the
general law.

Commonwealth Imimiprants

8. Mr. Longden asked the Secretary of
State for the Home Depa 1ent if he
will seek to empower the immigration
officers who are to be appointed to assist
staffs overseas in dealing with applica-
tions for entry certificates, to make a
health check of an immigrant in his
country of origin, and to refuse certifi-
cates on any of the grounds upon which
admission into the United Kingdom may
be refused under the terms of section 2
of the Commonwealth Immigrants Act
1962.

Sir F. Seskice Section 2 of the Com-
monwealth Immigrants Act, 1962, gives
immigration officers power to refuse
Commonwealth citizens admission to the
United Kingdom on various grounds,
including medical grounds. Entry certi-
ficate officers are already instructed to
bear this in mind, when considering
applications for entry certificates, and
applicants are informed that grant of an
entry certificate will not exempt them from
refusal on medical grounds. We have not
hitherto thought it right to insist on a
health check before granting an entry
certificate, but the feasibility of health
checks in the country of origin is among
the questions being explored by the
mission under the leadership of Lord
Mountbatten which is at present dis-
cussing with a number of Commonwealth
Governments means of regulating the

flow of Commonwealth immigrants to
this country.

41. Mr. Geoffrey Lloyd asked the
Secretary of State for the Home Depart-
ment whether he has now completed his
review of immigration arrangements ;
and whether he will make a further state-
ment,

Sir I, Soskice : I would refer the right
hon. Gentleman to the Answer I gave on
6th May to Questions by the hon. Mem-
ber for Louth (Sir C. Osborne).

42. Mr. Gorden asked the Secretary
of State for the Home Department what
changes he has made in his instructions
to immigration officers, in view of Her
Majesty’s Government’s policy on the
need for restriction of entry.

Sir F. Soskice: On 4th February I
informed the House of new instructions
I was giving to immigration officers in
order to check evasion of the control
over Commonwealth immigration. I
have no further changes to amnounce at
present.

54. Mr. Thorneycroft asked the Secre-
tary of State for the Home Department
whether he will make a statemment on the
net immigration figures in the first three
months of 1965 ; and whether he will now
issue instructions for a large curtailment
in the issue of A and B vouchers.

Sir F. Soskice: The net balance of
immigration for the first three months of
1965 from Canada, Australia and New
Zealand was 5,765 and from the other
Commonwealth territories 13,518. The
corresponding figures for 1964 were 4,137
and 12,345, The Government have post-
poned further consideration of the voucher
scheme until after we have the report of
the mission, under the leadership of Lord
Mountbatten, that is discussing with a
number of Commonwealth Governments
means of regulating the flow of Common-
wealth immigrants to this country.

71. Sir D. Rentor asked the Secretary
of State for the Home Department if he
will give the figures for the net increase
of Commonwealth immigrants from Asia,
Africa and the West Indies in the first
four months of this vear © what have he=n
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