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THE

House of Assembly Debates

(OFFICIAL

REPORT)

SESSION

1950—-51

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 3rd July, 1951
Pursuant to adjournment, the House of Assem-
bly met at 3 o’clock p.m. today.

Present :

His Honour Mr. K. N. R. Husanps (Speaker), Mr.
L. E. SMmn (Chairman of Committees), Dr. H. G.

H. Commins, M.D., C.M., Messrs T. O. Brvan, F. B. |

MiLEr, M. E. Cox, D. D. Gar~er, F. L. WaArcoTT,
H. A. Dowping, E. K. Wavcorr, K.C., J. H. Wi
KiNsoN, O.B.E., J. A. HavynEes, B.A. and F. C. Gop-
DARD.

Prayers were read.
MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting which was held
on the 12th June, 1951, having been circulated, were
taken as read and confirmed.

MESSAGE FROM THE LEGISLATIVE
COUNCIL

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform
the House that I have reeeived from the Honourable
the Legislative Council a Message returning the Bill
intituled an Aect to provide for the Regulation of
Public Utilitles with amendments.

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker.—I have the honour
to present from His Excellency the Governor a
Message as follows:— ,

MESSAGE NO. 17/1951

His Ezxcellency the Governor
To
The Honourable The House of Assembly

His Excellency the Governor has the honour to
pefer to the Address from the Honourable the House
of Assembly dated the 22nd of May, and to inform
the Honourable House that, as soon as the circum-
stanees relating to the death in Capetown of Mr,
Milton King became known, urgent representations

were sent to His Majesty’s Principal Secretary of
State for the Colonies, with request that he should
arrange for the interests of Mr. King’s dependants
to be closely watched. A further Message will be
sent to the Honourable House on the receipt of the
Secretary of State’s reply.

L. SAVAGE,

Governor,
Government House,
Bridgetown,
20th June, 1951.

MESSAGE FROM HIS HONOUR THE
GOVERNOR’'S DEPUTY

Dr. CUMMINS: 1 also have the honour to
present from His Honour the Governor’s Deputy
Messages as follows :—

MESSAGE No. 18/1951

His Honour The Governor’s Deputy
To
The Honourable The House Of Assembly

His Honour the Governor’s Deputy has.the hon-
our to inform the Honourable the House of Assem-
bly that His Execellency the Governor hag taken note
of the sentiments of the Honourable House concern-
ing the present racial policy of the Govermment of
the Union of South Afriea, which were set out in the
Address from the Honourable House dated the 6th of
March, and forwarded a copy of the Address to His
Majesty’s Principal Secretary of State for the Colon-
ies in accordance with the wishes expressed by the
Honourable House.

R. N. TURNER,
Governor’s Deputy.
Bridgetown,
29th June, 1951.

MESSAGE No. 19/1951

His Honour The Governor’s Deputy
To
The Honwourable The House Of Assembly.

His Honour the Governor’s Deputy hag the hon-
our to refer the Honourable the House of Assembly
to Message No. 31/1948 of the 25th October, 1948,
forwarding a eopv of the Economic Co-operation




894

_HOUSE

Agreement between the Governments of the United
Kingdom and the United States of America, and to
the reply from the Honourable House dated the Z3rd
August, 1949, concurring that the Agreement should
be applied to Barbados.

2. In Message No. 10/1950 of the 7th Febru-
ary, 1950, the Honourable House was informed that
the Eeonomic Co-operation Act of the United States
of America had been amended by the Congress of
the United States of America, and that there had
been a consequent exchange of notes between the
Governments of the United Kingdom and the United
States of America. This exchange of notes consti-
tuted an amendnient to the Agrecment to which this
Government is a party, and the Honourable House
was accordingly invited to concur that the exchange
of notes should extend to Barbados, and that this
Government should remain a party to the Agree-
ment,

3. His Honour has been Informed by the Secre-
tary of State for the Colonies that the Congress of
the United States of America has effected further
amendmentg to the Economic Co-operation Act which
are set out in the Appendix to this Message and that
His Majesty’s Government have, in an exchange of
notes, informed the Government of the United States
of America of their adherence to the prineiples and
policies of the Economic Co-operation Aet as amer.d-
ed, subject to the following reservations:—

(a) The United Kingdom Government consider
that the obligations into which they have en-
tered in Article 1 of the Statute of the Coun-
cil of Europe and the statement made by the
Chancellor of the Exchequer on the 2und
November, 1949, to the Council of the Or-
ganisation for European Economic Co-op-
eration (O.E.E.C.) made the United King-
dom position perfectly clear and appear to
them to be not inconsistent with the word-
ing of the Act in Section 102 (a).

In expressing their adherence to the prineci-
ples of Section 102(b) as amended, the
United Kingdom Government regard the
reference to ‘‘restrictive business practices’’
as referring to harmful restrictive business
practices.

There is therefore no change in the position
of His Majesty’s Government as regards references
to ‘‘the unification of Europe” in Section 102(a)
from that set forth in the exchange of notes referred
to in Message No. 10/1950.

4. Sinece the exchange of notes constitutes a
farther amendment of the Agreement to which this
Government is a party, the Honourable the House of
Assembly is invited to eoncur that the exchange of
notes should he extended to Barbados, and this Gov-
ernment should remain a partyv to the Agreement.

R. N. TURNER,
Governor’s Deputy.

(b)

Bridgetown,
2nd July, 1951.

(PUBLIC LAW 535—81st CONGRESS)
(CHAPTER 220—2D SESSION)
(H.R. 7797)

AN ACT

To provide foreign economic assistance.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Re-
presentatives of the United States of America in
Congress gssembled. That this Act may be cited as
the ‘‘Foreign Eeonomic Assistance Act of 1950."

TITLE 1

SEC. 101. This title may be cited as the ‘‘Eco-
nomic Co-operation Aet of 1950.”°

FINDINGS AND DECLARATION OF POLICY

SEC. 102. (a) Section 102 (a) of the Hconomic
Co-operation Act of 1948, is amended by striking out
in the fourth sentence thereof ‘‘trade barriers’”’ and
inserting in lieu thereof ‘‘barriers to trade or to the
free movement of persons”; and by inserting.in the
fifth sentence thereof the word ‘‘further’” before the
word ‘‘unification’’.

(b) Section 102 (b) (1) of such Act is
amended by inserting a comma and the phrase “in-
creased productivity, maximum employment, and
fredom from restrictive business practices” after the
word ‘‘production’’.

GUARANTIES AND LIBERALIZATION ‘c‘)F
TRADE BETWEEN EUROPEAN
COUNTRIES

SEC. 1038 (a) Section 111 (b) (3) (ii) of such
Act is amended to read as follows:

*“(ii) the Administrator shall charge a fee
in an amount determined by him not exceeding
1 per eentum per annum of the amount of each
guaranty under clause (1) of subparagraph (v),
and not exceeding 4 per centum per annum of
the amount of each guaranty under clause (2)
of such subparagraph, and all fees collected here-
under shall be available for expenditure in dis-
charge of liabilities under guaranties made un-
der this paragraph until such time as all such
liabilities have been discharged or have expired,
or until all such fees have been expended in ac-
cordance with the provisiong of this paragraph;
and”’.

(b) Seection 111 (b) (8) (iv) of such Act

is amended to read as follows:—

‘“(iv) as used in this paragraph, the term

" ‘investment’ includes (A) any contribution of
capital goods, materials, equipment, services,
patents, processes, or techniques by any person
in the form of a loan or loans to any enterprise
to be conducted within a participating country,
(B) the purchase of a share of ownership in any
such enterprise, (C) participation in rovalties,
earnings, or profits of any such enterprise, and
(D) the furnishing of capital goods items and
related services pursuant to a contract providing
for payment in whole or in part after the end of
the fiscal year in which the guaranty of such
investment ig made; and”.

{e) Section 111 (b) (8) (v) of such Act is
amended to read as follows:—(v) the guaranty
to any person shall be limited to assuring one
or both of the following: (1) the transfer inte
United States dollars of other currencies, or
credits in such currencies received by such per-
son, as earnings or profits from the approved
projects, as repayment or return of the invest-
ment therein, in whole or in part, or as com-
pensation for the sale or disposition of all or any
part thereof; and (2) the compensation in
United States dollars for loss of all or any part
of the investment in the approved project which
shall be found by the Administrator to have been
lost to such person by reason of expropriation or
confiscation by action of the government of a
participating country. When any payment is
made to any person pursuant to a guaranty as
hereinbefore described, the currency, credits, as-
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sets, or investment on account of which such

payment is made shall become the property of

the United States Government, and the United

States Government shall be subrogated to any

right, title, claim or cause of action existing in

connection therewith.”’

(d) Section 111 (b) (3) of such Act is further
amended by striking out the words between the
second and last provisos therein and inserting in
lieu thereof the following: ‘‘It being the intent of
the Congress that the guaranty herein authorized
should be used to the maximum practicable exient
and so’ administered as to increase the participation
of private enterprise in achieving the purposes of
this Act, the Administrator is authorized to issue
guranties up to a total of $200, 000,000°’.

(e) Section 111 (e) (2) of such Act is amended
by striking out ‘‘$150,000,000”’ and inserting in
lieu thereof ¢‘$200,000,0007’.

(f) Seection 111 of such Aect is further amen-
ded by adding at the end thereof the following new
sub-section : ‘

““(d) The Administrator is authorised to
transfer funds directly to any central institution
or other organization formed to further the pur-
poses of this Act by two or more participating
countries, or to any participating country or
countries in connection with the operations of
such institution or organization, te be used on
terms and conditions specified by the Administra-
tor, in order to facilitate the development of
transferrability of Furopean currencies, or to
promote the leberalization of trade by partici-
pating countries with one another and with other
‘countries. ”’

PROTECTION OF DOMESTIC ECONOMY

SEC. 104 (a) Section 112 (a) of such Act
is amended by striking out the period at the end
thereof and inserting a comma and the following:
““and (3) minimize the burden on the .American
taxpayer by reducing the amount of dollar
purchases by the participating countries to the
greatest extent possible, consistent with maintain-
ing an adequate supply of essentials for the fune-
tioning of their economies and for their continued
recovery.’’

(b) Subsections (b) and (¢) of section 112 of
such Act are hereby repealed.

(e¢) Section 112 (1) of such Act is amended
to read as follows:—

““(1) No funds authorized for the purpose of
this title shall be used for the purchase in bulk
of any commodities at prices higher than the
market price prevailing in the United States at
the time of the purchase adjusted for differences
in the eost of transportation to destination
quality, and terms of payment. A bulk purchase
within the meaning of this subsection does mnot
include the purchase of raw cotton in bales.”

(d) Seetion 112 of such Act is further amended
by adding at the end thereof the following new
subsections :

‘““(m) Notwithstanding any other provision

of law, the pricing provisions of section 112 (e)

of this title and section 4 of the Act of July 16,

1943 (57 stat. 566) shall not be applicable to dom-

estic wheat and wheat flour procured under this

title or any other Act providing for
assistance or relief to foreign ecountries, supplied
to countries which are parties to the Interna-
tional Wheat Agreement of 1949 and credited to

their guaranteed purchases thereunder.

**(n) It is the semse of Congress that no
participating countries shall maintain or impose
any Iimiport, eurrency, tax, licence, quota, or
or other similar business restrictions which dis-
criminate against citizens of the United States or
any corporation, partnership, or other association
substantially beneficially owned by citizens of
the United States, engaged or desiring to engage,
in furtherance of the purpose of this title, in the
importation into such country of any commodity,
which restrictions are not reasonably required to
to meet balance of payments conditions, or re-
quirements of national security, or are not
authorized under international agreements to
which such county and the United States are
parties. In any case where the Department of
State determines that any such diseriminatory
restriction is maintained or imposed by a partici-
pating country or by any dependent area of such
country, the Administrator shall take such reme-
dial action as he determines will effectively pro-
mote the purposes of this subsection (n).”’

AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

SEC. 105, (a) Section 114 (¢) of such Aect is amend-
ed by striking out the period at the end of the first
sentence and inserting in liey thereof a colon and the
following : ‘“‘Provided further, Than in addition to
the amount heretofore authorised and appropriated.
there is hereby authorized to be appropriated for
carrying out the provisions and accomplishing the
purposes of this title not to exceed $2,700,000,000 for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1951: Provided fur-
ther, that $600,000,000 of the funds appropriated
hereunder shall be available during the fiseal year
1951 solely for the purpose of encouraging and facili-
tating the operation of a programme of liberalized
trade and payments for supporting any central insti-
tution or other organization deseribed in subsection
(d) of section 111, and for furnishing of assistance
to those participating countries taking part in such
programme: Provided further, That no more than
$600,000,000 of such funds shall be available during
the fiscal year 1951 for transfer of funds pursuant to
subsection (d) of section 111: Provided further, That
in addition to the foregoing, any balance, unobligated
as of June 30, 1950, or subsequently released from
obligation, of funds appropriated for carrying out
and accomplishing the purpose of this title for any
period ending on or prior to that date is hereby
authorized to be made available for obligation through

| the fiscal year ending June 30, 1951, and to be trans-

ferred to and consolidated with any appropriations

 for carrying out and accomplishing the purposes of

this title for said fiscal year.”

(b) The last sentence of section 114 (¢) of
such Aect is amended to read ag follows: ‘ The author-
izations in this title are limited to the period ending
June 30, 1951.”’

(e)Section 114 of such Act is further amend.
ed by adding at the end thereof the following new
subsections :

‘“(h) The President is authorized to.trans-
fer to any department or agency any portion of
the funds allocated for assistance to Germany
from appropriations authorised by subsection
(). This portion may be used for expenses, not
otherwise provided for, necessary to meet respon-
gibilities of the United States related to the re-
habilitation of occupied areas of Germany, in-
cluding the furnishing of minimum civilian sup-
plies to prevent starvation, disease, and wunrest
prejudicial to the objectives of the occupation.
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This portion may be expended under authority
of this subsection or any provisions of law, not
inconsistent herewith, applicable to such de-
partment or agency and without regprd to such
provisiong of this title as the President may
specify as inapplicable.

‘(1) As agreed upon by the Secretary of
State and the Administrator, a part of the Ger-
man currency now or hereafter deposited under
the bilateral agreement of December 15, 1949,
between the United States and the Federal Re-
public of Germany, or any supplementary or
succeeding agreement, shall be deposited into the
GARIOA (Government and Relief in Oceupied
Areas) special acecount under the terms of article
V of the said bilateral agreement. In quantities
and under conditions determined by the Secre-
tary of State after consultation with the Admin-
istrator, the currency so deposited shall be avail-
able for meeting the responsibilities of the United
States in the occupation of Germany.”

COUNTERPART FUNDS

SEC. 106. (a) Section 115 (6) is amended to
read as follows:—

‘“(6) Placing in a special account a deposit in
the currency of such country, in commensurate
amounts and under such terms and conditions as
may be agreed to between such country and the
Government of the United States, when any com-
modity or service is made available through any
meang authorized under this title and is furnished
to the participating country on a grant basis: Pro-
vided, That the obligation to make such deposits
may be waived, in the discretion of the Adminis-
trator, with respect to technical information or as-
sistance furnished under section 111 (a) (3) of this
title and with respect to ocean transportation fur-
nished on United States flag vessels under section
111 of this title in an amount not exceeding the
amount, as determined by the Administrator, by
which the charges for such transportation exceed
the cost of such transportation at world market
rates: Provided further, that such special account,
together with the unencumbered portions of any
deposits which may have been made by such coun-
try pursuabt to section 6 of the joint resolution
providing for relief assistance to the people of
countries devastated by war (Public Law 84, Eigh-
tieth Congress) and section 5 (b) of the Foreign
Aid Act of 1947 (Public Law 389, Eightieth Con-
gress), shall be used in furtherance of any central
institution or other organization formed by two or
‘Thore partieipating countries to further the pur-
poses set forth in subsection (d) of section 111 or
otherwise shall be held or used for purposes of in-

ternal’ monetary and financial stabilization, for the |

stiminlation of pl"OdUCtIVQ activity and the explora-
tion for and development of new sources of wealth,
or for such other expenditures as may be consistent
with the declaration of policy contained in section

102 and the purposes of this title, including local:

currency adniinistrative expendifures of the United
States within such country inecident to- operations
under this title: Provided further, That the use
of such special account shall be subject to agreement
between such country and the Administrator, who
shall act in this connection after consultation with
the National Advisory Counecil on International
Monetary and Financial Problems and the Public
Advisory Board provided for in section 107 (a):
And provided further, That any unenctumbered
balance remaining in such account on June 30, 1952,

shall be disposed of within such country for such
purposes as may, subjeet to approval by Act or joint
resolution by the Congress, be agreed fo between
buch (‘ounmy and the (xovernment of the United
States;’’

(b) Section 115 (e) of such Act is amended
by adding at the end thereof the following new sen-
tence: ‘‘The Administrator shall also encourage
cmigration from participating countries having per-
manent surplus manpower to areas, particularly
underdeveloped and dependent areas, where such
manpower can be effectively utilized.”’

(e) Section 115 of such Aect is further
amended by adding at the end thereof the followmg
new subsection :

(j) The Administrator shall utilize such
amounts of the Jocal currency allocated pursuant
to subsection (h) as may be necessary, to give
full and continuous publicity through the Press
radio, and all other available media, so.as .to
inform the peoples of the partlelpatmg countries
regarding the assistance, including its purpose,
source, and character, furnished by the Ameri-
van tax payer.”’

PAPERS LAID

Dr. CUMMINS: I have the honour to lay on the
Table the.following Papers:—

Post Office Advances for payment of Money
Orders to 31st, May 1951,

Statement showing the amounts advanced by the
Government of Barbados and the amounts received
from His Majesty’s Government in the United
Kingdom under the provisions of the Colonial
Development and Welfare Act for the period ended
on the 31st, March 1951, in respect of the several
schemes sanctioned by the Legislature.

PETITIONS

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Speaker,—1I beg to present
a Petition from the Vestry of Christ Church praying
the House to pass a Bill to authorise them to borrow
a sum not exceeding $7,200 for the use of the parish.
The Petition is respectfully worded and I ask that
it be taken as read.

The Petition was taken as read.

Mr. Dowpmng presented Petitions from the Vestry
of St. George and the nghway Commissioners of
that parish respectively, praying the House to pass
Bills authorising them to reduce the rate of Com-
mission payable to the Parochial’ Treasurer and
Collector of Rates of the parish. In each case he said
that the Petition was respectively worded and asked
that it be taken as read.

The Petitions were taken as read.

NOTICES

Government Notices were given as follows:—

Dr. CUMMINS: Resolution to place the sum of
$36,808 at the disposal of the Governor-in-Executive
Committee to supplement the Estimates 1951—52,
Part 1, currént, as shown in the Supplementary Esti-
mates 1951—52, No. 12, which form the Schedule to
the Resolution.

Dr. CUMMINS': Resolution to place the sum of
$17,400 at the disposal of the Governor-in-Executivé
Cominittee to supplement the Estimates 195152,
Part I, Capital, as shown in Supplementary ESU—
mates 19a1s——5‘) No. 13, which Torm the Schedule
to the Resolution.

Dr. CUMMINS: Resclution' that the sum of
$480 be advanced from the Publie Treasury and
placed at the disposal of the Rovernor-in-Executive
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Committee for the purpose of making a loan to Mr.
A. L. King, an Elementary School Teacher, who is
now in the United Kingdom, to cover the cost of his
passage from the UK. to Barbados.

Dr. CUMMINS: A Bill intituled an Act to
make provision for the direction and supervision of
the election of members to serve in the General As-
sembly of this Island, the procedure at such l-ctious,
the expenses at such elections and for other purposes

Dr. CUMMINE: A Bill intituled an Act to
provide for the constitution for a Public Service Com-

Dr. CUMMINS: A Bill intituled an Act te
make provision for the protection of wages of work-
ers. :
Dr. CUMMINS: A Bill intituled an Aect to
amend the Labour Department Act, 1943.

Dr. CUMMINS: A Bill intituled an Aect to
amend the Employment of Women, Young Persons
and Children Act, 1938.

Dr. CUMMINS: Of my intention to move the
House into Committee of Supply at the next meet-
ing to consider the money Resolutions of which |
have just given notice.

Private Members’ Notices were given as fol-
lows :—

Mr. GODDARD: A Bill intituled an Aet o
authorise the Vestry of Christ Church to raise a
loan not exceeding $7,200 for the use of the parish.

Mr. DOWDING: A Bill intituled an Act to
amend the Vestries Act, 1911—5. !

Mr. DOWDING: A Bill intituled an Act to
emend the Highways Aect, 1900—5.

REPORT OF A SELECT COMMITTEE

Dr. CUMMINS: T beg to present the Report
of the Select Committee appointed to consider and
report on Message No. 15/1951 from His Excellency
the Governor relating to the establishment of a Farm
Institute in Trinidad.

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME

On motions of Dr. Cumyins, seconded by Mr.
Cox in each case, the following Bills were read a
first time :—

A Bill intituled an Aect to make provision for
the direction and supervision of the election of mem-
bers to serve in the General Assembly of this Island.
the procedure at such elections, the expenses at such
elections and for other purposes in connection there-
with,

A Bill intituled an Act to provide for the con-
stitution of a Public Serviee Commission and mat-
ters incidental thereto.

A Bill intituled an Aect to make provision for
the proteetion of wages of workers.

A Bill intituled an Act to amend the Labour De
partment Act, 1943,

A Bill intituled an Act to amend the Employ-
ment of Women, Young Persons and Children Aect.
1938.

On the motion of Mr. Gopparp, seconded by Mr
‘WILEINSON, the Bill to authorise the Vestry of Christ
Church to raise a loan not exceeding $7,200 was read
a flest time.

Oi-thé motion of Mr. DowpiNg, seconded by Mr.
GoppArD, the Bill to amend the Vestries Act 1911—5,
was read & first time.

On'the motion of Mr. DowpiNg, séconded by Mr.
GoppARD, a Bill to atherid the Highways Act, 1900—5
was read & first time,

LEAVE OF ABSENCE TO MR. WILKINSON

Mr. WILKINSON: Mr. Speaker,—Before yon
proceed to call the Orders of the Day, I am asking
tor leave of absence from to-morrow until the end
cf October.

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

Mr. ALLpER entered the House and took his seat.

Mr. WILKINSON: Mr. Speaker,—With the hon-
curable senior member for St. Joseph away from the
island and my leaving tomorrow, only two mem-
bers and yourself of the Printing Committee and
the Debates Committee wil] be left. They will form
a bare quorum of those Committees, and, as yovw
know, Sir, there is a lot of work to be done by the,
Printing Committee. I am therefore moving tha¥
the hon. senior member for Christ Church be ap-
pointed to act as a member of the Printing Commit-
tee In my absence.

Mr. E. K. WarLcorr seconded the miotion which
was agreed to.

Mr. MorrLey entered the House and took his
seat.

TRIBUTE TO MR. GARNER’S DECEASED
FATHER

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,—Before we enter
tpon the business of the Day, T want to make a
few remarks relative to the passing of the father of
the hon. senior member for St. Philip which took
place since we last met. Speaking for myself, and
I believe for most of us on this side of the Table,
it was unfortunate that we did not know of his death’
until a late hour—we did not know until about 7.30
o’clock—and therefore we were unable to pay our
respect in the usual manner. However, in accord-
ance with honourable precedent, it is fittirig -that
cn this occasion this House should show its condolence:
with the honourable senior member for St. Philip
in the loss of his father. I knew the old gentleman:
I have had the opportunity of speaking with him
on many occasions and from my knowledge of him
I can attest that he was a practical christian. He
was not one in theory, he was a practical christian.
He was revered in the parish of St. Philip general-
ly and I know that the people of that parish feel
that they have lost a father. I beg to move that
this House place on record its sympathy on the oe-
casion of the passing of the father of the hon. senior
member for St. Philip.

Mr. WILKINSON: I beg to second that. Un-
like the hon. mover, T did not have the pleasure of
knowing the father of the hon. senior member foy
St. Philip, but T knew the hon. senior member for
St. Philip for years and I have great respeet foi
him. T add my quota of condolence with the hon.
member in the loss which he has sustained.

The question that this House place on record
its sympathy on the occasion of the passing of th#
father of the hon. senior member for St. Philip was
put and resolved in the affirmative withotit divisiom
hon. members standing in their places at Mr,
SPEAKER’s request.

STATEMENT re COST OF LIVING

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,—With vour per-
mission T want to make a statement on Behalf of
the Government. It is a statement in connection’
with a matter which is exercising the minds of Civil
Servants generallv—the matter of the cost ¢f living,
The Government want to state that we have been
informed that the Civil Service Associatiti is in the
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process of preparing a Memorandum for presenta-
tion to the Government, and as soon as that document
has been presented to the Government, the Govern-
ment intend to consider the matter actively and ex-
peditiously.

STATEMENT re WATERWORKS PROGRAMME

Mr. COX: Mr. Speaker,—Before the business
of the day is entered upon, I am asking ieave to
make a statement in connection with the water pro-
gramme. Your Honour will remember that on the
last occasion when we were discussing the question
of the water programme, 1 promised the House that
I would present it with a Progress Report in the
near future. I have that Report in hand now and
I should like to lay it and also ask that it be printed
and circulated.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE SUGAR
INDUSTRY (REHABILITATION, PRICE
STABILISATION AND LABOUR
WELFARE) ORDER 1951

Dr. CUMMINS: I ask leave to take Order
No. 7 on the Order Paper as the first Order of the
Day.

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

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the hon. senior member
for St. Peter:—To move the passing of the follow-
mg Resolution :—

Resolution to approve the Order entitled ‘‘The
Sugar Industry (Rehabilitation, Price Stabilisation
and Labour Welfare) Order, 1951, made by the
Governor-in-Executive Committee on the 17th day
of May, 1951, under the Provisions of Sections 3 (1)
(e) and 4 (8) of the Sugar Industry (Rehabilita-
tion, Price Stabilisation and Labour Welfare) Aect
1947, (1947—13) as set out in the Schedule thereto.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker,—This is
the annual Resolution which eomes before this House
by virtue of the Act which we passed in 1947 deal-
ing with the levy on sugar and fancy molasses and the
allocations in respect of Rehabilitation, Price Stabili-
sation and Labour Welfare Funds. There is not very
rauch for me to say at this stage, but at this particular
time I think T should make some explanations. From
what we have heard from some politicians, I think
it is well for the Government to state its position quite
clearly. I have read in the Press a statement sup-
posed to have been made by one of the prospective
members of the Opposition Party, and I would like
to know if when members of that Party reply, they
are going to back up that statement which was made
both in the Press and at a public meeting. As hon.

members know, the levy which is made on sugar and-

fancy molasses is allocated to three Funds, namely,
Rehabilitation, Price Stabilisation and Y.abour Wel-
fare. Hon. members will remember that a reply was
given to the hon. junior member for St. James some
time ago when he asked a question in respect of the
Labour Welfare Fund; the hon member has not de-
tated the reply, but to-day he has the opportunity
of debating it. The Price Stabilisation Fund stands
at the amount of $3,021,806.72, and that money ig
to be used to cushion the sugar industry in lean
vears which we hope will not come. The amount of
the Rehabilitation Fund is over two million dollars;
allocations have been made from time to time, and
the last balance sheet shows an amount of $759,278.10.
The balance brought forward from the previous year
was $93,780.55 ; the amount paid out to manufacturers
was $675,366.74; expenses incurred in carrying out

the provisions of the Act amount to $1,154,64 and the
balance carried forward is $177,287.27. As regards
the Labour Welfare Fund, the amount which has
been paid in is $1, 197,373.23. As hon. members are
aware, the Government has agreed to allocations on
the basis of $300,000 in respect of playing fields and
$750,000 in respect of housing. The allocation in re-
spect of housing was originally $400,000 but it has
been increased to $750,000. At present there is a
Good Offices Committee which is going into the strue-
ture of the sugar industry in a very scientific man-
ner so as to ascertain all the relative financial and
economic facts, so that any change which is made
in any of the allocations to the Funds in relation to
the sugar industry will be made in the light of finan-
cial facts, and not on hearsay or guess. Members
of the Government will welecome that because we
feel that having regard to a staple industry like the
sugar industry, no one should be afraid of letting
the full facts of the industry be known in order to-
erase any doubts or suspicion from the minds of
those who are doubtful or suspicious; we want to
put matters above-board so that the most suspicious
can see the facts. Hon. members will be aware cf
the fact that the (Government has no intention to
alter the allocations to these Funds in view of the
fact that the Good Offices Committee is going to as-
certain all the relative facts. Anybody who knows
anything about these matters will know that you
do not make changes while negotiations are taking
place; but when the negotiations have been completed
then you make all the necessary changes.

. As regards the statement made by a prospec-
tive member of the Opposition Party, that not one
cent of the money which has been loaned out of the
Labour Welfare Fund and which has accumulated,
should be paid back, I am sure that honourable mem-
bers of the Opposition would have to hgree that
that is an irresponsible statement to make; it is a
statement which is calculated to do harm to the
people whom the person who has made it says he
wants to represent. The members of the Opposition

were a party to this matter and they had the right -

to make that statement on the floor of the House.
(Mr. MorTLEY: A decision was made in Executive
Committee). T want to remind the honourable senior
member for the City that it is a matter for the House
to approve as to whether this money should be a
loan or a gift; but this is Eleetion year 1951, the
Elections are just around the corner and you find
(that a statement is made about these Funds. As we
know, the position as vegards housing is Very pre-
carious: the people who are asking for loans num-
ber more than 4,000, the amount of the Labour
Welfare Fund is $1,197,373 and if the Government
attempted to give all these people this money, you"
will see how few people would be able to get it.
Anyone who has been itaking any notice of the sugar
industry will realise that the Sugar Industry Agri-
cultural Bank was started on the basis of $80,000
and if the money loaned to the planters were given
to them, what would be the position of the sugar
industry today? If the statement to which I have
referred were made by an irresponsible person T
would have to look it over; but when such a state-
ment comes from a prospective member of a respon-
sible Party, we can see where we are heading. It is
not a question of who is right but what is right:
The honourable junior member for St. Philip has
brought forward an Address which will be dealt
with in Executive Committee, and I would say here
that it rests with the people who send in claims for
loans to state what they need. I do mot think that
the Manager of the Peasants’ Loan Bank has ever
refused to make loans to people for repairing their

.
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houges; this Government is one of the first in the
West Indies to set aside money for purposes of
housing and other colonies are following Barbados.
We have taken the lead in this matter. I might men-
tion here that the Executive Committee have
examined the question of assisting peasants with
the use of tractors and the House will hear more
about that question. That was the substance of an
Address which was passed by this House. There is
no peasants’ organization in this colony, so that the
peasants are not a coherent body, but just a number
of individuals scattered all over the colony. No
person can speak with auwthority on behalf of the
peasants as a body; he can speak from his knowledge
of the peasants, but he cannot speak of them as a
body because they are not organized. You cannot
advance any argument authoritatively on behalf of
the peasants and say that they want this or that;
hewever, 1T repeat that the question of helping the
peasants with the use of tractors has received the
attention of the Government and honourable members
will hear more about the question. '

I am glad to say that the Government is pleased
with the progress which is being made with regard
to the housing loans, but we cannot say that we are
enamoured with the position in respect of the play-
ing fields. The major responsibility in respect of the
playing fields has been given to the local authorities
but, in the main, these authorities have either nct
been geared or they have not got the pensonnel who
know sufficient about playing fields and community
centres as to implement the schemes for which the
funds have been earmarked as quickly as they should
implement them. They cannot tell what amounts |
have been spent so that homourable memberg can
gat a picture of what is happening. The amounts
which have been allocated to various parishes in
respect of playing fields are as follows: St. Michael,
$16,908; St. Andrew, $11,373; St. Joseph, $4,320;
St. George, $2,640 and St. Philip, $17,320, making
a total of $52,561. Honourable members will see
the progress which has been made in connection with
these Funds; 1 will say that there are many desir-
able schemes to be carried out in regard to Labour
Welfare and the Government has not yet touched
the fringe relative to the housing programme. Over
4,000 people are asking for money which has been
allocated to Liabour Welfare and honourable mem-
bers will see that the Fund should be built up so
as to be able to itackle the programme of housing.
‘We cannot advance a community unless we improve
the social conditions of the people who live in.that
community. With the explanations which I have just
given to this House I feel that this Resolution will
be passed in the usual form. T beg to move that this
Resolution do now pass.

Dr. CUMMINS: I beg to second that.

Mr. Warp entered the House and took his seat.

Mr. MOTTLEY: This Resolution is one with !
which I think every honourable member is fully |
acquainted and I would not have risen if the hon-
ourable introducer had not asked for some sort of -
reply from the official Opposition. T do not eclaim
to be the spokesman in the presence of the honour-
able Leader of the Opposition; it may be that I
am on the younger side but I take the opportunity
of making a brief reply. It is illuminating that the
henourable senior member for St. Peter should have
refererd to the Opposition as persons of responsi-
bility and it is surprising that he should have raised
a matter in connection with a political platform on
the floor of the House when dealing with this Reso-
Iution. We on this side are still in the Opposition
and at least we are not prepared to make any state-

ment on the question raised by the honourable mem-
ber on the floor of the House as yet. I want to
remind the honourable member that while I have
not at any time been a member of the Government,
there are some honourable members who, if they
are not members of the Government, are supporters
of the Government and some of the most reckless
and indiscreet things have been said by people on
that side of the House who now form the Govern-
ment in view of gaining the position which - they
have gained. TUp to now the honourable member
has not attributed to us that irresponsibility which
would make people say things so agito gain the reins
of Government. We on this side of the House are
not prepared to make any statement as to the ques-
tion raised by the honourable member and I am
sorry that he has raised it.

As regards the Sugar Industry (Rebabilitation,
Price Stabilisation and Labour Welfare) Aect, it is
true that while honourable members agreed to the
policy formulated by the Governor-in-Executive
Committee and brought down to this House, 1 have
heard promises made on political platforms relative
to the Labour Welfare Fund, promises which it
cannot be elaimed were fulfilled. I am not going into
the matter of the loans made from this Fund because
it is not becoming to do that now. I say this; while
the Bxecutive Committee might have formulated
the policy as regards these Funds and that policy
has received the approbation of this House, if after
honourable members have seen how any particular
scheme has operated, would it be anything wrong if
they thought that the principle upon which the scheme
has been operating should be changed? I do not see
that there is anything wrong with that. You will
find that many of us have agreed to legislation
being passed in this House and then when we are
taken to task by persons who are familiar with the
operation of such legislation, we realise that we
have made an error. The honourable senior member
for St. Peter has said that he is proud to say that
the operation of these Funds is going on wel.
Speaking for myself, T always like to know that
things are working well in Barbados, but the hon-
ourable member regretted to say 'that matters in
respect of the playing fields are not working so
well.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: On a point of order.
What I said was that I am not as enamoured with
the progress made as regards the playing fields as
I am with that in connection with housing loans.
1 should like the honourable member to quote me

‘correctly.

Mr. MOTTLEY: I did not say exactly what
the honourable member said, but he mentioned that
the position with regard to the playing fields was
not working ag well as that with regard to the hous-
ing loans. If the honourable member realises that
while the local authorities throughout the eolony
have been entrusted with looking after the playing
fields, they have not got the personnel who know
sufficient about playing fields, why does the Gov-
ernment not take the responsibility for looking after
these playing fields out of the hands of the local au-
thorities? I say that we, in this parish, would be oniy
too glad if the Government would take the responsi-
bility of lpoking after the playing fields out of the
hands of the loecal authorities and place it in the
hands of the central anthority. I urge upon the hon-
curable member that the Government should set up
their own Board to deal with these playing fields and
if they want the local authorities to administer them,
lec them do that. These authorities have had their
way of doing things; some of them have been ultrae
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conservative, and it is difficult to get them otherwise,

but in their way they mean well. I suggest strongly
-to the honourabe member who holds the portfolio in
respect of these matters, that the best thing for him
tc do is to take the responsibility for looking after
‘these playing fields out of the hands of the local au-
thorities, We in St. Michael, are only too willing io
let people of more integrity than what we possess
undertake this responsibility, because if yon are not
a member of the Government you are lacking in in-
tegrity to carry on these matters. I ask the honour-
able member, whatever be his fears, to believe that
the members of the Opposition possess as much in-
“luence and as much astuteness for running political
campaigns as the members on that side of the House
or anybody else; we are not possessed of as muech
billingsgate as they, but we can have that overnight if
we must have it. Do not let honourable members
over there get worried; we are on the threshold of
a new campaign; many things have got to come and
let honourable members appreciate that we have
weathered many political storms. We have had to
survive many vreckless, irresponsible attacks from
people, but I always feel that righteousuess and
-justice will prevail. T repeat; we make no statement
in reply to the question raised by the honourable
senior member for St. Peter, but we say that when
we are ready we will not hide our policy under any
bushel. We will go as a team to the people with our
‘views.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 allowed the honourable
member to reply to a particular part of the speech
of the honourable senior member for St. Peter, but
now the honourable member is going on to
something which is not of interest to the House. I
would be glad if the honourable member would con-
tinue with what is before the House.

Mr. MOTTLEY: I always appreciate the lati-
tude which Your Honour gives. (Mgr. Speaker: Too
much sometimes). When the Government indulge
in political stunts you always give us the latitude
to reply. However, I sit down by telling the hon-
ourable senior member for St. Peter that time is
yet there and we will come out with what our con-
viction is.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I crave the opportunity
to say a few words in connection with this Resolu-
tion. We are here to discuss this matter as fully as
we can. The comparison has been made between
these Funds which have been created by the Aect of
1947 and an amount which wag given by the British
Government nearly 50 years ago to rehabilitate the
sugar industry in the West Indies. Of that amount,
Barbados got $80,000 and the authorities of that
day decided to utilise that money in the establish-
ment of a Sugar Industry Agricultural Bank which
would finance the industry in the years to come. In
passing 1 should like to say ‘that during the 1914—18
War the sugar industry of this colony gave back
one-half of that $80,000 to the British Government;
we gave hack the British Government $40,000 in
sugar free. It is true that that sugar was said to
have been very bad sugar, so bad indeed that the
British Government protested against it and said
that they could not use a lat of it. Be that as it
may, the fact remains that the sugar industry in
‘Barbados attempted to repay the obligation which
it- owed to the Mother Country for assistance ren-
dered 30 or 40 years before. It is completely beside
th’ei point to compare that money which was given
By the British Government, or the use to which it
was put. with these Funds which are now before
us. That money was given to the sugar industry as
a whole, but these Funds are part and parcel of the

price paid annually for sugar by the Britigh Minis-
try of Food. If the price paid for sugar is $32.00
per ton, and we gave $4.80 to the Rehabilitation

Fund. $6.00 to the Price Stabilisation Fund and

$2.40 to Labour Welfare, it means that every year
out of the price we get for sugar, these Funds get
their own specific allocation. Money out of the
Rehabilitation Fund is given to the sugar industrial-
ists on the basis of the amount of sugar they pro-
duce; if a factory produce 3,000 tons of sugar it
gets $4.80 per ton as an outright gift for rehabilita~
ting its machinery. In other words, the owner of a
sugar factory gets his free gift to which he is
entitled out of the Rehabilitation Fund. The peas-
ants, who also produce canes, should also share in
that Fund; but, up to now, they do not share in it
because of the regulations. Unless you can prove
that you have spent money on machinery you cannot
get anything from the Fund. Bear in mind, the
British Government itself agreed to this allocation
because of the fact that it knew full well that the
price of machinery for the sugar factories had
advanced and the machinery would cost so much
more than the pre-war figure to the sugar industri-
alists that it would be hard for them to get their
machinery from Britain without being given special
assistance. The peasant land owners have to pay
added costs for labour and ecultivation and they
should also share in this special Fund for rehabili-
tation. We ourselves have agreed to review the con-
ditions under which the peasants will share in this
Fund, and the statement is made nowadays that
money accruing to peasants should be used for the
purchase of tractors and other agricultural imple-
ments which the peasants could use. If that is done,
the peasants will benefit indirectly from this Fund,
but not to the same extent as the sugar industrialists.
We have to bear in mind that this Tund is not a
special gift like the $80,000 which was given to the
industry as a whole; ithis Fund is a part of the
price for sugar, which is based on production costs.
The peasants have to face the same increase in labour
and cultivation costs as the big sugar industrialists,
and it seems to me that we will have to remove the
complications which now operate against the peasants
obtaining their share of the Rehabilitation Fund.
‘We must abolish the system relative to giving money
for rehakilitation where peasants are concerned and
give them their share of the Fnnd as an outright gifi.
If the sugar industrialists can obtain an outright
gift, the peasants are also entitled to the
same, whether or not they make out a case that, they
will ‘use the money for capital expenditure. After
all, we have got to remember that the British Gov-
ernment is concerned with the part of the matter
which deals with capital expenditure, since we can-

not import any machinery from anywhere else, and
it also has to be borne in mind that no peasant cun

by a tractor or a plough.

The argument will be advaneed that we have
acreed to the allocations being made in the past; but
if it pecomes evident that some change should be
made, then by all means let us make a change. Hon-
curable members on my left have claimed that money
from the Labour Welfare Fund should be made an
cutright gift to the peasants. "

. Mr. F. I. WALCOTT: On a point of explana-
tion. T mever said anything about any gift heing
made to peasants: the honourable member was not
listening to me. I said that a prospective member of
the Opposition had used the argument that the loans
which have been made in respect of housing should
be ziven to the people. T wanted to know if honour-
able members would agree to that.

"‘A
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Mr. CRAWFORD: What 1 am saying is this:

lonourable members on my left are reported to
have said that this Fund from which loans are being
made to estate labourers should be given to them as
a gift, and that they should not repay one cent.
However, those honourable members have decided
not to say one word about their new policy as re-
gards this matter, but to keep it for the soap box.
The questipn in this Chamber today is not whether
or not it is political to say what we Intend to do; the
question is whether what we do is all right. The hon-
-ourable senior member for the City has said that
many promises which have been made to the people
of this colony in connection with the Labour Welfare
Fund have not been fulfilled. That is true. People
have been told that out of this Fund they will get a
certain amount of money free, and a certain amount ot
money will be given to them as a loan if they have a
certain amount of money. That has been said all
over this country. In so far as the actual disburse-
ment of the Fund for housing is concerned, as we
know, the labourer must have a certain amount of
money or a house before he can get a loan. The re-
sult therefore is that many labourers in the sugar
industry have never benefited from this Fund and
they never will benefit from it, because they neither
have that certain amount of money required nor a
house in order to obtain a loan. [t can be argued
with considerable justification that so long as these
conditions obtain, one half of the labourers will never
get anything out of the Fund. The question arises
that since money from funds ereated out of the price
of sugar is given outright to some participants in the
sugar industry, why should not some more compre-
hensive method be adopted for ensuring that the
greater number of sugar workers, if not all of them,
benefit from the Fund which has been set up to
benefit them. Tt can also be argued with consider-
able justification that the setting up of playing fields
and housing should be assisted by funds from the
Central Government under special schemes created
for the purpose. Housing should be the concern of
a Housing Authority and it should be financed {rom
(GGovernment revenue; playing fields should be the
concern of the Government and they should be
financed from Government revenue as well. It is

. difficult to argue or make out an effective case

that we are justified in taking part of the priece for
sugar,  which by right should go directly to the

* people engaged in the sugar industry and use it

-

for setting up playing fields and housing.

In the beginning both the Government and the
Legislature agreed to the present scheme; but noth-
ing that we do here is like the law of the Medes and
Persians, and if, after the scheme has been in opera-
tion for a certain period, we find that we have made
4 mistake, we owe it to ourselves to make the necess-
ary revision. It is absolutely inexcusable for anyone
to state that we are justified in not endeavouring to
see that every cent of these Funds reach the people
for whom they were designed to benefit in the
most direct manner possible. The only answer which
one could give against such a claim is that every-
body agreed to do what we are doing now ; but that is
not good enough. If on more mature reflection we
find that we are not doing right to the people con-
cerned in the sugar industry, let us make any fun-
damental change which 1is considered necessary.
T am not convinced that I did the right thing when
T agreed to these allocations; now that they are in
practice, I see that the peasants and the workers in
the sugar industry are not getting their fair share.
The only people who are benefiting from these allo-

cations are the sugar industrialists and the British
Government is getting back the benefit from them
when they buy the expensive British machinery. The
allocation. in respect of Labour Welfare is $2.40 per
ton of sugar produced and although it serves a very
useful purpose for the setting up of playing fields and
providing assistance for housing, yet these are separate
matters. If we had not agreed to disburse this alloca-
tion to Labour Welfare in the way we are disbursing 1t
now, the money would have been added to the increas-
ed price of sugar which was given because of increased
production costs, and it would have been paid out in
increased wages. Machinery, manure, and so on cost
more money—the cost of producing sugar has there-
fore been increased—and it costs more mnioney to
live because the necessities of life are imported main-
ly from the sterling areas and they are the most ex-
pensive in the world. Therefore I am not at all satis-
fled in my mind that we are justified in continuing a
policy as a result of which a great proportion of the
small holders and workers in the sugar industryv are
not getting one cent as benefit from money which is
theirs by right. It is stupid and childish to address
sarcastic remarks to anybody who questions the wis-
dom of maintaining the present policy. Homnourable
members who are supposed to represent the working
classes in this colony should feel a bit ashamed that
they have to be put right in this matter; honourable
members on my left have no grouse in this matter be-
cause they are getting their share from the Rehabilita-
tion Rund and they have absolutely no quarrel about
the manner in which the Fund is being disbursed. All
they have to do is to produce so many tons of sugar
and they will get their money ; but the peasants pro-
duce their canes, sell them at a loss and they cannot
get any money from the Fund because they do not
put down any machinery. Their only manner of
benefit is if they have a certain amount of money
or own their houses they will get a certain amommt
of money to repair their houses. The only other angle
from which they can benefit is that if a playing field
has been established somewhere their children or
grandchildren ean play on it. It is not an easy matter
to mterfere with the present allocations to these
Funds; it is very likely that we shall have to get
the approval of the Secretary of State for the Colon-
ies to change them, but I do feel that the matter
needs further revision. In my opinion, rather than
attempt to play politics with this matter, vather
than keep our real feelings about it for expression
on the soap box, every honourable member should
express freely what is in his mind as recards this
highly important matter.

Messrs. Gy and Lewis entered the House and
took their seats while Mr. CRAWFORD was speaking.

Mr. DOWDING: I regret that a certain
amount of political hearsay should have been brought
into the debates of this honourable House. However,
there is one point on which I would like the honourabis
introducer of this Resolution or the Deputy Leader
of the House to enlighten me. From the figures
:which were read out by the honourable senior member
for St. Peter, it strikes me that while the parish of
St. George has not got as large a population as the
parish of St. Philip, it has a much greater sugar-
producing area than that of St. Philip; aud the
amounts allocated to these parishes for the purpose
of repairing houses are by no means in any sort of
ratio. I see that the allocation to St. Philip is
$17,320 and that to St. George is only $2,640. My
point is that with the allocations which have been
made so far, by the time you get around to some par-
iches there may not- be any money left for people who
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are entitled to some of it. 1 feel that allocations tromi
the total amount of money should be made in ratio
either to the population of the parishes or to the
amount of sugar produced in the area. I do mot
think it would be fair if, after this matter was wound
up, we were to find that allocations have been made in
this same ratio as we have heard. Even the honour-
able senior member for St. Philip will agree with me
that, taking into consideration the amount of sugar
produced in these parishes and the population of
the parishes, these allocationg are not in any ratio.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: On a point of explana-
tion, The allocation and release are too differen
things; the allocation to the parish of St George
is $10,000 but the release is $2,640. Nothing is re-
leagsed until schemes have been sent in. We have not
released anything to St. Thomas, for instance, but
that does not mean that the parish will not get any-
thing; it means that no scheme has been sent in and
vou cannot release money on imagination.

Mr. DOWDING: 1f the honourable member
would tell me what is allocated to the parishes I
would know how the money is going.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: The honourable member
must realise that the allocationg eould not be in re-
spect of five parishes; there are eleven parishes.

Mr. SPEAKER: Does the honourable member

waiit the allocation for each parish?
' Mr. DOWDING : I cannot judge how the money
is going unless the honourable member gives us some
idea of the amounts which are allocated to the vari-
ous parishes. In other words, I want to find out if
the money is allocated fairly to all persons who are
entitled to it, so that one parish does not get more
than that to which it is entitled. There is a cer-
tain amount to be put into the Treasury and ‘there
is & certain amount to be taken out; if you start giv-
ing out money to the various parishes without any
regard to the ratio in which it is given, I fail to see
how you can reach any proper solution, T hope the
honourable senior member for St. Peter will bear

that in mind.
‘ Messrs. Brancker and Rerce entered the House
and took their seats while Mr. DowpiNg was speak-
ing.

Mr. GARNER: 1 have always spoken on Reso-
lutions of this nature. There are certain things which
T have said before and I will repeat them today be-
cause I have not yet changed my mind in respect of
the matter. This Resolution can be taken in a dusl
capaecity; it serves some good in some quarters and
it does not serve any good in others. I feel that when
* the local Committee sat and considered this matter
they were not aware as to what the future repercus-
sions would have been. The matter has been given a
trial, I think a fairly lengthy trial, and I heard a
member of the Committee criticise what the Commit-
tee did in the past. That member perhaps is now
being wise after the event. I feel, Sir, that we have
one good aspect in this Resolution, and that is in
respect of the Price Stabilisation Fund. As a cane
grower, I am speaking for all cane growers in
this colony and because I know that sugar cane
is our real staple crop. We feel that the price of
that commodity should be safeguarded against hard
times; therefore 1 acquiesce in that Fund.
However, when you ceome to the Rehabilitation
Fund which deals with money for the sugar
factories, that is not right especially when you see
the amount which is allocated to the factories and
that which is allocated to the sugar workers. T have
said from the beginning that you cannot begin to
rehabilitate the wealthy people hefore you rehabili-

tate the masses, and that is what this particular Res-
olution does. Of course, some people tell me that by
rehabilitating the factories you also rehabilitate the
cane growers. I have not seen that result up to now;
when I see that result [ will gladly switch over. As I
have said before, if you are giving the workers 10/-
and you are giving the factories £1 you are all
wrong. Knowing Barbados as I do, knowing the plight
of the mass of workers in this colony as I do, the
workers should have been seen after first. The work-
ers should have been rehabilitated first and out of

what ig left if you wanted to put new machinery in .

the factories, you could do that. I want to state here
that (ireat Britain is not giving the colonies anything
because the price of machinery is so high that she
gets back the money she pays for sugar. I do not
want to say what [ really feel about this matter;
if the people who had anything to do with the mat-
ter knew what they were doing, and they were think-
ing of the masses in Barbados, the position here
would not be as it is. Who stand to benefit from the
present position?—The factory owners. I have said
that where vou see a dilapidated factory, the owner
has got the money, because he will purposely let his
factory get into a state of dilapidation. I want to say
emphatically that any conscientious person who sits
in Committee in connection with these Funds should
first and foremost see that the workers get proper
living and working conditions; but, apparently,
those things have been left out.

- My colleague spoke at length on this issue on
which he and I did not see eye to eye. I do not think
that this money should be given to the workers free,
gratis and for nothing; that is irresponsibility. Per-
haps the political side is all right, but I will speak as
a statesman. The money which is being spent in the
way of housing loans is well spent; I am not saying
that everybody can get this money at this time be-
cause it iy not enough; but in the parish which I have
the honour to represent, it has done a good deal of
work, a few houses having been erected. T do not want
to praise myself, but where families were living in
6 x 8 houses, I was instrumental in their being able
to add another house and make living conditiong bet-
ter. But if you give this money to every individual
worker, it would pass through the shops in beer,
sardines anjd ham cutters. The money is too small
and it cannot do any good. I have always maintained
that the making of these loans should be continued
and people be given the chanee to repair their homes
and let them believe that they are being thought of
by somebody. I am in favour of a bold housing scheme
being embarked upon by the Government, but, in,
the meantime, let them go on in the present manmer.
I feel that this question of the allocations to these
Funds should be investigated ; let ug find out exactly,
what the position is and see what changes can be
made. Some time ago T asked some questions in this
House coneerning the Rehabilitation Fund and the
Government answered those questions. With your
permission, Mr. Speaker, I will acquaint the House
as to tue questions. T asked:

1. ‘‘Is the Government aware that there is
general dissatisfaction on the part of the peasant
proprietorgs with regard to the funds allocated them
from the Sugar Industry Rehabilitation Fund?

2. In view of the fact that it is extremely diffi-
cult for small holders to satisfy the conditions de-
manded for applications for assistance from this
fund, will the Government consider the advisability
of making these terms less onerous and more within
the capacity of the average small-holder?’’

R
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{ think you will remember, Sir, that when this
Resorution was first brought down. it was sent back
to the Government and they had to do somethinyg for
the peasant proprietors. I think that they allocated
15% to the peasants, but I also think that the num-
ber of peasants who drew this money could be
counted on the fingers of your two hands. The reason
for that is that there are certain conditions which
have to be met and the average peasant cannot meet
those conditions. The average peasant needs to
buy new machinery or some animal which will be
used for working the land. The peasant who has a
horse has to care it, but what sort of machinery can
he buy? I say that the Committee which dealt with
this matter made grave mistakes; if you are going
to help the peasants, why put so many strings
around them? The peasants were given 8 cents a ton
and up to now very few of them can get that 8 cents
a ton, while the factory owners are drawing their
money ad lib. The poor peasant who is huugry and
who wants his money to buy manures and pay his
honest debts cannot get that money because the
Committee has made the terms so exacting that he
cannot get it. The position iy almost like that of the
fox and the stork. 1 am willing fo see something done
about this matter; the factory owner can draw his
money as soon as the erop is over, but the peasant,
from the time the scheme wag initiated, has not been
able to draw one cent. Why should any honest Bar-
badian Committee sit in connection with this matter
and decide it in this way? Any Barbadian who
knows his Barbados and makes such a decision in
Committee should be censured. The Government re-
plied to my questions as follows:—

““No.

2. The Government is at present giving ac-
tive econsideration to the details of a scheme to pro-
vide tractors for small holders out of the capital
Rehabilitation Fund.”

Well, Sir, that justifies my argument. If you
make it easy for the factory owners to draw their
money and put strings around the peasants in their
getting what is theirs, you should be willing to repeal
what you have done. Some people have made a mistake
and they are not willing to give in to their mistake.
That is why I am disgusted with this Resolution; the
people who should come first do not get the assistance
which they should get. Perhaps the British Govern-
ment wants more sugar and perhaps the case has
been put that the factories need more machinery.
Mr. Speaker, at this stage T beg to move that this
House do now adjourn for half an hour.

Dr. CuMmMiNg seconded the motion which was

aereed to, and Mr. SPEARER adjourned the House ac-

cordingly.

On the re-assembling of honourable members:

Mr. SPEAKER: At the adjournment the hon
ourable senior member for St. Philip was speaking.

Mr. GARNER: Mr. Speaker,—I do not think
that there is much more that I can say. I think I
have spoken at length, but there are a few points
that T shall clarify. I want the Government to take
notice of these things, because they are things that
are causing uneasiness throughout the length and
breadth of the island, and they should be remedied
by a responsible government. There is grave dis.
satisfaction, and I want the Government to realise
that. Tt is true that the peasants who should share
in this scheme are not getting anything from these
allocations, and there is great dissatisfaction becanse
there are a goodly lot of peasant proprietors who
are a respectable lot. No case that can be made out
can be too strong on behalf of the peasant proprie-

tors. They have to face the heat and the rain, and
it is unfair for Government to put this legislation
through without taking into account the claime of
these people; this Government which I think should
be a responsible Government, and which before
preached the doctrine of Socialism. No Government
can be strong without a strong peasant proprietorship.
The peasant proprietors of the colony are the bul-
wark of the colony.When you igmnore these people
year after year, there is bound to be general dis-
satisfaction. When they hear year after year that
this money is being granted, when they hear a man.
ager boasting that he has just bought a lorry becauss
of money from this fund that was granted to him,

when he sees a factory making repairs because of this
fund, while he is a poor forgotten man, it is bound to

cause grave discontent. I want Governiment to con-
sider this matter seriously and see that they do not
come here year after year and vote money for the
factory owners and the agricultural workers, while
the poor peasant who contributes his quota gets noth-
ing. The peasant proprietor sweats and toils during
the day, and even at twilight when they should be
resting some of them are still in their land. It
is not my duty to represent the people who own fac-
tories. I represent the masses of the people. 1 rep-
resent the peasant proprietors. If you are going
to rehabilitate the factory owners, you should divide
up this money, and the sooner the better. I anmii-
cipate criticism from the other side, but in spite of
that T will repeat that it is not fair to give all to
the factory owners. Their standard of living is far
removed from that of the peasant proprietors. This
thing is too wrong to be right. It is a farce. Some

of these peasant proprietors cannot even pay for their
manure. The land of some of them is being aban-
doned. You are giving them a lousy eight cents a
ton and they cannot collect it. That is the thing.
You are playing hide and seek with the peasants.

‘I bet I give you eight cents; I bet you 'don’t get it.”’
I wonder if the Government is really listening to
me to-day. The peasant proprietors need the money.
The price of manure has gone almost up double the
price. Tell me of any planter who does not know
that the peasants pester them every day for manure.
And here it is that these peasants are to get eight
cents a ton and they cannot even get the money;
and the Government does not see fit to change these
conditions. If these conditions are made at the Clolo-
nial Office let the Colonial Office know what is hap-
pening. Is the Colonial Officg only doing this so
as to be able to sell their machinery in England? I
say that all cane growers should share in this scheme.
I asked a question on this mafter ever since the 14th
of August, 1949. To-day the Government has the
audacity to bring back this Resolution just as it came
down years ago. Do you want to tell me that I

shquld acquiesce in giving the factory owners almost

twice as much as is given to the Welfare Fund, and
then on top of all that you give the peasants nothing.
This thu.lg is shocking when you really think of it.

At one time I asked that a similar Resolution be sent
back to the Government to let the Government do

something about it. T failed then, and T think T wouid

fail now. But T do not think that we should sit here

day after day and year after year without protest-

ing to the Government that this thing is in bad shape .
and wants changing. I am not against the Stabili-

zation Fund. As a responsible citizen T know that

some day the price of sugar may break,v and that

Fund will help tide us over the dreary vears. But on

the other hand, if we are going to be generous

to one class and leave out the masses T cannot agrog

with that. Tt is not fair to the peasant proprietors




904

HOUSE

of this colony. I say that with a full sense of re-
sponsibility, and every well thinking person who
knows his Barbados will agree with me. [ am
going to sit now; T think that I have said enough to
warn the Government that they are making a mis-
take, and that they are carrying out a policy that
is totally wrong. You cannot have any scheme
which is supposed to help those who are en-
gaged in the manufacture of sugar and leave out
the responsible section. Therefore I am protesting
to-day against bringing this Resolution to the House
year after year without amending it. Indeed, 1 do
not know whether to vote aye or no where this Reso-
lution is concerned. Some parts of it are alright,
others are not. I am absolutely fed up with the ad-
ministration of these Funds. I do not know how o
vote. I cannot agree that factory owners should be
rehabilitated before the workers. Not when we know
our Barbados; not when we know that the workers
do not have good houses. If the Government do not
take what I am saying seriously and do something
about it, they must know that they will have the
peasant proprietors of this country to reckon with.
They are a sturdy and hard working people; people
who work in the sun and rain and produce their food,
people who have to maintain their families and peo-
ple who have to depend on nature for what they
get. Nature is sometimes kind and sometimes un-
kind. Tt is more often unkind than not. So when
vou are talking about peasant proprietors you are
talking about people who only when_nature is extra
kind manage to do more than eke out an existence.
Any other help that they can get, therefore, they de-
serve. I hope that a case has been made out for
them. There is another point that I want to make.
It was said here sometime ago by an honourable mer-
ber replying to me that if you rehabilitate the fac-
tories, the cane growers would eventually get the
benefit of a better price for their ecanes because of
the greater efficiency of the factories. But this re-
habilitation has been going on for a number of years,
and I have not seen any improvement. Although
there was a price of $2.10 this year for last year’s
crop, I still hear a little whispering campaign that
we are not likely to get any more this year for eanes
than last year. It is being said by certain people.
{ want to warn people who are thinking about en-
tering into such a scheme because they will only
bring down the wrath of the workers and of certain
voliticians on their heads. Tt is time to call a
halt to this foolishness. Tt is a number of years
that this Rehabilitation Fund has been in existence
but I have not seen any marked improvement in
the price paid for canes. It is alright for Mr. B
who is a big plantation owner and who also has
shares in a factory owned by Mr. A because the
plantation owner will have shares in the factory,
end so will have nothing to quarrel about where
the price of cames is concerned. He will get the
benefit from the factory. But it is not so with the
peasant grower, because he will not be sold shares
in a factory. So if we are passing on this money
¢ rehabilitate the factories and make them more
f:fﬁelent, we must see to it that some of the benefit
1s reaped by the peasant growers. I have heard
this whispering campaign, Mr. Speaker, and if it
15 true T will jump on the band wagon. This
money 1s gained by the sweat of people; and when
people toil for money that way you know how it is
Rir. You are dealing with razors and knives. We
ilnaow;lee‘?omz 1015:: today to hear something ahout this
pome: . . rtain seet_lon of the people are not get-

ng anything out of it. People who are poor are
being ignored. Let the Colonial Office know that

these things are wrong. Government is asking me
to vote for this Resolution. How can 1 vote for it
when the peasant growers are not getting anything
out of it. When they ask me about it I will not be
able to answer. I do not always like to stigmatise
the Government. But what .am I to do? The
peasants tell me the factories are getting all the
benefit, and [ feel so small. Am I only a ghost?
A shadow? This is a matter which should be
remedied, and Government will have to get down
to the task of remedying it. I am not going to
vote for the Resolution. I eannot vote for it as it
stands. I am in agreement with the Stabilisation
Fund. I am not in agreement with the Welfare
Fund because I do not think it is enough. The
Rehabilitation Fund for the factories should be
where the Welfare Fund is. I am asking the Gov-
ernment to have this whole matter rectified. To
show my disapproval of these conditions I will not
vote for this Resolution. T am a man who likes to
see first things put first. It is alright if we want
to have ecfficient factories. But pass on some »f
the benefits to the peasant growers. Rehabilitate
the workers first. I am sure that a lot of people.
if they were losing money, would take up some of
their cash money and make their factories better.
I represent the peasant proprietors and the masses
of the people. The factory owners will be taken
care of. The people whom: T represent have been
all left out. When T did try to make the Govern-
nment see that they had made a mistake, they sent
back to tell me that it was not so. Anyone who cares
about the welfare of the people of this colony will
know that when vou leave out that honest section
of the community, the peasant proprietor, vou are
doing a social injustice to a great number of the
population.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Speaker—I am worried about
some of the remarks made by the last speaker. I feel
that something should be taken from the Stabilisation
Fund and the Rehabilitation Fund and given to the
Welfare Fund. It was my intention to vote against
the Resolution if the conditions were to remain the
same. But we have been told that a Good Offices
Committee is working on the administration of these
Funds. This question of the peasant grower has been
one of great concern to me. The peasant grower prob-
ably represents about 15 per cent of the Industry.
Unless you make a change in the whole system, I do
not know that you can pay 40 per cent to the peasant
growers whose contribution is around 15 per cent. Can
it not be a rotating fund like the Welfare Fund? If
he represents 15 or 20 per cent of the Industry you
cannot pay him 40 per cent unless you take it from

the Welfare or the Stabilisation Fund. There is an-'

other thing. St. George had an allocation of 1.50 per

head, something like $21,000, and only . $2,600°
could be used. If the Vestry of that parish was inter-*
terested, we could have had toilets, baths ete. It is

still customary to see people at the standpipe bathing.

Surely it is eruel that they can only use $2,600 out of
$21,000. Then take St. James who have not asked for

anything at all, while the people live in hovels, For
nearly three yearg I have been writing the Vestry of

St. George asking and beseeching them to bring peti-
tions. I remember that I took the Aecting Governor,

Mr. Perowne, with me to the parish. I asked them to
put some cribg by the trees near the Church. The

money is lying idle while the people are suffering. But

I am still grateful that they have used $2,600. St.

James has done nothing at all.

Mr. DOWDING : Mr. Speaker,—I am speaking on

a point of explanation. The position is this. The Vestry
of St. George started building to the extent of the

P

®




- )

905

amount allocated so far. They started to build a
pavilion and buy grounds for a playing field.

Mr. MILLER : T was not thinking in terms of the
money released. I was thinking in terms of the
$21,00C that the parish could have used. I have been
told by the member of the Government who is hand-
ling this Resolution that this Good Offices Committee
will decide whether we can take some of the money
from the Stabilisation and the Factory Rehabilitation
Funds and apply it to the Welfare Fund. So I have
got to aceept this Resolution until T know what is the
position.
~ Mr.F.L. WALCOTT: T made no specific remarks.
I said that this Committee was going into the question
of the finaneial position of the Industry as a whole and
therefore no change could be made in these funds, as

it is an elementary principle in negotiations that you

do not change any of the conditions until the negoti-
ations are over.

Mr. MILLER: I did not insinuate that the hon-
ourable member made any specific statement. T said
that 1-came here with certain ideas about this matter,
and I was told that a Good Offices Committee was
working on this scheme, Do not go off with the idea
that I was repeating a statement made by the honour-
able member. My hope is that when this Committee
has finished working on the scheme we will be in a
position to ask for a change in the conditions. For
that reason I am prepared to vote for the Resolution
as it is.

"Mr. HAYNES: Mr. Speaker,—I am in agree-
ment with the principle of this Resclution. But on
the 24th of April I asked a question about the Labour
Welfare Fund and widening the scope that it had. Up
to now I have got no answer from the Government,
althot.gh I thought that in an important matter like
this the appropriate member of the Government would
have replied by now. I cannot see why Highways and
Transport workers who are just as important to the
Sugar Industry as agricultural workers cannot be in-
cluded in the benefits of this Fund. It may be an over-
sight, but T think that the sooner it is rectified the
better it will be for everyone. I am hoping, sir, that
something will soon be done in the matter.

Mr. ALLDER: Mr. Speaker,—If it is true that a
Good Offices Committee is going into the administra-
tion of this fund, T think it is very appropriate that
this Resolution be postponed until the findings of the
Committee have been released. What I do expect is
that this Committee will report too late. We may have
to wait for another year or two before we know their
findings, and before their recommendations are imple-
mented, and during that time the Welfare Fund may
suffer tremendously. T am told that five years ago the
then House agreed to these various allocations. I do
feel that if these allocations had been submitted to the
House at any other time they would not have been
agreed to. Certainly I do not agree with the allocations
inasmuch as the housing situation in this island is
definitely too acute; No one realised how difficult the
sitnation was until workers began to submit applica-
tions to the Liabour Welfare Department to get funds
for the repairing of their houses. It wag surprising,
Sir, to hear that you get 12 people living in 2 12 x 8
house. Therefore, when these facts are put before the
public so glaringly, any representative Government
interested in social reform would readily agree that
that fund should have a greater contribution from
the whole amount given by way of the increase in the

‘price of sugar towards the rehabilitation of the Indus-

try. Furthermore, a large sum has been allocated to
Price Stabilisation. We have been told that the British
Government has given us a guarantee of a stabilised
price for a couple of years. That means that within
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the next couple of years it does not seem as if we will
need to use the Stabilisation Fund at all. In view of
that. and in view of the fact that while the grass is
growing the horse is starving, I would like to know
what the Government intends to do with that large
sum of money which it will not be called on to use
for all these years. At the same time we are told that
the demands for assistance under the Labour Welfare
Fund exceed the supply. How are we going to swell
this fund? What is this House going to do as regards
forcing the hands of the Administration and forcing
the hands of the members of the Committee to arrive
at a definite solution to this problem? There is no
peasant proprietor who feels himself obligated to
thank the Government for what it has done as re-
gards these allocations, and similarily some of the
workers are dissatisfied. Every factory owner when
he wants to acquire a new piece of machinery, or
buy a new tractor or plough or motor lorry can get
the amount he wants released without any red tape.
Mr. Speaker, I am only mentioning what I have
heard spoken, and some of the members of this
House have said it. They say that the Labour Wel-
fare Fund has got a lot of red tape around it. It
took nearly five years before it could be released to
the people, and yet during all that time factory
owners could go and get theirs, With all the assist-
ance supplied to the factory owner the peasant pro-
prietor is still in a sorrowful plight because he does
not know how much he is going to get for his canes.
I am saying that the Government is responsible for
this failure of the peasant proprietor to know
how muech he is going to get for his canes.
It has been left to the pleasure of the factory own-
ers who realise that the Government has no real fig-
ures as to how they arrive at the price. They there-
fore decide that they are going to give what price
they feel they can afford without hurting themselves.
That has been the whole history of buying peasants’
canes and running the Sugar Industry in this colony.
So the peasants are still uncertain as to what they
will get, and the factory owners change their decis-
ions overnight. When we were told that they would
get a good price this year, we suddenly heard about
the increased rainfall which brought about an in-
creased tonnage per acre, and the peasants need
look for nothing more than they got last year. Every
member of this House, including the members of
the Executive, felt some time ago that the peasant
proprietor was not getting as much for his canes as
he should. As a result of that feeling I thought that
some step would be taken to see that they were
assured of a stabilised price. Government could
casily find out what it takes a peasant to produce a
ton of canes. They could have ordered the Manager
of Seawell Plantation, or the Manager of the Pine
or the Manager of the Government Industrial School
to find out what it costs. Government should have
found out those details because of the mnon-co-
operative attitude of the factory owners. Govern-
ment could have done something about the matter
as late as last January. Knowing the faets as I do,
I am sure that the Government cannot exonerate
itsef from the accusation that it is responsible
for the peasant proprietors being in the plight
in which they are placed today. As regards the
Labour Welfare Fund, T am sure that during 1946
I heard it said that if a worker had $100.00 he
wonld be given another $100.00 and also loaned
another $100.00. When these allocations were put
to the publie, some were disappointed, because in
truth and fact every Government should apply itself
to the re-housing of the unhoused masses, whether
they are in the Sugar Industry or not. Whether you
extract something from their weekly earnings to
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swell a fund from which you can spend in their in-
terest, you still have an obligation to them, because
if the island was not a sugar-producing colony and
you suffered from the same housing conditions, you
would still have been obligated to solve the problem
by finding money from somewhere to house the peo-
ple. So when you argue that it would have heen a
very small amount if you had had to extract a con-
tribution from the weekly pay packet of each
labourer, that is not the point. The point is that the
earnings which he would have got weekly, you tell
him that he cannot handle them for himself, so you
will spend it in housing for him. In addition to that,
the fund has been built up not with money con-
tributed by any government, but by money con-
tributed by the worker himself. So you are in the
‘position of asking him to borrow money from him-
self. Then you are asking him to pay interest on
this money for which he has worked so hard.

Mr. F. . WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker—I did not
want to remind you, but what the honourable mem-
ber is criticising is the result of a Resolution already
passed by this House. The honourable member should
not make speeches reflecting on resolutions that have
been passed by the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: You are quite right. If the
honourable member does not understand that gentle
hint, T will have to repeat it. '

Mr. ALLDER: I will come off that point about
the worker having to pay interest. I am still saying
that if this thing came down five years ago when
honourable members did not have a chance of sizing
it up fully and seeing any hiteches that it might
contain, surely seeing it in practice for five years
should have given you a chance to see its rights or
its wrongs, and in the latter case you shoul'd be man
enough and strong enough to say that history has
made you ~ealise that the allocations were wrong,
and therefore we are not too proud to change them.
It is said that this scheme was sent down here by
the British Government. Surely if the case were
properly put to them ; if they had been told that fche
housing situation was so acute, and that the factories,
although they might not be up to standard yet, are
not so bad, therefore you would like to change the
allocations, the British Government would have
agreed. No attempt has been made to do that. It
only shows that those members who agreed to these
allocations want to see ,the same old time system
perpetuated, by which the workers get the least ot
the benefits of production. Many people who made
applications under this fund are somewhat frustrated
when they find that they cannot get what they have
asked for. I do not know what internal regulations
are exercised by the particular department; but I
do feel that where the situation is very bad, some
priority should be given to the applicant. I am only
drawing to the attention of the Government eom-
plaints that reach me daily. I feel that the Govern-
.ment should hurry up and if necessary throw into
this fund additional money from some other source
so0 as to accommodate these applicants. As I have
said, sir, we have experience of how long committees
take to present their findings. The only means of
forcing their hands that'T see would be the rejection
of this Resolution or postponement of our agreement
with it, since it is said that this committee is now
sitting. They might report tomorrow, or they might
report next year. If we pass this Resolution now,
and then the committee reports soon after that they
agree that the Welfare Fund should be ingreased, we
would have already passed this Resolution, and
therefore we might have to wait until next erop to
implement the findings of the committee. During

that time this fund will have suffered tremendously;

suffered even more than the members of the Govern-
ment Bench would like to see it suffer. There is
another very acute problem, Mr. Speaker. Because
of the loan of this money to labourers, many of them
are putting up new homes. But the trouble is that
after they have got the house framed they find it
difficult to get a spot on which to put it. If you tak2
@ drive through the country districts you cannot
fail to see houses being framed one on top of ‘the
other. If you are tackling the housing problem and
if you want to give room to accommodate the in-
creasing population, you should be able to give the
workers in every parish the guarantee that they will
get house spots so as to prevent them from suffering
from lack of house spots as they are suffering now.
‘While I do not want to say anything about the un-
mannerly behaviour of the honourable senior member
for St. Peter, I know that you would not mind if [
drew your attention to his behaviour now. If you are
looking into the Rule Book, observe that the honour-
sble member is expected to allow the proceedings to
go on in a way that it is proper that the proceedings
of such an ancient and honourable Chamber should
go on. The honourable member miakes himself a
nuisance, and in this case he seems to feel that he has
latitude to do so. He wants to win his arguments by
bad behaviour.

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable member must
not speak like that of another Lonourable membsr
unless he brings to my attention something that the
other has done. '

Mr. ALLDER: I drew your attention, sir, to the
behaviour of the honourable senior member for
St. Peter.
~ Mr. SPEAKER: If I observe that his condpet
1s mmproper I will deal with it according to the Ruies
of the House, ’

. Mr. ALLDER: Sir, I hope that you will observe
his conduct and observe the rules. ‘

~ Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable member is
going a little too far.

Mr. ALLDER: I have seen at this time, gir
that it is the practice of Government in every sf)heré
of commerce to have controls, especially when it comes
to the small trader. T have often read in newspapers
where a woman, say, from St. Andrew, who sold
something for a half cent more than the scheduled
price has been carried to the Court and fined three
or four pounds. But Government allows the factor}’
owners and managers in this present day to continue
to exploit the peasant to such an extent that the
latter can get no compensation frow his land for the
wprk or the materials that he puts into it. In colo-
nies where copra is produced, attempts have heen
made to discover at what price it can be sold so as
to ensure the producer what he really deserves.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am indulging the hononur-

able member too much when I allow him to speak of
copra.

Mr. ALLDER: I am only comparing the
methods of determining a fair price where copra and
where canes are concerned. V

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: These Funds that we
are discussing have nothing to do with the price\qf
peasants’ canes. They are created by a Resolution
dealing with the Sugar Industry. » N

Mr. ALLDER: There is a Price Stabilisation
Fund to which the price of sugar relates, and the
price of sugar is related to the price of canes. Any-
one who lopks at this thing from an impartial ahgle
will know that the peasant has always been exploited.
is still being exploited, gnd it seems will be exploited
perpetually. Tt is time that those of us in this House
who have been studying the situation as regards the
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price that the peasant gets for his canes and the diffi-
ctilty that he finds himself in should tell the Govern-
meht to take the lead and give him a better hope.

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable member has
saill quite enough about the price of peasants’ canes.

Mr. ALLDER: I do not see why I should be
ciittailed in the expression of my views.

Mr. SPEAKER: The question of the price of
pedsants’ canes is not here. _

Mr. ALLDER: If you deal with the price of
sugdr you cannot help dealing with the price of canes.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 am giving a caution and
wérning to the honourable member. If in spite of my
warning he persists in discussing the price of peas-
4nts’ canes and the inability of Government to do this
anid that in that direetion, I will rule him out of order
and he will have to sit.

Mr. ALLDER: Mr. Speaker, I have received
your threat.

Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable member will
sit. I have made no threat. The honourable member
must withdraw those remarks at once, or I will eall
for & substantive motion from the floor of the House.
It is an insult to the Chair.

Mr. ALLDER: I would ask that the word ‘‘ad-
monition’’ be stbstituted for the word ‘‘threat.”’

Mr. SPEAKER: You have not yet withdrawn

it.
Mr. ALLDER: If you ask me to, I will, sir.
Mr. SPEAKER: The honourable member may
proceed.

Mr. ALLDER: There is another point.  St.
John is among the three parishes which produce the
greatest tonnage of sugar in the island. St. George
comes first, St. Philip comes second, and St. John is
third. I have noticed that we are given $1.50 per
head of population. St. John has 10,000 souls. That
me#fis that they are geiting around $15,000 for social
amenities. Now you get St. Michael which produces
the least of all the parishes, and has a population of
around 84,000, including the population of the City.
Thét shows you that an injustice has been done, not
forgatting that these rural parishes suffer to a greater
extent from lack of social amenities than St. Michael.
This is not the first time that T have drawn the atten-
tion of the Government to this injustice. There is
a tendency that whenever improvements are to be
mads for the metropolitan area to be considered first.
Then the Vestry of St. Michael is more progressive
than the rural vestries, and therefore social amenities
are extended to a greater extent in St. Michael than
in the rural parishes. I regret very much that there
are not sufficient members here who would be mind-
fil of having this Resolution postponed. I am still
hoping that the Government will see its way to make
a change in these allocations, and bring some relief
to the sufferers in as short a time as possible.

Mr. WARD: Mr. Speaker—I must start off
by saying that I feel a bit worried about how this
Resolution has been mixed up from time to time
with the price of canes and housing. As far as I
remember this was a special allocation made by the
British Government to the Sugar Industry of this
island five years ago. It had nothing directly to do
with the negotiated price of canes. At that time it
was arranged between this Government and the
British Government how these allocations were to
be made. To show that it is nothing to do with the
negotiated price of canes, I think that this Rehabili-
tédtion and Reserve Welfare Fund is limited to 1953.
After that, as far as I kinow, it will be re-negotiable.
The honourable senior member for St. Peter said
that & Good Offices Committee is sitting on the whole
Sugar Industry. He did not say on any specific

_source where you get the big loss,

fund, but on the economy of the Sugar Industry.
He has made no direct statement as to whether one
Fund is to be increased or another reduced. I am
dealing now with the Welfare Fund—the levy of
10/- in the ton. Personally I feel that that is nothing
to do with the Government’s Housig Scheme. This is
a Fund given by the British Government to the
workers of the Sugar Industry, so that certain social
amenities could be made available to them. We had
a committee sitting on this Fund for quite a
while and eventually they decided that the money
could be spent in no better way than in repair-
ing the houses of the workers <which were in a
very bad state. As I said, this Fund is mnothing
to do with the Government’s Houking programme.
It Dbelongs to a speciic set of people. I
feel that it was a wise idea when the com-
mittee decided that this money should be used
to put the houses of some of these people in a
better state of repair. A man who is not in possession
of at least a house frame cannot receive any heip
under this Fund. I have loaned labourers money
free of interest so that they eould build a frame so
that the Fund could be applied to them. When they
receive their money from the Fund they will repay .
me. 1 have heard it recommended that Highways
and Transport workzrs should also benefit from this
Fund. If that is so, why not the workers of the
Waterworks Department also? They supply water
to the industry. And why not the stevedores? 1 feel
that those statements are rash statements made with-
out proper thought. A person should be confident
that he has the facts before he starts aceusing anyone.
We have been talking so long on ithe same matter
that one is bored sitting here. I only got up so as to
make a few explanations. Now we come to the
Stabilisation Fund. This was created so that if there
is a break in the price which the British Government
pays for our sugar, instead of the repercussions hit-
ting the island in one year, we will be able to come
down gradually, thus giving the people an oppor-
tunity to meet the fall in the eost of living. In my
opinion when the Brtish Government made this ges-
ture to the West Tndies, their idea wag to get more
sugar. That was the specific reason. They found
themselves in a postion where sugar wag in the open
market and they would have to pay more than the
West Indies were charging. [t was to encourage the
West Indies to accept their price that these funds
were created, and the British Governtient benefited.
It allowed the standard of living to go up. Now Mr.
Speaker, we have been hearing a lot of talk abotit this
£1 per ton for factories. I would like to let hon-
ourable members know that the factories do not get
£1, they get; 85 per cent of that, The cane growers
get 15 per cent, and that is so Whether a growér has
an eighth of an acre or a thousand acres. But we
must bear in mind that the British Government gave
us this Fund with the idea back of their minds that
thye wanted more sugar, and it was a very sensible
idea that they should try to rehabilitate first the
Now making the
factories more efficient is a thing that is to f4s benefit
of the island as a whole. Not only will an increased
production of sugar mean more employment, but
imagine, inefficient factories take 12 tons of canes to
make a tonh of sugar. Imagine a factory in
Barbados doing that. One would realise that
that would mean loss not only to the indlividual
but to the island ag a whole. You would be simply
throwing away four tons of canes out of ever_vvton‘nf
sugar you make in a year. When yvou get $12.00 o
ton you will see what the island will be losing, I
would like the honourable senior member for St.
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Philip to realise that. 1 do not feel that anyone is
satistied. I am not satistied. Everyone would like tu
have more. 'T'he peasant and the worker and
the cane grower all benefit from this money that
the factories get. It may not be seen directly; but
when the factory is improved the peasant will et
more for his canes. He would realise that if this
Fund was stopped he would get less. If it was
stopped the factories would get back into a dilapi-
dated state, and instead of keeping up theiwr
efficiency they will go back to taking ten tons of
canes 1o the ton of sugar. The labourers wiil
et the benefit also, because when you improve your
machinery, you produce more sugar and you employ
more people. The reason why the peasant growers
cannot benefit as they should from this 15 per cent,
is because they work as single units. They will only
benefit by amalgamating and buying say a tractor or
a few motor lorries. I must blame the peasants for
their present condition. They must learn to co-oper-
ate and form co-operative societies, whereby they can
become a force. They must realise that today if they
want to improve their economy and their condi-
tiong they must act as big units. Small units are
useless. The peasants must realise that the same
way they see the estates joining together they
must do the same. If all the peasants, say, in
St. Philip, joined together in a co-operative unit
they would be able to send in 13,000 tons of
canes, and get their quota from the fund. So you
must lay the blame at the right door. Although
as I sald, the peasant would like more money, hLe
raust realise that the British Government has done
a great lot of good in the island. T feel that the
Yovernment of Barbados has done its best.
'There may be discrepancies in the Labour Wel-
fare Scheme which can be straightened out, but
getting up and abusing everyone does not get
us anywhere. If we could get something that
would please everyone, this island would be a
happy place to live in. DBut if you negleet
the factories where you get the biggest loss,
everyone else will suffer as well. T cannot follow
the arguments used by the honourable senior mem-
ber for St. John about the price paid for canes. I
feel that if proper negotiations were carried out
scme terms would be reached. It is impossible to
know what price you will give before you start to
reap the canmes. You have to take nature into
acecount. You may have an exceptionally good year,
but the juice content of the canes may not be good.
Therefore, instead of taking seven tons of canes to
a ton of sugar, some factories may take ten tons of
canes to make a ton of sugar. I would like the hon-
ourable senior member for St. John to wealise that
every man is entitled to his own opinion, but some-
times a man has the wrong cpinion. Surely when it
is shown to him that his opinion is wrong he should
‘be man enough to say I will reconsider my view. I
can assure the honourable member that if what the
honourable senior member for St. Peter said is
true, that the economy of the whole industry will be
gone into, he need have no fear. If the British Gov-
ernment continues to make these funds possible, we
may be able to say later that the factories are in a
fairly good condition; give us a little more for the
Labour Welfare Fund. But at the present moment
I do not see how any good can be done by postponing
it. I counsel the honourable member that whatever
may be his opinion he should allow the Resolution
to pass until we get the report of the Good Offices
Committee.

Mr. REECE: Mpr. Speaker—I think we should
be grateful to the last speaker for his careful pres-

entation of the facts reiating to this matter. - 1t
seells thnat lany honourable members do 1ot ap-
preciate tne racts relating to these runds, and know
sobulng apout tne Act by wihieh they were created.
LI they would take the trouble to read the premable
to the 1947 Act they would not make rash state-
ments. This Aet imposes a levy on the sugar and
Yancy wolasses manufactured in this - siand,
create funds for the benefit of the Sugar ludustry
m the 1sland and to provide for the administration
¢if these funds. The first fund under this Act 1s
tiie Capital Rehabiiitation Kund. 7The last speaker
lhias dealt with that so fully, that even the honour-
#ble senior member for 8t Philip cannot say that
he does not realise that when the machinery of the
factories is more efficient you will get better produc-
tion and more money will be in circulation. We
have a good Trade Union, and there is no doubt
that the manufacturers of sugar who have received
help under this scheme will have to pay 1o the
workers the maximum wages possible without
detriment to the satety of the Industry. 1f they
do not, it will be the fault of the Trade Unions, and
1 do not think that they are so oblivious to the in-
terest of the workers as to allow the manufacturers
to get everything for themselves and pass on noth-
ing to the workers. The second fund is the Price
Stabilisation Reserve Fund. The last speaker
also dealt fully with that. I want to support what
he said about the desirability of the peasants band-
ing themselves together in large units so that they
will get more out of their land. The next fund is
the Labour Welfare Fund. On that we have heard
many statements. The honourable senior member
for St. John mixed it up with the housing problem.
The honourable senior member for St. Gorge
brought in playing fields and the allocation to the
Vestry of St. George, and he actually mentioned
that that Vestry had not submitted schemes to the
full extent of the money allocated to it. That
shows colossal ignorance of the matter under discus-
sion. I think we will all agree that in a matter of
this sort we should all stand together and work
together. All three branches of the industry — the
manufacturer, the grower and the worker — must
stand together. As the last speaker has told us,
these funds have been only arranged for up to 1953.
After that time the allocations to the relief funds will
T feel be changed, and for this reason: up to now
the emphasis has been on the improvement of factor-
tes. As soon as those factories become improved
and the output increases, there will be no need for
Lelp to such a large extent under that heading, and
the emphasis can be shifted to soeial amenities for
the workers in the industry. Tn addition, as we
have been told, there is a committee considering
the working of the whole Industry, and these funds
will also come in for consideration. There is one
last thing; some honcurable members have had the
temerity to suggest that this debate should be ad-
journed and the Resolution postponed wuntil the
(Good Offices Committee makes its report. Honour-
able members who think that, should not be members
of this House. You and T know Sir, that at times
committees take a long time to report, and when
they do report, it is sometimes a very long time
before any action is taken to implement their re-
port. Furthermore, Mr. Speaker the Act tells you that
there shall be published in the Official Gazette not
Ister than the 81st of January each year statements
bty the Sugar Industry Capital Rehabilitation Re-
serve Board and the Sugar Industry Price Stabili-
sation Board. So, if you look into the Gazette at
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that time you will see exactly what is being done
by these two Boards. ' '

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker—As the member
who last year moved the postponement of this
Kesolution, I think that 1 am entitled to say some-
thing on the point. The last two honourable mem-
bers who spoke seem to have thought that two
members were confused. But they - are just as
confused. The money that goes into the Labour
Welfare' Fund is given for playing fields. The
konourable member cannot be aw fait with what is
happening with the Vestry of St. George. However,
what we are dealing with is the principal section
of. this Act that creates these funds. That section
says that you can make regulations governing the
Labour Welfare Fund. I would like to say that
I quite agree that the plight of the peasants is due
either to the fact that the politicians have not been
alive to their interests to organise the peasants, or
that the peasant is unorganisable in this country.
‘Whatever 'is ‘the reason, the peasant has suffered a
gredat deal as a result. If they eame together and
proved that they were losing money, they would
kave to he given an improved price. The peasants
have themselves to blame. Now, if there are a few
things that the honourable senior member for St.
Lucy is wrong about, the first is that the British
Government is so mixed up with these Funds that
if they say they are to be administered in a certain
fray, that cannot be changed.

Mr. WARD: I did not say that. I said the
use of the funds was as the result of a recommenda-
¢ien from the British Government.

Mr.LEWIS: What he said amounted to that.
When you hear talk about people in St. Michael
and the City benefiting from the Welfare Fund, you
must remember that the levy is on the sugar manu-
factured in this island and not on the sugar ex-
ported. Therefore when 8,000 tons is comsumed by
the people of this country, you must remember that
the people in St. Michael and the City consume the
most of it. The agreement with the British Govern-
ment was that these funds should be ereated ; not how
much was to be put to each. That is why I agree
with the honourable senior member for St. Andrew
when he brings in the Highways and Transport
Workers. He should bring in everyone. The Gov-
ernment controlled Housing Fund is part of this
Welfare Fund therefore it is pertinent to this dis-
cussion. The honourable senior member for St.
Lucy makes a dangerous mistake when he says that
rehabilitation of the factories means increase in
employvment.  That is not true. Rehabilitation
of the factories means a drop from about
employees in a factory to about 25. and
vou will continue right down to about five. You
will be employing less people because of the
labour saving devices in tillage and manufac-
ture. Where the Labour Welfare Fund is concerned,
T do not propose to take the same line that I did
last year. We have been given an assurance by the
konourable senior member for St. Peter that nego-
tiations are going on, whereby the labourers, peas-
ants and others in the Industry will get something
out of it. I would be the last one to go at this
stage to alter the money of these funds if it can be
shown that they form part of the price paid to one
set of the negotiators. I hope that the Housing
Scheme from the Welfare Fund will extend to the
people of St. Michael and the City as they are
undoubtedly entitled to some of it. T feel that if you
rehabilitate the factories these funds will get more
money, because it will take less canes to make a ton
of sugar. When you think of the colossal amount

of money needed in the Welfare Fund compared with
the small amount that is going into it, I think thét
the whole  situation  needs reviewing. Therefore 1
welcome the announcement today that a Good Offices
Committee is going to consider the economy of the
Industry as a whole. T hope that our confidence today
will be justified. - ' :

Mr."F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker—In
fairness to the Government I must reply to some of
the remarks made by honourable members. We have
heard that the Government is allowing people to be
dxploited.” When it comes to the question of Gov-
ernment perpetuating the system of exploitation of
the peasants 1T would like to say this: Government
cannot perpetuate the system of exploitation of the
peasants. ! o : ’

Mr. ALLDER: I did not say that. I referred
to the membérs who' sit on the committee. Thé
Government does not buy canes. Government might
have been guilty of allowing them to be exploited.

© Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I did not call the
honourable member’s name; but I excuse him. An
Address was passed Jiere saying that the House would
liké' Govérnment fo examine the question of getting
tractors and ploughs for the peasants out of the
Labour Welfare Fund. The Government looks favour-
ably upon that scheme. It is merely a matter of
implementation. I want to make it clear that as
far as the funds for this are comcernmed, they are
allocated to the peasants on the basis of what they
represent in the Sugar Industry. I hope that hon-
ourable members will see that it is not the intention
of the Government to take away anything from one
group of people. As far as the housing loans are
concerned, the honourable senior member for St.
Luey has already explained that this should not be
mixed up with the question of housing in the whole
island. The honourable junior member for St. An-
drew can rest assured that when the Government
sends down a Bill for housing loans for those who
work in the Government Service, the workers in the
Highways and Transport Department will be includ-
ed; but not under this Resolution. I hope that the
honourable senior member for St. John will under-
stand what T am saying now. It is nothing complex
As far as the Government’s loaning money to people
to build houses is coneerned, the Government is not
endeavouring to put any difficulties in their way by
saying that they must have a big area of land. Onece
You can show that you have enough space that is an
end (_)f it. Government has no intention of trying to
deprive anyone out of the benefits of this fund. If
the Government had placed too many restrictions
they would have been accused of making it too com-
plicated. T regret very much that you have been
kept so long. Sir I am sure that you realise what
this time means. As elections draw nearer, vour
time will become longer.

The question that the Resolution do now pass
was put to the House and agreed to on the declara-
tion of the Speaker that the Ayes have it.

REPLY LAID

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT with leave laid the Reply
to Question No. 82 standing in the name of the Hon-
ourable JJunior Member for St. Luey (Mr. Brancker).

RESOLUTION RE REGISTRATION OF
VOTERS

On the Order being called for Dr. Cummixs
to move the House into Committiee of Supply the
honourable member moved, seconded by Mr. Cox,
that His Honour do now leave the Chair and the
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House go into Committee of Supply. The motion
being carried wem con, His Honour left the Chair
and the House went into Committee of Supply,
Mr. Suite in the Chair.

Resolution that the sum of $3,700 be granted
from the Public Treasury and placed at the dis-
posal of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to
supplement the Hstimates 1951—52, Part I —
Current, as shown in the Supplementary Estimates
1951—52, No. 11, which form ‘the Schedule to this
Resolution,

Dr. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman—This Resolu-
tion is to implement the amount paid to the Assis.
tant Registering Officers and also to Parish Super-
visors in connection with the registration of voters.
A case has been made out that the work that these
men had to do was more onerous than was expected.
T must pay tribute to the manner in which they did
their work. It was a tremendous feat to register
almost 94 per cent. of the people in the island. In

addition to that, in the course of the registering

they were called upon to do some elerical work that
was not at first anticipated. It is true that a sug-
gestion was made to the Government that these men
should be paid for people who refused to register.
Government did not agree with that suggestion, but

——

felt that it would be better to increase the stipend.
So they will even come off better than if they had
been paid for those who refused to register. I move,
gir, that the Resolution do now pass. .

Mr. P. L. WALCOTT: I beg to second that.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman—-1 want to record
that 1 think that these men did a tremendous job.
I want to express my appreciation.

Question that the Resolution do now pass was
put to the Committee and agreed to nem. con.

On the motion of Dr. Cuarixs, seconded by Mg.
F. L. Warcorr, the Chairman reported the passing of
one Resolution in Committee of Supply.

On separate motions of Dg. CumMins, seconded
by Mg. P. I. Warcorr, the Resolution was read a
first and second time and agreed to.

ADJOURNMENT

Dr. CUMMINS: Mzr. Speaker,— I beg to move
that this House do now adjourn until this day week
at 3 p.m.

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: I beg to seecond that

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