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THE

- House of Assembly Debates

(OFFICIAL

REPORT)

SESSION 1950—51

nes— —

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 14th August, 1951.
Pursuant to adjournment, the House of Assem-
bly met at 3 o’clock p.m. to-day. .

Present :

His Honour Mr. K. N. R. Hussanps (Speaker),
Mr. G. H. Apams, B.A,, Dr. H. G. Cummins, M.D.,
C.M., Messrs. M. E. Cox, L. E. Suita (Chairman of
Committees), R. G. Mapp, T. O. Bryan, F. E. MILLER
and J. A. Haynes, B.A.

Prayers were read.

MgesskS. ALLDER, F. .. Warcort and E. K. WAL-
coTT entered the House and took their seats.

MINUTES

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

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform
the House that I bave received a Message from the
Honourable the Legislative Council returning the
Bill to make provision for the direction and super-
vision of the election of members to serve in the
General Assembly of this Island, the procedure at
such elections, the expenses at such eleetion and for
other purposes in connection therewith, with amend-
ments. :

PAPERS LAID

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker,—I am command-
ed to lay the following Papers:—

Statement of Post Office Advances for payment
of Money Orders to 30th June, 1951.

Report on the implementation of the recom-

 mendations by Mr. George Roddam, M. Inst. E.E. in

his Report on the Ground Water Resources of Bar-

- bados.

GOVERNMENT NOTICES

Government Notices were given as follows:—

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Resolution to approve
of the exchange by the Executive Committee of a par-
cel of land situate in the City of Bridgetown and
vested in them for a parcel of land the property
of Mrs. Stella Zephirin.

Mr. COX: Resolution to sanction the Petrol-
eum (Amendment) Regulations, 1951, No. 2 made
by the Governor-in-Exeecutive Committee under the
provisions of subsection (2) of section 2 of the
Customs Tariff Aect, 1921 (1921—3).

Mr. ADAMS: Resolution to place the sum of
$13,792 at the disposal of the Governor-in-Executive
Committee to supplement the Estimates 1951.52,
Part I, Current, as shown in the Supplementary
Estimates, 1951—52, No. 18, which form the sched-
ule to this Resolution.

Mr. ADAMS: Resolution to place the sum of
$2,525 at the disposal of the Governor-in-Executive
Committee to supplement the Estimates, 1951—52
Part I, Current, as shown in the Supplementary
Estimates, 1951—52, No. 19, which form the sched-
ule to this Resolution,

Mr. ADAMS: Of my intention to move the
House into Committee of Supply at its next meet-
ing to consider the money Resolutions of which I
have just given notice.

PRIVATE MEMBER’S NOTICE

. A Private Member’s Notice was ‘given as fol-
OWS 1— ,
Mr. MAPP: Of the following Address:—

The House of Assembly
To
His Excellency The Governor

The House of Assembly view with profound
regret the action being taken by the Government of
Trinidad to prehibit immigrants from sister colonies
into Trinidad. ,

The House beg to record their condemnation of a

step which must militate against Federation of the'

British West Indies to which the Trinidad Legis-
lative Counci] has agreed.

The House ask that Your Hxecelleney be so good
as to communicate the feelings of this House to
the Government and Legislative Council of Trini-
dad, and to draw to their attention that this colony
may well consider taking retaliatory measures
should the Government of Trinidad proceed with
the proposed methods of prohibiting immigrants.

Mr. Gopparp entered the House and took his seat.

QUESTION

Mr. BRYAN: To enquire of the appropriﬁte
member of the Executive Committee present at the
next meeting of the House:—
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Will Government consider reviewing the Pen-
sion seheme with the view to granting an increase
to pensioners in the lower brackets, either by a
cost of living bonus, or by an addition to the basic
pension ?

REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE PRESENTED

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,—I beg to pre-
sent the Report of the Select Committee appointed
to consider and prepare a Draff Reply to His Excel-
lency’s Message No. 19/1951 relating to the Eeco-
nomie Co-operation Agreement between the Gov-
ernments of the Unjited Kingdom and the U.S.A. I
am also giving notice of my intention to move later
in the day for the consideration of the Report.

Mr. Warp entered the House and took his seat.

ORDERS POSTPONED

Mr. ADAMS: I ask leave to postpone Orders
Nos‘ 1 to 6, and that Order No. 7 be taken as the
first Order of the Day.

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

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day
now standg in the name of the honourable senior
member for St. Thomas:—To move the House mto
Committee of Supply to consider the grant of sums
of money for the Service of the Colony.

On the motion of Dr. Cummins, seconded by
Mr. Cox, Mr. Speaker left the Chair, and the House
went into Committee of Supply, Mr. Swmita being
in the Chair. ‘ ' o

COST OF PREPARATION OF LAND AT SEAWELL
PLANTATION

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the last oceasion when
the House was in Committee we were considering
a Resolution to place the sum of $1,000 at the dis-
posal of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to
supplement the Estimates 1951--52, Part I, Current,
as shown in the Supplementary Estimates 1951-—b2,
No. 15, which form the Schedule to the Resolution.

Mr. ALLDER: 1 have not heard any mention
made about the purpose of this Resolution.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: This Resolution is one
which was postponed on the last occasion.

Mr. ALLDER: I thought that after such a
lengthy debate on this Resolution which was event-
ually postponed, the Government would have given
some consideration to the opinion expressed by a
majority of honourable members who voted for the
postponement. 1 cannot find out why the Govern-
ment has not seen fit to take the expression of
opinion of honourable members into consideration;
I have not been able to hear any reasons as to why
the Government has not seen its way to grant the
request of this House in respect of the suggestions
made when this Resolution was last under discus-
sion. A lot of argument has been advanced for
and against the present scheme and whatever hon-
ourable members might think I cannot help stress-
ing that there are too many people who find it
difficult to get house-spots and also to get employ-
ment all the year round. Today the plantations are
only employing workers on an average of two or
three days a week and the remaining days of the
week are wasted; therefore this land could be bet-
ter dealt with and in such a way that many people in
Christ Church would be able to get a spot of land to
cultivate and implement the budget of their house-

holds. While some people feel that you should not
reduce the land area fearing that sufficient land
would not be devoted to the sugar industry, yet it
must be realised that vegetable, poultry and food
production schemes ecould be introduced, which
would bring about a means of occupation for the
workers: We have always boasted about our inten-
tion to adopt a policy which- would bring about a
redistribution of the landed area in this eolony and
I was hoping to see that policy implemented; how-
ever, instead of that, we fail to take advantage of
every opportunity which presents itself to do what
‘we have always hoped to do. 1 feel that if 29
families were to be prevented from going on this
land, that would cause some dissatisfaction among
the people in Christ Church, and we should not do
anything which will cause people to become dissaiis-
fied. You will get applicants for four aeres of land
and regardless of how mueh an agrieultural worker
knows about the cultivation of land, 1 am sure that
he will not get any consideration in view of the fact
that any applicant would have to show the means
whereby he is able to cultivate four acres of land.
Therefore the only qualified persons would be those
who already have the means of providing for them-
selves and their families. I agree that the Govern-
ment could not put four acres of land into the hands
of an individual who does not have the means of
working it: T am sure that if you were to give 29
workers an acre of land each a worker could start
off with that skill and energy he has at his disposal,
and with the assistance of his family he could get
as much out of that acre of land as if it were an
acre owned by a plantation. You can see that this
scheme ag recommended by the Administration is not
the best scheme; while we might think in terms of
profits, we must also think in terms of the utility
value which land ean offer not only for purposes of
production but also for the accommodation of the
people. There is no honourable member here who
has not been impressed by the difficulty experienced
in getting even house-spots furthermore land for the
purpose of cultivation. I know that there are many
persons who would be willing to purchase a little
agricultural land because that is the only means of
independence which an under-privileged man ean
get; but it is very rarely that you find any large
portion of agricultural land for sale. Where any
land is for sale you find that somebody who already
owns many acres buys it, but the small man is always
left in the eold. All these things point to the neces-
sity for changing this Resolution as presented to the
House last Tuesday.

I must draw to the aitention of the Committee
what was said by the Secretary of the Housing
Board, who claimed that poor people were even offer-
ing bribes so as to get spots of land; these people
are so eager to get somewhere to put their houses
that they are offering bribes although they can ill
afford to do that. Landlords have called for their
spots and it was long before people could get any
places to which they could remove their houses; in
many cases they had to reply on the sympathy of
the Police Magistrates before whom they were taken.
The landlords also suffer and it is necessary for us
to do whatever lies in our power to remove the exist-
ing state of affairs. Where there might be land which
18 not so arable it is in an expensive area where

people want to build seaside houses; the price nf that °

land is such that the poor man cannot huy it. Barba-
dos is the only colony which has not got any Crown
ands; in the case of some other colonies when it is
difficult to get land on which to live, the people can
rent land from the Government at a nominal charge,

‘and they get that security which they would not be’
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able to get if they did not have the means of buying
their own spots. I do not know if honourable
members have changed their opinions in respect of
this matter, but I am appealing “to the honourable
senior member for Christ Church, seeing that his
colleague is not in his place, and 1 hope he will
also appeal to the members of his Party not to allow
this Resolution to be pasged as it is. People come
from the country districts to town every week with
the statement that some manager has come to their
spots to value the erops and has brought along with
him a notice asking them to qult the land in 14 days.
You will find that a person has been born on a plan-
tation where his parents worked and he himself
reaches the age of 30 also working on that planta-
tion and a manager who comes to the plantation
after six months gives that person notice to quit! 1
think we should adopt some alternative which would
be more suitable to help as many people as possible.
These 29 acres of land owned by the Government can-
not help to any appreciable extent, but at least you
can give security for life to 29 people with their
families; although that will be a small approach-to
the problem vou will make several lives happy. I do
not . see why the Government should stick to this
Resolution as it came down last Tuesday and there
i« no logical argument to justify the proposal that
these 29 acres of land be divided among seven pcople.
You are saying that you want to maintain the fer-
tility and preservation of the land, but we have seen
peasant proprietors with their quarter of an acre;
of land and they work it so well that they get on the
average more out of it than some places where they
are hundreds of acres. You have peasant proprietors
seattered all over the island and when they get as
high as 50 tons to the acre, that is certainly com-
mendable taking into consideration that they do not
have the means of buying expensive manures and the
use of the plough as obtains with the big plan-
tations.

I hope honourable members will remember the
threat used last Tuesday when the appeal was made
to the honourable senior member for St. Joseph to
change this Resolution so as to give thiz land to 29
people; the honourable member said that the Resolu-
+ion would come back down in the same way. If the
Head of the particular Department is of the opinion
that this land should be given to seven persons in-
stead of 29 persons, while he might be interested in
the proper running of the Department, we too are
interested in seeing that it is properly run and we
are also interested in the happy state of the people.
The question arises as to whether the status of mem-
bers of this House or that of the Head of the Depart-
mment predominates. It rceems that we are too far
removed from the people as to be able to do something
to ameliorate their condition; instead of being able
to do that, we are going on in the same old way. 1
am hopmg that honourable members will show them-
selves as men and allow 29 families to benefit from
this land instead of allowing only seven to benefit
from it. I do not see any reason why they should
back down from any feeling of sympathy. During
the past week this Resolution has been discussed
extensively especially in the editorial of the ‘¢ Advo-
cate’’ and the public is awaiting the outcome of it,
particularly that part of the public which welcomes
the opportunity in this scheme. I am hoping that in
this issue justice will be done and that the fortunate
householders in the parish of Christ Church will bz
ble to benefit at the hands of the Government wlko,
1 hope, will make it possible for at least 29 persons
each to get a spot of this land on which they will
Uve in security. The reason why our people are so
backward is due to the faet that they have been
forced into a state of servility; they have had to go

out on mornings and look into the faces of their ]and-‘
lords or employers who had to give them an oppor-
tunity either of squatting on their lands or living in
tenements and paying high rentals for them ; so when.
‘cver we can relieve a person or a dozen persons we
should do so. If you have a pohcv which is to give
people seeurity, when are you going to do something.
‘about it? When you get out of power? Is it not best
to do something now so that the people can say; ‘I
-have benefited from the security which was given to
me by a particular Government?’” I express my
feeling in this matter because too many people worry
‘you about it from the time you go to the office until
when you leave, and you have to wait until night
$0 as to get some respite. Time and again we are
asked to vote a lot of money for this, that and the
other, and it is only for the benefit of a few per-
sons; but I notice that when something ean be done’
from which several people would benefit, there is.
always a ding-dong battle over it. That should not
bhe so. I hope that this Committee will hot give

permission for the passing of this Resolution unless:
the Government agrees to put the suggestion of the
Opposition into operation. :

Messrs. CRAWFORD, BRANCKER and MoTTLEY
came into the Committee and took their seats while
Mr. ALLDER was speaking.

Mr. GODDARD: This is an opportunity afford-"
ed the Government to help many land-hungry people
in Christ Chureh. Although this scheme is an agri-
cultural scheme, it can also be a housing scheme. On
many occasions I have asked whether the Government
does not intend to carry out some sort of housing
scheme in the outlying districts; are these schemes
only going to be carried out in St Michael? 1 think
it is time “that housing sehemes be carried out in the
rural areas; the people in parishes like Christ Church
and St. John are just as much entitled to a housing
scheme as those in St. Michael. The opportunity is
here afforded the Government to combine an agri-
cultural scheme with a housing scheme and 29 people
could be put on these 29 acres of land. We have
been talking about assisting people in getting land
and an acre of land is quite a lot for a person to look
after. As to the question of an economic unit, four
acres would be a better economic unit than one acre,
but that does not mean that in Barbados an a¢re of
land would not raise the economic position of peonle
who have not got a quarter of an acre or half an acre
now, I cannot support the Government in using these
29 aeres of land for the benefit of only seven people.

WARD: I cannot vote for this Resolution -
having regard to the way in which this scheme has -
been laid out. Last Tuesday I said I felt that the
Government could assist more than seven families
and I am saying so again to-day. Not. long ago the -
Government purchased a small area of land in St.
Luey for the purpose of setting up a model village,
and it was said that this land Would be divided, peo-
ple would be able to put their houses on it and they
would have some land to work. We have now 29
acres at Seawell and from my experience I know
that one aere of land would be of great assistance to
a person. There is no danger about the fragmenta-
tion of the land taking place, because certain regula-
tions will be laid down and if any person does not
adhere to those regulations, in three months’ time
the land will be taken away from him. We all know
that in travelling through this island we will see peo-
ple with less than an acre of land and that portion
of land makes them and their families much more
happy than many other people who have no land at
all. These people cultivate their small lots of land,
they plant food and canes and at the end of the year
the money obtained from the sale of the crops helpe
them to repair their houses; some of these people’s
houseg are in a bad state of repair and the Govern-
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ment cannot help them to put their houses in a
proper state of repair. We all know that this island
is over-populated and people are not going to be
satisfied with seven people being allowed four acres
of land each when many others in the particular area
would be glad for half an acre. Another point is
that the Government has in mind that this land might
oe irrigated and an acre of land, if it is irrigated, is
equal to four acres without irrigation. It is well
known that if land is irrigated properly you can get
more out of it than if it is not irrigated.

I do not think I can say anything more about
this matter; we had a full-dress debate on it last
Tuesday and the Government promised to see if they
could change the scheme, but they have brought back
the scheme to us in the same way. Last week the
Government members spoke about a co-operative sys-
tem; I feel that in a small area like this it would be
just as easy to get six people to co-operate as it
would be to get more people to co-operate because
+his land will be rented from the Government and
the Government will have certain restrictions as re-
gards the use of the land. I am willing to help the
Department of Agriculture with any scheme which is
reasonable, but I cannot support it with this scheme;
we must adapt ourselves to our present conditions
and try and help as many people as possible. If we
are going to have a big scheme using 300 acres of
land I would agree to making bigger units; but we
only have 29 acres and I do not see how much help
the proposal in this scheme will be when they are so
raany people waiting for land on which to put their
bouses.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT : The Government did not
promise to make any change in this Resolution as
the honourable senior member for St. Lucy has said;
when honourable members vote against the Resolu-
tion the Government is not going to alter it. Hon-
ourable members like the honourable senior member
or St. Luey and the honourable senior, member
for Christ Church had a golden opportunity
to help people many years ago and now
they are willing to help people more than the
Government can help them. When you give this land
to 29 people they will still have to look for jobs, but
seven people will become independent. The reason
why the people are in their present position to-day is
because honourable members like the honourable
senior member for St. Lucy and the honourable senior
member for Christ Church have retained their posi-
tion and the people have to look to them for jobs. The
konourable senior member for St. Lucy spoke about
irrigating land; why does he not give people a little
of his land and allow them to irrigate it s0 as to make
the island more prosperous? The honourable mem-
ber says that 29 acres of land would help more than
seven people ; of course 29 people are more than seven
persons.

Now the honourable senior member for Christ
Church speaks about a housing scheme, because the
Government has promised to carry out a housing
scheme; but this is not a housing scheme. The
honourable senior member for St. John took nearly
an hour to make one point and the threat of hon-
ourable members voting against this Resolution will
not make any of us back down from this proposal;
this is something which has been the policy of this
Party for the last 10 years and now we have the
opportunity of carrying it out we are doing so.
This proposal is in the interest of the island; we
are giving this land to people who can benefit from
it. This is not a question of land tenancy where,
the day you ask for more wages or join a Union,
out you will go. The honourable senior member for
St. John has appealed to the honourable senior
member for Christ Church to come to his rescue;

but God help us if that is the sort of representative
we have on behalf of Labour.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I think this Resolution and
the scheme which accompanies it, are both evidence
of the Government’s bankruptey of ideas with re-
gard to a proper policy for the redistribution of
Jand in this colony. If some attempt were being
made at land reform in the eolony, one might be
inelined to say that we have these 29 acres of land
and if the Authorities want to experiment with
what in the course of time would become a co-opera-
tive, let them experiment. But here the position
is entirely different; purely by accident these 29
acres of land is to be distributed among these people.
Seawell used to be a plantation the greater portion
of which has become the Airport; it is no longer
profitable to run the remaining portion of land as
a plantation and therefore the proposal is to put
some people on it. Since we have not been told
of any other scheme for making any other land
in the colony available to people who have no land
—since the Government has completely refused to
prevent a handful of companies or individuals from
buying more land—my policy is that the few acres
which are available to the people should be dis-
tributed among the largest number possible. If the
Committee had been given details of a proper pol-
icy of agricultural land reform, one might have
been inclined to divide 100 acres into four-acre lots
for the establishment of co-operatives among people.
I could mnot support any proposal to settle the
minimum number of people on these 29 acres of
land. It is not true to say that if you divide this
land into acre lots with irrigation that the people
whom you settle on the land would have to go hat
in hand asking plantation owners for work; if you
put this land under irrigation & man and his family
will require additional help in the cultivation of his
lot throughout the year, so that the argument that
if this land is divided among the maximum number
of people they will be made available to the labour
foree is pure tomfoolery. If this land were not
in an area which lends itself to irrigation, one might
be inclined to agree to the division into four-acre
lots; but the moment you have irrigation facilities,
the argument for the division into four-acre lots is
lost. Omne can see for himself what people with
less than an acre of land are doing by means of
irrigation.

In the conditions under which the land is to
be rented one can see the reactionary policy of the
Government. We are told this: ‘A system of mixed
farming must be practised, The system may be
based on sugar cane as the main ecash erop, but
must provide for the cultivation of food and fodder
erops and must be conducted on lines recommended
by or acceptable to the Department of Agriculture
in regard to the nature and area of each ¢rop and
number of head of livestock and their method of
feeding and management.” A four-acre unit is re-
quired because sugar cane is to be the main cash
erop. If you are going to concentrate on produc-
mg food yon would not need a four-acre unit; but
if you are planting sugar cane you must have four

acres, breause the greater portion of the land is for -

sugar cane. In view of the uncertain position with
regard, to sugar and in view of the high cost of
foodstuffs which the colony has to import, the Gov-
ernment’s attention should be concentrated to a
greater extent on producing more food locally. If
honourable members remember what happened with
the sugar delegation in England they should appreci-
ate that we will be in a very precarious position
after 1953 with regard to our output of sugar. If
the lesson from Grenada has been learnt, we should
not be attempting to repeat in Barbados the situa-
tion which now exists in Grenada. Grenada is a

e
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.country in which the percentage of small landown-
ers is perhaps higher than anywhere else in the
West Indies with the possible exception of Jamaica
.and Dominica; yet you have labour troubles there.
The number of working-class people in Grenada is
infinitely greater than those who own land and in
.any country where you find a large number of land-
less people you have highly inflammable material;
the minute you allow a man to settle on land in
the colony you make him a sober, responsible citi-
.zen, and therefore whenever any land is available
in the colony, as it is now, it is a social and economic
policy to settle on that land as many people . as
you can, or at least you should see that the profits
derived from that land are distributed among the
greatest number of people. If Grenada with its
comparatively large number of peasant proprietors
.should have experienced the difficult time which it
.experienced, how much more should we expeect that
state of affairs in a colony like Barbados where
.about 300 people own nearly 80% of the arable
landt The remainder of the land is divided between
another 20,000 or 23,000 people, therefore you have
fully 176,000 who do not own a square inch of land,
.and a large landless proletariat is an easy prey for
the agitator. In this proposal to-day the Govern-
‘ment wants to settle a small number of people on
this land: it wants to carry on this experiment as
.a co-operative. Not so long ago in reply to a ques-
tion asked in this House, the Government said that
it saw no reason to acquire land in the colony own-
ed by absentee proprietors; the Government also

said that it saw no reason to place any limit em

the amount of land owned by individuals in the
colony. One man can buy all the land in the eol-
.ony so long as he has the money to do so; in this
colony it is absolutely unreasonable to allow such
.a condition of affairs to exist; in other Caribbean
¢olonies which found themselves in such a position,
steps were taken to have the situation reviewed. In
“Puerto Rico they had the good sense to realise the
necessity of placing a curb on individuals from
acquiring land in that colony; that was done near-
1y 50 years ago, but in 1951 a Government which
calls itself a Socialist Government, sees no reason
for placing any limit on individual land ownership!
"The Government of India under Nehru which no-
body would call a Socialist Government, saw fit to

‘place a ceiling on land ownership in the ecoun-

try; that was one of the first things it did. I want

t0 make this point; if you compare the distribution

of land in this colony with the distribution of land
in Grenada, you will find that in even the poorest
.distriet in Grenada more people own their own land
-than those in any parish in this island, and there-
fore the inference to be drawn is clear. When the
‘time comes for the agitators to start in this colony
we are going to be faced with a serious situation.
‘Should anybody sit down in 1951 and think that
we are going to be free from agitation of a cer-
‘tain type? If some people feel that the people of
this colony are not susceptible to a certain tyve of

:agitation, all I tell them is to let them wait and see.

Anybody who feels otherwise is living in a fool’s
paradise; it is therefore our duty, whenever we can,
to remove the underlying causes and to endeavonr

“to create satisfactory conditions for the greatest pos-

sible number of people. This is no simple matter;

‘it is a very important issue. This is a matter which

is, of course, very dear to my own heart, becanse
from the very year I came into this Assembly T have

‘been endeavouring in every possible form to influ-

ence the Authorities to make a better distribution
of land. As a matter of fact, T believe one of the
first Addresses I brought forward was in connection

-with asking the Government to purchase the Gordon

Rose group of estates. An honourable member has

1

just said sotto voce that 1 once suggested that we
should buy a seaside house for the Governor———

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 do not want to hear about
purchasing any seaside house for the Governor.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am not saying that you
want to hear about that. I am only saying that my
suggestion in respect of land reform in this colony
is based on a sound policy and my suggestion of
purchasing a seaside house for the Governor was
also based on a sound policy. All I wanted to see is
that the Governor did not hob-nob at a place like
Sam Lord’s Castle; every other colony has seen fit
te provide a seaside house for its Governor.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That is not in this Reso-
lution. ,

Mr. CRAWEF'ORD: If the honourable member
wants to be reminiscent as regards the proposal to
provide a seaside house for the Governor, he should
also want to be reminiscent about the land policy ; he
should recall that somebody suggested to the Roval
Commission that everybody should have half an
acre of land. If the suggestion to provide a seaside
house for the Governor is fantastic, the suggestion
of giving everybody half an acre of land is more
fantastie. But to return to the matter before us,
about 11 years ago the Government could have bought
the Gordon Rose group of estates in this colony;
since then I have not lost any opportunity of asking
the Government to acquire plantations, whenever tbey
were for sale, for the purpose of either making land
available to a greater number of people or the revenue
aceruing from the land. As a matter of fact, I hawe for
vears urged that we should pursue some sort of policy
which would permit the nationalisation of the land
which would enable the people who grow erops on the
land to share in the revenue derived from these crops.
In view of the position which I have always taken
in this issue, T do not regard it as a slight issue at all.
While I appreciate all the arguments about co-opera-
tives and experimenting with agricultural settlements
and what not. I also repeat that the peculiar conditions
which exist in this colony do not allow us much lati-
tude for experimenting and we have to face realities;
with the small amount of land which is available we
have to try and put as many people on it in one way
or another, i

Mr. MAPP: Those honourable members who are
opposing this- Resolution seem to be sticking to the
proposal of dividing this land into one-acre units
regardless of whatever arguments are adduced by the
Government. The members of the Opposition are in
favour of dividing the land into ome-acre units he.
cause they are piqued by the fact that the Govern-
ment has insisted on the four-acre units. If that is the
attitude of the members of the Opposition they are
responsible to the people and they are quite entitled
to pursue that course however foolish it might seem.
One honourakle member said that the reason why the
people of this colony are so backward is due to the
fact that they have been forced live in a servile
state and squat on the land of the big landownevs.
Well, it has been the policy of landowners to rent out
spots of land in half an acre or quarter of an acre or
eighth of an aere lots because they know that no man
can live on such lots with any form of economic
security. A man could exist on a quarter of an acre
lot, but he could not live on it and attain that
standard of living which we want him to attain. Mem-
bers of the Opposition think that this land should be
divided into one-acre lots instead of four-acre lots so
that more people can get it; if they are so wise they
must vote against the Resolution. The Government
has said it does not agree that an aere unit is an
economic unit and nothing that honourable mem-
bers on this side of the Table can do can make the
members of the Opposition change their minds, even
although they are profoundly in favour of land set-
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- tdement.. The members of the Opposition are free
to vote as they please; it seems to me that they are
simply playing the game of the child who said: ‘*If
I cannot be allowed to bat your ball I will sit down
in the middle of the pitch and let play be stopped.”’
When the suggestion was made that the land should
be divided into half-acre lots the big planters pro-
tested and asked: ‘““How can half an acre of land sup-
port anybody’’? They called it absolute nonsense.
The honourable junior member for St. Philip has
satd that the Government is not limiting the owner-
ship of land; but the Government is doing that in
a more sensible way than how he would do it. 1

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order.
Apparently the honourable member does not appre-
eiate my reference to the limitation of the owner-
ship of land. I referred to the Government’s refusal
to put a ceiling on the amount of land which any
individual could buy, and that was not in reference
to this Resolution at all.

Mr. MAPP: It appears that the honourable
member was speaking out of order; he was not
speaking on this Resolution at all. However, in the
conditions relative to the Scheme for the utilisation
of this land at Seawell, the Government says this:
‘“The areca is to be divided by the Department of
Agriculture into four-acre units on the assumption
fhat a unit of this size will afford full-time employ-
ment for a man and his family.”’ Could anything
be more reasonable and sincere than that? The Gov-
ernment is saying: ‘“We do not want you to squat
on an acre lot; we want to afford you full-time
emplovment.”” The honourable senior member for
St. Luey let the cat out of the bag when he hinted
that a man could go to work at a plantation and
then come back home and work his acre lot; the hon-
ourable member is saying: ‘‘Do not make people
independent: let them come to him for work.”” On
the other hand the Government proposes to divide
this land into- four-acre units and with a proper
irrigation system, obviously people can plant some
of the land in canes and the remainder in food ecrops.
Some time ago this House passed an Address rela-
tive to assisting peasants with the use of tractors;
do yon think the Government would buy a tractor
to assist in the preparation of one acre of land? Is
it not better to have a tractor to assist in the prep-
aration of four acres? Some honourable members
who are opposing this Resolution spoke about
Socialism; but the biggest Socialist State on earth
found that whenever you cut up an estate into hold-
ings which are too small the production suffered.
This is a matter on which wg should feel very strong-
ly; we should get away from the poverty-stricken
economy under which this island has had to suffer.
‘We have to consider what is an economic unit and
in this matter the Government has been guided by
one who is highly respected for his opinions. If
honourable members of the Opposition choose to
persist in their attitude, that is entirely a matter for
them; I am sure that the people of this colony will
agree with what the Government proposes in this
Resolution.

Dr. CUMMINS: At this stage, Mr. Chairman, I
beg to move that you do now report progress and
ask for leave for the Committee to sit again.

Mr. F. . WaLcorT seconded the motion which
was agreed to.

The CmamrMAx reported and Mr. SPEAKER re-
sumed the Chair and reported accordingly.

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker,—I beg to move that
this House do now adjourn for half an hour.

Dr. CuvmMiNg seconded the motion which was
agreed to, and Mr. Spearer adjourned the House
accordingly.

On re-assembling :

Mr. Apams laid the Reply to Question No. 68.
standing in the name of Mr. Mapp.

Mr. Cox laid the Reply to Question No. 93,
standing in the name of Mr. Crawford.

Mr. SpeEAKER said that on the adjournment the:
House was in Committee of Supply and left the Chair.*

The House resumed Committee of Supply, Mr.
SMIire in the Chair.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: When the House was last in’
Committee of Supply the Resolution for “$1,000.00
{New) Preparation of land at Seawell Plantation”
was. being debated.

Mr. MOTTLEY : Mr. Chairman—TI believe that
we have all practically expressed our views on this
matter last Tuesday. I must confess that I am a bit
surprised to see this Resolution come back in the same
form that it was in last Tuesday.
would be the last person that the Government could
accuse of not wanting to divide up land. I am only:
too willing to see land divided up. But it is unfor~
tunate, sir, that our views and those of the Govern-
ment should clash on this question. The matter is
very simple.
we are asked to pass. The Government told us last
Tuesday and again today, that the area of land is
29 aecres, and it is to be divided into four-acre lots.
I have not heard one member of the Opposition dis-
agree with the statement that the larger the portion
of land you work the more economical it is. We
all agreed last Tuesday that four acres, would be
more advantageous to a person who settled on it
than one acre would be. But we also had another
point of view—that in view of the fact that there
are so many people in this country who would like
a small portion of land to settle on, and in view of
the fact that there is a suggestion in this Resolution
about the possibility of irrigation, we felt that you
should divide this land in one-acre lots, and not in
four-acre lots. That seemed to be the opinion of the
majority then. There has never been any question
at all of someone not wanting to see this land divid-
ed. Some honourable members on that side of the
table argued that because we did not agree that
the land should be divided among 29 people, that
we were saying no land should be divided up at all.
I think it is unfortunate that that accusation should
have been made by supporters of the Government
against those on this side of the table who do not
support the division of this land among seven people,
or who attributed improper motives to those honour-
able members. Not a single one of us has said that
the Government is not acting with the highest
motives. I personally believe that four-acre lots are
more economical. But it is a fact that there are no
Government-owned lands in this island, and since
everyone is dependent upon acquiring land for work-
ing by purchase or rent, we feel that it would be
better to allow the majority to benefit from the
division of this area of land. I heard it argued by
the honourable senior member for St. Peter and the
honourable junior member for St. Thomas that if
you put people on four acres they will not have to
go back to the plantation to work. But don’t care
what you do, some will have to go to the plantation.
Do not let us despise labour. When you talk about
people going back to the plantation, ask yourselves
what clse can Barbados depend upon at the moment
but sugar. If you have to depend on that I do not
see how people will not have to work on the planta-
tions. The argument in favour of dividing this land in-
to one-acre lots was used with the highest motives. It
was not used because plantation owners want people to
have to come to them. T regret very much that that att
tude has been adopted. Since I left here last week I
have taken this matter up, and T have found that it

I believe that I-

This is 2 Resolution for $1,000 which.
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-1§ true to say that a person on one acre of irrigated
Jand can be independent:
by persons of experience.

That has been put to me

The honourable senior
.anember for St. Lucy has told us that one acre of
Arrigated land will produce more than four acres
.not arrigated. That 1s an absolute fact. You cannot

-know that from theory. I always go to the head of
-the spring for practical experience.

Our only reason
for saying that these 29 acres should be divided up
.in one-acre lots is because we know that there are
‘hundreds and hundreds of people who would like to
‘get some of this land. The Government of this coun-
try has been commerded by people coming from all
.over the West Indies, and from other parts as well,
“for the Belfield Scheme. In our last Estimates we
put down a token vote of a dollar for the purpose
of embarking on a scheme at Clinketts, St. Lucy.
One might argue that instead of spending money to
buy extra land, the Government could take this 29
acres—] understand that it is not in the gully—and
spend $2,000 instead of $1,000 and lay out a scheme
gimilar to the one at Belfield. It might appear paro-
.chial to some; but it is a good thing that I do not
represent an out-of-the-city constitueney, or I might
taik a long time on this. This is 29 acres of front
Jand. Let us assume that we took four acres off for
roads. That would leave 25 If you work accord-
ing to the Public Health Act you will have enough
and for a scheme for four hundred houses. That is
not saying that you will be putting four hundred
‘houses and calling it a co-operative unit. I am talk-
ing about a scheme like the one at Belfield for which
-the Housing Board has been complimented by people
“from England and other places. That is how I feel
.about it, despite whatever the Government might
say, or what anyone might write. I do mnot think
this 29 acres should be used for the benefit of seven
‘people. 1 repeat: I am not saying that a four-acre
‘ot is not more economical than a one-acre lot. But
-1 am also saying that in view of the need for land in
Barbados, you should make this land available to
‘more people than seven, or as an alternative, provide
‘a scheme similar to the one at Belfield. Because we
:are making those suggestions, it does not mean that
‘we are saying you should not divide land at all. No
:one knows how the vote on this Resolution will go. The
‘majority vote wentlast week when it was postponed
Government think that their scheme is the best. We

attribute the highest motives to them we do not

think that it is the best scheme. Why attribute to
us the idea that we want to keep people on the plan-
tations. Whatever scheme you put up you will have
to have people doing that kind of work. I am mnot
going to vote for this Resolution for $1,000 to pro-
-vide 29 acres of land for seven people. You can accuse
me of whatever you like. T have my conscience to

gatisfy. T want a scheme that will benefit a greater

number of people where settling on land is concerned,
or T want a scheme similar to the one at Belfield.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman—It seems
‘that last Tuesday when T was unfortunately absent,
honourable members have definitely committed

-themselves one way or another where this Resolution

is concerned. T regret very much that this Resolu-
tion has either to be passed or rejected, and that it
cannot be amended. I am fully convinced that
despite whatever opinion has been given to Gov-

ernment in favour of four-acre lots rather than one-

acre lots, the division of this land into two-
acre lots, even if mot one-acre lots is bound
to he more beneficial in view of the hunger
for  land that exists in  this country. We

know how manv thousand acres are owned by a)

few people—I believe that half of the land is owned

v those on the other side of the table—and 20,000

-péasants own the remainder of our arable land.

‘What I feel about the matter is this: if we cannot
benetit 29 people, or even 14 peopie, it is petter to
allow seven to derive some benent from this land
than that none at all should benefit, remembering
that we either have to pass or to reject this Kesolu-
tion. 'l'hat 1s the position, Mr. Chairman, in which
we tind ourselves. warning must be sounded to the
Government or to the advisers behind whom they
are sheltering, that when we have these schemes
the principle must be the greatest good for the
greatest number. There 18 the proposal to acquire
eight acres of land at Clinketts. When we come to
consider that scheme, I do not want to see a pro-
vision of two four-acre spots, or four two-acre spots.
I want to see the greatest good for the greatest num-
ber. Lf there are only eight acres, at least eight
people should derive the greatest possible benefit
from it. I am warning the Government before they
send down that scheme. If this were British Guiana,
you could afford to give four to ten acres to each
person to experiment with. But the Government of
this island should tell their land policy - advisers
that the House looks with disfavour upon a scheme
guch as this which provides benefit for only seven
people, when it might provide benefit for 14, if not
for 29. If you divide it among 14 people, it would
mean that a peasant would have two acres which if
properly irrigated, would be worth something to
one who is thrifty. That is my opinion, and I am
fortified in my opinion by people who know some-
thing about land. Anyhow, Sir, the position is that
while I agrec that dividing it among 29 people
would be ideal, or if not among 29, among 14, rather
than let none get at all, T will vote for the Resolution.

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman—1 know that
nothing I am gomng to say now will persuade thne
honourable members on my left. I am sorry that the
honourable senior member for the City is not in his
place, because lus speech was perhaps the most reas-
oned of all the honourable members on that side of
the table. But his speech amounted to this: if we had
come down here with a Resolution under Iiducation,
and said that we had many projects for modern
schools—enlarging Combermere, buying someone’s
private school, expanding elementary schools ete.—-
but today we were bringing down a Resolution for
expanding Combermere, the honourable member
would have said, ‘“why not build elementary schools;
the elementary schools programme is the best pro-
gramme.”” Now the honourable junior member for St
Philip is in a different category, and I will deal with
him later on. For years since Puerto Rico started
experiments in land tenure, the Labour Party has
been preaching that we should try to adopt Puerto
Rico’s metheds of getting people back to the land;
and the honourable junior member for St. Philip has
been preaching that too. We preached that and wec
published it in our side of the Press and in pam-
phlets. This debate, this whole thing has arisen out
of a speech of mine here when the honourable mem-
ber for St. Philip asked about the people at Dodds
not getting bonus. I told him that occasionally it
happened that you got an answer before you brought
a question, and that was what happened that day.
I, or some other member of the Executive brought
down that day a Resolution to provide for the pay-
ment of bonus to the people working at Dodds. |
went on to say—and it was published in the ‘*Advo-
cate’’—that the Government were giving this bonus
etc., and that it had provided the honourable mem-
ber with an answer before the guestion was raised;
that it was a matter of publie interest, and that the
Government was going into the question of the
profits made yearly at Dodds with a view to estab-
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lishing on a co-operative basis. The honourable
junior member for St. Philip could not have wanted
a more comprehensive land policy than tnat fore-
shadowed there. ‘I'ne honourable member has been
preaching that we should fouow the ruerco Kico
system which provides one whole plantation run as
a single umit, while the workers share in the profits
Just as it is proposed to do on a limited scale in this
Resolution. Every man who digs a cane hole puts go
much into g reserve fund, and every other cent is
shared by the labourers. When we speak of these
schemes m Puerto Rico we of course take inte con-
sideration the amount of arable land available there
and their mechanisation of the industry. Big estates
are run as a unit within this method, and in many
cases they also lease out to the former owners any
excess over 400 or 500 acres. Now along comes this
opportunity to try out one of these Puerto Rieco
schemes at Seawell, and Government says ‘‘let us
seize the opportunity.”” We ask the Department of
Agriculture in carrying out such a scheme what
would be the most economical wunit, taking into
account the amount of land that we have. They
recommend four-acre units. With the greatest yespect
in the world to the honourable senior member for
St. Luey, I would sooner accept the advice of Sir
John Saint, who is at least a disinterested party,
than I would accept his. Here we have a chance
to take land and do one of the things which the hon-
ourable junior member for St. Philip says we
should do. There have been meetings in all these
islands, meetings of the Caribbean Commission and
sometimes sponsored by Colonial Development and
Welfare, in which all these land schemes in the
Caribbean Area and some South American schemes
have been discussed. They think that in an island
you should not have one single scheme of any sort,
but that you should try out different schemes side
by side. Depending on the type of soil, some may
be better run as family units, and others on a big
scale; but there should be mno wunits below thrze,
four, or five acres. That is common knowledge. Now
the Government has come here with all that know-
ledge and all that advice and said “let us as Labour-
ites put into operation what we have been preaching
about Puerto Rico.”’ Night after night we have been
telling the electorate to put us in power and we will
do what (Puerto Rico is doing, and what it said
that the rest of the West Indieg should do also. Then
you find alleged Labourites voting against this Reso-
lution. You find the honourable senior member for
St. John voting against it. And the henourable junior
member for St. Philip of all people who is ever talk-
ing about Puerto Rico we find him against this
Why? Because it has been brought down by the
Labour Government of which he is not a member, How
else can his actions be interpreted when it ig the very
thing that he has been preaching—keep the people on
the land; give them a sense of security; give them
full employment; make them independent: make
them self-respecting. And now we find the honour-
able member going over to the honourable members
on the other side and voting as they are voting. I
am aware that one can by stretching one’s conseci-
ence find a reason for doing anything. As far as the
other side are concerned, I think that they are still
living in the Middle Ages where the ownership of
land is concerned. I do not think that they are
doing it with the specific purpose of forcing people
into the plantation, but it has that effect. The hon-
curable senior member for St. Lucy let it slip ont
That is what for 100 years hag been the curse of
the West Indies — the plantation system whereby
people worked for wages, got fired at any time, and

never in the mass getting a chance of feeling that-
land 1s theirs elther by reasom of security oI cenure
lor as long as they would cultivate it properly, or

by way of getting enough money to buy tneir owu.
land. If it 18 a question of reason, no member can.

vote against tiis scheme. If we were to come down

with a scheme for making bricks and tell you it

is an experiment, what would be the use of saying
make it a better seheme by making it one for roast-
ing corn? Of course you might say that this 29 acres.
would be an admiraple site for a secondary school.
That could be urged too. When we come here speeifi-
cally to carry out a reformation in the policy of
land holding in this country, imagine finding any--
one who even pretends to be a Socialist prepared to-
vote against this. If the honourable junior member
for St. Philip says make it one-acre lots he is bound.
to eat his word as regards what he says about Puerto
Rico because they are endeavouring to create family
holdings. At least you should give the Government
a chance to try this scheme and see if these people,
with proper selection, will be able to dp with this
scheme what the family scheme has done in Puerto
Rico. I got it from the Department of Agriculture
in Puerto Rico that the family scheme is
only a few years, but already is succeeding.
Where the present scheme is concerned. even
a layman must see that those who are working
this land will have to start with a back prop. When
you start with vegetables you start with an uncer-
tainty; because, as conditions are in Barbados,
where are you going to market all of them. But if
you have some vegetables, and also the certainty
of money during the cane reaping season, then you
start with a greater sense of security than if you
started with vegetables alone. That was the reason
that this scheme was selected. T suggest that it is
the best scheme, for the reasons that I have given.
This is the kind of thing that has been suggestad
by C.D. & W. and by everyone else since the Moyne
Commission; that we should get the people back to
the land, but that it should be mixed farming. This
is the expressed policy of this Government, and
even of previous governments for the past 10 or 12
years. I expect Labourites to vote for this, what-
ever may be the decision of people who cannot get
out of their blood the feudalist system that ‘‘you
can always come and work on my land’’. When
the honourable senior member for Christ Church
talks about a chance of helping people, T do not
want to be personal the least bit, because maybe he
is one of the most charitable people towards his
employees in Bridgetown. But I would remind those
on the other side that big businesses in the outside
world have got on because they themselves have ini-
tiated schemes to help their employees. They them-
selves build houses and play grounds for their
employees, and send them away for holidays with
pay. A committee of sugar technologists of Barbados
went to Puerto Rico—I believe it has happened more
than once—and they themselves when they came
back. had to say, whv does not this Government fol-
low Puerto Rico with these land schemes? That
happened to be an enlightened view. Again 1 say
that T do not imagine for one half second that I have
persuaded any honourable member not to vote acainst
this. But it is the volicy of the Government — =&
deliberate policy of land reformation — put into
operation at this moment because these 29 acres have
become available, and it is better to start with this than
to start by buving a plantation, not knowing whether
the scheme will be successful or not. Of course, it has
always got to be remembered that in schemes of this
gort, you have to select persons who really intend to

-
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live on the land. 1 want to refute the suggestion that
the Government will initiate a scheme whereby these
people will still be going to work on plantations. I'hey
will be selected with a view to giving them full time
employment, and making them real peasants. There
are really few peasants in thig island. Of the 18,000
that we hear so much about, the vast majority are
given to other occupations. That is the reason for the

outery that the wages which the Union secured for la-

bourers is killing the peasants. It is with the objects of
selecting a man who is really determined to he «
farmer that the Government is trying out this scheme.
I therefore suggest to those members of the House who
believe that this is a chance to put into operation some
part of our poliey, to vote for this Resolution.

Mr., CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman-—I have
listened with extreme care to every single word- of
the honourable senior member for St. Joseph, and I
want to tell him now that if he were really foilowing
Puerto Rico, he would find me upholding both of his
hands and feet, so to speak. But it is because he ig
not following Puerto Rico that I am opposing him
today. Let us consider g few figures. Of the 94,000
arable acres in this island, 77,000 are owned by 336
people. The remaining 17,000 are owned by 23,000
people. In other words you have 175,000 people who
own no land at all. Now, a similar situation existed
in Puerto Rico; and what did Puerto Rico do? As
1 said earlier, they had a land law prohibiting the
holding of land in excess of 500 acres.

For 50 years that law existed, and was not put
into operation. Along came the Democratic Party
and decided to apply it. The big land owners fought
it before the Supreme Court of America and lost, and
immediately the Puerto Rican Government started
to expropriate all land holdings above 500 acres.
They thus had thousands of acres to use for
collective farms, housing development ete. What
is the position in Barbados? You have got 29 acres
at Seawcll which is no longer profitable to be run as a
plantation, and we will put seven people on it. If a
cheap plantation comes along, we are going to buy
it. That is the only scheme we may see in our life-
time. Where wilt you get a cheap plantation from?
Eight acres was just sold in St. George for £7,900.
If the honourable senior member for St. Joseph had
come here and said, “‘I am going to follow Puerto
Rico; T am going to pass a law to prohibit any local
or foreign company from owning more than 500
acres of land, and any land in excess of that we willl
use for agricultural purposes, then you eould have
several schemes like the one at Seawell. But he does
nothing of the kind. As a matter of fact he sits and
sees what we all know—that within the last few
years one Roebuck Street merchant has secured for
himself over 2,000 acres; he sees that there is an
even more intensified attempt on the part of a few
to monopolise and grab all the land in the colony.
Even to a greater extent than before more of the land
is passing into the hands of the few. And he does
nothing about it. Now he wants to try to push down
our throats that he is following Puerto Rico, merely
because the Government has 29 acres at Seawell.
The Government has a little monkey scheme that
they want to play with at Seawell, and that is all;
and therefore, until they come here with a bigger
scheme, I am going to see to it as far as I can that
the greatest number of people benefit from this
small scheme. Witness the policy of the Govern-
ment, About seven months ago I asked the Govern-
ment to let us know the total acreage owned by
absentee proprietors. I asked that in view of the
acute land hunger in the colony they should take

action with g view to the expropriation of land and
making it valuable, or to make arrangements for
its cultivation under such conditions as would en-
sure cultivation. I asked them also to prohibit future
ownership.

What did the Government say? They replied
that they are satisfied that the plantations owned
by absentee proprietors are generally well farmed,
and provide work for many workers, That means
that Government is satisfied with the plantation
system. Now the Government wants to tell
us that they are not satisfied with the plantation
system, that they are foliowing Puerto Rico. They
may be following Puerto Rico, but they are following
too far behind. As long as the Government is follow-
ing along so many years behind Puerto Rico, I can-
not see my way to support them. Government went
on to say in reply to my question that at present
they do not contemplate any action with a view to
the expropriation of land owned by absentee pro-
prietors. Furthermore there is no need at present,
said the Government, to put a limit to the amount
of agricultural land which one person or a group of
persong might own. So, if Mr. So. and So from Broad
Street or Roebuck Street decides to take his money
out of commerce and buy all the plantations in the
colony, this Government would allow him to do so.
It is not a question of whether absentee propristors
farm their land well or pay good wages. I am sur-
prised to think that such a reply could come from
a government the spokesman of which has made the
speech that he has made today. When the honourable
member talks about those on my left trying to per-
petuate feudalism to the last, what else is he thinking
of? What else is he thinking of when he tells you
that the plantation system must remain; even the
plantations owned by absentee proprietors. You
will remember, sir, that only last week this question
was raised by a Labourite in Great Britain, and
the Secretary of State for the Colonies, who in the
final analysis is an Englishman, sheltered behind
the replies given by this Government and said he
saw no reason for a revision of the policy laid down
by the Barbados Government. When the British
were chased out of India, what did Nehru do? He
expropriated all the land owned by absentee pro-
prietors. They had to spend something like
£308,000,000 to do so, and they did it with the ex-
presy purpose, as Nehru said, of not perpetuating
feudalism. I see no difference between the un-
expressed desire to carry on the feudalistic system,
and the policy of the Government as expressed in
the answer to my question. Either what the Gov-
ernment sends down in a printed document as an
answer to a question is not to be regarded as Gov-
ernment policy, or we have to ignore these platitu-
dinous speeches by Government spokesmen in the
House, and stick to what is said in the printed docu-
weent. Which is really the Govermment’s poliecy. I
would like to know where is the Government going
to get land from to carry out even half of the
schemes that Puerto Rico is carrying out unless
they are going to expropriate the land of absentee
proprietors.

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman—I would like to
ask the honourable member if he would expropriate
the land of the Panama people.

Mr. CRAWFORD: T say, yes. The honourable
member ig only trying to draw a red herring across
the trail. He knows that if the opportunity comes
the Panama people would like to be expropriated.
(Laughter) Therefore he is not putting anything on
me. Those plantations are not being run properly.
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As a matter of fact, 1 am ashamed to say this, but
since the houmourabie luemper has seen fit 10 bring 1n
the Panama plantations, 1 wonder what kind oL Agri-
cultural Departmment or mxecutive could tell us that
the plantations owned by these absentee proprietors
are peing well farmed. ‘

Mr. ADAMS: 'I'he reply of Government was
that they were being ‘‘generally well farmed,”’ be-
cause we knew that here and there there might not
be proper farming. 1 must emphatically deny,
however, that these Panama people want to be ex-
propriated. 1 have been Counsel for one lot of
them, and I know that the contrary is true.

; Mr, CRAWFQORD: ™The honourable member
knows what he is talking about, and so do J. And 1
know that the greater number of the shareholders in
this Panama Company would like their money back.
‘The honourable member knows that too. There are
about 18 estates owned by absentee proprietors. OFf
these, six are owned by the Panama people, that is,
one third. Are you going to tell me that the word
“generally’”’ would not apply to one-third of the
total number? The honourable member thinks that
he is talking to school children, ‘‘Generally’’ woutd
only exclude an estate or two, but not six out of
18. When 1 saw this reply 1 wondered how the Gov-
ernment could possibly issue so misleading a state-
ment as to say that the estates owned by absentes
proprietors are generally well farmed. Again I ask,
where are they going to find the land for agricultural
experiments like Puerto Rico when they tell us that
all they are going to do is to use this 29 acres at Sea-
well, and if a cheap plantation comes along, they
will buy it. The honourable junior member for St.
Thomas asked what is one acre. Imagine anyone ask-
ing that in an island where 175,000 people do not own
an inch of land, where 300 own 77,000 acres and
another 23,000 people own 17,000 acres. He is asking
what is one acre, when there are so many people who
would like even a half perch. The honourable junior
member for St. Lucy has allowed himself to be mis-
led by certain illogical arguments propounded today,
arguments to the effect that because we say that more
than seven ghould benefit we did not want anyone to
benefit. That was the sort of illogicality propounded
Yy the honourable junior member for St. Thomas.
They are arguing that if we do not vote for it as it is,
the whole thing will be lost, just as if they are the
Medes and Persians. I will take a bet now that it will
be changed. I am just as anxious as any, and even
more anxious than many to see some sort of land
reformation. We have to make the most of what
we have, and since we only have this 29 acres today,
we should make the greatest use of it, bearing in
mind the amount of arable land in this island is
small. But if the acreage is small, it is our business
to extend the good that we can to the great-
est possible number. I am mnot for one of these
one moment suggesting that the man who setfles on
acres should also go and work on a plantation.
T heard the honourable senior member for St. Lucy
say that the peasant who settles on one acre
can also work on a plantation, so as to supple-
ment his income. I also heard him say that an acre
under irrigation cannot be farmed by one man alonc.
I do not see if you are going to irrigate this acre of
land how a man who settles on it will have time to
work on a plantation; unless he is going to work day
and night. So honourable members need have no fear

that if we do not vote for this Resolution as it stands

we are keeping people on the land and perpetuating
the feudal system. You will be doing no such thing,
if the land is irrigated. A man will be as in-
dependent with one acre as with four.

With 175,000

land hungry people in the island, there can hardly be
any justincation ror belping seven and ignoring otners
who might also be helped. I want to repeat, that if
this land was in another area and it could not be ir-
rigated, it might be a ditferent proposition. But not
at deawell. L know of no land settlement scheme or
no proposed agricultural reform in any part of the
British Empire with such a limited amount of land
available, nor with such limited prospects of getting
more in which so unprofitable a venture was at-
tempted.

Mr. ¥. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, 1 am
glad to hear the howourable junior member for Si.
Philip close with those remarks— ‘no place with
such a limited amount of land available”

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of explanation,
sir. I added, ‘‘and with such limited prospects of
getting more.”’

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Antigua has 166 squate
miles of land. It is a country much like Barbados,
and its prospects of getting more land are no greater.
There is a group of people owning more than 50
per cent of the land in Antigua, and they have a
scheme of land settlement which provides land in
10 acre lots.

Mr. CRAWEFORD: It is fairly simple, what 1
said. Is the amount of land in Antigua for land set-
tlement purposes 29 acres?

Mr. F. L, WALCOTT: Can you imagine more
nonsense? If it were 100 acres you could divide it
into lots of 25. The honourable member went to
Curacao. He heard Dr. Newmark. Do you think he
would have made that speech in Curacao. 1 have
never been to Puerto Rico. What is Puerto Rico to
do with this 29-acre scheme at Seawell And what
difference would it make if there was expropriation
of land or not? That is only talk—talking about ex-
propriation of land and asking other honourable
members on the other side to go along with you. We
on this side of the table do not flirt with them when
it suits us. That is why we can face the publie.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Will the honourable mem-
ber please address the Chair?

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: The honourable mem-
ber was merely having his talk. The honourable

member begins by saying that if the Government had

co-ordinated this scheme with a housing scheme it
would have been alright. But can you begin an agri-
cultural scheme land settlement by co-ordinating it
with a housing scheme? If the Government had done
that, they would be asked, why did you not start a
housing scheme pure and simple? Talking about, a
scheme for full employment, you either have to pro-
Guce a land settlement scheme that can provide full
employment or no scheme at all. If not it will
simply be a matter of putting people on land and
asking them to exist however they can. I have
never yet heard in this age anyone accuse a govern-
ment of producing a policy for full employment. I
thought it was the other way around, and that a gov-
ernment is criticised for not doing so.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Address the Chair.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, it does
not matter in which directon 1 look, I am still ad-
dressing the Chair. This scheme has behind it the
advice of Sir John Saint. It is not any political ques-
tion. There has heen talk of four acres being
too much for one man and his family to work, But

- what is wrong with an employment policy when youn

provide employment for a man and he can in turn
provide employment for someone else. If you pro-
vided a scheme by which a man could not support
himself and his family that would be wrong. If
you settled a man knowing that because of his require-
ments he could not be able to give that land his at-

>
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tention for eight hours a day, but would be forced
to seek employment elsewhere, that would not be
feir. As I have already said, this is not a Housing
Scheme. To talk about the greatest good for the
greatest number in this case is being unrealistic. If
Government followed that narrow policy we would
bave to refuse to build the deep water harbour. Does
the honourable senior member for St. Luey adopt
that policy every time that he brings in a piece of
machinery that reduces the number of people he em-
ploys? ‘Government is not depriving of this 29 acres
of land, people who had it before. If there were 29
people living on this land already it would be dif-
ferent. That is why we say that at Clinketts we
do not want to deprive any of the people who live
there of land. But we will give some people an
¢pportunity to own what they did not own before.
There is no one on this land at Seawell, and therefore
we will utilize it. If with this land we can provide
full employment for seven people, it is in the interest
of the working class people of the community to
provide full employment for those people. I say as
I have said earlier that the Government has not a
qualm of conscience as far as this scheme is con-
cerned, because we are providing full employment
where the incidence of casual employment is so high.
Every man is entitled to have an opportunity to
work. Every man cannot own land. If this
lind can provide full employment for seven people,
what is wrong with that? The honourable junior
member for St. Philip seems to be an agricultural
expert. He says that an acre of land lirrigated ean
give a man and his family a living. I would like to
know what is his idea of living. I am saying that if
this scheme can provide seven people with full em-
ployment, the House would be taking a grave step
to turn it down.

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Chairman—The sugges-
tion that we on this side of the table are unwilling
tc pass this Resolution because we want to per-
petuate some system of feudalism, so old that even
the oldest grave digger in the island would be un-
able to find it, could only be a product of the men-
tality of the honourable senior member for St. Mi-
chael.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Are you right!?

Mr. DOWDING: I mean the honourable senior
mwember for the City. No, that is wrong, Mr. Chair-
man. I am sorry that you interrupted me. I was
right in the first place, and would say that it has
been reliably reported that seven strong supporters
of the Labour Party have been chosen for this scheme.
(Shame, shame). Now, sir, on the last occasion that
this matter was discussed in this House, I was led %o
understand that on account of the feeling of the
House, the Resolution would be amended from the

point of view of the one-acre lot.

Mr. ADAMS: On , point of order, sir. No
such undertaking was ever given. I said that I
would report the views of honourable members to
the Executive Committee, before bringing back the
Resolution. We mnever intended to change this
scheme.

Mr. DOWDING: T still say that it was the
understanding of the House that there would be a
change. We even stopped a lengthy discussion on
aecount of that understanding. But my understand-
ing leads me to understand that even those who were
responsible for this scheme in the first place were
convineed that you eannot read a co-operative scheme
into this. Not even the ‘“Advocate” newspaper
which calls it a laudable scheme cowld read a
co-operative scheme into this. T do not see any-
thing laudable in such a scheme, Government
would undertake not only this 29 acres, but the
whole of Dodds, and the place next to it. = They

would come on several occasions with a gcheme
of this sort, and would buy plantations for the pur-.
pose of giving them out into four-acre lots. I challenge
anyone to say that a four-acre plot is an economical
(ne in this island. The economy of Barbados is
dependent on the plantation system. The honourable
senior member for St. Joseph knows that the planta-
tion system is the most economical system in the
West Indies. Now, sir, I speak strongly, and if when
I am finished the honourable member is still con-
vinced that. the four-acre system is economical, let
. us see several more hundred acres put.into four-acre
lots. Now one reads in this scheme ahout g system
of mixed farming based on sugar cane. in my view,
the most obvious course for any reasonable person
to pursue is a system of mixed farming where these
plots are used as vegetable gardens—mnot sugar cane
—and then the Government can put in irrigation,
and put the man who settles on it in g position to
make a profit for himself and his family out of
intensive truck gardening as is dome in the U.S.A.
As I have said, the economy of the island depends
or: the plantation system, and I think, therefore, that
the best we can do is to give every man possible an
acre of land so that he will not have to depend en-
tirely on the plantation system, or on carpentry, or
rainting or on anything else. He will be even inde-
pendent of his trade union. I repeat, that it is well
known that in this island under our present economic
system, an acre of land is more economical than four
acres. 1 have been purchasing land for people for a

number of years, and I know what I am talking about.
Any man who is anxious to start out and acquires one
acre seldom goes further than that, because he finds
that it is capable of keeping him in security. Anyone
with experience in truck gardening will tell you that
an acre, particularly under irrigation, is an economi¢
unit. But sir, unless the seven people chosen to carry
out this scheme are of some financial standing how are
they going to finance this scheme? Take the digging
of cane holes alone. They cost 81 cents a hundred.
There is the rental of $20.00 a year. That may sound
a small amount ; but it is no joke speaking financially,
to keep four acres in proper cultivation, and the settler
may soon find himself in a position where his four
acres will be of no use to him. If he has sickness at
home he will not be able to call the doctor and say
I have some security. Here is my plot of land under
cultivation. There is nothing in this scheme which
appeals to me as an agriculturist and a resident of
Barbados. T see nothing about how the scheme will
be financed. I am sorry, sir, that you are in the Chair,
because I am sure that with your knowledge of these
matters you would be able to explain to the members
of the House the trends of agriculture to<day. As far
as I can see, this is just a land settlement scheme as
it stands, and not an agricultural co-operative scheme,
For the reasons that I have given I am not going to
vote for the Resolution. As I have said, the planta-
tion system is the system on which the economy of
the island depends; and if it is still a feudal system,
then I do not know what to say to the trade unions
of this island. At this stage, sir, I move that the
Chairman do now report progress and ask for leave
for the Committee to sit again.

Mr. HAYNES: I beg to second that.
Mr. MAPP: Is this adjournment intended for
supper, Mr. Chairman ?

The motion was put and carried nem. con.; the
CHAIRMAN reported, and Mr. SPEARER resumed the
Chair and reperted accordingly.

Mr. ADAMS: T beg to move that Your Honour
do now leave the Chair and the House resume Com-

mittee of Supply.
Mr. MAPP: T beg to second that.
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The motion was put and carried nem. con.; Mr.
SpEAKER left the Chair, and the House resumed Com-
mittee of Supply, Mr. SmITH in the Chair. :

Mr. ADAMS: I beg to move that the Chairman
dc now report progress and ask for leave to sit again.

Mr. COX: I beg to second that.

The motion was put and carried nem. con.; the
CHAIRMAN reported, and Mr. SPEAKER resumed the
Chair and reported acecordingly. )

Mr. ADAMS: I beg to move that this House do
now adjourn for three quarters of an hour.

Mr. COX: I beg to second that.

The motion was put and carried nem. con and Mr.
SPEAKER adjourned the House accordingly.

REPLIES LAID

On re-assembling,

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker—I beg to
lay the Replies to Question No. 88 standing in the
name of the honourable junior member for St. An-
drew.

RESUMPTION OF COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Mr. SPEAKER: On the adjournment, the House
was in Committee of Supply.

Mr. SpeakEr left the Chair, and the House re-
sumed Committee of Supply, Mr. SMIiTE being in the
Chair.

COST OF PREPARATION OF LAND AT SEAWELI,
PLANTATION

Mr. CHAIRMAN : When the House was in Com-
mittee of Supply before the adjournment, the Reso-
Tution for $1,000 in connection with the item ‘‘Pre-
paration of land at Seawell Plantation was being
debated.

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Chairman,—I have dealt
exhaustively with the Scheme which is before us,
but T am afraid I have to go a little further with
the matter. The honourable senior member for St.
Joseph referred to the feudal plantation system, but
what better feudal system could you want than that
which is indicated in this Scheme? If any honourable
member, knows of anything which is more construe-
tive than what is proposed by the Government here,
T hope he will speak. Under this Scheme. the lease
may be terminated by the Government on three
months’ notice if the tenant fails to pay rent within
six months of the date on which it becomes due; that
is one of the conditions under a Scheme initiated by
one who says that the feudal system exists among the
plantations of this island. There are many plantations
which pay the rent for persons employed particularly
in their old age. The second condition under which
the lease may be terminated on three months’ notice
is if the tenant fails to cultivate the holding in a
manner satisfactory to the Department of Agrieul-
ture. Just think of that: In a hard year or in a year
in which this island has had a large crop when even
the plantations find it difficult to get labour, an
Inspector from the Department of Agriculture comes
around and says. ‘‘This land is not being cultivated
properly’’ and out the tenant goes. That condition
seems to be more feudal than what exists today;
one has to bear in mind that the past three years
were abnormal years, and if you face the faects, is it
not obvious that a man who has four acres of land
to cultivate both in a hard yearor a full year, will
have a millstone about his neck? He has no means of
removing that millstone ; he cannot go to the Peasants’
Loan Bank because he has no security to offer. I ask
the Government to bring down a Resolution to finance
these schemes, but when they are bringing down a

Resolution to finance these schemes, let them remem-
ber that the seven chosen people are not the only
people in Barbados. The third eondition under which
a tenant will be penalised is if' he fails to reside con-
tinuously on the holding. 1 take it that that means
the tenant will have to enter into an agreement with
the Government. Liet us see what the position is; a
tenant is entitled to oeccupy four acres of land for
the remainder of his life, but if he gets an opportun-
ity to go to America or anywhere else so as to improve
his position he would have failed to reside on the
land. I cannot see anything laudable in this Scheme;
1 can only see a lamentable future for these seven
people unless there are people of financial status.
Unless these seven people are able to spend thousands.
of dollars in cultivating this land—unless they are
in a good position financially—the Scheme will be a
lamentable one. I sincerely hope that this Commit-
tee will see the wisdom of not accepting this Scheme
as it stands.

Mr. BETHELL came into the Committee and took
his seat while Mr. DowpiNGg was speaking.

Mr. REECE, Mr. Chairman,—The real question
here is what is an economic unit in respect of land
in Barbados, and in arriving at that economic unit
it is of no use talking about economic units in other
parts of the world, particularly in the Caribbean
area; what might be an economie unit in Antigua
will not necessarily be an economic unit in Barbados.
It is impossible to compare conditions in Antigua with
conditions in Barbados; we know that Antigua is very
thinly populated and therefore what it would be possi-
ble to do in that colony it would be impossible to do
in Barbados. In the first place, an acre of land in
Barbadog should never be compared, from the point
of view of fertility, with amn acre of land in Antigua;
with the small population in Antigua, it should be
possible to give each person a larger area of land than
it would be possible to give him in Barbados. Then
it would be very unwise indeed to compare conditions
in this island with conditions which obtain in Puerto
Rico or in Jamaica both of which are large islands
with much land at the disposal of the Government.,
Anyone who has visited Puerto Rico must have been
truck with the large areas of land which are uneculti-
vated and which are likely to remain in that condi-
tion for quite a long time. Again, climatic conditions
in each colony differ, and although Mr. Girvan may
be an expert on agricultural matters, it is my humble
opinion that the knowledge which he has acquired of
agricultural problems in this island will not be of mueh
value here having regard to the very different clima-
tie conditions which obtain in Barbados; therefore
we, in this colony, have got to decide for ourselves
what is an economic unit here. T do not pose as an
economic expert in the matter of land. but T do
know that an acre of land in Barbados can give a
tenant a much brighter prospect of success in i
cultivation than an acre of land in almost any other
part of the Caribbean area. We have been told by
honourable members that an acre of land which is
used for kitchen garden purposes with proper culti-
vation and with irrigation is an economic problem: I
understand that it is proposed to carry out irrigation
on thisland, and if what honourable members, particu.
larly those who have a knowledge of agriculture, have
said is true, one must be forced to ask the question;
‘*Why make the unit larger than one acre?’’ I have
been discussing this matter with persons other than
members of the House, persons who have a know-
ledge of the cultivation of land, and T have been
assured that no man can cultivate four acres of land
without aid; it will be absolutely necessary for him
to employ people. The position really ig that the culti-
vation of a four-acre lot will necessitate the employ-
ment of a considerable number of people to assist the
holder of that lot in its cultivation; that means that
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the holder must be in a good financial position so a8
tc make the scheme a success, The money will not be
paid from any Agricultural Bank because the holder
of the lot will not be able to satisfy the Bank;
seems to me that in the absence of a tenant’s ablhty
to get assistance from any Agricultural Bank he will
be forced to obtain financial assistance from a planta-
tion, which really means that even before his crop
is reaped he will be tied hand and foot. Therefore he
will not be really economically independent; he will
find that when the time comes for reaping his crop
he will have to send that erop to a particular place
and the amount he owes that place will be deducted
from the value of the crop. The result will be far
from that man being able to better his position. .

Mr, COX: Mr. Chairman,—I rise to make a few
remarks more particularly in reply to the speech
made by the honourable junior member for St. George
We all will agree that in many instances plantation
owners have robbed many third-class boys out of a
good education.

Mr CHAIRMAN : Let us keep to this Resolution.

COX: I shall endeavour to do that. The

honourable member started oft by asking where are
these people going to get assistance in financing this
scheme from? The mere factthat the Government
has sent down to this House a Resolution to provide
for the preparation of house sites and so on is suffi-
cient to satisfy any intelligent individual that the
Government is prepared from a financial point of
view and otherwise, to assist these persons whom wu
are puttlgg on this land so that they may have the
maximum produce from the land. I should like the
honourable member to know that it is easy in this
case to lend these people money; we can amend the
Peasants’ Loan Bank Aect so ag to lend them money
for the purpose of cultivating their land. Therefore
the question as to whether these people wil] get finan-
cial assistance does not arise; it will be given to them.
The honourable member criticized the Government
saying that it proposed to be harsh with these people
if they did not pay the rent within six months of the
date on which it becomes due. I would like to tell the
honourable member that I know of a case in which
a woman who had given a lot of service at the Belle
Plantation and who was no longer able to perform
her duties at the Plantation, was given notice to quit
the premises; she had no where to go and eventaally
her rent was increased from 6 cents a week, to $3.00 a
week, T had the notice in my hand; it was written
by the manager, Mr. Branch. There are cases where
the plantations assist some of these labourers in pay-
ing their rent; on the other hand there are also cases
in which the plantations oppress these people when
it suits them to do so. We all know that the practice
of giving people seven days’ notice to quit still exists,
the crops are valued by the plantations to whatever
they like and people have to accept the valuation; so
that when the honourable member says the Govern-
ment’s proposal is a harsh one, I am sure that no
reasonable human being would say it is harsh. I
am sure honourable members know by now tbat the
Agricultural Department has to see that these people
get the maximum yield from their land and if any
individual occupying one of these units does not
comply with the advice which is given to him by the
Department of Agriculture, in which case he does
not get the best out of the land, the lease will be
terminated. Nobody could say that there is anything
wrong with that principle.

I think it has been pointed out by every member
on the side of the Government that this is not a
housing scheme or a question of putting as many
people as possible on the land; it is rather a question
of giving a man sufficient land from which he ecan
¢ke out a decent lnvehh»ood The ob;ect of this scheme

is to prevent these individuals, who will be chosen,
from going to work on plantations and coming back
home and working until night on their little holdings;
its object is to prov1de full-time employment for au
individual and his family out of the land allotted
to him. By carrying out scientific instructions an
individual will get the maximum yield out of the
land and so he will be in a position to keep his iamll)
in a much better position than that in which he
would be able to keep them if he were allotted an
acre of land and had to work at a plantation for a
few shillings a day. It has been pointed out that an
acre of land is far from being an economic unit;

unless you give people not less than four acres, they
cannot eke out a proper livelihood, and by this method
we are attempting to abolish the old system which
has been cherished for all these years. We are hoping
to settle seven families on this land and at the same
time we are experimenting as to how far we ean go
in this matter; for that reason this Resolution is be-
fore the Committee. If this Resolution is not agreed to
we will not lose anything; I know that some honour-
able members on my left who have spoken against this
Resolution would be glad to turn down this scheme
in order that some plantation owner would have the
opportunity of renting this land and annexing 1t
to his property. We have had expert knowledge as
to this matter; we have been told that a four-acre
unit is an economic unit and this is an experiment
which we hope will succeed. If it is successful we
hope to enlarge it in process of time; if this scheme
is rejected the time will come when honourable mem-
bers might be conscious of the fact that the scheme
was in the interest of the community pather than
against it. There is no earthly reason why this scheme
should not be carried out; I am still hoping that
honourable members will see the wisdom of this
scheme and give it fair trial.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I hope honourable
members will not be influenced by the speech made
by the honourable junior member for St. George as
to the cost of working four acres of land; the hon-.
curable member asks how would a man get financial
assistance so as to be able to cultivate four acres oy
land and that is the reason why this Committee
should not vote for this scheme. The honourabls
junior member for Christ Church compared land
in this eolony with that in other colonies in order to
be able to determine whether we should have four-
acre units or not; he says that the position in Puerto
Rico and Jamaica is different from that in Barba-
dos, but he does not say that a four-acre lot in Bar-
bados would not give a man full employment. I
am surprised that the honourable member who is a
legally-trained man should be so illogical; the hon-
ourable member will admit that his argument was
really not a logical one from the point of view thai
because the population of Antigua is small they
could afford larger units than we can afford here.
We have proposed four-acre units for Barbados be-
cause a four-acre unit will afford a mam full em-
ployment for himself and his family, we cannot say
that one acre can afford that employment. The
honourable senior member for St. James says that
the' addendum to the Resolution does not mean any-
thing; but he was told that we cannot guarantee the
scheme until we see it working. The honourable
Jjunior member for St. George would like the Com-
mittee to take his advice as a plantation owner, but
the members of the Government must not take the
advice of Sir John Saint. Should we not err with
Sir John Saint than with the honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Liney, the honourable junior member for St.
George or the honourable senior member for Christ
Church? We have had the advice of a Barbadian Mr.
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Skeete, and it cannot be said that he does not know
Barbados and he knows the plantation system. We
have had the advice of people who know about
this matter and we are now asked to ignore that
advice! We have reached the stage where it is clear
that as much as you hear people talk about indus-
trialization, they do not mean it; they believe in
serfdom and we want to remove people from serf-
dom. Can you imagine it being said: ‘Do not give
a human being full employment; give him some sys-
tem where he can only eke out an existence?’’ In
this Order Paper honourable members are asking
for the expropriation of land as a means of making
it easier for the whole community, so that more land
would be put at the disposal of people; it is a ques-
tion of putting more economic possibilities at the dis-
posal of the people. If therefore this scheme provides
seven people with more economic stability and full em-
ployment, is that not better for the general economy
of this island? In an island like Barbados where the
incidence of casual employment is so high and that
of unemployment is also high we must aim at the
greatest productivity.

If you carry the whole argument of members of
the Opposition to its logical conclusion they are say-
ing that we are trying to wreck the position of this
island. I know that out of the Rehabilitation Fund
many people are improving their factories and what
are they going to do with those whom they have put
out of employment? For those who have been put
out of employment, some economic provision would
have to be made and it has been made by putting
money into a fund. Do not let honourable members
think that they are living in Paradise; if the Organ-
isation which I represent want to show that this
matter can be like the matter in Grenada a lot of
people would not get home. Honourable members
talk about serving the greatest number of people,
but they have to be very careful as to how they
talk; I hope that when we ask that the greatest
mumber of people be served we will not be accused
of letting down this colony. I say that because some
of us take on a bit of responsibility, not like the
honourable senior member for St. John who told
people not to cut the canes and then ran over to the

Union.
' Mr. ALLDER: I object to the honourable mem-
ber making such an aecusation against me whether
I did that or not. (Laughter). I do not want any
action of mine to cause any honourable member to use
any threat so as to get me to vote ome way or the
other. If the honourable member wants to remind
the other side of the gratitude which they might owe
him and his colleagues in getting people to work
against their will and for a price which they did mnot
want, let him do so; but do not let him call my name.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: The honourable mem-
ber is not capable of being accused. It takes people
Iike the honourble member........

" Mr. CHATRMAN: Let us stick to this Resolu-
tion.

Mr. F. . WALCOTT: When honourable mem-
bers talk about serving the greatest number of peo-
ple this is not a question of serving the greatest num-
ber of people; this is a question of desiring the max-
imum utilisation that can be made of land. This is not
4 political question; would the four of us be so petty
as to look for seven people in the parish of Christ
Church and give them this land? T¢ is only a dis-
honest person who would think that way and if this
land were situated in St. Michael or in any other
constitueney in which this Government has two rep-
regsentatives you would hear the argument that we
have picked out the parish in which we have two

seats. Could we not sell this land or lease it to one
- person ? If we were callous about the matter we would
not have done anything at all.

Honourable members have been told that we
intend to work Dodds Plantation on a profit-sharing
basis. I would like to tell honourable members
that in every community you have to work out the
policy which suits the particular community. Dodds
Plantation was there when the Conservatives were in
this House, but the plantation was used as a place
where they could get cheap labour from the Indus-
trial School. We feel that in the interest of the
community we should work this scheme on a system
of four acres: we have been advised that that system
is the best one and what would the Director of Agri-
culture gain by giving the Government wrong
advice in a matter where his reputation has to be
taken acecount of? TIf this were a matter of engin-
eering honourable members would never oppose it
but they pretend to know something about agricul-
ture. The Government has brought forward this
scheme and we are not afraid of defending our
policy because of the arguments used by the Opposi-
tion.

Mr. MAPP: There are some honourable mem-
bers who come in very late and talk for a very long
time; but if the ship is to go down it is best to let it
go down fighting.

Mr. ALLDER:
be now put.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Will the honourable mem-
~ ber take his seat?

Mr. ALLDER: 1 rise to make a motion.

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman,—You have ruled
and the honourable member is absolutely igmoring
your ruling; I do not care to what Party we belong
order should take place in this Chamber.

Mr. MAPP: 1 was going to say, Mr. Chairman,
that the opponents to this Resolution are apparently
divided into two sections; one section is pleading for
a land settlement scheme and the other section seems
to be pleading that the plantation system is the best
system. If you really believe that the plantation
gystem is the best possible system, then obviously

' you are defending the system wunder which the
greatest amount of land will be used by one man.
‘While the honourable junior member for St. George
is defending the plantation system, he says that the
land should be divided into half acre or acre lots.
Regardless of what honourable members on this side
of the House feel, it is our duty to oppose that idea
if we go on until midnight. If members of the
Opposition do mot want to hear us speak what is in
our minds, let them rid themselves of this Chamber.
They talk about a land settlement scheme! What is
a land settlement scheme? Is it not a seheme in which
you settle a man and his family on land which is
sufficient to afford them a living? The honourable
junior member for St. Philip has produced some
figures which were absolutely wrong, figures as to
the arable acreage in this colony and how many
people own it.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Since I am wrong the
authority can quote the correet figures.

Mr. MAPP: The honourable member said that
there are 76,000 arable acres but there are 66,000
arable acres and he said that there are 176,000 land-
hungry people; is it not obvious to him that on a
one-acre basis you could not satisfy 176,000 people?
The question is; what is an economic unit on which
to settle a man and his family? Any person ap-
proaching this matter from the point of view of

I am moving that the question

reason must agree that a four-acre unit is an economic

unit having regard to what is a reasonable standard
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of living for a man and his family, now that things
are going up all over the world. When the hon-
ourable member talks about 176,000 land-hungry
people he cannot satisfy all of them.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Nobody expected the hon-
ourable member to appreciate the point. 1 quoted
the number of landless people merely to emphasize
the maldistribution of land in Barbados. The plan-
tations own so many acres, the peasants own so
many and there are so many people who own no land
at all; therefore anything we can do to distribute
land to a greater number of people, we should deo
it. Could I expeet that every one of these 176,000
people would get some of the land!?

Mr. MAPP: You can stretch the argument to
whatever you like, but the guestion to which you
have to get back is what is an economic unit. Hon-
ourable members on the other side maintain that
the plantation system is the best system and at the
same time, they advance the argument for a one-acre
unit; their argument about distributing this land
among 29 persons does not hold water; they are
using the argument that if the mother of a family
had a lot of children among whom to divide some
clothing, rather than see that each one is properly
clothed, she gives one a sleeve, she gives another
something else and in the end none of them. is prop-
erly clothed. That is the argument of honourable
members. I do not believe that any member of this
House is convinced that a man with a family could
be settled on a reasonable basis on one acre of land;
if he is so convinced it means that reason makes no
difference to him.

We have strange bedfellows tonight and while
we cannot make any impression on such hard minds,
it must appear to us that there is something deeper
than what appears on the surface.We have people
in fundamentally different camps, one section argu-
ing in favour of land settlement and the other
section arguing in favour of the old plantation
system, but they are agreeing with each other to
throw out this Resolution. It is up to the public
to judge how the people in these two different
camps must be viewed; obviously there is more
than what appears on the surface. Even if you
maintain that a four-acre unit is too much, one would
hate to use the argument that becanse the Government
hag not come back with a scheme in respect of an acre
unit you would not pass this Resolution; you would
not agree to it since the Government hag maintained
its stand with regard to the four-acre unit. Are
yvou going to distribute the land of absentee pro-
prietors into eighth of an acre lots? If it were a
question of settling crabs in holes that would be
all right; but we are settling people with families
bound to he land-hungry
people in Barbados because we have not got suffi-
cient land to distribute among them; whenever you
-distribute all the land there will still be landless
people, and you will have to come back to the fun-
damental question as to what is a4n economic unit
to distribute among the people who can get land.
If any honourable member wants to maintain a
family at a reasonable standard of living, he has
got to admit that one acre of land is not mearly
sufficient on which to do that in Barbados. We
have people who tell us that one acre of land is
too small for this purpose and when we have that
advice it is the duty of the Government to stick to
such advice which has been given by people on
‘whom we can really boast when it comes to matters
of this sort. Even if I felt that this unit should be
two or there acres, I would still vote for this Reso-
Tution because it is an experiment in land settlement.

i do not know how serious honourable mem-
‘bers are about making it possible for peasants to
obtain the use of tractors in the preparation of their

land so as to obtain the maximum results; but in
considering how best to raise the standard of liv-
ing of the people whom it is intended to settle on
this land, the Government must consider the ques-
tion of the modern tillage of the land. If this land
is divided into one-acre units I cannot foresee the
Government getting tractors to be used on an acre
of land; it is obviously better to divide this land
into four-acre units. No family can live on culti-
vating an acre of land; why should we not try and
maintain a high standard of agriculture and adopt
such methods of produection that when economie
conditions abroad come down on us we will have
a greater measure of production locally, thereby
preventing people from suffering from starvation?
This is an experimental scheme—a scheme for the
purpose of finding out in case of any future land
settlement scheme what is the best economic unit
on which we can settle people. Even if honourable
members differ as to details they should agree to
a scheme like this one; it is open to the public to
see that those who oppose this Resolition are mot
really serious when they say that they are in favour
‘of any land settlement scheme. Do those honour-
able members who are opposing this Resolution
expect the Government to go about these matters
anyhow? Do they not expeet the Government to
go about these matters scientifically and in the
best possible way?

An honourable member opposed the conditions
with regard to the termination of the lease of this
land; but could you take any honourable member
seriously when he opposes the termination of the
lease of this land if a tenant fails to pay rent with-
in six months of the date on which it becomes due?
Could you conceive of this rent being paid six
months after the date on which it becomes due? I
do not think any member should oppose the ter-
mination of the lease if a tenant fails to cultivate
his holding in a manner satisfactory to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture. That condition shows that
the Department is guxious about the land being put
to the best use, and if the land is to be put to the
best use it is obvious that the Government would
have to be in a position to control the use of it.
" The last condition with regard to the termination
of the lease is if the tenant fails to reside continu-
ously on the land; the honourable member also
ranted against that condition, but is it not obvious
that he was only arguing according to his convie-
tion that the plantation system is the best system
for now and forever? We have to make such con-
ditinng but the honourable member would Iike
people to work on a plantation part-time and whole-
time somewhere else. We are aware of the tactics
of those honourable members who are now aligning
themselves against the ‘Government in this scheme,

Mr. MAPP : Mr. Chairman—If honourable mem-
bers are really serious they will see that as soon as
they oppose a resolution like this it shows that they
are not sincere. This committee and the general pub-
lic are not convinced that those members who are in
favour of the prineiple of land settlement but do not
agree with the details of this Resolution are sincere.
You preach the principle of land settlement. .Any man
who agrees with that prineiple would try to bring
tc the notice of the Government that he thinks it
should be on the basis of two or three-acre lots; but
he would not get up and oppose this Resolution.
in favour of passing this Resolution to show where
their arguments fall to the ground, and where they
are only adopting this attitude to-day because that
was their attitude last week and they feel that they
should stick to that attitude to-day. Do they think
they have eonvinced anyvone when in one breath they
praise the plantation system, and in the other they

want to reduce this scheme to the least acreage possi-
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ble? That effect of their argument is, either give
this land to 29 people er to none at all. I heard some
reply to that which does not even deserve an answer.
At one moment they were saying do not mind Jamaica,
and at another, follow Puerto Rico. We must follow
Puerto Rico—we, a little eolony. Because a hundred
thousand people are looking for land, you must buy
29 acres and divide it in one acre lots. You cannot
satisfy all the people who want land; therefore, in my
view, you should divide the land you have into lots
that will yield the best results. Even if honourable
members do not agree with the size of the lot set out
i this Resolution, once they agree with the prineiple
of the division of land they should not oppose this
Resolution. Sir, I have spoken a long time. 1 am
sorry that the honourable senior member for Christ
Church looks tired. His arguments were very weak
to-night. He put up arguments about a housing
scheme, but produced nothing to show why he should
vot vote for this Resolution. He did not say that
he was convineed that the one-acre scheme was the
best. Some honourable members have said that this
plantation was not paying the Government. That is
one of the strongest arguments in favour of the Reso-
lution. If 29 aeres as one unit did not pay, how will
a one-acre unit pay? I say, sir, that it will be o very
serious day, not only for the good sense of this House,
but also for the future of the community as a whole
it this Resolution is turned down. In my view this
scheme should be used as a basis for similar schemes.
It is time, I think, that honourable members should
gee the wisdom of starting schemes like this with
a view to having greater schemeg in the futarc.
Those who believe in the plantation system may in
the next 15 years be telling us that the Govern-
ment should take some such step; because they may
well find that fewer and fewer people will be willing
to work their plantations for them. If they have any
sincerity in their pleas, and they want to see the best
possible done for the economy of the island, and the
living standards of the people, they will try their best
to advance such schemes as this rather than oppose
them. Even if they differ as to the details of the
scheme, that is nothing to do with the prineciple. But
the whole point of the matter is that honourable mem-
bers who spoke against this scheme did it in the in-
terest of the plantation system. The honourable junior
member for St. George said openly that the planta-
system is the best in the West Indies. He may be
seeing a different story the next ten years. T say
that it is up to those honourable members who believe
ir land settlement schemes and who want to revolu-
tionise the economy of the island to support schemes
like this. If you divide up land for peasant proprie-
ters into one-acre Jots, do you not see that your last
state will be worse than the first? You will be en-
couraging an economy that is controlled by those peo-
tle who own 300 acres. The big planters rejoice to

see that the peasants cannot even come together

and form an association. In Trinidad you will find
peasants who own 20 and 30 acres; and they have an
sssociation. In Jamaica where peasants own even more
acres, they have come together in an association of
responsible people, some of whom know something of
higher fianance, and can represent the others. In this
island you have the mass of peasants with eighth of
an acre lots, and they have never been able to get to-
gether. That ig the gort of thing that appeals te the
hcnourable members on the other side of the table.
That is why they want to see such a scheme as this re-
duced to the smallest possible unit. Bring it down to
one acre so that you ean perpetuate the old system. I
am going to sit mow, sir, and leave to the dictates of
eonscience and good sense the result of this vote. T have
spoken a long time, not because I had any hope of

changing the minds of honourable members, but be-
cause I, along with other honourable members who
support the Government feel that if a scheme like
this should fall to the ground, it would be nothing
short of a tragedy to those who really believe in land
settlement schemes. 'If you believe in such schemes,
then I say it is in the best interests of the island to
give the Government a chance to try out this scheme.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman—7The hon-
ourable junior member for St. Thomas has very
kindly left the resuit of this matter to our conscien-
ces. A minute earlier he said that we were voting
according to some unholy alliance. In my folly, sir,
I have always felt that in this Chamber we did vote
according to our consciences. According to the hen-
ourable member, those who are in favour of a land
settlement scheme, and those who favour the planta-
tion system are in an unholy alliance tonight. IHe
regarded us as strange bed fellows. I do not think
it wiil take g very great effort on the part of his
memory to think of other unholy alliances. On my
right are people who believe in full employment—
finding a full day’s work for every member of the
community. On my left are people who believe in
the plantation system and in mechanisation of the
sugar industry. Only about a week ago we saw these
two sections in an unholy alliance for the purpose of
mechanising the removal and distribution in the
field of farm manure.

My. CHAIRMAN: I will ask the honourable
member to stick to this Resolution. I am tired of
sitting here and hearing all this.

Mr. CRAWFORD: T agree with you, sir. I am:
only trying to show another unholy alliance.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Stick to the Resolution.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am sure that at least on
four oceasions I heard the homourable junior mem-
ber for St. Thomas allege that the voting in this
House has degenerated into a system of voting by
unholy alliance rather than by reason and logic.

Mr. MAPP: Mr. Chairman—TI did not make any
general eharge. It would be foolish to make such a
general statement. I said that on the particular
issue there was a strange alliance. T have a mind of
my own.

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 am not saying that the
honourable member does not have a mind of his own.
But I am convinced that when he comes here om
Tuesdays he leaves it outside. We all know that he
is g straight party man.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Please stick to the Resolu-
tion.

Mr. CRAWFORD: If we had been asked to
divide this land between two or between twenty-two
people he would have supported it, purely because
his party asked for it. I would llike to tell the hen-
ourable member something. This scheme has been sent
down with the blessing of the Director of Agriculture.
The Director of Agriculture is an extremely efficient
Civil Servant and is quite successful in the dis-
charge of his duties. But the honourable junior mem-
ber for St. Thomas must forget—and the Director
himself would not disagree with this—that the
Director believes most firmly in the plantation
system. While the Director has no constituents to
satisfy, the honourable members on my left have con-
stituents to satisfy. The Director has put up a scheme
which in his opinion will give satisfaction to the peo-
ple, and would at the same time satisfy his personal
belief in the plantation system. In other words, it is
wrong for the honourable junior member for St.
Thomas or any other honourable member to think
that if this scheme had been supported, and to some
extent sponsored by an official of 5 different outlook,
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stbvat it might not have beem submitted to the Homse
in g different manner. If he takes the trouble to
shaeck up on g few things I think that he will appre-
eiate the point. The point of view that even if you do
a0t aecept the details of this scheme, you shounld pass
‘this Resolution omce you agree with the principle
wmight be all well for people whe are walking en their
‘heads. But peaple who have to try to maintain a per-
feet sense of balanee will appreeciate that in .a matter
dikke this, if yow lay » bad foundation yoem will
sccomplish mothing. Of counse everyone in the eolony
eanmot be settled on land. But people whe have
devoted seome time and attention to this matter can-
not fail to be surprised at the suggestion which is
before the House, that merely because you support
the principle of starting o land settlement scheme,
Fou should sepport any schame for land settlement
that comes before the House. That suggestion is so
udierous that I do mot think it meeds any further
cfpament.

On the motion being put that the Resolution do |
znow pass the question was reselved in the negative |
8 & givisiom ags follows:—

Ayes: Messrs Marp, Cox, F. L. Warcorr, Dr.
Cummns, Apans, and Brancoxer—(6).

Noes: Mesers Morylrey, Auvper, CRAWFORD,
Downing, Warn, Haynes, B. K. Warncorr, GoppARD,
and REECE.—(9).

RE%@LWIGN FOR LIGHTING AT SEAWELL

AUGUST 14, 1951

{ it this Session.

Mr. F. L. Wavrcorr asked for and was granted
leawe to take as the mext Order 3 Resclution that the
stum of $19,469 be granted from the Public Treasury
and placed at the disposal of the Governor-in-Execu-
tive Committee to supplement the Estimates 1951-52,
Part 2, Capital, as shown in the Supplementary Esti-
mwates, 1951-52, No. 17, which form the Schedule to
the Resolution.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman — This
Resolution seeks to provide funds for the installation
of Tighting at Seawell Airport. The Addendum sets
out the maitter and I beg to move that this Resodution
do now pass.

WMr. COX: I beg to second that.

The motion was put to the Committee and carried
Hem. 0N,

On the motion of Mr. F. L. 'WiLcorT seconded
by Mr. Cox the Chairman veported and Mr. SPEAKTR
resumed the Chair and reported the passing of one
Resolution in Committee of Supply the postponement
of one amd the rejection of ene.

On separate motioms of Dr. Coummmns seeonded
by Mr. F. L. WarcorT the Resolution passed in Com
‘mittee of Supply was read a first and second time
and agreed to.

DEBATE ON BREJECTED RESOLUTION

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker— I am asking leave
1o pestpone the items on the Order Paper down 1o
No. 14 and that No. 15 be the next Order of the Day.

Mr. E. . WALCOTT: Mr. Spesker— I think
‘that we should follow the custom of withdrawing
‘the rejected Resolution from the Order Paper. The
Resolution was rejeeted in committee. T move that
‘the Resolution which was rejected in committee be
removed from the Order Paper.

Mr. MOTTLEY: T beg to second that.

Mr. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker— Now that honour-
able members who pretend to be Socialists see the|
result of the vote on this Resolution, T wonder ii|

when they have a chance of dealing with it again this:
session if they are going to play into the hands of

those people who do mot want fo -do the slightess
thing to help the peor of this country to live on land
as long as they can pin them down to the plantation
system. Now that. they see what they have .done, I
wonder if they will vote for the motion now before
the House instead of giving us a chamce to deal with
it again this session. The country will judge them.
Everyone expects that the henourable senior member
tor it. James would do what he has just done.

Mr. B. E. WALCOTT- If the honeurable senior
member would be prepared to change the Resolution,
merely keeping the same amount of meney im it, {
would be only teo willing to withdraw my motion
If on the other hand he proposes, after this Resolu-
tion was rejected by the Committee, to bring it back
the same way, that is a different matter. It hag al-
ways been the custom to take from the Order Paper a
Resolution that has been rejected in committee.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 will have to give the honour-
able senior member for St. Joseph permission to
reply. .

Mr. ADAMS: Does Your Hanour expect me to
reply to that? 1 say I want it to remain on the Order
Paper so that further consideration can be :given o
Does the honourable member think
that I .am three years old?

Mr. F. L, WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker— 1 am sur-
prised 40 hear the honounable semior member for St
James make this meotion when last Tuesday he want-
ed the Government to-bring something down explain-
ing the details of what they were going to do as far
a5 the land settlement seheme at Seawell was con-
cermed. He has not said one word about that to-day,
but ®e has rughed now to have the Resolution remov-
ed. e did not have the ‘temerity to speak on it
after asking for the details. He is in the position of
leading a party that seems to be going down hill, and
he does not even have eourage. He would like to know
under what system you are going to give the people
this land. The scheme has been cireulated to hon-
ourable members and the honourable senior member
for S¢. James has zaid not one word about it. But
he is the first to move that this Resolution be taken
from the Order Paper. This is the sort of situation
that you have to face. T can sit and smile, however,
because when youn are playing eards you always keep
baeck some trumps.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker— I merely
want to express my objection to the statement madz
by the honourable senior member for St. Jeseph that
the honourable senior member for St. John and my-
gelf and others who veted against the Resolution d&id
as a result of any unholy allianee.

Mr. ADAMS: I appeal to my worst oppoenens
to say if T have said that.

Mr. CRAWFORD : If the Resolution eomes baek
to the House as it stands I will vote against it. He
should have told the House whether he intends to
Bring it haek in the same way or not. No ene wants
the matter to be abandoned if there is a possibility
of the Government’s changing it. What 1 person-
ally fear is this: If the same Resolution remains on
the Order Paper it is possible that at a subsequent
meeting, at midday or midright, when the intro-
ducers of the Resolution have a sufficiently large
number of people to support it they will push it
through as it stands. If we vote for its removal from
the Order Paper we do so because we expect that a
changed Resolution will be brought later in the ses
sion. .

Mr. MAPP: Mr. Speaker— When we debated
the Resolution last Tuesday the honourable members
opposite did not give the impression that they wers
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telling the Government ‘‘either accept our suggestion
or we will ask that the Resolution be taken from the
Order Paper.”” Thig stresses the idea of this one acre
lot. None of the honourable members on the other side
said that they were going to rejeet the Resolutiop

It came as an absolute surprise to us. The impression
that those members gave was that if after the Gov-
ernment had considered the matter carefully, they

decided net to change the terms of the Resolution,
they on the other gide would agrée to the passing of
the Resolution. I do not see how anyone who is in
favour of land settlement could vote for removing
this Resolution from the Order Paper. '

Mr. MOTTLEY : Mr. Speaker, I have been told
that if we do not take this Resolution off the Order
Paper the Leader of the House can bring it back
and pass it when there is a majority in the House
in favour of it. I have also been told that he can
change the scheme and bring back a Resolution this
session for the same amount of money. According
to the rules of procedure, it is only for you to rule
sir. The honourable senior member for St. Joseph
says that he can bring back a resolution for a thous
and dollars. For those reasons and because of the
views which I have expressed on this matter I wil
vote for the removal of the Resolution from the Order
Paper. The honourable senior member for St. Joseph
has not yet given an assurance that if the resolution
remains on the Order Paper he will come back with
an amended scheme. Last week he promised that
he would tell the Executive the views of members of
the Opposition. If, according to the rules of pro-
cedure, this Resolution can be brought back next
Tuesday and got through in case there is not a
majority of the Opposition present, the Opposition
would be the biggest fools in the world not to ask
that it be removed from the Order Paper, unless
the honourable senior member for St. Joseph prom
ises to bring down a scheme incorporating the views
of the Opposition. Any man who voted with the
Opposition against this Resolution and is now afraid
to vote to have it removed from the Order Paper 1s
no man.

Mr. COX : Mr. Speaker — When the Opposi-
tion voted against this scheme I thought it a genuine
attempt to get a larger number of people on this
plot. But after seeing the attitude of the honourabls
senior member for St. James who is leading that
party, T am satisfied that it was always their inten-
tion to kill this scheme. It did appear last Tuesday
that the honourable member had no confidence that
the Government would cireulate the terms of the
scheme for their perusal, and he therefore pressed
that such a scheme be circulated before agreeing to
the Resolution. That scheme was eireulated today,
and as the honourable senior member for St. Peter
has just said, the honourable senior member for St.
James did not make one comment upon it. He sat like a
wise old owl and said nothing, but in the end he makes
a move that is unusual to this House. I have
been here since 1944, and I have seen Resolutions
that were rejected put at the bottom of the Order
Paper. They were not taken off immediately. After
getting all the information he wants about the
scheme, the only thing that the honourable senior
member for St. James can do is to get up quickly
and ask that the Resolution be taken off the Order
Paper. Some people are never prepared to start any
scheme for the benefit of the agricultural workers of
this country, and even if someone else starts it, they
are the first to kill it. Some honourable members
would like to suggest half-acre lots, and then when
everything is finished they ask to have it removed
from the Order Paper. I am convineced that the
Opposition never intended to support this scheme for

the benefit of the peasants and agricultural workers-
of this island. Lo

Mr. REECE: Mr. Speaker— The mere: fact.
that we have voted against the scheme brought -in.
this Resolution does not -mean that we will .not vote
for another scheme brought in another ‘Reésolution.
The fact that we are not in favour of-dividing this.
land into four-acre lots does not mean that we wiil
not be in favour of dividing it into one-acre or two-
acre lots, Another Resolution can be brought dealing
with this matter, The only way that this House can
force the Government to bring down another Resolu-
tion in keeping with the views of the House is to vote
for the removal of this one from the Order Paper.

Motion that the Resolution rejected in commit-
tee be removed from the Order Paper was put and
decided in the affirmative, the House dividing as-
follows :— ﬁ

Ayes : Messrs. Allder, Crawford, Bethell, Dowd-
ing, Ward, Haynes, E. K. Walcott, Goddard, Reece
and Mottley—(10).

Noes: Messry. Smith, Miller, Mapp, Bryan, Cox,
¥. L. Waleott, Dr. Cummins, Adams and Brancker
BILL TO AMEND INCOME TAX ACT

Dr. CUMMINS : Mr. Speaker, I am asking
leave to take Order No. 16 as the next Order of the
Day.—Bill intituled an Act to amend the Income
Tax Aect, 1921.

There being no objection, leave was granted.

Dr. CUMMINS : Mr. Speaker—The reason
why I have asked leave to deal with this Bill is that
assessments cannot be sent out until this Bill is dealt
with. The Bill itself needs no long explanation. It
is in keeping with the decision to change the expres-
sions from sterling to dollars and cents. I move that
the Bill be read a second time,

Mr. Cox seconded. S .

On the motion of Dr. Cummins seconded by Mr.
Cox His Hounour left the Chair and the House went
into Committee, Mr. Smith in the Chair. .

The three clauses of the Bill were read and
passed. '

- On motion of Dr. Cummins seconded by Mr. Cox
the Chairman reported and Mr. Speaker resumed
the Chair and reported the passing of the Bill in
Committee.

On separate motions of Dr. Cummins seconded
by Mr. Cox the Bill was read a third time and passed,
and the title read and agreed to.

The three Clauses of the Bill were read and
passed.

On the motion of Dr, Cuommins, seconded by
Mr. Cox, the CHAIRMAN reported the passing of the
Bill in Committee. '

MRr. SpEAKER resumed the Chair and report-
ed accordingly. ) :

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

COUNCIL’S AMENDMENTS TO THE GOVERN-
MENT SCHOLARSHIPS AND EXHIBITIONS
(AMENDMENT) BILL 1949.

" Mr. ADAMS: 1T ask leave to take Order No.
15 as the next Order of the Day.
Mr. DOWDING: 1 object.
adjourn at this stage.
Mr. E. K. WALCOTT: I appeal to the honour-
able member to withdraw his objection. ’
Mr. DOWDING: T beg to withdraw my objee-
tiomn.
Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the honourable senior mem-
ber for St. Thomas:—To move the consideration of

I think we should




Uity v

L

~ AUGUST 14, 1951

1007 .

_ the Amendments of the Honourable the Legislative

Uouncil to the Bill to amend the Government Schol-
arships and Exhibitions Act 1949,

Mr. ADAMS: 1 ask leave to take charge of
this Order. . s

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

Mr, ADAMS:  Mr. Speaker,—The point has
been raised as to whether the Other Place was in

order in making an amendment -to this Bill, an |

amendment which created a charge on the Treasury.
The Other Place is not in order to do that, but this
is one of those things which the House might waive
and which the House has already waived. There
is the most recent ease in which an addition was
made in the Other Place to the percentage to be
paid by the Government in respect of the Natural
Gas Corporation; in such cases the practice is that
the House realises that there has been a breach of
its privileges, but agrees to waive the breach of
privilege and aceepts the amendment. In this case I
may tell honourable members that it was purely a
question of an oversight on my part; when the
original Resolution came down to the House the
date was fixed late in September and I thought it
would have covered Barbados Scholars of last year.
Those Scholars were not covered and it was the
wish of the Executive Committee that the date be
altered so as to cover them; the Other Place carried
out the wish of the Executive Committee in making
that amendment. This is not one of the cases in‘whlch
the House would be justified in insisting on a breach
of its privileges having been committed when tl}at
breach of privilege is perfectly in keeping with the in-
tention of the Government when it sent down the
original Bill; the Government intended to increase
this aid to Barbados Scholars who were just begin-
ning their studies as well as those for the future.
I am asking that the House place on record the
fact that a breach of privilege has been commitited
by the Other Place, but waives its right to object
to that breach of privilege and to accept the amend-
ment. Before I make any motion I am asking that
the intention of the House be signified in order that
it might appear in the Minutes.
' Mr. SPEAKER: It has been pointed out to
me that a breach of privilege has been committed
by the Other Place, but that the House waives its
right to object to the breach of privilege and desires
that its action be put on record.

Mr; ADAMS: I beg to move that the amend-
ments of the Other Place be now read a first time.

Mr. Cox seconded the motion which wag agreed
to.

On motions of Mr. Apawms, seconded by Mr. Cox
in each case, the amendments were read a second time

and agreed to.

LLEASF OF LAND TO LABOURERS AT DODDS
- ' PLANTATION

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I ask leave to take
Order No. 20 as the next Order of the Day.

There being no objection, the honourable mem-
ber was granted leave.

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the honourable senior
member for St. Peter —To move the passing of the
following Resolution :—Resolution to authorize the
Governor-in-Executive Committee to lease in small
plots to agricultural labourers a parcel of land of
an area of approximately five acres forming part
of Dodds Plantation situated in the parish of St.
Philip.

18[1‘. F. L. WALCOTT: This Resolution is
nothing to do with the Government’s intention to

carry out a profit-sharing system at Dodds; of which
we have spoken; this is a case in which some of the
workers at this plantation do not get the benefit
of living on the plantation and having cheap plots.

| Some of these workers have approached the Attor-

ney in respect of thé privilege of living on the plan-
tation and it has been agreed to give them that
privilege. I beg to move that this Resolution do
now pass, ‘ ‘ ' o

Mr. COX: I beg to second that. =

Mr. CRAWFORD: This is a matter which has
been exercising the minds of the labourers at Dodds
Plantation for some time. It was the subject of
some Questions which I asked in this House and the
Government has taken quite a long time to bring
forward this matter. I am sure that the people
involved will be very much concerned about this
matter now that some action is being taken in con-
nection with it. The manager at Dodds is also the
manager at Seawell; he lives at Seawell and finds
it difficult to manage Dodds having to live so far
away from that plantation, and it has been sug-
gested that a house bé built at Dodds for the accom-
modation of the manager and possibly one for the
overseer. There are certain details in connection
with the workers at the plantation, which I do not
care to expose here tonight. However, it is sincere-
ly to be hoped that the Government will pay im-
mediate attention to this long overdue question of
providing suitable accommodation for the manager
and possibly the overseer at Dodds Plantation, .

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

LEASE OF THE PRINCESS ALICE PLAYING
FIELD TO THE VESTRY OF ST. MICHARL

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
also stands in the name of the honourable senior
member for St. Peter:—To move the passing of the
following Resolution :—Resolution to authorize the
Governor-in-Executive Committee to lease to the.
Vestry of St. Michael that parcel of land known as
The Princess Alice Playing Field situated in the
parish of St. Michael and containing by admeasure-
ment 6 acres, 3 roods, 32 perches.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Honourable members
will remember that some time ago the House passed
a Bill giving the Governor-in-Executive Committee
authority to lease land to Vestries, and this Reso-
lution seeks to give the Governor-in-Executive
Committee authority to lease the Princess Alice
Playing Field to the Vestry of St. Michael in accord-
ance with the Executive Committee (Amendment)
Act. T beg to move that this Resolution do now
pass.

Mr. COX: 1 beg to second that.

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

RESOLUTION TO AUTHORISE AGREEMENT
RE OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ANALYST

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: T ask leave to take
Order No. 24 as the next Order of the Day.

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

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
also stands in the mname of the honourable senior
member for St. Peter :—To move the passing of the
following Resolution :—Resolution to authorise the
Governor to enter into an agreement with a person
to serve in the Department of Science and Agricul-
ture in the office of Government Analyst.
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Mz, F. L. WALCOTT: This i an important

post in the Government Establishment and the Gov-
efnment has been endeavouring since the retirement
of Mr. Coppin, to find a suitably %ualiﬁed person
‘to fill the post. The Government has made many
enquiries and has found it extremely difficult to
find a person with the gualifications which the law
requires. This Resolution is for the purpose of
giving authority to the Governor to enter into an
agreement with a person to serve in this office, and
the Government has been fortunate in getting this
person. The salary attached to the post originally
was £900 per apnum, but it was diffieult to get a
suitably gualified person at that salary and a sal-

ary of £1,250 per annum is now being offered. 1|

beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.
“Mr. COX: I beg to second that.
The guestion that this Resolution do now pass
was put and resolved in the affirmative without
divisien.

LEASE OF LAND TO THE VESTRY OF
CHRIST CHURCH

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I ask leave to take
Order No. 18 as the next Order of the Day.

Mr. MOTTLEY: I object.

The guestion that Order No. 18 be taken as the
next Order of the Day was put and resolved in the
affirmative.

A division was taken as follows:—

Ayes: Messrs. SmiTH, Mapp, Bryan, Cox, F. L.
WarcoTT, ApaMs, DBRANCKER, WARD, HAYNES,
Gooparp and Reece—11.

Noes: Messrs. AripeEr, CraAwrorp, MorTLEY, E.
K. Warcorr and DowniNeg—35.

Mr. SPEAKER: The guestion has been decid-
ed in the affirmative, eleven honourable members
voting “Aye”, and five honourable members voting
“No”. 1 declare the “Ayes” have it. The next
Order therefore also stands in the name of the hon-
ourahle senior member for St. Peter :—To move the
pagsing of the following Resolution :—Resolution to
make it lawful for the Vestry of Christ Church to
lease a parcel of land containing by admeasurement
1 ac. 2 rds. 10 perches, part of Kent Plantation to
the Governor-in-Executive Committee for a period
not exceeding twenty-one years at a peppercorn
rent for the purpose of establishing a Playing Field.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: This is a mere formal-
ity ; it is one of the schemes in connection with the
Labour Welfare Act. 1 beg to mgve that this Reso-
lution do new pass.

Mr. GOX: I beg to second that.

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

ORDER POSTPONED

Mr. ADAMS: 1 ask leave to take Order No.
22 as the next Order of the Day. In connection
with this matter, I should like to say that Barbados
is lagging behind Jamaiea in not having a Bill of
thig sort, a Pioneer Industries (Encouragement)
Bill, on the Statute Book.

Mr. ALLDER: 1 think it would be unreason-
able to deal with a Bill of this sort at this stage.
The hour is late, thig is an important Bill and I think
honeurable members should be given the opportunity
to discuss this Bill without any incenvenience.

Mr. ADAMS: I am willing to withdraw my
nmotion in favour of the honourable senior member
for St. Luey, in the hope that honourable members
on that gide of the House will remain to deal with
Order No. 22, which is a Bill which has already been

passed by the House. The Bifl-is the same okl .one
plus the faet that we have put in income tax exemp-
tion. However I withdraw my request. ‘

ST. LUCY’S (BARBADOS) LOAN
(AMENDMENT) BILL, 1951.

Mr. WARD: 1 ask leave to take Order No.
57 under Private Members’ Business as the next
Oxrder of the Day.

There being no objection, the honourable mem-
ber was granted leave.

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the honeurable senior member
for St. Lucy:— To move the second reading of a

1 Bill to amend the St. Lucy’s (Barbados) Lean Aect,

1949.

Mr. WARD: "This Act was passed some time
ago, bat the Vestry of 8t. Luey decided that instead
of building a Rectory they would remodel the old
Rectory. I beg to move that thig Bill be now read
a second time.

Mr. BRANCKER: I beg to seeond that.

Mr. MAPP: Can the honourable member give
the reasons why the Vestry want to change that for
which they have already asked? '

Mr. WARD: We have changed over to repair-
ing and remodelling the Rectory, but the amount of
money has not been changed.

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

On the motion of Mr. Wagp, seconded by Mr.
Braxcksr, Mr. Spraker left the Chair, and the
House went into Committee on the Bill, Mr. Susra
being in the Chair.

(lauvse I was read and passed.

Clause 2 was read as follows:—

2. Section two of the Saint Ley’s (Barbados)
Loan Aect 1949 is hereby amended by inserting im-
mediately after the word ‘‘parish’’ occurring in line
eight thereof the words ‘“or of remodelling and
making extensive repairs to the present Reectory for
the said parish.”’

Mr. WARD: In moving that Clause 2 stand
part of the Bill I should like to explain that origin-
ally the Vestry had in mind the ereetion of a new
Rectory and a building for the Nurses at the Alms-
house, but after considering the matter carefully,
the Building Committee decided that it would not
be necessary to spend momney on the erection of a
new Rectory, but that it should be remodelled. The
Vestry then decided that they would change over
from building a new Bectory to remodelling or re-
pairing the present one, hut the amount of £6,000
still remains. We are not spending all this money
on the Rectory; there are other buildings which are
in need of repair and the Vestry are of the opinion
that some of this money should be spent on those
other buildings. I beg to move that Clause 2 stand
part of the Bill.

Mr. BRANCKER: T beg to second that.

Mr. MAPP: T think that this is the seeond
Bill of this kind which has been brought before this
House. We passed a Bill for a specific purpose; the
Petition which +was presented to the House
asked that & Bill be passed authorising the Vestry
to borrow & sum of money not exceeding £6,000 to
be applied by them in erecting a new Rectory for
the parish and also in providing additional aceom-
modation for the Nursing Staff at the Almshouse.
Before 1 go further I should like to ask the honour-
able introducer of this Bill whether this alternative
is in accordance with the rules of draughtsmanship.
Is this a question of erecting a new Reetory or re-

—— P
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modelling the present one? I cannot support the
Bill with this alternative proposal.

Mr. WARD: The Vestry decided to remodel and
repair the present Rectory; the Bill itself says what
is going to be done.

Mr. MAPP: I suggest to the honourable mem-
ber that he should postpone the consideration of this
Bill until a later date. FPerhaps the honourable
member might be afraid to answer what I am asking;
we have passed a Bill giving the Vestry permission
to raise a loan for the purpose of building a new
Rectory, now we are passing another Bill giving
them permission either to build a new Rectory or
to remodel the present one. If they have decided
to remodel the present Rectory, it seems to me to be
the easiest thing in the world to say so. I suggest
that there is more in this Bill than what meets the
eye; we have information from members of the
Vestry themselves. If the Vestry have made up
their minds to remodel the old Rectory, 1let the
honourable member delete the word ‘“‘build’’ and
Yeave the word ‘‘remodel’’ in this Bill.

Mr. WARD: When the first Bill was brought
before the House, it was agreed—the Petition hav-
ing been signed by the members of the Vestry—that
the Rectory should be re-built. Then it was decided
that if the Rectory could be properly repaired, that
should be done, and we are only asking for scope
enough to say whether we should repair the Rectory
or-build a new sne. All the members of the Vestry
signed this new Petition; the honourable member
might have got his information from a side Vestry
of whom we know nothing.

Mr. ADAMS: I did not read this Bill, I know
nothing about it and I am opposing it. I am there-
fore taking a leaf out of the book of the Opposition.
I heard the honourable junior member for St.
Thomas say that the word ‘‘build’’ should be taken
out and the Bill drafted properly. The Petition
which was presented to this House asks that the
Vestry be given permission to repair the present
Rectory instead of building a new one, but the hon-
ourable member is asking us to pass this amendment
allowing the Vestry to say that if it is not worth while
repairing the Rectory they will build a new one.
But how can they do that in respect of this Petition
‘What the honourable junior member for St. Thomas
has said is quite reasonable; I am suggesting that
they will have to start afresh, state that it is more

“economic to rebuild the Rectory on the same site,

and then ask the House for permission to do that.

Mr. WARD: The Vestry decided not to rebuild
the Rectory if they find that they can repair the
present one; the Clause has been worded in this way
so that the Viestry would be able either to build a
new Rectory or remodel the present one. However,
T am asking leave ¢o delete the words ‘‘inserting
immediately after the word ‘parish’ oceurring in
line eight thereof the words or of’’ occurring in
lines 2, 3 and 4 of this Clause in order to insert the
words ‘‘deleting the words ‘erecting a new Ree-
tory’ ”’, and to delete the words ‘‘for the said par-
ish’’ oceurring at the end of the Clause in order to
insert the words ‘‘in place thereof.”’

There being mno objection, the
member was granted leave,

Mr. ADAMS: I suggest that we postpone the
eonsideration of this Bill and give the honourable
junior member for St. Andrew a chance to deal with
his Bill.

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

honourable

Clause 3 was read and passed. :

On the motion of Mr. Warp, seconded by Mr.
BrANCKER, the CHAIRMAN reported the passing of
the Bill in Committee with amendments.

Mr. SpEAkER resumed the Chair and reported
~accordingly.

On motions of Mr. Warp, seconded by Mr.
BrANCKER in each case, the Bill was read a third
time and passed.

ST. ANDREW’S PARISH (BARBADOS) LOAN
BILL, 1951

Mr. HAYNES: I ask leave to take Order No.
56 under Private Members’ Business as the mnext
Order of the Day.

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

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the honourable junior mem-
ber for St. Andrew :— To move the second reading of
a Bill to authorise the Vestry of St. Andrew to
borrow $6,000.00 to be applied in erecting suitable
quarters for the Nursing Staff at the Almshouse at
Belleplaine.

Mr. HAYNES: This iz a non-controversial
matter. I beg to move that this Bill be now read a
second time. :

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I beg to second that.
The question that this Bill be now read a second
time was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division.

Mr. ADAMS: I beg to move that # be made a
direction to the Committee when the House is in
Committee that the Clauses of this Bill be taken as
read on their numbers being called.

Mr. Cox seconded the motion which was agreed
to.

On the motion of Mr. HavNEs, seconded by Mr.
Warp, Mr. SpEAKER left the Chair, and the House
went into Committee on the Bill, Mr. SMrTH being
in the Chair.

On the motion of Mr. HAYNEs, seconded by Mr.
‘WaRD, the Preamble was postponed.

passed.

The two Schedules were called and passed.

The Preamble was called and agreed to.

On the motion of Mr. HavynEs, seconded by Mr.
WaRD, the CHAmMAN reported the passing of the
Bill in Committee. '

Mr. SpeAger resumed the Chair and reported
aceordingly,

On motions of Mr. HavNEs, seconded by Mr.
Warp in each case, the Bill was read a third time
and passed. )

ORDER POSTPONED

Mr. ADAMS: Owing to the lateness of the honr,
I am not asking that the Pioweer Industries (En-
couragement) Bill be dealt with now. Tt is an im-
portant Bill, but it is only a question of inserting
a Clause which was left out on the last ocecasion.

THE ADJOURNMENT

The Order Paper having been fixed. )

Mr. ADAMS: I beg to move that this House do
now adjourn until Tuesday next, the 21st instant,
it 3 o’clock p.m.

Mr. Cox seconded the motion, which was agreed

to. Mr. SprAkER adjourned the House accordingly.

The 12 Clauses of the Bill were called anéd- -





