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THE 

House g of Assembly Debates 

(OFFICIAL REPORT) 

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY 

Pursuant to adjournment, the House of Assem- 
bly met at 3 o'clock p m .  today. 

His Honour Mr. K. K. R. HUSBANDS (Speaker), 
Mr. E. L. WARD, Dr. H. G. GUMMINS, M.D.,  
C.M., His Honour Mr. 4. E .  S. LEWIS (Depcty 
Bpeaker), Xesm-s 11. E. Cos, L. E'. S ~ I T H  (Chai)+- 
man of Co~nrnittees), 3'. L. WALCOTT, H. A. DOTVD- 
ING, T. 0 .  BRYAS, and J. A. HAYNES, B .A.  

Prayers were read. 

The Illirmte,s of the mwting which was held 011 

the 25th September: 1951, having been circulated 
were taken as read and confirmed. 

MESSAGES F R O X  THE GOVERNOR 

Mr. ADANS: XIr. Speaker - I have the 
honour to present from His Excellency the GOT- 
ernor Rfessages as f o l l o ~ s  :- 

MESSAGE NO. 33/1931. 

His Ezccllency the Goverfior 
To 

The Howo~lrable The House of Assembly 

His Excellency the Governor has the honour tc 
refer to His Depnty's Message So.  21 of the 12tk 
July, 1951, addres~ed to the Ho&urable the Housf 
of Assembly i n  connection with the proposed mem 
bership of the Scotland District C'on,ervation Boarc 
and to inform the Hoiiourablr the House of Assem 
bly that the Director of Highways and Transpor! 
has been added to the list of members set out ir 
that l4essage. 

ALFRtED SAVIZGE, 
Governor. 

Government Horn, 
Bridgetown, 

5th October, 1951. 

KESSA'GE NO. 36/1951. 

His Excellenqp tke h e r n o r  
To 

The Hono~tlable The House Of Assembly 

His Excellency the Governor has the holtour to 
nform the Honourable the House of b e m b l y  tha4 
I& istteation has baen drawn to an error in par&- 
:raph 1 of his Message No. 34/1951 of the 2nd of 
Mober, on the subject of the Domestic Sugar 
iigreement, in the r e fmnce  to  the different organ- 
sations concerned. 

2. His Ekcellency has the honour to  notify 
,he Honourable the House of Assermbly that  pm&- 
:raph 1 of Message No. 34/1951 should have read 
is follows:- 

"H'is Excellency the Governor hasl the 
"honour to invite the aittention of the Hon- 
"ourable the House of Assembly to a Memo- 
"randum of Agreement dated the. 13th Septem- 
"ber, 1951, which, in accordance with i k  
"terms, has been submitted to the respective 
' ' orgaarisationrs mentioned therein f or their 
"considekartion and which, i t  is understood, has 
''been confirmed by these organisations. Copies 
"of this Memorandum of Agreement are being 
"laid in the Honourable the House of assem- 
" bly to-day. " 

ALFRED SAVAGE, 

Gwenment  House, 
Bridgetown, 

9th October, 1951. 

PAPER LAID 

N r  ADAMS: I also have the honour to lay 
the following Paper : 

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

Mr. E.  K. WALCOTT entered ;the House and 
took h k  seat. 

Government Notices were given m follows :- 
Mr. ADAMS: Resolution to place the sum of 

$52,963 a,t the disposal of the Governor-'h-Executive 
Clomittee to supplement, the Estimates 
Part 1-Current, as shown in the Xupplementa 





sometimes that industrial relations in  this island are, 
on the whole, more devoid of friction than our less 
fortunate neigh'bonr~ in tlie Caribbean area, and it 
is because of that free spirit 1vhir.h has been created 
in  the past 10 years or so, that it has been possible 
to achieve such a Agreement in tlie his- 
tory of relations between any class of employer arid 
employee ill any part of the world. Such a n  )Agree- 
ment is certainly almost phenomenal in an island 
like Barbaclos and in an industry like the sugar in- 
dustry which is an  example of free enterprise to the 
eighth degree, of capitalisnl which has been in exist- 
ence for the 300 years of the life of Barbados. 

At this stage I must say that in some respects I 
have been snrprisecl that this Agreement has take11 
place; 'because if I had the misfortune to be born a 
capitalist. a rich man, a supar planter IT-ith three 
centuries of complete, absolute dktation as to what 
terms I am going to employ people on and h o ~  much 
money T an1 going to malie out of the sugar indnstry, 
1 too, might have had the nlisfort~lne of not wanting 
to complete an Agreement of this sort which limits 
my profits. 

The first outstanclin~ thing aboat this Agree- 
ment is that it is the first big or small comprehensive 
,igreen~ent for profit sharing. The effect of it is 
that the profits of thc sugar industry will be limited, 
a contribution will be made to a higher rate of pro- 
duction bonus than hac; been given for the past two 
years and to a ce,m on sugar or its equivalent manu- 
factured in this island in order that in the special 
circnmstances set out in the Nemorandun~ of Agree- 
manv n certain portion will go to the Labour Wel- 
fare Fund and a certain portion will be earmarked 
for a Harbour Fund, if and when the Government 
decides to proceed with the construction of a Har- 
bour. 

This Agreement has been the subject of negotia- 
tions existing for ronghly nine nlonths; it is perhaps 
something more than a coincidence that the period 
of gestation in respect of this Agreement should CO- 

incide with the period of gestation in respect of the 
hnman race. I-Iowcvrr d r r r i n ~  this period special ne- 

' 
gotiations took place on behalf of the worlien in the 
sugar industry and, naturally, thew has been much 
give and takr. This final i\It.nioral~dnm is only 
one of several drafts which have had to be made 
From time to time, just as a point had to be y ie ld~d 
there and added here, and so on. T do feel the House 
n-ill agrec &h them that profit sharing is a fair thing: 
profits should be sharrcl between employers and the 
workers who helped to create those profit?. The. 
establishnient of that principlr is in itself an out- 
stancling achievement. 

In one respect it might be said that this idea 
arose a8 a result of the comparative stability whivh a 
long-term )Agreement a i th  the ;\l[inistry of Food to 
take West India11 sugar bronght, with it. It was felt 
that if tht3re was in existence long-term Contract 
with the British Ministry nf Food and you know that 
they would give "X" po~~n t i s  for sngar for the nest 
five years there shoulcl he sonw ctabi1it:- where pro- 
duction was concerned. 011 both ~ i t l r s  ftundamental 
points were agreed to ; i t  was a ~ r e e d  that there should 
be reasonable m a r s  paid and r~asonahle profits made 
in the supar incln~tr;~ in r~latio?l to an ayerage erop 
-an average crop having been taken as 1210,WO tons 
for some years non-that \ i i h ~ l ~  the sugar crop ex- 
ceeded that average crop, the extra profits made 
should be sharecl and that the Price Stabilization 
Fund shonld be earrful1y guarded when the crop did 
not exceed the average crop. 

There are two other point8 to which I have not 
made any reference so far, but I shall make reference 
to them now. It was also felt that something should 
be done to bring a sense of stability to peasants as 
far  as  the price to be paid for their canes is concerned 
and perhaps equally outstanding and an  equally 
great concession, if I inay use that word, is that the 
pu'blic should be given inforination of the financial 
position in the economics of the sugar industry. I 
am endeavouring, Nr. Speaker, to pay tribute where 
tribute is due, although the temptation to remind 
the people in the sugar industry of how long and 
burdensome the struggle has been, is a great one. 
Honourable members will remember that  when the 
Bloyne Commission came out here the people in the 
sugar industry promised-at lea'st some of the repre- 
sentatives in the industry declared that they had no 
objection to publishing for the 'benefit of the public, 
figures showing what the industry was making so 
that employees in  the industry would be able to see 
that the representatives in  the industry were speak- 
ing the t ruth when they said that  they could not afford 
1/6 or 2/- a day or what not. Since then every year 
they have forgotten that promise until now. I have 
myself appeared a t  some of the dixnssions as to whas 
increased wages labourers should be paid; on the 
last occasion I had to say that i t  was an  utter waste 
of time because you may be groping in the dark when 
you ask 12s. or  15s. or 20s. because you do not know 
what the industry was making and what i t  ought to 
pay in consequence. Seventeen of the twenty-four 
local factories we approached have finally agreed, 
after some persuasion and much persuasion in  some 
cases and little or no persuasion in  others, to  allow 
their figures to be seen in order that from an investiga- 
tion of those figures you would be able to see that a 
reasonable profit x a s  made and what could be earned 
by may of increased production bonus and then the 
levy for the Labour Welfare F'und and the Harbour 
Frulcl could be asse~sed. Thesc factories have gone 
further* and have agreed to the publication annually 
of figures showing the average expenses and t,he 
profits of those factories. It is to be hoped that 
these 17 factory owners - I have no doubt that  they 
n-ill do their utmost just as those who represented 
thc.111 in the initial negotiations did their utmost-will 
persuade thc others to abide faithfully with the 
decision of these 1 7  to come into this Agreement. It 
would have been perhaps an  easy matter over a period 
cf a year, for this Government to have proceeded by 
w a -  of legislation to attempt to get done some of what 
has been done voluntarily. I think we will all agree 
that it is an excellent thing that this Agreement has 
been made voluntarily, and I hope that  those factory 
owners who are not. among-these 17 will see that 
voluntary agreement is preferable to legal compulsion. 

Now Mr. Speaker, I will deal with what is pri- 
marily our concern-the allocation of monies to these 
separate Funds. It has not been easy a s  regards this 
particular part of the Agreement to get general agree- 
ment; as a matter of fact, if i t  were not that the nego- 
tiations had already lasted a pretty long time, it is 
conceivdble that we would still have been negotiating 
for some modification of what we eventually agreed 
on. It appears to me and this Party that one of the 
objects of stabilization originally was to provide 
against bad years, not merely as regards drought 
or disease, but bad years as  regards price. I hope 
that this debate mill not be political and I do not 
want to take any more crcdit than I can legitimately 
claim; I think, if anything, credit, is to be given to 
those employers who have eventually agreed on this 
matter becans9 i t  mould certainly have been almost 
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blasphemy to make these suggestions years ago. These 
employers have come a long way since 1938. Eowever, 
when the idea of stabilization was first discussed in  thrs 
island as f a r  back m 1940 when Profewor Shephard 
was here, one of the chief reasons for it was the 
uncertainty of what we were going to get for  our 
sugar, and i t  was felt by those concerned with the 
sugar industry that in  good years some money should 
be taken and set aside so that money would be avail- 
able in bad years chiefly as regards price. Now that 
we have an assurance of the Ministry of Food for 
a long period, there seems to be no feeling of the 
same pressing necessity for a Stabilization Fund 
against the uncertainty as regards the price of sugar, 
although there is always the necessity for  puttink* 
aside something for drought and disease. If 1 may 
disclose some of the things which happened during 
the negotiations, those concerned with the sugar in- 
dustry seemed fearful about touching the Price 
Stabilisation Fund a t  all. One can well see that 
if we had the reverse of what we have been getting 
in the last few gears, if we had very short crops, 
i t  is easy to see that if we did not have a substantial 
amount in the Price Stabilizaton Fund, we would 
have labour tronbles and disputes. One of the 
chief points of difficulty was whether the Price 
Stabilization Fund should 'bk touched at al l ;  but 
it was eventnally agreed that over an average crop, 
accepting a five-year average, the industry, out of 
its profits. could aflord to pay $1.80 per ton to 
Labour Welfare. and, in addition, we could take 
a further S/- out of the Price Stabilization 
Fund. If the crop in a particular year 
exceeds the previous fire-year average and is above 
120,000 tons, that sum was agreed upon as the sum to 
be taken o ~ t ,  ancl it is with the object of implementing 
that proposal that this Bill is before the Honse. If,  
on the other hand, the crop does not exceed the five- 
year arerag? but was above vhat  we now feel to be the 
average crop production, n a m e l ~  120,000 tons, only 
half a crown will be taken from the Price Stabili~a- 
tion f i n d  and pnt to the Labour Welfare F'und; if 
the crop falls below 120.001) tons, the Price Stabili- 
zation Fund will not be touched at all. The Price' 
StahiUzatinn Tl'nnd and the T,abour Welfare Fund 
vll-n +m aspects of the same thing; under the Labour 
IVelfare Fund roil will get money for the purpose of 
repairing your house, you will get the benefit of a loan. 

I hope 1 have made the positioi~ sufficiently clear 
to honourable members. I repeat that with a crop 
under 120,000 tons, there will not be any tranif(-'r froni 
the Stabilization Fund. Above 120,000 tons, but be- 
low the average of the preceding five years, there will 
be a transfer of 60 cents. If the crop is above the 
ziverage of the preceding five years and over 120,000 
tons, there will be a transfer of 5 / -  from the Stabiliza- 
tion Fund in addition to the 7/6 which comes out of 
the profits and its added to the Labour TTrelfarc 
Fund;  so that this year the crop being above 120,000 
tons and above the five yeair average, 7/6 per ton 
from the profits and 5/- from the Stabilisatio~l Fund 
wi'll be added to the Labour Welfare Fund. That 
is more than double the amount for loam and plar-ing 
fields under the Labour Wefare Fund. 

If I may make a further point, I think honourable 
members will agree with me that if we went back tc 
:L crop of 78,000 tons, and we got the price which the 
Ministry of Food is giving nowadays, the effect mould 
be just as bad from the point of view of wages as 
if we had a large crop and went back to the old days 
when we were getting S12 10s. or  £15 a ton. I should 
mention that as regards the crop bonus, v e  might 
pay tribute to the late Labour Commissioner and the 
honourable senior member for St. Peter for working 

c~ut the details. This matter of production bo-pus is 
so:*~c~thing new in industrial relations in Barbados, 
and an analysis of the figures leads us to the con- 
clusion that the industry can afford to increase the 
percentage of that bonus. I t  is felt that  on crops 
which are 5,000 tons in excess of the average of 
1'70.;;0;) tons-on a crop of 125,000 tons and over pro- 
~-i*ion could be made for a production bonus of 1% 
and \o upwards; on a crop of 165,000 tons the bonm 
could be 13% and on a crop of 1801,000 tonc: and over 
the bonus x~-ould be 17%. 

I now come to the third allocation of profits, the 
principle of which has been accepted by the Sugar 
Producers7 Federation-a contribution to a Harbour 
Fund. If we have a Deep Water Harbour undouljt- 
edly the sugar industry will benefit from i t  as much 
es anybody else, and more than the merchants and 
hotel keepers. I f  the Harbour is built i t  is going to 
cost us certainly more than five million pound7 atld 
~t is only fair that, with the necessity of having to: 
find this huge snm of money, the people who arq 
going to benefit inost from it, should pay for its con- 
smwtion over and above the average taxpayer. Thal 
principle has been accepted by the Sugar Produceri' 
Federation and the sum assessed is no less a figure 
than $2.00. However, agreement has bee& reached 
that in view of two facts, firstly, that the Govern- 
ment has agreed in principle to examine carefuliy 
the possibilities of constructing a Harbonr with its 
financial implications, and secondly, that this Agree- 
ment has only been reached recently-about a month 
cgo-a matter of this sort with its repercussions .on 
other people besides the large landowner should be 
presented to the public for discussion before i t  was 
implemented this year. I t  is for that reason mainly 
that we are not proposing today to ask the Legisia- 
tare to have that portion of the Agreement Jmple- 
~tiented. I will use an  expression which will bripg 
a smile on the face of the honourable senior member 
for the City; after the Fiscal Survey has been 
analysed -- nearly everything depends upon the 
Fiscal Survey-because we cannot go to England 
and borrow five million pounds unless we can say 
that we have our head well above water. The Fiscal 
Survey is almost ready; that is as much as I can say 
in that respect. What I hare just said is another 
consideration which has caused us to agree in princi- 
ple to this amount of $2.00 in respect of a Harbour 
Fund, but not to ask for its implementation today. 

1 have endeavoured, and I think I will succeed 
ill this initial address at any rate, to t ry to be persu- 
asive rather than yield to the temptation of saying 
something which will stir one or two honourable 
members to wrath. I will say this; Election or no 
Election, it is not playing the game to start rumours 
and try to induce fears in any section of the com- 
r~mnity in connection with a matter of this impor- 
tance with all its implications. It is not honest or 
playing the game in trying to persuade peasants that 
this Agreement is doing them everlasting harm; 1 
-rill wait and hear what is going to be said on that 
point. I am not saying anything which will detract 
froin nhat  is d w  to the silpar industry of this island; 
a certain measure of praise ir cllie to the people con- 
cerned in the sugar industry for having gone so far 
in this Agreement ~oluntari ly.  For 300 years wt. 
have never had profit sharing in this island; we 'lay(' 
had profit sharing among shareholders, but we have 
ntver heard of profit sharing among those who work 
for you. In  any case it is better f o r  me not to an- 
ticipate what is going to be said. If peasants think 
that the factory owners vould have given then1 more 
for their canes this year but for this Agreement- 
the factory owners have been tricking them for a t  
least 100 years; none of us knows what has been 
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happening i n  the past, a n d  we who have seen a little 
cr more than the average member of the public has seen, 

can only guess what has been going on In the sugar 
W industry u p  to this year. A s  l have said, I do not 

want to detract from what is due to the factory 
cwners; for  them to  say tha t  they are willing to dis- 
close what their books contain, they must be a t  last! 
reforming. I can see the sort of argument tha t  mill 
be used affecting peasants, but there could be no 
guarantee that the peasants would get one half cent 
more fo r  their canes if we did not have this Agree- 
ment. Lower Estate might give more than ~ t s  

. I . neighbour because of competition; not because 
of love fo r  the peasants. I do say to the man who A wants to give the assurance tha t  the peasants woulci 

J he better off bu t  for this Agreement, let  him prove it 
and  not merely say i t  on the floor of this House. 

On this quesiion of peasants' canes, having re- 
g a r d  to the figures given b y  these factories, even if, 
you did zoning, nobody could say that me collld 
produce a Bill which would not work a hardship 011 

some people so a s  to save the peasants from possi@ly 
getting less for their canes than they monld norma!ly 
get. Obviously the price paid by a factory takipg 
9.34 tons of cane per ton of sugar as its recovey wll 
 lot be the same as  a factory talrjnp 7.60. F o r  anybody 
to  snggest that it ~ r a \  po~sible to introdnce a coinpre- 
heasire Bill which 11-ould 71-ork in fairness to the 
peasants is to suggest something \\-hicl1 could not be 
prored to be true. However, we had to go on an  arer- 
ape crop prodnction and we hare  got this Agreement 
by rrhich p ~ a s a n t s  nil! be paid a t  least the same thing 
as e ~ t a t e s  not connected r-i th favtorieq are paid. That 
is something pained because i t  has been the romplaint 
for years that a plantation v -odd  pet 50 cents or a 
dollar more per ton for its canes than a peasant 
would pet for  his although beine in  the same area. 

Honourable members have a copy of the Reso- 
lution which wa9 passed a t  a special meeting of the  
h c t o r y  owners held on the 2nd May this year while 
these negotiations were going on. I t  was considered 
in February that  peamats should get what the estates 
imconnected with factorieq are getting; then there 
was the special meeting of factory owners and the 
Resolution which was passed forms part  of this Memo- 
randum. That Resolution reads as follows: 

"That the same price calcnlated on a crop aver- 
age  recovery shall be paid for  peasants' and estates' 
canes (not being shareholders or suppliers under  
written contract) i t  being clearly nnderstood that  
neither shall ha re  priority of delivery. 

PROVIDED that where oxmers of estates other 
than those who are  shareholders of the factory or a r e  
supplying canes under  a written contract, supply 
c m e s  i n  excess of 500 tons to a factory (the delivcyy 
cf  such canes being if required spread over the whole 
period of the crop) the  factory shalI be at liberr- 
to pay such estate owners an  additional price ranging 
from 5c. to 35c. pe r  ton. 

PROVIDED also tha t  where a Co-operative 
Society of peasants supplies canes in  excess of 500 
tons to any  factory (the d e l i v e ~  of such canes being 
if required spread over the whole period of the cron) 
the Society shall be paid the same extra price which 
ii; paid to outside estates ranging from 5c. to %c. per 
ton  for similar quantities. " 

Of course if peasants s u p ~ l y  canes i n  excess of 
E00 tons to a factory, t h ~ y  mill get the qame extra 
price; and i n  respect of a Co-operative Societv. nat- 
urally a factory will pav the same thiiw to n~op!e W!IO 

combine and  supply canes in  excess of 500 tons. A l -  
.hough a promise has been made i t  will not necessarjl~ 
bc carried out, and  you cannot paw any law on earth. 
that somebody cannot get around if he feels like bp'; 
d~shonest .  I am told tha t  legi~lators mill pay a shilli?lr 

3 pound for fish and  a sixpence extra for the fisher- 
nen ;  ( A  NEMBER: More than tha t )  ' o that you LAL 

mly legislate and hope tha t  people will obey the law, 
Yon cannot make people obej- the law; 1 am told tha t  
here are certain factories which do not want  to pay 
he production bonus. Well, I can only say tha t  the 
Barbados Workers' ITnion is still alivc. Some of the 
factory owners hare  agreed to these terms but  all  the  
Factory owners should abide by this Agreement. 

I am trying to give a n  outline of this Memoran- 
dum and  what we arrived at. There arc lots of figures 
nhich I cannot go into now, bu t  if ill the course of 
their addresses honourable members desire to have 
:my infornlation and I can supply them with it, I 
.hall be pleased to do so. As I have indicated, the  
hgures as  regards recovery for  the factories range 
between 7.60 as  the highest lecovery and 9.34 tons 
;f cane per  ton of sugar as the lowest recovery. The 
manufacturing expenses range between $24.85 and  
$35.46 per to11 of sugar, the average being $27.7:3 
there are some figurer which honourable nlenlb~rs  
themselves know, but I shall be pleased to give ally- 
thing else tha t  I can gire. It has been agree6 to 
publ~sh figures in connection with the sugar in$ustry 
from time to time, and the Ggures which hare btyn 
published and which honourable members have befqre 
them will show with regard to these l7 factories the 
tlverage price paid for canes in  1950. I want to say 
that until  there is more efficiency in the industry t.he 
difference in  the price paid for canes will be felt and 
it will be very marked in  some cases. 

Before passing completely froin this portion of 
the Agreement, I would like to say that  the Barbaclps 
Workers' Union and tke Sugar Producers' Fedr r -  
stion and the Government regret that there is not a 
jtrong peasants' awociation i n  Barbados. Neverthe- 
less, the peasants were represented in  all of t11r.c 
talks; their  iuterests were naturally considered. 1 
must say that a t  one time it was made clear that a l l  .. 
negotiations would break down if the minimum de- 
nand affecting peasants were not, granted; tha t  is, 
that the peasants :.hould get what the estates were 
getting. I say that lest i t  should be thought that be- 
cause the Barbadus Workers' Union sees after the 
mterest of the agricultural workers, therefore the ill- 
terest of the peasants would be neglected; anyone w'lo 
knows the attitude of the Union towards amicultural * 

labourers and peasants would know that,  as a mat ter  
of fact, we represent the peawnts. We lrnow tha t  
the peasants have to pay what the plantation pays; 
of course the agricultural labourer som,etimrs feels 
that he is doing the peasants a kindness to work fo r  
tLem a t  all, and he  says: "I get regular work a t  the 
plantation and therefore you have to pay  what the 
plantation is paying." It is, of course, hard lines on 
peasants to have to  pay increased rates which have 
been got for  the agricultural labourers by the Work- 
crs' Tinion and  to pay something more too. I hope 
'hat somebody who is interested i n  the peasants in  a 
practical may like the honourable senior member fo r  
St.  Philip, will use his influence, time, energy and 
persuasiveness (Mr. GARNER:  Money too) and of 
rourse, money, to s ta r t  and keep alive a, strong 
a peasants' association. I11 every single negotmtion 
affecting the sugar industry, the peasant5 shnnld be 
strongly represented by some of themwlrei ancl not 
merely thought of by other parties to the negotiation. 
Ju.;t to digress for a moment. I am glad to sep tl~~af 
r~. ta i l  shopkeepers can form their associatioll a l ~ r i  in  
the mad scramble for higher mark-ups by merchanfs, 
they might have a share too. 

I come non7, Mr. Speaker. to  the  publicatioll 
of these figures which speaks for  itself. I t  is a 
great achievement that  the factories have at last, 
agreed to carry out what they promised 13 years  



ago, tha t  is. to allow a n  independent audit  of their 
books. I t  is all  \.cry w ~ 1 1  to say tha t  without any  
deiiiiitrilcw, h11t the ( h r e r n m e n t  hopes to  have for  
this l)tlrposc* at] intlepmtlent auditor, probably a n  
accountant, w h o  is i ~ o t  concerned with the sugar 
industry and possibly not a TTTest Inclian, l r t  alone 
a lh~.ba(li i tn.  so tha t  there may not be any  suspic- 
i o ~ i  jn any oiw'\ mind that  he is only another 
p a r t n w  of a \ \ . ( ~ l l - l i ~ l ~ \ \ l ~  firm saying tha t  he is 
auditing thcw boolrs on behalf of the Government. 
l'lie ( : o r c ~ n n ~ e n t  will src. to  it that  no one will be 
seleetrtl as acc.oiuitaut to do this independent 
anditjug, who c'o111tl remotely accused of being 
connwtetl with the sugar indnstrj- of Barbados. 
Thew acvonnts will b r  audited and publkhed from 
year to v(.ilr i n  orcler tha t  the  public m q  \ee what  
exactly is the financial position-the cost of pro- 
ducinz a ton of sugar a ~ l d  the allocation of prices 
for  canes, w a g ~ s  and profits. I may say I know 
that  t h c ~ ~ h  artb somr persons who feel that  the  
allocatloll to  the three B1unds which are  before ns  
nost- 11n\ bcrn wrong from the beginning. and some 
n-oultl go SO f a r  as to say that  the allocation to 
the I<rhabilitation F~ui(1 is too much. The Gov- 
ernnicwt does ~ i o t  think tha t  the Rehabilitation 
Funtl should br. interfered with, but it feels that  
the 1,abonr TTiclfare Flmd should have niore money 
allocated to  it i111tl that  is why we have made this 
Agrec*nlent. TTr? do not propose to  touch the 
Rehabilitation Fund,  because the more efficient the 
faetor: i\, the better it d l  be in the  long run. I 
am told that  ill some cases. factorv o n - n e r ~  are  
actni~l ly  using their own money fro111 the banks 
agaiilst futnre  allovations to the Rel~abilitation 
Fund v-hich is being exhausted. 

Ik fore  I sit d o ~ v i ~ .  there are  one or two figures 
for wliicli honourable members will ask ancl I will 
give I h ( w .  Thtl P1.ic.c Stabilization Fund  out of 
which practically nothing has been spent. has a 
baIanw of jlrst o re r  four million dollars. The 
Labonr TTrelfarc Fund  stands a t  approximately 
$1,300,000 of which $7.70,000 has been earmarked 
for  honsiag; everybody knows tha t  the  present allo- 
cat io~i  of 101- to this Fund  is f a r  from being suffi- 
cient. 1-p to about a year ago more than 3,000 
peoplc al;plietl for hot~sing loans and only about 
2,000 ha \  e bee11 assistcvl. We a re  hoping that for  
the 11c~st two year? tllc crop will t u r n  ont as  good 
a s  i t  appears i t  will be. As the "Objects amd 
Reasons" of the Hill read. Mr. Speaker, the Bill 
is to  give 1egislati~'e effect to those portions of the  
Agre~nlent  which deal with the levy in  respect 
of t l i ~  liabonr T V ~ l f t n ~  Fund,  taking some of the  
d l o t a t ~ o l i  to the I'ricc Stabilization F u i d  and add- 
ing i t  to the T ~ a b o l ~ r  \JT(>lfare Fund.  I heg to move 
that  this Bill b(s non- read a second tiinp. 

Dr. CTT;\IJIISS : 1 beg to second that .  
l r w s r i  131 THL'LI., ~ ~ A N C K E R  and ~IO"~TLEY eliter- 

ed thc  House a11d tool; their seats while JTr. An~nfs 
was \peaking. 

31r. E. I<. TTIAT,C~OTT: We have to  thank the 
honnn:-sblc scnio~. member for  St.  Joseph for his 
long. clem ailtl i n t c u ~ ~ ? t j n g  rspeech; w c  1iar.e to  
thank him for ~ iv in f i .  praise to  people other than 
those who  belonc to his Par ty .  

N .  ADA-PI'iS : Tf  I may intlerrnpt the hon- 
ourable inrinber, I \hould like to  say that ,  a s  ha., 
been set out i l l  t l ~ r  Jlcmorandum of Agreement in 
respwt of t h r  le\ y for  the Harbour Fund, if the 
levy is talwn next )-car or th?  year after. and the 
Government decides not to proceed with the Har-  
bour Fund  Pchcir~c, that  money will be paid into 
the Stahilizatioll I"t~nd 

Mr. X. K. TTTALC'OTT: To continue my re- 
mark\.  Mr. Speaker. T think from my point of view 
if not from the voint of viev- of all of 11s on this 
side of the  Table, there is one point which we 

a rc  likely to  complain of and to  vote against;  tha t  
i \  the proposition contained in  Clause 3 of the Bill 
which deals with the  additional levy of $1.80 
n-hch it is proposed to raise a n d  allocate to the  
Labonr Welfare Fund. on what  is now the cost 
of the mannfacture of a ton of sugar. I will deal 
with tha t  i11 due course. Perhaps it would be bet- 
t e r  if I follow more or less the  order taken by 
the honourable senior member fo r  St. Joseph. As 
he said, i t  is a mat ter  for  congratulatioll that ,  i n  
this island. you can find interests concerned with 
the sugar industry coming together and arr iving 
a t  an  Agreement which is proposed to  last for a t  
least three years. I think the honourable senior 
member fo r  St.  Joseph has been heard to  say after 
lie has had experience of the rivalry and oppositioa 
in  the  sngar industry in neighbouring islands, tha t  
the Barbados planter might be regarded almost as  
a I~ef t is t .  I think the honourable senior member' 
for  Bt. f e t e r ,  who is not now i n  his place, I an1 
going to say something complimentary, has been 
heard to  say in 1945 tha t  there y a s  never found: 
to be mnch difficnlty in negotiations between the 
planters and the Barbados Workers Union when 
they came to  discuss-which they had to year by 
year, and very often after the crop was finished- 
the cjnestion as to what bonus, if any, should be 
paid in respect of the wages which were earned 
in the snsar  cron. I think i t  was in 1947 when 
the hono&able senior nmnber  fo r  St .  Peter  inad; 
that htatement, and the honourable senior member 
fo r  St.  Joseph will rpmember tha t  i t  was when a 
Cominjtter was sitting to discuss the  question of 
wages and whether or not a crop bonus should be 
paid autl how much it shonld be, whether 1274, 
1 0 9  or 20%.  

That  brings me to the first point, I n  so f a r  
a s  the sharing of the profits of the  sugar industry 
is concerned, the  bonus is bound to  be held a s  a 
share in  the  profits and I think the honourable 
senior member for  St .  Joseph will agree with me 
tha t  certainly to  nip knowledge, since 1947 t h e  
unestion has alwavs been dealt wi th  between the  
~ u g a r  Producers' ' Federation a n d  the Barbados 
\Vorkers' Union, although i t  has sometimes g m e  
to  a Commission of Enquiry or i ts  equivalent to  
determine what the exact amount was likely to be. 
Again i t  was in  1947 when the  honourable 
senior member for  St .  Peter drew to  the  
attention of the Sugar Producers' Federation tha t  
i t  ~voulcl be inlost difficult for  him to address the mork- 
crs and tell then1 whether or not the sugar producers 
could pay a bonus of 10%,  12x771 or  15% or more 
unless he, o r  somebody in  whom he could trust, was 
authorised to see their boolrs. I think it, was also i n  
1947 thai  the Sugar Producers' Federation, although 
uot allowing an  inspection of their books, yet, af ter  
a speech made by the  honourable senior member f o r  
St .  Peter, they did p u t  before the Labour Union the 
figures as  to the profits which had been arrived a t  a s  
betwccn certain factories which, as i n  this case, had 
been subject to audit  by one of the persons who were 
giring evidence before the Commission. A copy of 
these figures and of the profits was handed to  the hon- 
ourable senior member for St. Peter, and I well re- 
member that after the enyniry was completed that 
the copy was handed back. That copy was treated 
as bei i~g confidential, but  for the purpose of the c&- 
culatioiis to be arrived at ,  there was no doubt about 
ii that i t  was offered and aceeptccl and dealt with. 
Therefore, when the honourable senior member f o r  
St.  Josrph regards. what has been arrived a t  hers a., 
a great achierement, with which opinion I heartily 
agree, yet I think he will be the first person to admit 
that  since 1947 to my knowledge, he has found no 



P. difficulty, nor has the other side f o y d  any d i f i cd ty  
in recognizing the position as  regarus the sugar woru- 

ti, ers and  the sugar producers ; the workers were g~veu 
some bene~it  where a profit was being made. 

I agree with the honourable senior inember for 
St. Joseph that a n  Agreement like this, a s  I under- 
stood him to say, is largely possible because a t  last 
Qreat Britain was prepared to give us a suitable pnce 
l o r  sugar. B s  me kiiow, the cost of living will require 
a n  increase i11 the wages of !abourer?j. A t  the cinw 
of the Con~mission heid by Lord Oliv~er ,  the a t t e n ~ p t  I + was made to draw to the attention of the British Uov- 

F ernlnent that i t  would be impossible for  Barbados co 
fiourish with the price of sngar as i t  was. The major ' 

J difficulty in  the sngar indus t r -  was the fact the augar 
producer had to rely on good weather so as to get 
c. good crop and he did not linow what price his pro- 
tiuct was lrliely to bring in the markets of the world. 
I think that i t  was solnetiine in  1936 that Qreat Bri- 
t a in  limited the amonlit of sugar which we would ba 
alloived to export. 1 leave that quesitioil alone be- 
cause it is a bitter question. Honever, nntil  the nest 
few years, me are in  a position jrhere the sugar indns- 
t ry  has been made stable so tha t  we know what me 
,are going to get fo r  sugar. 

P On the question of the percentage of bonus to be 
$laid, I think I am right, in  saying that this is not 
the first year that bonns has been paid. but this year 
the bonus has been increased as sho~\-n by the figures 
given a t  t~he  top of page 2 of this JIen~orandum of 
Agreement. Although this is a great achievement. 
i t  is not such a great achierenlelit because three years 
ago i t  was recognized by both parties that where you 
were lucky enough to get a suitable price for  sugar 
a n d  to have a good crop, pon conlcl pay to those who 
work in  the industry sonlething in  addition to the  
basic wage because of the profit which you made i n  

C the industry i n  the circuinstances. There is no doubt 
about it that  last year and again this year, we have 

gi been blessed with good weather which means a good 
m o p .  

I pass on to the next paragraph of the Agree- 
ment ;  that  is  a inost desirable thing--one which will 
facilitate the arrangement with Great Britain over 
the price of sugar, because the prices fo r  labour and 
materials are considered by Great Britain i n  arriv- 
ing  a t  a n y  price which may be paid. Tt is obviously 
desirable that with such conclitions you should hare  
representatives of labour present before you make 

P any  proposals to the British Government. 
As to the next paragraph of the A greernent, I 

(30 not agree with the honourable senior member for  
St.  Joseph : I do nut apree with him on this point 
about taking this additional $1.80 per ton and trans- 
ferring i t  to the Labonr TYelfare Fund.  If you were 
lnaking this transfer to the Labour Welfare F u n d  

t p  
from profits, tha t  would be another mat ter ;  but  this 
money is a n  expenditure where the nlannfacture of 
sugar is concerned, or. to put  it more plainly, this is 

h ) 
.something which is remored from the price of bilgar 

- \  before the  producer of the mgas  gets it a t  all. I f  
you take this $1.80 per ton more ancl add it to the 
Labour Welfare Fulld, all you arc doing is reducing 
the price of sugar tha t  goes to the producer by that  
&mount; you are not taking it ont of any profits a t  
all. 

Mr. S P E A K E R  : T f  honourable members intend 
that I must hear more than one speech a t  a time I 
will adjourn this House. 

3Ir. E .  K .  WALCOTT: I do not believe thal 
the  honourable member will he persnaded on a point 
like this either here o r  helreaft~r.  Honourable mem 

Si. bers will learn in  due time ~ v h a t  will hapnen in  con- 
nection with this question, b u t  it seems to me to bt. 

e 

a very bin~ple matter;  the ouly pcrhon froill v-holn 
j o u  wlU t w r  get tha t  anlount of monry 1s tlie cane- 
grower. The rude interruptioils of honourable 
members o1c.r there m ~ l l  not p u t  n i ~  o i ~ t ;  tnls money 
15 colnmg wit oi  every cane-grovr ,  i ~ o t  merely che 
sinall cam-groner.  Ttlere is only oile may m ~vhich 
you could get t h s  inoney out of the profits, and   hat 
is, after you have arrlved a t  the prclfits, you take it 
by way of iiiconle tax.  As regards the amount nf 
l ~ t . 0 0  per to11 to be paid into a llarbour b'uncl, per- 
hapij that might better be left over ulltil legislation 
in  that regard is brought before the llouse. 'l'he hon- 
ourable seiiior inember fo r  St.  Joseph has said tlmh 
the sngar proclnccrs were willing to agree to this levy 
of $2.00 per ton in  respect of a Harbour  F u n d ;  1 
defy a n y  honomahle member to find anything which 
is more necesqary or valuable to  the whole coinmmi- 
i ty than a Harbonr. because i t  has to be used by every- 
body for  the benefit of a l l ;  but so f a r  as  I am 
concerned, I will iuention n0vv that 1 am ~lot ing 
against this proposal as 1 will vo!e against the pro- 
posal to raise this additional levy of $1.80 per 
t cn  of sngar l)>ducecl, to bt applied to the 
Labour Welfare Fund.  Thi\ Fnrld is not a gift  
to ai1ybod.r-; thi5 is a E7nnd which mill continue 
to  grow, and in the eirmmstances in  which it i s  
applied i t  c.aniiot sinli brca~rse it is a ynestion of 
inoney being loaiiecl mith interest attached. This 
F u n d  must be increased so l o n ~  as proper precautions 
are taken n-ith respect to  the loan\;  it i s  not a ques- 
tion of taking soniething from one F u n d  and putting 
it to aiiothel* F u n d  in  the sense that the money mill 'be 
lost. This F m d  stands a t  over a million dollars of 
which $730,000 has been applied to housing. 1 may 
say that 1 eppliecl to  the Gorerninent to let me l m m  
how the applic.ations h a w  been made, how they have 
been dealt with. and I was infornlecl that that was a 
natter for the honourable senior member for St.  Joseph 
ancl not a matter for  me. IIowever, I do not quarrel 
abont that now; T have not got that  information and 
I will not argue a b o ~ ~ t  that now. R u t  since these 
loans will hove to be repaid, this Fund  should not need 
any a ~ ~ g m e n t a t i o n ;  the F u n d  is not a gift and so ihe  
money will not be lost. Tn any  case l hope that hon- 
ourable nieunbers have appreciated the point I have 
niacle; this aclditional levy of $1.80 per ton does not 
come out of the profits, i t  could never come ont of the 
profits and i t  is not intended to come out of the profits. 
I defy anybody to show or prove tha t  this $1.80 is 
taken out of profits; it i s  taken out before there is 
any  questio~l of profit and the man who has to pay 
this n?oney-the only man who mill have to pay it-is 
the man who produces the cane. The factory or 
merchant will not pay one cent of this money; nobody 
c . 1 ~  is going to pay one cent of it, but  the man who 
grows the cane will pay i t  all. 

I pass on now to the other point? mith which ' I  
agree. I congratiilate all those who helped in  the 
negotiations so that a nlattc~r like this vonltl b p  settled. 
After all, we Barbadians speak for onrselv~\  and we 
!et i t  be rraliwd that whatever matter v-? may 
bicker abont we n111st t r y  ancl arrive at  somc dccision 
011 thc cpestion of suqar becanse sugar i i  our all. 
Paragrtiph (l) (( l  i of the Agreement s q - s  t11ii. 

"\fThene~~er the Island's crop exceeds 120,000 tons 
of cngar or i ts  eqniralent b a t  is b c l o ~ ~  the pre r iow 
five--ear arerage, then the present rate of ccss of 
g1 -5s. per ton payable to the Price Stabili7ation Fund 
shall br reduced by 2s. lid. per  ton of < w a r  or i ts  
ecjuiralent, and  the anloinit of s i ~ h  reilwtion shall 
be transfcrrcd and added to the present rate of cess 
payable to the Lakour T e l f a r e  F u n d . "  

I agree with that  and T do not think that anybody 
on this side of the House disagrees with it. The hon- 
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onrable senior member for St. Josepli has reminded 
his o u i ~  members that the proportions between these 
Funds wtw a matter of agreement between the pro- 
ducers. ancl if there is an;\- change I unclerstand that 
thr proclncers are qnite willing 

Mr. ADAMB. 011 a point of order. Whatever 
the honourable ineinbrr might have been told, there is 
110 quc~~tion of not giving the figures. I did not know 
that tlir cycalo-stylecl cwpies were not handed out; I 
have then1 here before rile to be distributed to honour- 
able mcmbers. 

Mr. E. K. WALCOTT : I was referring to the 
variatitvr of the amo~ult which will be paid to these 
Funds ill vase the Island'+ crop exceeds 120,001) tons; 
wheu the crop exceeds tht. previous fi~e-year average 
the amount payable to the Price Stabilization Fund 
will be redneed by S/-. I understand that the honoura- 
ble scviior nieriib~r for St. Joseph has reminded his 
inmbers that that was a matter of agreement: any 
change in the allocation is a matter for them to looL 
after. As far  as I am concerne~d, I agree with this allo- 
cation ; if there is no Likelihood of a lower price beins 
paid for sugar, or of any lws being suffered by the in- 
clustrj-, there is no raaaon why they should not do whai 
they have done by agreement, that is, to increase the 
present ratcl of c- payable to the Labour Welfare 
Fnnd. 'l1he more you add to the Labour Welfare ,Fund 
in this way, the more reason there is as to why ym 
should not have to apply this $1.80 to this Fund, w&ch 
will hmt~  to come out of the price of canes: becanw 
you vill  br getting 216 per ton sugar or 5/-- per ton 
sugar as the case may be. according to the amount of 
cams which is in the sugar crop. 

I have not got to say anything nlnch about the 
next parttgraph of the 3Iemorandum and so 1 go to 
parapmph 3 whivh clrals with the price of canes. Per- 
sonally. T have never agrcecl with a factory paying less 
for pct~wnts'  c.anes than it pays for plantation canes. 
The :mswtlr T have always been given, but which I 
have ilot bctn abl? to prove, is that the cnstom had 
gro\Tn np hcrr to take off the peasants' canes first and 
leave the> plantation canes until after, with the result 
that the wnes which are sold at  the beginning of the 
crop invariably contain more water ancl weigh more 
than if they are taken off later. 1 am not surprised that 
the factory people have pnt that in  the Agreement 
because on page 4 of thr Agreement in respect of a 
resolution whirh was passed, they have stated this. 

" That the same price calculated on a crop average 
recowry shall be paitl for peasants' and estates' canes 
(not being sliarcholders or suppliers under written 
contrwct) it being clearl,v understood that neither shall 
have priority of delher;\-. " 

NI-. Qittcns of C'hrist Church was known to be one 
who had t r i ~ d  to .tart a peasants' association; he 
did not snc~cwci for various reasons. Bnt T remember 
that he told nie in argmnent olie day that what was 
worrying him TVilS that he had tried an experiment 
and found that what vonld be 36 tons of canes at the 
beginning of the crop would not be the equivalent of 
28 tons a 111011th and half later. Unless he could 
ensnrcl priority of delirery he would not be doing 
anything. That argmnrnt does not apply to the de- 
1ivel.y of a certain amo~ult of canes such as 500 tons, 
the fwvtoi-~- obriousl>- r l qmds  upon a large quantity 
of cants so as to hr able to cover its overhead es- 
penses. ant1 th(1 mi111 who can supply 500 tons would 
be brtttlr than the onc who supplies five tons, because 
he i.; enrurinp to the factory that there is a profit, 
whereas it is not necessarily so in the case of one who 
supplies fivc tons; hence there are two provisos to the 
Agrecm~nt which has bccn arrived at. 

T t  is welcome news to know that this Agree. 
rnent has been n~ade  and I venture to say that 

collipetitioll will assert itself, and that the peasants7 
canes will still hawe priority of delivery. I hope that- 
we mill be able to retain that competition. I was a 
member of the Execurtive Committee when Dr .  
Saint tried to plan some system of zoning and m e  
tried to insist on the same price being paid for 
caness Eventually a Bill was brought before the 
House but i t  was not put into effect. You will find 
that whereas one factory may take 9 or  9.5 tons of 
canes to manufacture a ton of sugar another factory 
may take 7 or 7.8 tons. I think that the honourable . 
senior member for St. Joseph was guilty of a slight 
error which can be remedied by reading this Mem- 
orandum; he said that the efficiency of the fadory 
tvas one of the main reasons why certain factories 
could not pay more. 11 see from this illemorandurn 
which has been accepted on both sides, that on par- 
agra,ph 5 a t  page 2 of the Memorandum, this is what 
is stated: 

"While it can be said that there! is some differ- 
ence in mechanical efficiemcy between factory and 
factory this factor is not a predominating one. The 
fact that one faotory takes 8% tons cane1 to make a 
ton sugar and that another factory took 8 tons does 
not mean that the former is less efficient. Thus in 
examining the results of these 17 factories for, 19513 
BTe find the largest and one of the most efficient 
taking 8.64 tons cane per ton sugar while one 09 the 
smallest took only 7.88 tons to make a ton of sugar. 
The first mentioned was in the high rainfall ama 
whew the yield p m  ton is highest with a lower sue 
rose codtent, and the second in a drier area where 
the field per acre is lower but  the sucrose 
content is highest. Thus while factory efficiency 
has some weight in recovery i t  plays a minor role. 
The two main factors are therefore quality of cane 
and manufacturing expamm. ' 

Paragraph 6 of the Memorandum dealing with 
"Quadity of cane" states this: 

"This largely follows the area of the Islan(I 
from which the cane is delivered and the order .B 
as follows : 

Black Soil Area-(a,) The sweet belt. 
(b) Other areas. 

Red Soil Area. 
Scotland Area. " 
And figures in connection with these ar,eas a m  

given. 
Then in paragraph 7 dealing with "Manufao- 

turing Expenses per ton of Sugar" the Mmoran- 
dum states: 

"There are also very wide variations in mauu- 
facturing expenses the extremes beingt $$W. 85 and 
$34.46 per ton of s u g a ~ r  Speaking gmelr;nlly it may 
be said that the manufacturing expenses are large- 
ly influenced by the factory output. Betmeen any 
two A Class factories there will be differences i n  
manufacturing expenses in a particular year." 

I do not think that at this stage I can say any- 
thing more in connection with this maitter. I n  so 
far  as the Bill is concerned, of course we agree to 
the second reading; and as I ham already said, 
there is only one section that we are likely tb com- 
plain a,bout, that is the section dealing with the 
$1.80 per ton to be applied to. the Labour Welfare 
Fund, I t  is welcome news that the Barbados Work- 
ers' Union and the Sugar Producers' Federa,tioa 
have been able to get together in dealing with these 
arrangements; i t  is, however, regrettable that there 
was no representative or there were no representa- 
tives of the small peasant proprietors to express their 
views as to whether thep ~voulcl agree to all or part of 
this Agreement which has been made. I think it has 
been our experience i11 the past that the sugar pro- 
ducers have undoubtedly followed the lead and I 



would be surprised to hear that any factory o-mer 
vould go behind an  Agreement where negotiations 
have been happily settlecl. 

Perhaps i t  nonlcl be appropriate for 11011. mem- 
bers if I moved the adjournment for tea a t  this 
stage. I therefore beg to move that this House do DOW 

acljourn for half an  hour. 
Rh. REECE entered the House and took his seat, 

while Xr .  E. I<. TALCOTT was speaking. 
Mr. HAYKES: I beg to second the nlotion for 

the acljomrnment. . The question that this House do now adjourn for 
lialf an hour was put ancl resolved in the affirmative 
without division, and Mr. SPEAKER adjonrnecl the 

) House accordingly. 

RESUMPTION 

On the res~uinption of honourabl~ ~nc~nb~r--- 
Mr. ADARIS: Mr. Speaker-I am asking leave 

to gil-e notice of an Address to His Jhcelleney the 
Governor xhich comes from the Debates Committee. 
The Address asks the Government to send dovm leg- 
islation to provide for a gratuity to the widox- of the 
late Official Reporter of the House, to bring the 
emoluments of the Official Reporter of the Legisla- 
tive Council equal to that of the Assistant Reporter 
of the House of Assembly, to provide money for the 
indexing of the volumes of the Debates for the years 
1944-51 and to provide money as payment to sub- 
stitutes for the late Official Eeporter of the House and 
for bringing his amears up-(to-date. 

There being no objection leave was granted. 

AMENDMENT TO ST. LUCY LOAN BILL 

Mr. SPEAKER : : I have received a Nessagc 
from the Honourable the /Legislative Cbuncil retilrn. 
ing with an  amendment the Bill to amend the St  
Lucy 's (Barbados) Loan Act, 1949 (1930-6). 

Mr. ADAMS : Mr. Speaker-I am asking leave 
tinder Rule 262 to deal with the amendment of t h c  
Other Place to the St. Lucy Loan Bill forthwith. 

There being no objection leave was granted. 
Mr. ADAMS : Mr. Speaker-The amendment 

of the Other Place is the insertion of a preamble to 
the Bill. It escaped our notice that there n.as no 
preamble, and maybe the honourable junior mem- 
ber for St. Lucy thought that i t  would be more mod- 
ern to omit it. I beg to move, Sir, that the amend- 
ment be read a first time. 

Mr. ERANCKER seconded. 
The question was put and agreed to. 
On the motion of Mr. ,!DAMS seconded by Mr. 

BRANCKER the aniendn~ent was read a second time 
and agreed to. 

&fr. SPEAKER : At the acljonrnment the hon. 
t 2 ourable senior member for St. James was speaking 

on the motion for the second reading of t h ~  Bill tc 
impose a snecial lery 011 sngar and fancy nlolasser 
man~lfactured in this island in certain circnm 
stances. 

P Mr. E. R. TYALCOTT: I had clostd my speech 
Sir. 

Nr.  HAYNES: Mr. Spe-iker-As I happen tc 
represent a constitnrncq- which has a large nu in be^ 
of small cane qrm-rrs I think it incumbent upon nlt 
today not to register a silent ~ o t e  011 what the hon 
surable si nior nlember for St. J o q h  has called "thi; 
most stupendous matter". I cannot for the life o 
nle underqtaacl how anyone reading this Agreemen 
and knowing anythirig about these things can fai 

h to realise that n-hen $1.80 pcr ton of stzgar i q  take] 
out of the price of s n g a  it must affect the smal 

L 

cane grower with his four tons of canes or else the 
big cane grower with his four thousand or more. I 
have sat here and heard one honourable member after 
the other praise a n  Address asking for more money 
for cane growers; and now we are faced with a n  w e e -  
nlent to take away money from them. I cannot un- 
derstand it. My point is that as long as you raise 
the eess or whatever i t  is called to $1.80 a ton you 
must take i t  away from the cane grower. YOU cannot 
take it from anyone else. Perhaps if this was brought 
before the new House there might be some reason for 
i t  because as you know, Sir, there are Sugar Dele- 
gates in England making arrangements about the 
price of sugar for next year. The price of sugar is 
ilegctiated yearly, and that money will probably' be 
added to the Stabilisation Fund, the R,ehabilitation 
Fund and the Labour Welfare Fund. Bu t  this year, 
like a thief in the night, when cane powers are look- 
ing for the factories to make u p  their books and 
looking forward to getting an  addition to the price 
of their canes they are to be told they cannot take all, 
and be faced with this Agreement. The next point 
that I have to make is relative to the Labour Welfare 
Fund. As you know, Sir. sometime ago I asked a queg 
tion about the Organisation that deals with this F u n c k .  
and queried as to how fa r  i t  could be extended. j 
was told that the benefits of that fund could not be 
extended to Highways and Transport workers because 
they were not connected with the Sugar Industry', 
That is an  amusing thing to me. This island is about 
oiie of the only places where nearly every ton of cane 
that is grown had to go oyer the public roads of the 
island. Other places have priyate railways. Nearly all 
of ours has to go over the public roads, and I do 
not see why these three or four hundred people should 
be debarred from the benefits of this fund. It is only 
clue to the good service of these wwi-kers that we get 
roads at  all. I appeal to the Government to see that  
that is a reasonable point of view. If our sugar was 
drifted clown canals or transported by railways it 
would be something different. I really cannot un- 
derstand how this Fund is v-orked. The money is giv- 
n to improve houses. and yet i t  has to be paid back. 
t is beyond me. I had the pleasure of &scussing 
his matter with the Manager of the Labour Welfare 
i'und and he told me that he hats not taken out 
me chattel mortgage o n  arly of these houses. 

will tell any of them not to pay baad 
, cent. I t  is am abeolutely wrong principle. 

would love to see houses in this island pro- 
ected against hurricane. I did not get an  Address 
da t ive  to that passed in the House; but I know it 
rould be a means of workers having secu~i ty  for  
heir honses. not onl?' dry houses, but houses secure 
"oin the ravage? of storm and tempest. As f a r  as I 
:an S P ~  G ~ ~ e r n n l ? l l t  will so011 own. a11 these houses 
wcatcv they r i l l  repa i r  them gradually allcl they will 
hen h ~ l o a y  to +11e111. TTTc h a ~ e  heard about "soaking 
the rich", but i t  now appears to me that we are 
' ~ ~ ~ l ~ i l l g  t l i ~  poor"! (Laughter). I can never agree 
rrith it ; not ~ t l ~ d c ~  thew conditions. There are other 
honoilrahlc nlembcw who will be able to speak more 
Rncntly than I CRII 011 this matter. But I could not 
rw1ain silent I had to let the Government know 
how I feel about it. 

l l r .  CRAWFOED : Mr. Speaker-The honour- 
m ~ m h e r  who introducecl this Bill has said that 

the -IzrecwwnL upon which i t  is based is a stupendous 
t i , . l l i r . ~  w ~ w ~ t  TTha+ T ~uonld sav is stupendous is thc 
olib wanner in which he savs that i t  limits the pro- 
f j t i  of tIw sugar producers of this colony. He is ap- 
parently merely repeating what someone else has told 
him without actually reading the agreement thor- 
ourrhlp and carefully. It is inconceivable that the 
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honourable senior member for St. Joseph could have 
read the Bill before the Honse and then get up in 
this Chamber and say what he has said. Listening 
to him I wondered what had happened. I could qot 
understand haw any member on that side of the House 
could make the mistskes that he made. That he 
could have said what he said emlier today is to me 
stupendous, phenomenal and almost miraculous. Be- 
fore 1 get down to the Bill itself, I will preface my 
remarks with one or two observations to clem the 
atmosphere. There has been a lot of talk during th,- 
debate on this Bill about peasants' canes, and the 
arguments for peasants as adduced by the honour. 
able introducer of the Bill are to be fn l lnd  i n  that 
part  of the Agreement mhich deals with payinp 
peasants the same price as that paid to plantation 
ownerb. 'I think it is well that we should first t ry to 
appreciate the fallacy underlying these statemknts 
before we examine the others. Now the agreeme~t 
says that the same price shall be paid for peasants 
and estate canes etc. Then i t  goes on to allow you 
to pay more for estate canes where the estate sends 
in canes in excess of 500 tons, ~ r h e n  you can pay 30 
to  35 cents a ton more. Uncler this you will pay 

A m o r e  for estate canes because no estate sends in less 
!lan 500 tons. I n  the seconcl place the agreement 
ays that the same price shall be paid for estate 
,tines as for peasants' canes where the estates are 

not shareholders in the factory. Sow there is hardly 
any estate of any size which does not have shares i n  
the factory near it. The factories like that because i i  

Almost every agricultural worker who does notvown 
his own land rents a piece from the plantation on 
which he works. So the agricultural w ~ r k e r  is as 
interested in what we are paying today as anyr small 
peasant proprietor in any part of the island. With 
~ e g a r d  to the menlorandum relative to factory re- 
turns, that has been prepared by the Accountant of 
the Sugar Producers' Association. With regard to 
TT-hat should be paid to the arerage peasant proprie- 
tor for a ton of canes this memorandum is an abso- 
lutely useless document. One assumes that the figures 
in that docunielzt were ~ e n t  to the proper authorititls; 
and  that a government which callr itself a Labour 
Government conld have by implication agreed to the 
principles on which this document is drawn up is 
in itself arnaziug. Let us before we get to the core 
of the matter before us clear np these points bccause 
they will help us to better understand the lrernel of 
the matter wc are debaiing. Do not 1 ~ t  any hoaonr- 
~ b l e  ln~mber fool hi-fiself that this memoranclurn to 
u11icl-r I haw referrcd will assist the p~asav t  pro- 
ducer in an;r4 way. The nrjnciple on which the whole 
dommmt is drawn up is unjust in so far  as the 
small producer is concerlzed, and one ~ ~ o n c i e ~ ~  how 
the yreat Socialist Government of Barbados could 
have signed it. The lemarlis of some of thp ho11011r- 
able me~nbers on nip left as regards the pcasants pro- 
clucers arc correct. But I am not suggesting that the 
hon. members on my left hare any deep and abiding 
sympathy with the m a l l  producers. From the time 1 

came to this Honse I have nevel- ceeasd to say that 
the prices paid ior peasants' canes by factories bear 
no relation to the value per ton of sugar. I for one, 
81r, have been concerned all along with getting to 
the root of this matter. When earlier in the year I 
understood that a very high official had almost to 
beseech members of the Honse to be silent on the rnat- 
ter because he wanted to get some figures etc. I 
hoped that after all these months something of value 
would hare been produced. ?Vhat has been produced? 
On page 2 of the Memorandum me are told that  the 
main *actors to be takcn into account in  assessing the 
price to be paid for canes are the quality' of the cane 
and the mannfactnring expenses. ?Vith regard to the 
quality, l only want to say this in  passing: I know 
from my own experience this year that  there were 
two sngar factories within a stone's throw of each 
other processing canes grown in the same district. 
Early when the crop started-in February-we had 
an  unusual amount of rain. I t  was clailnecl by many 
factory owners that these rains lowered the sucrose 
content of the cane and they reduced the price they 
were paying for canes before the rains came. These 
two factories to which I have referred were paying 
$11.0D a ton for canes before the rains, and when 
the rains vmne they rednced the price to $10.00 a ton. 
The rain stopped, and presumably the sucrose con- 
tent of the cane went up again. But  the factory with 
the lower recorery and less efficiency put back on 
the dollar, while the factory with the greater recov- 
ery ended the crop pat-ing $10.00 a ton. Both factories 

spending &i,000 that we will let him pay less for  
canes? I s  he to recover in one year all that lie spends 
instead of recovering i t  over a period? It is sheer 
lunacy to sap that just because a factory owner may 
hpend more on machinery this year that he should 
be allowed to pay less for canes, especially in these 
days when factories overhaul their machinery not out 
of their profits, but with money specially allocated 
to them by the Rehabilitation Fund. Every sugar 
factory is allowed for new machinery al. 0. 0. per 
ton of sngar produced. Yet we are  no^^- prepared 
to accapt the principle that because a mall spends 
much more 111oney in anr- 2i.c-rn. year than a n o t l ~ ~  
man he shonld pay lc-si for the canes that he 
procecirs in that 5 ear. Tt is the most reinarkable thing 
that I haw cJrtr hemcl. T think,  Sir, at this stage 
thai+ TIP should examine tllc claim th l t  when we Iev:,r 
illis I ) I - O ~ O S P ~  $1.80 ai; a special cesq TVP are linliting 
thc profits of the sugar factories. Anyone  rho says 
that is worfnlly igllorant as to how thc calcnlatioll 
R< to the price paid for canes is made. Rotb the Bill 
and the 17lrnloranclum are careful1y worded. One has 
to pay due tribute to the originators of these two 
ilocunientr. They hare bfen able to mix up the ques- 
tion of production with that of these lcuies. and for  
purel- ohrious reasons. According to the Bill, unless 
the crop in any given year exceeds a certain tonnage 



j ou  will not get the $1.60, and if i t  falls below a cer- 
tain amount you will only get 60 cents; then if it 
falls below another certain amount you will get noth- 
lng a t  all. What does that mean? i t  means that the 
year that yon have a cr,op of 120,000 tons the Sugm 
Producers will realise that they have made a ,reason- 
able profit, and so they will not mind contributing 
a little amount of the excess profits to these funds. 
I t  doeh not mean that they alone are doing it; i t  
means that every cane producer is doing it. The 
whole thing is a blooming farce. 

H I S  HONOUR THX SPEAKER: 1 rule that 
the word ' ' blooming ' ' is unpar1iamentar~-. 1 rule 
the honourable member out of order, and I ask him 

4 
to withdraw that word. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Would Tour Honour prefer 
me to use the word "blinking"? 

H I S  HONOUR THE SPEAKER: Has the hon- 
curable member heard what I asked him to do? 

Mr. CRAIWF'ORrD : I t  is absolutely immaterial 
to me whether the word "bloomi~zg" is withdrawn 
or not. 

HIS  HOXOUR THE SPEAKER : The honour- 
able member l ~ d l  please sit. I am now addressing this 
honourable Chamber. The honourable senior member 
for St. Philip has made use of the n-orcl "blooming" 
I am calling on him to v i thd ra r  that vord. If ht 
refuses to withdraw i t  I will call on this Chamber tc 
move a vote of censure on this honourable member 

Mr. CRAWFOR$D : I see that honourable nlenlber: 
are inclined to the v i e r  that although they may noi 
disagree with me that the word "blooming" is not un 
parliamentary, yet in order to maintain the eve1 
tenor of debate and in order to refrain from creating 
further offensiveness in this debate, that the worc 
"blooming" might be substituted for 'by a avorcl n-hicl 
might be less offensive to Pour Honour's peculiai 
sensibilities. 

HIS' HONOUR THF: SPEAKER : I n-ill ask tht 
llonourable member to withdrav; the word "pecu 
liar '. 

Mr. CRAWFORD : "Peculiar" is a word o 
many different interpretations, Sir. 

H I S  HONOUR THE SPEAKER,: Will the hon 
ourable member please sit. I am again speaking tc 
this Chamber. The honourdble member in speakiq 
to me referred to my sensibilities as being "peculiar" 
T called on the honourable member to ~vithdra~v tha 
vord in reference to me. If he does not I will cal 
on the House to move a vote of censure on him. 

Mr. CRAWF'ORD : If Your Honour also dis 
likes the word "peculiar" ~ ~ h i c h  is capable of so man. 
different interpretations I can also w i t h d r a ~ ~  tha 
worcl and use the phrase "Tour Honour's sensibil 
ities." With regard to the word "blooming" perhap 
you might prefer the word ' l  colossal ". Thereforc 1 - - I 

Sir, I propose to go on and say that to say that this 
Bill limits the profits of the sugar producers is a 
colossaJ farce to anyone who knows how the calcula,- 
tions arc arrived at  in fixing the price for peasants' 
canes. S? far a.: T ]mow what is done is this: You get 
the possible valne of a ton of mgar which includes 
the valve of the molasses, and the preference certi- 
ficates and t h ~  Canadian payments that they 
used to get. You deduct from the possible valu? 
of a ton of snpnr certain mannfactnring costs, which 
up to n o ~ r  haw 'Ileen estimated 1~ factory owners 
themselvrs. You nllov- thc .ngar factoriec, a certain 
amount for depreciation of machinery, and you allon7 
them to offset t h c  amovnt for profit. Then you sub- 
tract thew figures from the total value of a ton of 
canes and ooa divide the remainder by so many tons 
o f  canes that it takes to make a ton of sugar. The 

rofit which has been fixed for a sugar factory m&- 
1% a 6011 of Sugar tor some years is in the vicinity 
I $4.80 a ton, sometimes shghtly more, sometimes 
1gntl~- less. I t  is more or less static. But there will 

,J  no attempt if this Bill is passed to do anything 
ut subtract $1.80, or with the Harbour Fund in- 
Luded, $3.80 from the total value of a ton of sugar. 
t cannor be ~vorl~ect otherwise. No one in his right 
.rises 11-onlcl suggest that it could be. As I said earlier 
tie suggestion about production merely means that 
he sugar producers would never agree to contribute 
heir share of the value of a ton of canes except they 
eel themselves already covered bp a crop of 120,O~(FO 
ons. The minute you fall below that figure there is 
othing dying. Therefore, all that this meaninglm 
erbiage means is that if nature is kind and we get a 
~ood crop of 120,000 tons or more the sugar pro- 
lucer will put his hand in his pocket and give a little 
onlething to this fund and the Harbour Fund ;  and 
he small cane producer does the same thing and so 
Loes the agricultural worker. What is phenomenal 
 bout that l It is just as if I was running a grocery 
n Bridgetown and I said, "Anytime that I make 
5,000 1 will g i ~ e  the Baby Welfare League some- 
hing. If I do not lnake that, the babies can be dump- 
nd in the sea." The honourable senior mem'ber for 
it. doseph refers to that as "phenomenal and stupen- 
lons" and it has been bruited abroad for the last 
bight days that a miraculous event has occurred; and 
hat for the first tiine they have made the sugar barons 
imit their profits, draw their belts and give some 
h i ig  to the Labour Welfare iFund. It is so ludicrous 
hat it does not bear repetition in this Chamber. It is 
dright for the soap box, but I am surprised that the 
irguments could 'be repeated within the solemn con- 
ines of a legislative chamber in which members are 
supposed to speak after sober reflection, and after 
.areful consideration of what they are saying. Now, 
9ir. at this stage me might pay a little attention to 
this whole question of the sugar cess, because the idea 
behind this whole thing is this: I n  1947 when the 
British Government decided to give an  increase in 
the price of sugar, i t  gave i t  on the condition that we 
ihonld deduct certain amounts from it and put them 
to certain funds, the funds being the Labour Wel- 
fare Funcl, the Stabilisatiori Fund and the Reha5ili- 
tation Fund. We began sometime ago to use money 
from the Labour Welfare Fund for housing for  sugar 
11-orkers. Saturally, after decades of bad housing con- 
ditions in the colony, with people working for  wages 
~ ~ h i c h  hardly gave them enough to eat f a r  less to see 
after < I  shelter, housing conditions were so bad that 
sf t rr  ii time we found olxrselves without any money 
in that funcl. We axe now proposing t o  carry on by 
incr~asinc the fund bv the method Dro~osed in this 
Bill. The Royal ~or$mission recommended a cesn 
of 2/- per ton on every ton of sugar. The money 
so drriwcl was to be used for labour welfare along 
the linci\ of the Miners' Welfare Committee in Great 
Britain In  that country the miners subscribed to  
the fltnti to the extent of a pennq- to every ton of coal 
prodwed. Sow as regards the EIiners' Welfare Fund 
yon arc restvictecl bp  lam- from usins one cent for 
Eousinr% m c l  therefore it might be assumed with some 
justification that when the Royal Commission sng- 
acsted R levv of 2/- a to11 of sugar ther had i t  in 
min cl that tKe money derived from this cess would be 
v w l  f o ~  rural amenities, playing fields, etc. The 
Royal Commission was careful to s~wgest in its re- 
commendations that the Government should mork 
ont thi.s cess in consultation with the sugar pro- 
clurcrq Tt might have been possible with such a small 
ce~.  of 2 / -  per ton to really take it away from the 





been made of the fact that thelee is  this production 
bonus agreed on io r  agricnltnral workers in the Indus- 
try,  anu since that  ha\ also heen cited as an  instance 
a f  the re lnarkabl~ gtilerosity ancl the complete 
reformation, and the exereme niorallty of the Barba- 
dos Sugar l-'rodncers, Ict IIQ pay for a fen- nloinents 
some attentloll to that aspwt. The Sugar Producer 
i n  this country has alnays hacl his pound 
of flesh. i i k c  e \  cry bncinrss l l ~ a i l  in  every par t  
of the v~or ld  he  m n t s  his shatre of profits, a n d  
if he can get more, xi11 take more. This 

, pr,oduction bonus fo r  the  workers is q o t  tlhe 
result of any  special m~unificenee on the par t  of 
the sugar iidustrialists in Barbaclos. l n  194a there . was a big disturbance in  thr  Silpar inclustry. Arks- ' 
ing  out of that, the Labour Commissioner, Mr. Guy 
l 'errin,  took certain s t e p .  -1nlonq those steps wa\ 
the ectahlishuleut of a n ~ u n l ) ( ~  of Conciliation Bmrcls. 
These Boarcls funct~ont~t l  1li:i'l 131S \ r h ~ w  there \\;i 
snothei- dictnrbance in tlw i~iiln.tly, and neither thi. 
Sugar  Producers' Association nor the two Labour 
Organisations c o ~ ~ l d  agree on the price to be paid 
f o r  agricultnral ~vorli  that 1 ear. and the arbitrator 
was Mr. Burrowe.; 11-110 Tvils ,\gric.nlturd Adviser 
t o  the Colonial Developinent and Welfare Organisa- 
tion. The definite nnderstallrling was thah the 
only reason the denlands of the T,abonp Organisations 
were not met \\-as hccause in  1948 t l ~ e r e  had been 
a very bad crop, ancl had there been an average 
crop, the full  cleinands of the woi.kers would have 
been met b e e a ~ ~ s e  they 1 7 ; e ~  j~lht$fied. T h a t  x i : ;  
clone that year Tras on the b a ~  I., of thr  1947 r;trf 
plns 15 per cent. Thcl adclitional fh': per cent. ;\-d2 

refused because of a poor crop. But  1919 \ \a \  a go011 
crop year ant1 the x i g e  ra t rs  rrillainecl the same. 

I f  you go through the figures since then care 
I d l y ,  and note the price paid for sugar, the increase 
given by the Ministry of Food for  labour in  the 
increased price for snpai-, the avtilal increase in  n'i~ges 
given and  the holm\ of i15 13~1. vmt last >-ear auu 
19% per  cent. this y?ar you wiI1 find thitt at  the heglll- 
ning of this crop, with the X n i s t r y  of Food inc*lntl- 
ing 12% per  cent for labour in thr  orer-all sugar price, 
that the worlcers of tlii, country v-err rntitletl tc, a 
22y2 per cent. i i i c r ~ a w  ill U-agtls Yen nil1 also fillcl 
that  the increase in the \-alnr of ~l;o!asvs f ~ o m  c ~ g h t  
c m t s  for the fir\t c jna~ter  of thc total paoduc+on 
which was solcl to 18 or 19 cents for the rrmaindcr 
wonld have entitlecl the ~wr l re r s  to another 1% per 
cent. increase. If you break tlown the 12% per cent 
given a t  the beginninq of the ~ r o p  allcl the 191/? pcr 
cent to which I have refe~recl,  you will fincl that 
ht the end of the year the worlrrb~-s are still owecl about 
1 3 1 $  per  cent. I t  is ont of that - and the Snr?.a~ 
Producers know i t  - i t  is out of that that yon fincl 
this willinpness to g i w  $1 80 for the T~abonr W e l f a r ~  
Fund  and $2.40 for thr  Harbour F u n d  if and when 
you get a crop of orer 120.000 toll\, and the decision 
in  the agreement to g i w  60 cwt.; to three Pnnds if 
certain conditiono nhtain, i111(1 iiothing at  all whe11 
other conditions obtain. 

It is impossible, Sir,  to come to any o t h c ~  1~011- 

clusion than that  the p r o p o ~ i ~ l ~ t . ;  of this Rill have 
)lot given it the consitle~~iition ~vliich a vrr:- iinportimt 
matter like this d ~ s c r r r s  It n a s  to  he expert& that. 
once we started spending n ~ o u r v  from the T , a b o ~ ~  
Wc.lfare P n n d  on a matter lilrc IIousing i t  ~rmlc1 !?c 
,difficult for  the  supply to Beep u p  mith the demand. 
it is therefore also to be expcvtecl that if the n-ork 
is to  go on, in the absence of any large wale IIonsing 
P l a ~ l  me should have to find m o w  fnmls from w n c -  
where. Funds can he foniid, and mnst be fonncl; hnt 
T want to emphasise that the mcthnd pvopcovd ill thi, 
Bill - the levy of $1.80 - is the la-t  n~ctlloil t h a l  
shouId be adopted. 1 havc read R ~ C I  I Y - I Y ~ ~ I  tlLs 

,igreement. I have studied it carefully; and I can 
-ec 110 reawn fbr  the supreme opti~uisiv of the hon- 
ourable intl.oi1ucer of this Bill. 1Ie hay definitely 
made a inistake somewhere along the line, and I 
t!liuk that on more sober reflection even the authors 
of the Blll will realise i ts  shortconlings. When we 
get into Conimittee, Sir, some pertinent poillts which 
should be raisecl with regard to this somewhat con- 
tl-oversial Clause 3 might well be attended to. 

Mr. LETTIR : Mr. Speaker,-l want to make a 
contribution t o  this debate. Firs t  of all, my ~ o t e  
v111 be worth as nlrrcli as the vote of any  factory own- 
er  or peasant ill this House, aild nes t  l know abso- 
lutely no th~ng  about the subject. 1 woulici like to 
speak early. l am sorry that  I did not speak before 
the expert\ on that side - there are many wper t s  
on both sides to assist me i n  coming to a conclusion 
and  voting the right way. I tvoulcl like to deal wi th  
the Agrcenlent. ancl if there is  one thing that, I must 
say strikci nlr 1s the decision that  the crop year of 
~ 9 4 8  will hi, taken into account in calculating For 
1951-52 the axerage of five years. That will p ~ w h  
!he averagr a \\--ay owr .  

Let II., take what the hononrable senior me~nber  
Col- St.  J a i n r ~  says. 11e says that  the menibers m 
that bide of the table n-ill vote against the $1.80 a 
toil for the \\'elfare F u n d  becance we are making the 
~ o i <  take of th~nl i~ng .  that it n-ill come out of the crop ; 
while i t  will really come out of t h e  price tha t  i s  - 
1'altS for the 1 . d ~  material so to y w k .  1 am not i s  
a position to \ay \ \here any of these cess funds, o r  
proclnc.tion bonus, o r  anything \\ill come from; and  
thew are not inany nwmbers of the IIouse, invluding 
s m c  factory owners, who \vill be able to  tell you. 
Thev usnally have people to inalre np their books a$ 
Irl l  t h ( m  if t h y  have a profit or not. E1a~e  we by 
t i ~ i s  agreement got anything a t  all for the worlqrrs 
of thi\ c o u n t r y  I & a y  that we have. Only last night 
and the night before I heard there were labourers on 
the sugar plantations who got more i n  production 
bouns than they ~rorlred for i n  the entire crop. From 
that an& 1 have to say that the Agreement has 
~ ~ o i l i c ~ l  in  thc intcl-est of the \~orl iers  in  thiy Indus- 
try,  and that is lily voncern; bccanse I anz absolntely 
snrr  that the ppol)lr who own factwies and  those 
nho grow canec either protect themselves or employ 
pt~oldc to protect them. 

The hononrable senior ineniber for S't. Jaliies tells 
U,. that  the $1.80 is going to be taken out of the price 
for peasants' canes becaube of the method of calcy- 
1:~tioir. S do not think that  h r  knows the mc>thocl o f .  
calculation beca5e he has not said it. 1 defy any 
a,einber of this House to \ay what the f actorica\ \vo~.,ld 
l i a v ~  paid for canes if this $1.80 was not taken out, 
c r  n h a t  tliel\r nil1 pay if it is taken out. T11r only 
thing t h ~ y  vill tell you is that i t  is likely to be 20 
 cent^ les\; but 20 ~ e n t s  less than what?  Tms tltan 
$10.1 0, $9.(,0, or $9.610?' They do not  know, and  if 
they lmerr they mould not tell you. I do not  case 
where it comes from so long as we get it ; bcransr with- 
out this Apeemcnt ,  without solueone to negotiate on 
behalf of the ~vorkrrs,  they vonld Brep c.vc.r.- cent. 
That is how thp I n r l i ~ s t r . ~  is rw .  The hon. senior 
Li~rnibrr  for St.  James fell into a t ran.  1-i~ \aid mith 
reoarcl to the Harbollr F u n d  th; i t  v i l l  benefit 
evrq-our 1Jr d o ~ s  iiot diwlaim that that  ~ y i l l  come 
cnt of thr  canP won-er ant1 pearant. 

3rr E: Ii WALCOTT: T ncvcr saitl that all 
r said that  woiilcl he dealt with la ter ;  bat it nas jnst 
P. w~-ong. Tt ~ h o n l d  be taken from g e n ~ r a l  taxation. -.- ilint is thc exact opposite of what the h n ~ m ~ r a b l e  
rr?emb~r is q n o t i n ~  me as saying. 

3Ir. TJETTIS: T do not r a w  how i t  \is talirn ant, 
nnc1 at  T h a v  \aid, there is not a m e i n h ~ r  ill the 
TTonsn I\ 110 is nilling to say n-hcthcr the t n  o iloll;lrs 
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will come out of the peasant or not. The honourable 
senior member for  St. Jaines made inelltio~l of tke 
ilanle of someone who said some disgusting 
things in his Report on the Sugar Industry in Bar- 
bados. EIe must have seen and known the discontent. 
H c  must have known the ingredielits that would pro- 
duce an explosion. He said that one of these days 
Earbados is going to blow up. MThy did he say so ? Ha 
inust have said so because he knew there was discon- 
tent nurtured by injustice that one day would come 
to light. The hon. senior member for St. Janles also 
faid that i t  would have been a first class Agreement 
two years ago. But  as I said, I am ignorant of the 
rtr atter. 

Mr.  E .  K.  WALCOTT : I never said so. 
Nr .  LEWIS: I am willing to let that pass. I 

got that inlpressiou and I wondered why he himself 
did not agitate for such an Agreement theil. A t  this 
jtage I would like to make this point. Three honour- 
able members have spoken against this Agreement and 
the details of the Bill resulting from it. All the fac- 
tories in the island are not in this Agreement. Let 
us wait and see what the ones outside of the Agree- 
ment will pay for canes, and what those in it 
mill pay. Here I want to say thak if the 
locally consunwd sugar also has to contribute 
to the Welfare Fund, then in my humble opinion 
cvery worker in the island is entitled to a loan from 
the F'mld for the repair of his house. 1 say that, 
because in no other island does the locally-consumed 
sugar contribute one farthing to these Funds. That 
1s why I thank the honourable junior mcmber for St. 
Andrem for saying that workers of the Highways and 
Transport Department should benefit from the Labour 
'InTelfare Fund. But I cannot follow his argument 
about the small cane grower being so penalised by 
this Agreeinent. I repeat that there are no nleinbers 
of this House, and few people outside of the House 
ihat can tell you what would be paid for canes. I t  
1s impossible for anyone to say that the peasant will 
get less because of this Agreement unless he could- 
say beforehand what the factories intended to pay. 
I le  should be able to state authoritatively that he 
knows for a fact what the factories intended to pay 
for peasants' canes this year; and even if anyone 
predicted that, he would be given the lie directly when 
the factories paid. 

I feel it is time to get something; something for 
the workers and something for the Labour Welfare 
Funcl. The plantation owners should be glad of this 
Fund I t  will save them from losing the money which 
they lend ~~rorkers to repair their houses. The hon- 
~ u r a b l r  junior member for St. Andrew said the 
Labour Welfare Fund shoald not be a revolving fund. 
He alw says, and I agree with him that this money 
belong, to the workers. But because you lend i t  t o  
them and they pay it back are you stealing i; from 
them ? When more than £80.000 rame to the planta- 
tion on ners did they not create a bank with i t ?  The 
bank is virtually a revolving fund;  and they borrow 
moiiey from it. Why did they not take that money 
a d  lick it out? I have no doubt that they would 
have done it if someone who was not a planter had 
not shown them a better way. That is an example 
that vas followed in  these circums;tmces, There are 
llurrieanes around here, and you may repair a hou_se 
today. and a hurricane may blow i t  anTay tomorroy-. 
I t  seem, to me that these people who owl1 plantations 
and factories would not like the worker to have his own 
Fund from which he can borrow money. They would 
prefer him to borrow from them. I do not know what 
to say when 1 hear all these conflicting remarks from 
experts in the Industry. What I am saying sounds 
Eke logic to me, and until someone can upset it, I \rill 
have to vote according to my conscience. What about 

the honourable member for St. Philip? He has me 
more confused than any other member; because I 
remember, Slir,-and he himself reminded the House 
about it-that he was a strong advocate of laying a 
cess on the Industry for the benefit of the worker. 
I wonder if he realised then that the peasants who 
soted for him would have been getting less as a re- 
sult of the Bill creating such la cess. What I want to 
ask is this: Do the peasants supply the factories with 
more canes than the big plantations? If you are 
taking something from the peasants and some f r ~ m  
the big land owners for the benefit of the workerp in 
the Industry what harm is there in that? The b?g 
plantation owner is the man making the sacrifice be- 
cause he is not getting back anything. But the hon- 
ourable member who said that also said that most of ' 
the agricultural workers are peasants. The reverse 
c,f that is that most of the peasants are agricultural 
labourers. If that is so, it means that while he will 
get 20 cents a ton less for his canes, he will a$;o get 
19% per cent. production bonus where he works, he 
will get a loan from the Welfare Fqnd to repair his 
home and he can still get a loan from the Peasants' 
Loan Bank. What am saying is that one peasant 
may send in more canes than another because he has 
more canes. On that same basis the plantation will 
get more too. But  the^ will both be paid on the same 
scale for the canes. S o  one can say if that is true 
or not. You can only take their word for it, and 
you have to regard i t  as a good method. 

The honourable senior member for St. James  aid 
that we know nothing about the Industry. But  if 
1 had had the time I would have brought in a debate 
about one or two years ago on the Order fixing the allo- 
cation between the three funds known as the Order 
made under the Sugar Industry Price Stabilisation, 
Rehabilitation rand Labour Welfare Fund Act of 1947. 
You will remember, Sir, that I wa8 at  pains to pcipt 
out that everyone who ate sugar contributed to the 
three funds. I drew to the attention of the House then 
the fact that the money in the Labour Welfare Fund 
was infinitesimal in relation to the demands for  re- 
&airs to houses. I also drew attention to the fact 
that the Rehabilitation Fund allowed the factories to 
put in labour saving devices to pnt people out of 
work, and you should contribute to their welfare. I 
&aid you should tlake away from the Stabilisation Fund 
because you would not need that for a long time. The 
argament of the honourable junior member was that 
we should not interfere with that Fund because i t  was 
the Price Stabilisation Fund and i t  should be kept 
i,o cushion the wages of workers if necessary. I said 
that there were so many people in  the Industry that 
some would be sure to die of starvation before you 
got the wages cushioned. I t  is a surpl.lse today to hem 
the same honourable member say that we should take 
something from this Fund because the Ministry of 
Food has guaranteed the price of sugar for two years. 
Hut he goes one better and says that the L *  ad b O U ~ '  

Welfare Fund should be given to the workers and 
not lent to them. Then he makes the startling sug- 
gestion that what you could do is to borrow something 
irom the Price Stabilisation Fund for  the Welfare 
Fund. If you carry out his suggestion yoq  will be 
borrowing money and giving it away. I do not know 
how he will get all these methods rolled into one and 
;hell straightened out so that the people whom he 
affects to represent will get the same benefit from it. 

I think, Sir, that the criterion by which this 
Agreement should be judged is whether i t  will be of 
any benefit. l know that the MTelfare Fund is of 
ulestimable benefit to the workers of this country, 
and as long as I have a say i n  the matter I will see 
that it is built up and mill t ry  to see that i t  is extend- 
ed to all the workers of this country. Even if you 



restrict these benefits t o  the people who work in the 
Sugar Industry, the people who live in Bridgetown 
and who ship sugar and molasses are entitled. - 

I know .that people with special knowledge of 
the Industry can pick holes in this Agreement; but 
I can only judge i t  from the bangible results which I 
can see. So I repeat, i t  does not matter where the 
production bonus comes from as long as I know that 
the worker gets it. I know that  the workers are satis- 
-lied people tonight because they have been able to 
draw some back pay as a result -of this Agreement, and 
that, I say, is the method by which I have to judge 
it. The plantation owners cannot get away from this 
question: when they say the peasants mill lose 20 per 
cent., they mean that the big plantation owners will 
lose, and I do not know which they are really talking 
about. I am unable to represent the big plantation 
owner because I do not know his needs. I know that 
the peasant rimy get 20 cents less; (but he will get 
19% per cent. on his wages. I am going to sit nov  
in the hope that some of these exports who own sugar 
factories will be able to help me if I am wrong. 

DINNER ADJOURNMEN 

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker,-- I am 
goidg to speak at length. I therefore beg to move 
a t  this stage that  the House adjourn for three 
guapters of an hour, 

Mr. MAPP seconded and the question having been 
put and agreed to Izern.. corn. Mr. SPEAKER adjourned 
the House accordingly. 

On re-assembling, 
Mr. SPEAKER : On the acljonrninent, the 

IIouse was debating the motion for the second read- 
ing of the Bill intituIed an  Act to impose a special 
levy 011 sugar and fancy molasses inannfactured in 
this Island in certain circumstances. The honour- 
able senior meniber for St.  Peter, who moved the 

now. adjournment, is entitled to speal- 
Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker,-I am 

very sorry that  niy voice is snch that  mill make 
i t  difficult for me to make it audible to all hon- 
ourable members, but I mould like to begin by 
.drawing attention to what the honourable senior 
member for St. James had to say. The honourable 
member said that at one time he was a member 
of the Governinent; i t  is true that at  one time he 
was Attorney General of this islancl, and during 
the time when as Attorney Genel.al, he was the 
Government 'S chief Adviser, there weye in this 
island distnrbances which the Governor knew 
nothing about. We are very glad to-day to find 
tha t  the hononrable member, as Leaderpf the Op- 
position i11 this House, can look back on a very 
broad past in the agricultural industry, but on a 
very dark one, and to see that we are entering 
into a little light out of the gloomy darkness. The 
hononrable junior member for St. Philip could not 
have ended his speech without attempting to show 
to the Honse that with this Agreement the work- 
ers of this island are worse off as  regards wages 
because he has had nothing to do ~ i t h  the matter; 
but no one XI-onld expect the hononrable member 
to agree with any Agreement which is made by 
nienibers comprising the Government alld sellt 
do~v11 to the Hotme. The h o n o ~ ~ a b l e  member 
attempted to show how stupid the honourable 
Leader of the Ilouse was, that the time should 
have been taken from someone else, bat  he never 
attempted to explain what should hare been done. 
The hononrable member said that part of this 

* Memorandum was that of one of the main account- 
ants in the sugar industry. I t  is not my point to 
deal with the Agreement between the Barbados 

Workers' Union and the Sugar Producers' Fed- 
eration with respect to production payment because, 
I am too much inl-olved in tha t ;  but the honour- 
able junior member for St. Andrew, who is now 
pleading with the Barbados Workers' Union not to 
have him and others in St. Andrew making the 
prodnction payment, should have been the last to  
have spoken. 

Mr. H A P S E S :  On a point of order. There 
was a private discussion as to the Scotland Dis- 
trict not being put on the same basis as other dis- 
tricts because of the difficulties of the area. 

Nr. F. L. TTTALCOTT: The honourable mem- 
ber finds that a specific part  of the Agreement is 
too hard. I want to say that the honourable senior 
member for St. Janies who was the Leader of the 
Government at one time----- 

Mr. E. I<. TT'ALCOTT: On a point of order. 
'I have never been the Leader of the Government; 
I havs never been in that happy position of Leader 
of the Government. 

R h .  F. &. WALCOTT: The honourable mem- 
ber was Leader of the Gosrernment. 

Mr. E. l<. \ITALCOTT : I repeat; I have never 
been in the happy position of being Leader of any 
Government. I 

Mr. F. I;. VALCOTT: Well, Sir, the Attorney 
General was Leader of the House. The honourable 
medber led in the debates and a s  Chief Adviser 
to the Government, his advice meant a lot to the GOY- 
ernment. Howe~er ,  if the honourable member is 
objecting to the statement that he was Leader of 
the Government, I will grant him his objection; 
but he was one of the most forceful personalities 
of the Government between the late 30's and the 
early 40's. S a t ~ ~ r a l l y ,  the honourable inember feels, 
that he should bno~s. all, and if anybody says any- 
thing, he ~Gould regard i t  as nothing. As a criti- 
cism of what the honourable Leader of the House 
has said, the hononrable senior member for St. 
James began by saying that this levy of $1.80 
per ton will be taken out of the price paid for  
canes. But the honourable member should realise 
whence the profits come; are you not going to  
get profits out of the price of canes? \\'hatever 
is the final figure for canes, the profits must come 
out of that. 1 should like to ask;  what was the 
position of Barbados in 1939 wha i  there was a 
bumper crop ? No production payment existed ; 
the workers in the industry got no advantage from 
the higher production and it has always been the 
claim that higher production means lower costs. 
Without this Agreement you could never touch any 
of the profits on crops above 120,000. tons. 

MTe had Professor Shephard down here to re- 
port in connection with the price of sugar canes, 
and as a Doctor in econoinics he was able to go 
into the intricacies of the matter. Although me 
did not agree with his recommendations this is what 
he had to say in his Report and this is what we 
cannot deny. 

"There is a n-itle year to year variation in the 
size of the crop ancl the ayerage of the  receding 
three years ~17ill almost invariably differ from that 
of the folloxing year. The magnitude of the crop 
has an important imflnence on costs of proclwtion. 
Certain items of coit snch as harvesting cane, 
represent a fixed or relatirely stable charge per 
ton of cane, bnt other items are independent of 
yield. I-Ience, in a year of exceptionally low yields, 
the cost of producing a ton of sugar v-ill be excep- 
tionally high. Thew may arise a clcmancl from 
cane suppliers for  special consideration in respect 
of cost of prodnction in a year of exceptiona1I-y 
low yields, but it must be remembered that similar 
factors mill operate in the case of manwfacturers of 
sugar. . . . . . . . " 



What  this Agreement says is tha t  when you 
have a high production above the norinal produc- 
t iou this cess will be taken. The unaware will be 
caught with the suggestion that  we are putting a bur- 
d r n  on the peasant or cane proclucer, but n h a t  burdeil 
i. placed on the cane producer when you give him 
\ ,hat  is his! If the vrop is below l'L0.0110 tons, the 
Gorernment will not put any cess on that production. 
The hononrtibl(~ senior nie inb~r  for St. Jaiiles in  a sotto 
z c m  rcmark ga le  the impressloll that thia cess of 
$1.80 would still be taken if the cron is 75,000 tons: 
bnt  the honourable member must bear in  mind 
tha t  in the Barbados TTTorkers' rn io l l  there are  
people who realise tha t  if any attempt such as  what 
he has suggested is made, it will cause chaos in  
this island. This Agreement means more than finan- 
cial bcnefit; I would like this House to understand 
tha t  the Organization I represent has a lot of infiu- 
ence i n  the sugar industry, bu t  we also haxe a sense 
of responsibility. Our  sense of responsibility Eas 
made us realise tha t  if the sugar industry can create 
greater profits, then these grea,ter profits should be 
shared. The honourable junior member for St. Philip 
who is not now in  the House, tries t o  get figures from 
people ancl pretends thalt he knows what he is talk- 
ing about;  but what fignres has he  quotecl? TTha,t; 
analysis did he make? H e  said that  i n  1948 when 
an  arbitration took place and  the a~ilomit of 13% was 
given, 5:r was left back; aaybody conlcl say thitt. 
He  said that i n  19-19 nothing was given; hc clid not 
say if the Ministry of Fo.ocl did not offer a!ny i n c r e a s ~  
that  year or if the matter wa,s the subject of arbi- 
tration. I will not sit around a table with people who 
will write the word "Union" on paper, but  who d.. 
not represent the workers. I n  1949 the matter went 
before Professor Eeasley who gave 6 %  as production 
Lonus bnt no actual incl.casc was ~ i v e n  because the 
Efinistry of Food did not g i ~ e  any increase. 

T ~ I \  House is full  of T~abonrites now; the General 
Election is in  Dccembn and everybody represents 
the poor 111a11. Tt is snrprising to see that sncldenly i n  
this Chamber everybody represents the poor man. 1 
sholxlcl like to say that  this (;ovcmment n-ould be very 
stupid to agree to sonlethinq which we knou- would not 
bcnefit the sugar i n d u s t r ~ - ;  we have an increased pro- 
duction and we say that iiorv \ye have an  opportunity 
G€ providing money out of the increased p r o d ~ ~ c t i o n  
we are taking advantage of It. Anyone ~ 1 1 o  looks a t  
the signatories to this Agreement c o ~ ~ l d  ask; what 
woulcl the representatives of the Barbados Workers' 
IT l~ ion  hare  to benefit by inaking i t  hard for the poor 
peasant, ancl what woalcl the represei1tati~-es of the 
hugar  Producers' Federation hare  to gain by making 
i t  hard for the people o v r  there? I n  the bright idea 
c.f the honourable junior luember for St .  Philip, the 
amount of the levy shonld not be loaned to the people, 
hu t  i t  shonld be given to theni. If the Go~ernment  
had bronrht a proposal do~r t l  here to give the people 
this money, the  honourable member mould have 
asked : ~ v h a t  is the use of giving the people this monev 
when yon kiloj\- thak it caa only s e r v  a handf~ i l  (I+ 

them? The bright idea of the honourable iileinbcr i <  
that we should not use th i i  money for n~alcing loaw,  
but  me should borrow money from another source 
for  that purpose. Thai is hi5 idea of ei>ouomics: \re 
h a m  a levy which me can use, but  we should not 
lend people this money which is their own money; 
we should borro~v monev froin another fund and lend 
i t  t o  the people: Nobody can say tha t  what the Gor  
ernmelit has brought foTward is not a bright idea: 
there are those who believe tha t  the  peasants a r p  

ha rd  h i t  bnt thalt i s  not  t h e  case. 
The benefits which are  going to  accrue from t h ; ~  

Agreement will be applied to  the  Labour Welfare 
Fund ,  and in  this colmeetion the Goveri1ment ha. 

pro~~icled playing fields which are  a gift  to  the peo- 
ple. As f a r  as  the peasant is concmned, honourable 
members can see tha t  in this Agqeemmt he  is an 
illdependent man in  the sense that  he does not join 
tsith others i n  the  formatioil of a ~ n  organizatioln, ancl 
there is no  question of his o r g d a t i o n  failing to  
represent him. W e  can always appreciate tha t  any 
planter in the  world must have some isort of repre- 
~en ta t ion  and I would counsel honourable members 
that instead of their using their energy in this 
House on behalf of the peasants, they snould join 
ha,ncl i n  hand with people and  go th~ouglzout the 
length and breadth of this country i n  trying to form 
n co-operative organization so tha t  the peasants c m  
haxe their representation. There are 18,000 peasants 
in  Barbados; they are par t  and parcel of the popu- 
lation of this island. The majorlty of peasants are 
workiug as agricultural labourers and  for  tbat 
reason they are entitled to the benefits nhich are 
going to accrue to the workers under  this Agree- 
ment. 

The honourable junior nlrmber for St.  Andrew es- 
pressed the bright idea that the workers a t  the Road 
Board should be entitled to benefit from this 
Bgreeinent. I n  a n  agricultural community you can 
say that  any  worker is  entitled to this benefit, but 
the line of demarcation must be drawn somewhere. 
I do not think the honourable member is function- 
ing a,s well a s  he used to  function some years ago 
and we must dismiss his remarks a s  not being very 
serious. However, he is  i n  the unfortunate position 
of having a factory in  the Scotland area, and  it is 
not the Government's f au l t  t h a t  the  geographical 
situadion of the Scotland area is what it is, becausc- 
that is a n  act  of nature. I would like the honourable 
meinber to realise that  while one c m  appreciate his 
difficulty, not i n  the sense thak he  cannot afford t o  
pay, i t  does not  mean tha t  i n  this Agreement we a r e  
doing something which is basicadly wrong. I m1 
appealing to thcr commonsense of honourab'le mem- 
bers to  see that the financial benefits received by the 
workers i n  Barbados a re  second t a  none anywhere 
in  the British West Indies, and we have a measure 
of industrial peace of which any country should be 
proud. 

IIonourable members nho  are attempting to vote 
against this Bill should see themselves i n  their t rue  
perspective. What  honourable members should re- 
member is that  the peasants will receive benefit f rom 
these funds. What  this Agreement has, done is t o  
make a beginning for  the general public to see what 
the sugar industry (.an really afford; and not only 
f o r  this year but for  each year, according to the 
Agreement, you must let  the public see and know 
the position with regard to the vital industry of this. 
island. The honoura'ble junior member for  the City 
has mcntioi~ecl that somc time ago the then senior 
illember for St.  Philip who is the jnnior member for 
Pt. Philiy tocla- ancl mho will be a n  ex-member of the  
IIonsc tolilorro~~-. strongly a d ~ o c a t e d  that there should 
Fe made a levy on the ~u::ar industry just a s  a levy 
was made in the coal-mining industry for the benefit 
of the niiilrrs i11 England;  b u t  if you make a levy 
071 the sugar i n d i ~ s t r -  fo r  the benefit of the peasant 
l i h ~  -i)rr~lucvi ~ 2 ~ 1 1 ~ .  a part of the price woulcl he tak- 
en out There ii the ullfortunate position in respect 
of all the qnzar-prodncing countries in  the world. 
that i n r t ~ a d  of ~ ~ o r k i n q  forward you work backn-ard : 
pon nrum say what i t  costs a man to produce a ton 
of canes. you say what it costs the factor>- to nuinn- 
f a r t n r ~  a ton of cane5 into sugar and ~ o u  ~l-ork baclr 
r ~ h a t  the facton- must paT- for a ton of canes. You do 
not ask v:hat i t  costs to produce the raw material; 



you want to know what i t  costs to produce the finished 
article. 

The honourable junior member for St. George 
operates a sugar factory and he knows that in any 
manufactuing industry in  the world, where you are 
not producing the raw material in  large quantities, 
you are forced to pay more so as to get the raw mate- 
rial into the factory. Lower Estate factory is an 
d a n c e  c@ what I have in mind; the Belle is just 
.a few steps off, Bu lke le~  will not send its canes to 
Lower Estate and out of necesisity that factory will 
.find itself in the position where i t  wi]a have to 

I psy  more for canes. That is one of the 
difficulties which xTe have to face in attempting to 
stipulate for the island what price should be paid 

' for a ton of canes. It is a known fact that if circum- 
btances compel a man to pay more, he will do so. 

I should like to ask this question; would any- 
one in this House knowing the members of this 
Government, knowing the reason for this Agreement, 
'begin to say that it is something which is intended 
to penalise the peasants or the industry? I n  con. 
nection with this matter of profit sharing, I am sure 
that any of the colleagues of the honourable senior 
'member for St. James could tell him that if there 
is no production payment there is no guarantee or 
certainty that the peasants would have received 
what is going into these funds. Money is one of thc 
hardest things to leave people's pockets. I do no1 
blame honourable members for debating this mattel 
because the Government had a long time in coming tc 
this conclusion; but  when the honourable junior mem 
her for St. Philip insinuates that  he wans astonishec 
10 think that a Labour Government would have pro 
duced anything like this, which would put  a pwalt j  
on the small producer in the industry, that is un  
thmkable. I often wonder if the honourable mem 
ber reflects on any statement which he makes in thic 
House a t  times. I do not know if the honourable 
member is one of those individuals who think tha  
because they did not give any thought to something 
therefore i t  is wrong ; because the honourable mem 
ber is not a member of the Government, thereforc 
what we have produced is wrong and it is not wortl 
the paper on which i t  has been written. I feel sum 
that the opponents to this Agreement cannot see i~ 
it that itl has done any harm to the worker or thc 
peasant a t  all. Moreover, the honourable senior mem 
ber for Christ Church is a merchant and in address 
ing my remarks to the merchants generally, 1 woulc 
like to m y  that the merchants should be very pleasec 
to see that this Agreement has been made becausi 
you could not get any room to walk i n  Bridgetom 
due to the fact that the p o o ~  people had money. YOI 
can carry this Agreement to the country and yoi 
will see who will vote for it: you have an indicatio~ 
from the state of affairs in. Bridgetown as to wha 
the position is. We would be returned with a man 
date from the country. 

I hope that the honourable senior member fo 
Christ Church who represents a rural constituent: 
will be able to speak on this matter because some o 
the workers u p  there voted far  him. He will b 
able to see the impressions of the workers becaus 
the emphasis on this Bill has been that it is some 
thing which iS unfair to the peasenb. I should lik 
honourable members to realise that when productioi 
costs go up  they go u p  for the factory owner a 
well as the peaant ,  and when production cost 
come down they come down for the factory owne 
and the peasant too. Mr. Speaker, I will not mak 
any further infliction on you or on myself, but  
endorse the remarks of the honourable Leader a 
the House. No matter how much we are ridicule 

3 respect o i  this Agreement, it is one of the most 
dpoxballr, aocwen t s  that have come before tnis 
~,,ut: IUI a very loug tune beuausq it has brought 

lllecwure OS coduence, gooawi~l and prosperity 
D tnt: vlcal mauscry 01 th~s  colony. 

L V ~ ~ .  b r t ~  vv r unU : On a point of personal ex- 
ianation. &lore than one speaker has rezerred to the 
act that 1 have on previous occasions suggested that 
levy be imposed on the Eugar Industry. want to 

enund the hlouse that it was a recommendat~on of 
he ktoyal Commission that the Government of each 
olony should be invited to take early step& in con- 
ultation with the Sugar Producers wlth a view 
D the imposition of wedare levies a t  the rate of 2/- 
er ton of sugar produced to b a n c e  Labour Welfare 
lchemes similar to those establi-bed for  workers i n  
England. I have also on several occmions angge8ted 
hat the Government should attach to the Depart- 
nent of Agriculture a sugar chemist, who a s  Profes- 
or Shephard suggested, would collect data from 
he Sugar Industry in  order to enable the Govern- 
nent to arrive a t  the price to be paid for pemaats' 
anes. 1 have never had i t  in mind that if that  levy 
vere to be imposed i t  would come out of the price 
o be paid for peasants' caneis. B u t  even if it did, 
he levy of 2/- per ton of sugar which would in real- 
ty 'be 6 cents per ton of canes would not penalise 
>eraants to the extent that  is suggested in this Bill. 

Mr. E. K. W~LLCOTT: I should be allowed to  
lxplain what I said. If you are taking a penny or 
hree cents the same principle is going to apply, be- 
:awe you are taxing sugar; and it will have to be 
aken into1 account that this is not something that 
~ Q U  are receiving. 

Mr. MAPP : Mr. Speaker,-I mould second the 
notion for adjournment of the House; because I 
~ o u l d  prefer to hold my fire; but  I would not like 
,o lose the chance of speaking. We have listened, 
Jir, to what was a t  times an  interesting debate, and 
re have heard some revealing things especially from 
he other side. We have heard from the honourable 
m i o r  member for R. Andrew that this Bill savours 
)f "soaking the poor". It is remarkable that he 
:topped at  the word "poor" and did not say poor 
ahat. I do not know if he was referring to people 
like himself-the poor factory owners and plantation 
mTners; 'b'ecause I remember that the late senior 
member for  St. Andrew used to ask questions of the 
Government as  to whether they knew that a particu- 
lar factory in  that parish had made a retnrn of no 
profit, and whether they would do something about 
it. That particular factory belonged to  the now 
honourable senior member for  St. Andrew. I do 
not know if he is referring to his poor self who owns 
that factory, and who owns besides, that a number 
of estates, not only in St. Andrew, but also in  the 
adjoining parish of St. Joseph. It is remarkable 
how poor we can be on certain occasions. 

Sir, while I think there is little to add i n  a gen- 
eral way to the speeches we have heard tonight, there 
is yet a very fundamental part  i n  this Agreement 
to which I must make reference, and on which I 
must dwell at  length because I feel that if the section 
which honourable members on the other side are op- 
posing is deleted. we will be doing a severe injustice 
to the working classes of this island as a whole, and 
to the agricultural workers and peasants in  particular. 
The other side put up  the argument that when the 
factories pay $1.80 per ton of sugar towards the 
Labour Welfare Fund, that  will mean that the 
peasants will lose. The honourable senior member 
for  St. James did not refer to peasants alone. He 
said that a11 the sugar growers would lose $1.80 divid- 



zct by nine which is on the avexage 20 cents per ton 
of their canes. 

Xr .  SPEAKER left the Chair tancl Mr. DEPUTY 
SPUIZER takes the Chai~.  

Now Sir, that is a very subtle argument. I 
k ~ p e  to show how subtle it is, because there are 
~ ~ r t a i n  menibers around this table who aae being led 
i a t ~  an alley way which may be exceedingly danger- 
QUS to themselves, m d  vihich may be of very grave 
wnsequence to an agreement which is certainly his- 
toric when we consider the history of the Sugar ln- 
dustry in this island. If you look at the figures sup- 
$lied in this Agreement Son mill see that of the 
total mount  of cane purchased by the factories of 
this bland 58.5 per eent &re from shareholders in 
gst&es, a ~ l d  25.5 per cent from other estates. Does 
the honourable junior member for St. Philip feel 
that members on the other side are safeguarding the 
peasayts, or even the other estates? They are safe- 
gwrdmg the factories when they try to oppose this 
secti~g. 

&4eg4&4y evidence was taken by the Commission 
wbbh 4quired into t b  working of the Sugar 14- 
dwtrgr. 'the delegates of the Sugar Producers were 
s~bjqted to a lengthy cross-examination by certain 
aeqbers ~f the Corminkion. I wdl  ask your per- 
o;tissioa, &r, to quote a few linsa, from the evidewe 
Olle of the witnesses connected with the Industry 
was tgjked what the difference in the price paid 
for pea&&@' cams and that paid f ~ r  plantations' 
a m .  The reply W% that you cannot take what thc 
plabt&io.a or factory owner pays himself for caner 
in judging what the real price of canes because yob 
b v a  ao basis_to go by. If a m m  owns a factory and 
some land he can pay himself; he can make the fac. 
tory show a huge profit, or make the land show E 
huge profit. The honourable junior member for S't 
Philip was so eager to shcw how well he intended tc 
protect the peasants' interests; and yet he gave him. 
self away by opening his mouth when the honouralblf 
senior member for St. James was speaking, saying 
that n& the peasants alone, but also the estates wil 
b e  that 20 cents a ton. But no one is being dehded 
Both knew what they are doing. One might bc 
unwittillgly playing the other's game; but the othe~ 
i~ phying the game well because he knows when ht 
says delete that section he is protecting '58.6 pei 
cent of the estates-thab is, estates which have share! 
in factories and in reference to which the witness be 
fore the Commkion said that the owners can makc 
the factories show a huge profit, or the land shov 
a huge profit. It does not matter either way, becaixst 
all 'tjelcmgs to them. The argument of the honourablt 
senior member for St. J m e s  is that you are no( 
taking it out of the factories profits, but out of thc 
iittle estates. !€'hat was dishonest because he wal 
only telling half of the truth- 

Mr .  E. K .  WALCOTT: T must object tc 
that. 

Mr.  MAFP: Ikt me finish the sentence. IT( 
was only teHing half of the tmth because be dic 
not add that the shareholdem' estates cannot lose 
since i t  is bound to come out of the @ts of tht 
fsctory . 

!Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I n  spite of tht 
explmatbn 11 will ask the honourable member tc 
withdmw the word "dishonest. " 

MP. MAPP: I dislike the word "dishonest' 
myself. I will withdraw it and say that he did no. 

all the facts. 
Mr. E .  K. WAJXOTT : That is adding insd 

to hkjilpy. 

Mr. D E W T P  SPEBkfEXk: I m asking the 
honourable member to make a complete withdrawal 
of the word. 

3Xr. MAPP: I withd~aw the word "di8hoa- 
3st". Le% us say t h t  we are keeping the debt& 
at a high level and objecting to any words or 
explanatiom about oursielves, when we are trying 
to cut out a  section th& will Bidd much to tba 
Labour Welfare f i n d ,  or when we are tryil4g; la 
protect certain &a&s while trying to s h ~ w  thak w;9 

are protecting individual wtates as well; whep we 
axe trying to cut out the fundamental sectioa in &e 
entire agreement because d a t e s  are going to low 
an average of 20 c e n t  a ton of canes when you 
know thaa 58.5 per cent cannot really lwe. T 
think that the greatest effork on our part should be 
to arrive at m e  honest figurasl and fat@ trying ba 
see whether we are hitting factory grofiix oq those 
of the peasants, or the estates. 'If there &re mem- 
bers who feel that the peasants will be hit unduly 
by this Agreement, that the price they receive for 
canes will be afl!edied by it, it would be far  better 
if they asked the Government - bearing in mind 
the difficulties which the Leader pointed out--to get 
to grips with the situation if the fwtories decidd 
to pay any lower, figure for p e a @ '  canes than 
they ehould. I need not repeat my argu~ents 
ahout how the factories if they lose one way can 
gain another, so that those who fall far  the argu- 
ments used by members on the other side are W- 
wittingly playing the game of the Cwitalisb. 

There is mother point 5 want to stress. We 
called it srnark when we hard it said $@to vwe by 
the honourable senior member for St. J a m e A  
do not know if he will o b j e c t  

Mr. E .  K. WBLCOTT : Doles he want me to 
objwt ? If he is putting a bad meaning to the word 
d 6 smart" 1 will object. 

Mr. MBPP : #It would not s u r p r k  me if the 
honourable member objects to the whole of my 
remarks. It does not matter how many meaniaga 
he puts to the word "smart." 

M .  E K. WALCOTT: I take; it that 4s 
meam i t  in a good way. If by ''smart0 he meass 
I am clever I will accept it as from one honourable 
member to another. 

Mr. MAPP: I am very glad that the hon- 
ourable member has inteqrerted what I meant. It 
is veq- obvious from the speech wade by the bon- 
ourable junior member for St. PLLilip that while 
trying to oriticiw the Bill in one way, he did a& 
quite know how to do so without making it a p p w  
that he ww doing i t .  Therefore in one way he 
agred with the objects of the Agreement to in- 
erease the amount in the Labour WeEare Fund- 
he even said we should borrow money from other 
Funds for the purpose. But a the other hand, he 
stmed out by saying that this Agreemeat was a 
d.a'p.krdly one, and that it was no credit at all to 
the Labour Government or the Labour Party. 
There was a big argument about whether the 
Labour Welfare Fund should be a revolving fund 
W not. But the method of how all these funds 
should 'be applied was hid, down since 1947. and 
has been discussed every yeas. It k nothi& n& 
in %%S Bill. 

1 do not want to get  away from the fact tW 
when you give a bigger production bonus i t  nlwt 
come out of the factories' profits. It is a me&od 
of p r d t  sharing because if you 'have X tons a ~ l d  
in any one year you produce X by 4, that few wiU 
make e;re&Cer profit #an you would get from X. 
Whea yvu pay bonus out of that it will c@me out 
of the profit that you are making. That is a most 
welcome addition 00 €he wages of workers in the 



sugar industry of this island. I n  spite of the efforts 
ef the honourable junior member for St .  Philip to 
deride this Agreement, you should also bear in 
mind &hat many of the peasants who are also 
labourers will benefit under the Agreement. 

l3 do not wmt  to tire the House any longer. 
Z have not heard any arguments that will make me 
agwe to the deletion of this w t i u n .  I hope that 
&k membezsj? wi l l  not fall into tiBe tq8p of believ- 
ing tha& by deletkg thia section they will be pro- 
tatting the peasants. They can praect  them in a 
much better may than by safeguasding the interest 

f oli 58.5 per cent of the Sugsur, Producer&. 1 
Bekievq Sir, that the Agreement under this Bill 
W& p d w e  a, W- means of profit sba~ing in ' tb sugar ~ndustry.  

Mr. GARNER : Mr. Deputy Speaker,--l begin 
lay saying that I came here with an open mind. I 
wanted to hwr  both sides. When I read the Agree- 
ment in the newspaper, and when 1 received my 
offioial csopy, I did not rm amuck, nar did 1 have 
any pre-eonoeived ideas. I have talked to some of 
the peasants and some of the workers. 1 made in- 
nestigatiozw; and w w  1 am glad that I m free to 
me& bcxsruse not only do I represent Labour, but 
I dsi belong to the Peasantry of this island, and 
atheir intezest and mine is very clssely connected. 

Z takq it that the Union of which the honour- 
able Leader of the House is President had a job 
of work to do in the Sugar Industry, and that this 
is the best they can wring from those people who 
eoatrol that Industry. I n  1945 the then Congress 
Party made a move to help the agricultural wovkers 
of this colony by asking them to strike for better 
wages. Many people did not see eye to eye with 11s 

then ; but I think that we were on the right track then, 
because what is being done to-day, comes from what we 
did then. That is no idle boast. A little leaven Icaven- 
&h the whole lump. When 1 look back over the yearr 
and remember our activities and our preachnlents 
to the people, I cannot say anything adverse on what 
is being done today. I feel, Sir, that we owe it to 
the workers of t*his island, especially those who 
work in the Sugar Indwtry. 

I for one have always felt that the amounts of 
money distributed by the Ministry of Food are nob 
in keepkg with what I would call socialism. I have 
dwgys f&% that wa should rehabilitate the workers 
of the Industry before we rehabilitate the owners 
08 the factories. I think that what is being done 
by way af this Agreement is just bridging the gap 
that W- made by' the recommendations of the Min- 
istry e$ Feod, and the delegates of the Sugar Indus  
tq.  They Bid not give the Labour Welfare Fun? 
enough money, and they are trying now to bridge 
the gap by taking $1.80 from the S u g a ~  Growem tc 
add to thib 3hmd. 

h P Before I go further, Sir, I should say that 1 
am in hearty agreement with the Housing Schem 
which the Governmemt has inaugumted. Speaking 

( for my parish I know of a good many houses whieb 
lame ljeen repaired because of this money which thc 

e people can borrow from this Bund. Man3 
people who only had one house to hoxse six 01 

eight members of the family have had t%e c h a n ~  
to add another hare. I would net want to do awaj 
with this Scheme. I heard many rsvguments ae r e g d  
giving the pe~ple  t h k  money. I thin$ tW wuuli 
be unwise. It is much b t t e r  to keep i t  as a revolv. 
ing f w d .  If anything can be done b enlarge thii 
Fund, certainly i t  would be worthwhile h do k 
but I &Q feel that the time has come when wt 
should create a similar Fund for persons &her thm + workers ika the Sugw Imlustry. We have been a 

iwwtomed to the plautation system in this c o u t r ~  
,hat we cam@$ get away f r m  it. It is of te~,  88s 
that if you do away with the plantatiog system 
iere you will ceuse economic chaos. But X am SW@ 
h t  my a r m e r a t  still 8t,~;nds good that if y~ 
:annot make peo le land conscious it is time to o f f ~ r  P bhem aa outlet. do wt want to wax warm o s  tb$ 
jubje~t tonight. E will oonfine my remarks to the Bill 
before us. 

I take it, &F, &bat we cannot get at 
the magnates in this cdoay. The only mart 
:apabb of getting anything done in that annectitm 
S Joe Stalin in Russia. The seaki-&&pit&i&s 
iround here only touch the edge of the thing. & 
.mg as you have mpitaLism of the plantation sya 
ten1 you cannot tonoh the factory owners. You aw 
mly get a t  the cane growers. I want to tell the 
Jovemment that they are not getting at the 
Eactory owners with *this N. Yovi will have to 
leclare something from hicv profits after he has 
.aken out all these expenses and funds. That js 
the only way he will arrive at the proper price O$ 
:ales. 

I have taken time to read some of the hist~ry 
~f the Sugar IndusCry in this eolo~y. 1 do nat tW 
&hey will give in to anything. la t h  Agreemeat we 
aave been able to wrwt a little from them by way af 
muus; but they will still make money, Sir. You 
:annot stop them, neither oan you interfere with their 
profits. It is peculiar, Sir, but whatever else is 
:omumed in this colony you make l a w  md regula- 
,:ens to govern the price, the profits, ek., blrt wbes 
!t aomes to the lndusltly on which depends the liveli- 
lood of every person in the colo~y you e m o t  tou& 
t. You can touch the consumers; 'but the actual 
manufacturer seems to be exeuipt. I think it is 8 
rad state of d a i r s  that the P e s a n t  Propietow nre 
lot organised, because they have taken no part in tb 
hgreement before us; and they form a considerable 
 art of the sugar producers. There are about 14,000 
peasants. A strong, virile peasantry is always de- 
sirable in any country; but when you negotiate and 
Leave that particular section out of your negotiations, 
then I think there is room for some sort of criticism. 
You cannot dismiss the peasant lightly; because he 
has been 'bearing a great burden all threugh the 
rears. He has always been robbed. Not being OF 
yanised, no one took any notice of him. There is 
z feeliag that peasants have no right in the Sugar 
Industry. A prominent agrieulkuralist W m b t  
mgar car,e growing was mver &tended for tbe 
peasants. Their buske~s wi4s to gmw v@g&&h, 
and if they took the risk of growing ernes tbey h u U  
lae w t s d .  I have been tebd that. Bnt &be pas- 
ants have failed to orgmise themselves, and even 
when &hers Bave t&d to or&m them there has 

that dlouht and snspicion and that 9etbmgy whieh 
always bring people to ruin a d  dinastar. 

If as  time goes on all these fnnds and these 
various thine haye to be taken from what little 
they receive T can see nothing but ruin for the 
pemarntty. They wiU have 60 be organisea. What 
I am saying is a fact. They do not get the same 
price as *Be plantation owner. They are unable 
to pay any bonus. They now have to pay a lot more 
for manures; a lot more for labour, Therefore, 
d e r l  you are going to 6x this contribution frow the 
big cane grower and you make the same thing apply 
to the peasant, you are sentencing him to death, more 
or less. How long he will be able to stand it, I do 
not know. If I had to do anything with these nego- 
tiations I would have asked if you are eliminating 
all the peasants in this colony. I do know why the 



members of the Sugar Producers should object when 
they know the plight of the small man. 

Speakers have said that this is socialist legisla- 
tion; that, the peasant will benefit in some way and 
therefore he should contribute his share; but when 
you see that he is not able to lose, you see the other 
side of the picture. Are you sure that he will get 
the material benefit which will compensate him for 
what he will lose because of this scheme? I feel 
that there should be some provision whereby the 
peasant would be excused for this year. The Harbour 
Scheme not being dealt with now, I will not pass 
judgment on i t  now. If we are going to have a 
Deep Water Harbour at  all I think that all the in- 
habitants should pay for it. You cannot take very 
much from the peasant who has nothing. Even by 
volunle the big man makes money while the small 
peasant can only grow a limited amount which costs 
far  more because of antiquated methods. The Sugar 
Industry of this colony is coming into its own. From 
what I know of it, mechanism of the Industry will 
help them to get more profits. There is no doubt 
about that. Production is getting higher and higher, 
but the peasallt cannot share in that higher produc- 
tion because he cannot get his land plowed etc. I t  
seems to me that you have to draw s line some- 
where between the plantation owner and the peasant. 
The farmer, because of the volume of his production, 
gets a fair amount from the Rehabilitation Fund with 
which they can buy machinery. 

It is only only on behalf of the peasants that 1 
am speaking to-night. They have never been fairly 
treated. From the time that 1 came along I have 
seen agricultural labourers living in the worst con 
diticns that human beings can live in. T saw them 
not getting a square deal and not eating a square 
meal. If you can negotiate something for them 
now, I see nothing wrong with that. I feel that all 
the people who work in the Sugar Industry should 
share in the profits. How far this Agreement will 
succeed in profit sharing I do not know. The 
peasants contribute in  a large measure to the Tn- 
dustry and they should share in the profits too. I 
want to make it clear that the workers will have tc 
be taught by the Union that is getting this mone~. 
for them to give an honest day's work for an honest 
day's pay. This shonld be no one-sided thing. 

There is another thing: I think that the TJnior 
should teach the workers for whom they art 
getting these increased wages to save their monej 
and not to squander it. They will have t c  
be told that they canhot expect to get these pariou;ur 
benefits and still expect the plantations to dc 
things for them. They cannot have it both ways, 
Thev cannot expect the plantation owners to pal 
the& increased-wages and loan therm money tool. 
Only this week I was iS Bridgetown and $own wai 
in an uproar with people squandering this money. 
People want a littler more independence. Thej 
should no longer look to the ~lanta t ion owners ar 
the slaves 1ookYed to their mast& in days of yore. 

11 think that 1 have said enough on this matter 
Sir. I am in entire agreement with the way ir 
which the Labour Welfare F'und is being worked 
My only regret is that the Department is no. 
p oper y housed. The prasent offices are not ir 
the best condition, and I think it work  a hardshil 
on the SW. I believe the Gwernment will dc 
something about that at  a latter date when they arc 
in a better position to finance their building 
programme. 

I believe, Sir, that most of us are going to vote 
for this Bill. I will vote for i t .  11 am sorry tha. 
the peasants were not represented; .but they car 

rtill be exempted because you can provide that only 
people with over a certain amount of tonnage will 
iave to contribute[. There are certain. socialistic 
things, that we have to do for the people. Limited fi). 

a we are with land space, we cannot create an in- 
lepmdent peasantry. So from time to time we 
will have to devise ways and means of relieving 
this land hunger, and perhaps when people learn 
to ba a little more thrifty, we will be able to 
formulate some scheme whereby they can benefit 
themselves. I want to repeat that now that the 
Union has succeeded in getting something for, the 7 
workers it is its duty to get something for the peas- f L 

ants. The workers are getting benefits now, but 
they are getting them at  the expense of the peasants. 
While I believe that the unio&x, intended to get 1' 
more out of the cane growers and the factories 
especiaJly, I think they have had to accept this, 
because this is the best that was offered. They 
took what they could get out of the bargain with 
the hope-I am assuming this, Sir,-with the hope 
that a t  some time in the future they will get a 
little more. 

Q repmt that something m w t  be done for the 
peasants too. There are some workers who do not 
care anything about the peasants a t  all. It is go- 
ing to have repercussiions in this island Boon. The 
price of cane B not fixed before the mop begins, 
and I have heard some labourers say that they are 
not going to cut any peasants' canes because they 
will not get any back-pay from them. I am one 
of the peasants myself. I will not be one to help 
liquidate them. When they are liquidated you 
will have another burden on yourtself. The work- 
ers should be discouraged from indulging in loam 
chat about not working for the peasant@ because 
they will not get from them what they will get from 
the plantations. We must get down to eazth and 
face facts; because sooner or later when a man 
makes promises which he cannot fuBl they will 
overtake him. I will not @it here and do anything 
to liquidate the peasants who form a respectable 
group in the community, and who shouild be pre- 
served at all costs. It is from such families that we 
get our leaders from time to time. When the factory 
owner o r  plantation owner can pass on this 19$ per 
cent a t  the and of the crop and the peasant cannot 
I know him hard it will be for him to cany  on in 
the future. 

I just vant  to place on record my feelings to- 
vards the peasants, while I am glad that the agricul- 
tural worker is coming into his own. I am glad that 
he is getting something out of sugar although all 
of us have to pay for it. He is not getting anything 
out of the factory owner. Be that as it may, I think 
we have made a good start, and we must compliment 
the leaders of the Union for what they have been 
able to get. But until you redeem the peasants of 
this country you have not done anything. The peas- 
ants are the backbone of any community. Let us make 
their position secure; let us make them independent. 

I will vote for this Bill. This Agreement is not 
as much as the Union hoped to get; but it is what 
they had to %e satisfied with, and I am in sympathy 
nith them. 

Xr.  DO WDING : Mr. Deputy Speaker,-The 
honourable member who has just sat down has con- 
vinced me that I should add my quota to this debate. 
He started off by complimenting the Government on 
this Agreement and then goes on to give the most 
accurate reasons why he should never agree to legisla- 
tion such as this. Does he even suggest tha.t at  some 
future date the peasants in this island are going to 
be paid this amount? The honourable member knows 
that if this matter is agreed upon here tonight, he 



e m o t  grrin favour in so far as the peasants are can- 
wrned. It is obviow that wme scale should be adopt- 
ed here ; just W you have the man in the lower income 
$&p br8cket payipg a small rate, the man in the lower 
bracket where cane production is concerned should 
also pay a low rate. This Agreement came before me 
gp the 27th of last month and from then until ilow I 
k v e  done nothing but to cogitate if it is right; 1 haye 
Come here this afternoon and I have listened to the 
debate because I was qot convinced that i t  might not 
have been wrong. I give credit where credit is due; 
there is no doubt that the honourable senior rpember 
f ~ r  St. Joseph with his Union has done wonders for 
the people of this island. As far  as the sugar industry 
ig concerned, the fact that the Union is now learning 
$be facts of the sihation, i s  changing that attitude 
vrhich has been adopted in this island for the 300 
>ears of the existence of the planter. 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER : When the honour- 
able member says that this Agreement came to him on 
$lie 27th of last month, I take it that it came to him 
SP a member of the Sugar Producers' Association. 

Mr. DOWDING: The Agreement came to me 
a& a m b e r  of the h g a r  Pmdwers' W c i a t i o n  
Them is no (doubt the honourable senior member fm 
St. J w p h  with his Union has achieved no small 
amwnt of m w e s  in so far as the labsure-m in thir 
@bad we ertmerned; but a great amount of thaj 
8 % ~  i s  also due to the wprbrs. At the mesting of 
the 8ugar ?reducers' Association on the 27th Bep. 
tember, whep this 4grwrnent came before the Aam 
&$ion, there was not m e  member of the Associatim 
wb did wt agwe with the first part of the B g r ~  
W@$; ypatkw sueh as the bo4m production a d  W 
ptlbljc&ioq of the figures for reaord were all dixcnmpc 
6% $k.%t weetim and agreed tq. But, &F, there werr 
g vast majority of people at that meeting-the bon 
carable jynior member for St. Andrew a ~ d  the h m  
~nrqbb senior member for St .  Luay can spbsta13ti@;r 
my remarks-who @sagreed eatirely vitb the latt@~ 
part of this Agreement. The latter part of the A@$! 
ment i that which requires a levy of 1.80 per ton 11 
Zjw cam of the fiabour Welfare Fand, and $2.W pel 
.hn in r e s p e  of a Harbour Fund azld t h i ~  levy is tr 

@km fjrcpra the cane grower which is the poim 
118 by tEee h o n o a r a b l 4  

for 4%. Pbilip. $ h i  by 
rs to  b t&fm & i t e  $&01e rate from top tl 
h W m .  The w w m t 8  of W v d  h&, mdh 
HP. EWwuwa, fcpprmkwtely 7,700 m m  d rrr83grtl 

MW ptnd 5,600 saws ja otber crryp%. T b  aamber F 
p@g& w h m  this &remen.$ wiU & x t  ipr 128,W 
agaos&rsg to bi., &l- ; h it h i r  whep ss the hon 
~rnab,b srarrior iwembr fob. &. dmph a a m  the pew 
mt b s  fL9 pay W jff@;rwd caot fnr ~ P Q ~ P  an9 z+~Wi 

a8 #l# tbw i n c r e w ,  b& bww has pradlact~n ha 
aa&iecI 5,000 tms, he must pay this $1.80 out of th 
poney vbicb any h~nast factory owner har, to pay $9 
gapes, to he a plied to the L a b ~ u r  Welfase FundB Ir 
niy opinion, &e position has bees reached where $h. 
Backbone of the colony is beilrg depleted on accoua 
of the circumstances which exist today. If you tak 
this year's crop produced by peasants which is 288,80 
tans of ewes and we take the basis of 8 tons of can 
to a ton of mgar you will and that that crop woub 
produce 36,900 tons of sugar, and a t  this levy $1.8 
F r  the peasants would be called upon to pay th 
mm of $64,680. I regret, Mr. Deputy Speaker, tha 
X am unable .to give the House the fignrm for whic 
you are mking, bnt as far  as I am concerned in m 
business. I intend to try and my.  During the lae 

The system adopted for working out the profit on 
anes is explained in this Memorandum, and as far  as 
know, i t  is the system adopted by all factories h 

his island. I wonder why we should be in the posi- 
o n  in which we find ourselves today; 1 hope that 
,hen the honourable senior member for B t .  Joseph 
eplies he will give us the full information as to how 
hese negotiations started and explain thoroughly tb 
ull procedure in these negotiations. T repeat that in 
o far as all matters ~egarding the Union and the 
n~ployers were concerned, there was wholehearted 
greeinent a t  the meeting of the Sugar Association; 
lut when it came to matters affecting the Government 
nd the people, there was no wholehearted agreement. 

I am speaking here tonight ~art icularly on behalf 
f the cane growers in the lower brackets; we would 
;l1 fully agree that the wishes of the workew have 
wen granted and quite rightly so, but, Sir, as c m ?  

stands on 'behalf of the peasants of this island, 
do not think that justice has been done in their case. 
sat here until I was convinced by the speech of the 

lonourable senior member for St. Philip that justice 
iad not been done. I want to give credit where credit 
a due, but the speech of the honourable senior mem- 
,er for  Sk, Peter was the least enlightenin on that 
bde of the House at this meeting. I woufd like to 
arry this argument further in respect of the peasa~ t  ; 
he year in which we have a bumper crop and the 
W with 400 acrm gets 1'0 tons per acrg 11c has 
pt 4,000 tomi but t rpan with 10 
~ c r q  eyen ~upposlng t&it he h* fie facilities 
~t b disposal, he wiU only g lW tons. h 
t fair for the man who gets 100 tom $0 be p a y i ~ g  at 
.be same rate as the man who gets 4,001) tans? Is tb t  
Fair to the peasasts of this island? No, I cannot see 
it. Nobody in this Howe has yet bean able to con- 
vince me that that i s  fair to $be p e w n t s  of t b i  idand; 
in this rnatts~ the cause of the p e w n t  has been for- 
pt$en in the ardour of the members of the Qovera- 
nenti-who we &o members of tbe Labour U a h -  
;D serve the w~rke;W. 

I hope t b t  honourakle members will study case- 
fully .evieqy word I have said wd every word tkat the 
bwurpble senior member for St. Pbiiip ha% soid &P 
twen $he b8;giaeg asd tbs, earl of his iappwh. IP &e 
hisbry of this Agreement these has pever beea aqy 
rr?presentrttion of tbe peasan&; the pswats had not 
beep ,eakd %ethm apd bsld tbe l p a t t e ~  puf @e$ote 
them before t h  hgf@@wnt had b ~ p  mode. The. )arul- 
oumbh nephr &wnbm fm Bt, Plrilip say@ that tW 
wnejr is wming su$ of the p ~ o f i b  of tb.e fwt~ry, k@t 
lw W w s  ketfR~' tbm the bomrab;le w d o r  rslembsrr 
E% St. Jmeph *at &h@ is mt trw. T fee4 *at iar 
this rwtS;rsx the sP tlpk idand shsnM W a  
Bosu &d trt r perztisg is Q w n ' s  Park, for instame, 
ia the same m the $heplLsepew were aalied, te 
discuss a q32estir)n whiob ahtr, S W .  I pepeat &ha$ 
in something which benefits the large majority of 
pwple in this island, &he pewanh have been com- 
pl&ek~ forgottm. I itrn not suggesting %r one miu- 
uta that t b ~  Cowernment @as interrtionaIly moved in 
this matter without any consideration whatsoever in 
EO far EW the peasants me eonoerned; but I am saying 
that due to their harry and anxiety and desiire $0 

reach thh  Agrsement on behdf of the workers of 
.this island, the alause of the peasants has been, and 
gill is, overlooked. 

For mmv years T have had the privilege of 
dealing with the peasants of this island and I know 
their problems by heart. 1 know the difltlcdties which 
are attached to the reaping of their canes; they win 
have more difficulty now because this Agreement is 

- I t  

tantamount to saying to the factories that 
ants' canes shall be offered for the whole 
the crop. That is another difficulty which 
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week W; p d d  out over $ 1 3 , ~  a& that ajnount has 
to b accounkd for before the manufacturing expen- 
em for the past c ~ o p  can be a~r ived at. 



I have read and studied the "Advocate's" Leader in 
connection with this matter which is before us and 
that has not convinced me; I came here still with an 
open mind. The speech of the hon. senior member 
for St. Peter left me in  my normal mind, but the 
hon. senior member for St.  Philip who knows the 
facts of the case, has convinced iue that regardless 
of what happens afterwards and my voice be the 
only dissenting one, I shall maintain the stand which 
l have taken on behalf of the peasants with whom 
I am concerned. I have attempted to put  to the 
Government something which I feel that they have 
forgotten in their anxiety and ardour to serve one 
class of people. 

Mr. MILLER: I have just a few words to say 
i n  connection with this Bill. I happened to be one 
of the members of a Committee which started in 
March to work out some basis of payment for 
workers. Tonight, Sir, 1 think i t  is correct to say 
that, with a small exception, we have come from 
the peasantry, and i t  is only fair to say that we 
should be conscious of the suffering of the peasants. 
I repeat that hon. members sitting around this 
horse-shoe came from the peasantry and, thinking of 
the remarks of my colleague, they really leave me a 
bit disturbed. The figures reveal that up  to last year 
shareholders got $11.00 per ton for their canes, 
other estates got $11.28 per ton while the peasants 
got $10.74 per ton. That is before the Government 
had anything from the peasants; now, for the first 
time, the peasants are going to be paid on the same 
basis as shareholders' estates. The peasants are re- 
sponsible for about 90% of onr essential require- 
ments; they produce all the meat and much of the 
milk. I speak with deep feelings on this matter and 
.I am asking that an amendment be made to this Bill 
to the effect that peasants who hold up to five acres 
be exempt from this cess. As I said, we have come 
from the peasantry and I am making that suggestion 
on their behalf. Up to last year the peasants were 
paid 26 cents per ton less for their canes than share- 
holders' estates and today i t  is being said that they 
will be robbed. The peasants have been experiencing 
a hard time all along and tonight me are told that 
they will be cheated out of this Agreement to some 
extent. Some hon. members have to agree that they 
started off with a quarter of an acre of land or by 
working somebody's land; we are now told for the 
first time that peasants can repair their houses ~vith 
money from the Labour Welfare Fund, but for cen- 
turies i t  has been known that the peasants have been 
cheated at  the scale beam. Even today when we 
have the Inspectors you will find that the peasants 
still suffer loss at  the scale beam. I t  is the peasants 
who have been producing the cabbage, lettuce, milk 
and so on; it is the peasants who have been producing 
all the meat and during the War years i t  was the 
peasants on whom the country had to rely. 

Nr .  ADAMS: Mr. Deputy Speaker,-In spite 
of the lateness of the hour this is too important a 
debate for  me not to reply. There have been one 
or two grievous fallacies in the arguments of some 
of those holiourable members who are opposed to 
this Bill. I am going to be charitable and forget 
that  there is an election coming on although I think 
that  most people who have persuaded themselves 
that there is something wrong in  what is before the 
House would not be so persuaded if they happened 
to be here next March or April. 

Let me start off by reminding honoura'ble mem- 
bers of what I said. I t  is so long since I have spoken 
that they may have forgotten. This is not a Gov- 
ernment measure thought out by  some Heads of De- 
partments. This represents nine months of hard 
bargaining with the necessity of giving away some- 

times and not giving away on other occasions. Gov- 
ernment's part in  i t  results purely from the fact that 
we have on the statute Book a Bill dealing with the 
funds which this Bill affects. The Sugar Producers 
~ o u l d ,  we have no doubt, have kept to their agree  
ment, m d  we in the Union would have kept to ours. 
But purely because the Funds are affected you have 
to amend the law. Honourable members must com- 
pletely forget the arguments that the Government has 
done wrong in  doing this, that and the other. They 
3x0 only implementing what is a general agreement. 
50 honourable members who are criticising the Gov- 
srnment must completely change their views about 
this Bill, and remember that the Government is now 
asking to have i t  passed merely in order to carry out 
the wishes of the Sugar Producers' Association on th2 
me hand and the Trade Union on the other. Of course, 
inasmuch as the Government happens to be a Labour 
Government, i t  was necessary to get the approval of 
the Labour Party, and that party has given its ap- 
proval. Whatever criticisms there may be, one should 
remember that in bargaining you never get all that, 
you want. 

As far as the price of peasants' canes is concem- 
?d, my view is-and this is the view of the Labour 
Party-if the peasant finds i t  impossible to produce 
a ton of canes for less than $10.00 he should get $10.00. 
plus. We had to bargain on the basis of the present 
formula by which factories arrive a t  the price of canes. 
1 hope I shall not be misunderstood when I say that ;  
and let it be clearly understood that from the Labour 
Party's point of view the priee of peasants' canes 
has not been fixed. I suggest to the Sugar Industry 
-I am dealing now with the price that peasants 
should get - that they should tell the Ministry of 
Food that their manufacturing expenses have increas- 
ed and that they have to pay more in taxation. They 
should not arrive at  what profit thdy are going to make 
by  taking a formula which may make the peasant sell 
cane5 at  a cheaper price than i t  takes him to produce 
them. 

I make my position and the position of the Party 
y3ite clear. This is the best bargain that we could. 
get and we are seeking legislative approval to carry 

our part of the bargain. We have tried, Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, to be fair, and to give praise where 
it is due. I therefore do not intend-although some of 
the speeches that I have heard tempt me to reply 
in the same vein - I do not intend to accuse honou- 
able members of making pre-election speeches. I can- 
not believe that this rather eve of election concern 
for the peasants is genuine. Now why has i t  taken the 
Workers' Union ten years to reach this stage? Some 
employers have genuinely reformed and they try to 
meet ns half-way and to use methods of conciliation. 
But many of them, regrettably, still have to be fought 
hard and long. I do not wish to withdraw what I 
said. ITurnan nature is human nature, and after 300 
years of undisputed sway they cannot easily give up  
that power. It is not surprising that i t  took nine 
months to bring these negotiations to an end. 

I now wish to reply personally to some of the 
points that have ;been made. The honourable junior 
member for St. Philip did not succeed in persuading 
even himself. He is so possessed of an almost fanatical 
hatred of the Labour Party - I 7 4  not say anything 
of myself personally - that he says things which, if 
hp had reflected he ~~-ou ld  realise that they rule out 
tEings which he said p~eviousl;v, and the stUpidit3; of 
saying that we should make the Labour Welfare F ~ n d  
a gift has been exposed by more than one speaker. 
Bllt he keeps on saying what is absolutely reckless. 



Thc IT-hole basis of these figures 1s that the manu- 
facturers should not get more than 51. U. U. proht. 

Honourable members will remember that 
a s  fa r  back as the time of the enquiry by the 
Royal Cominissioii sugar manufacturers had to 
be reminded that they were taking out the same por- 
tion of manufacturing expenses twice. Figures can be 
made to show anything. It is only the fact that after 
much trou'ble we have got them h a l l y  to prodwe 
their booEs and have been fortunate enough to get 
a n  accountant to look a t  these books and to advise f -s, that we ha\-e been able to make this Agreement. 

P I again repeat that we welcome the spirit of 
a those who hare seen the light and agreed &h us. 

4 But the spirit of the honourable senior member for 
St. ~ n d r e k  and the honourable junior member for 
bt. George will not help their own class. When I see 
conciliation on the other side I will be moderate. We 
tried for years to get holidays with pay and we had 
to come in here to get it. If we are forced we will 
do everything that way. Instead of telling - 

Mr. HAYNES: I have not refused to pay the 
19% per cent. My books are already made out, and 
i t  will be paid on Thursday. 

Mr. ADAMS: I am glad to know that the open 
threat I made a few days ago is bearing fruit. I 
have actually told a public audience that 1 woilld 
force the honourable member to show his hand, and 
I have done it. Now that he has set an  example I 
hope that the other producers who are also unwilling 
t o  pay the 19% per cent will see that they have 
to pay it. The honourable junior member for St. 
John has rightly kept quiet. This is not a race-holce 
dispute. 

I say, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that to ask the peas- 
ants to believe that we have done them a great wrong 
with our eyes wide open is not fair. What is the 
value of arguments like the one raised by the h m -  
uurable junior member for  St. Philip which keeps 
saying we are hitting at  the peasant growers and a 
lot of them are agricultural workers, when i t  is the 
latter who will benefit by the Labour Welfare Fund 
being increased in this way. 

Now I am going to put a question to honoura- 
ble members which they can answer if they like. I 
will ask them, remembering how this whole agree- 
ment has come about, what guarantee would we have 
ha,d this year, when we had none during all the years 
of our existence, that the peasants were getting all that 
the industry would afford to pay. If I were ma- 
chiavillian I would hope that this Bill would be 
thrown out and we would win by an overwhelming 
majority. But  I do not want to see it thrown out. 
Suppose for example, that this Agreement was tom 
up ;  what guarantee would we have that the industry 
would pay the peasants this 20 cents? They have 
never honestly paid the peasants. Last year did they 
give the peasants $14.00 a ton for canes? Would 
they give them that if this Agreement was torn u p ?  
Do not t ry  to fool the peasants that they are losing 
20 cents which they would have got were it not for 
this Agreement. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, if honourable members 
had not brought u p  this question of harming the 
peasants, it would not have been necessary for me 
to do more than to say that the Legislature comes 
into this matter only by accident. Allow us to carry 
out this Agreement by changing the law. But the 
moment you get this talk about the poor peasants 
you have got to look below the surface. The hon- 
ourable Junior member for S t .  Philip made more 
points to be replied to than any other member; but  
inasmuch as he is not in  his place I will not continue 
to reply to him. As far  as the honourable junior 

member for S t .  George is concerned, i t  would o d y  
be that he hoped to have an opportunity of criticising 
some people and things which normally he would 
not have an opportunity of doing. 1. hope i t  was 
wrongly reported that when these negotiations were 
in progress the honourable member was in  opposi- 
tion, and told the peasants in  St. George what 
would happen to them if this thing got through. 
If that was what he said he should not have re- 
peated i t  here. 

Mr. DOWDING: The first time that I have 
seen or heard anything of the matter was when I 
went to the Sugar Producers' Association meeting 
on the 27th of September. From then on I took the 
matter up .  

Mr. ADAMS: I will have to accept the hon- 
ourable member's word for i t .  But how then is it 
that the honourable member, who went to the meet- 
ing to discuss it, and must have been told the origin 
of the negotiations, and how they were carried out, 
1s asking me to tell him. I f  he knows and is still 
asking me to tell him he must be making a political 
thing out of i t .  

Mr.  DOWDING: The whole thing was ex- 
plained at  the Sugar Producers' Association meet- 
ing on the 27th of September. 

Mr.  ADAMS: If the whole matter was ex. 
plained, how is it that he wants me to tell him 
from the floor of this House? What took place at 
the Sugar P'roducers' Association meeting was not 
secret; you would hardly have a secret between 52 
3eople. I take i t  that every member knows how the 
negotiations started, how they continued and what 
the results were. If  there is any advantage that 
we on this side have i t  is that they may not know 
how the Labour Party Council voted or- 

Mr. E. K. WALCOTT: I know that. We do not 
use an espionage system. 

Mr. ADAMS : The honourable member is not 
only a gallant ex-captain, but he has a gallant ex- 
zaptain with him. The only reason why we are 
alive is that the British spy system was better than 
,he Germans.' I apologise for  being d r a m  off the 
track, sir. I do appeal to all honourable members 
not merely to vote for this Bill, but to enable us to 
keep as long as we can the good relations existing 
between Capital and Labour in this country today. 
Let us get together in the same boat and t r y  to keep 
the boat going ahead on an even keel; and I suggest 
to the honourable junior member for St. George 
m d  the honourable senior member for St. Andrew 
not to wreck the boat. There are riots i n  Antigua; 
>iots in Grenada; people with revolvers in  Jamaica. 
Let us t ry  to forget all that here. Help us to get 
this Agreement carried out, not merely i n  the letter 
but in the spirit. 

It would be ungracious not to pay tribute to 
those employers who have a t  last seen that simple 
justice to their employees is their duty as members 
of a Christian community and as mere men. I f  
go on like that, the good relations that exist between 
employers and employees will continue. But  if they 
want to start trouble again let them beware lest 
their method of starting it turn out to be a boom- 
erang. 

f 

Question that the Bill be read a second time 
was put and agreed to. 

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair. 
On the motion of Mr. ADAMS seconded by Mr.  

Cox His Honour the SPEAKER left the Chair and the 
House went into committee on the Bill, Mr. SMITH 
in the Chair. 

Clause 1 and 2 were read and passed. 
Clause 3 was read. 



Mr. ADAMS: I move, Sir, that Clause 3 s t m d  
part of the Bill. 

Dr. Cuv w ~ s s  seconded. 
Mr. E .  K .  VCTALCOTT : Mr. Chairman-For 

reasons that I gave earlier, nothing to do with the 
benefits which will accrue to the Workers' Union, 
tbis Clause is the only thing in the whole arrange- 
ment that I am objecting to. I t  is the only thing 
that I think is wrong. 

Mr. ADAMS : Mr. Chairman,--If this clause is 
deleted the whole Agreement is finished. Everything 
that has been done and all the figures arrived ?r 
make a composite picture. We start the basis of 
$1.0.0 per ton profit. From that basis we hav? 
arrived at  this figure for this, and this figure for the 
other. Take out this clause now and everything is 
upset. If this were not in we would be disclming a 
higher production bonus. From our point of view it 
was fair to push this $1.80 because we wanted the 
Labour Welfare Fhnd to  be much bigger than i t  
was. We have agreed to this on the plain under- 
standing that both organisations would agree. As 
far as the Workers' Union is concerned, we who 
represent the Labour Party must h agree. The 
position is clear. 

Mr. HhYNES: Mr. Chairma11,-I do not know 
if 1 can help. '1 wonder if the honourable senior 
member for St.  Joseph would consider deleting the 
w o ~ d s  "provided that payment may be made not 
later than the 30th n'ovembes, 1952." I think it 
would be much faiirer with that amendment. If we 
e m  get this mattel* settled I think that this will be 
a good Bill. I am only trying to get things going. I 

not an  obstructionist. I do not think that the 
h o u m b l e  s a i o r  member for St. Jowph could call 
me that. I am a p p e a h g  to him to consider my sng- 
gestion. 

Mr. LEWIB : Mr. Chairman,-When the Order 
under the Act settling these three funds was made 
several c& us on this side of the House disagreed 
wihh tfk& honourable junicsr member for Bt. phifip 
fm oppo~ing i t  then, We decided to leave i t  until 
m djns tnwnt  mid be made. We on this side 
d the H m  am a1wag.s willing to have something 
rnwe in the h b u r  Welfare F m d .  We agreed to 
voltie fs+ &he Order at that time. If you have a bumper 
amp, an empt ional  emp, md the Government 
~ a t s  more m m 9  in the Labswr Welfare Fund, 

you b v d  already agreed t.43 the m r m d  alloca- 
t h ,  k i t  fair IB a& us now .to waive that of a crop 
ef 187,000 tom fer  this gem? The Pkoiwumble mem- 
Ixv bw ewrything. He hiw h& Order by which he 
g& i2.30 per totl under the WWim Pund. 
New &hat we isye t h i ~  hnqm crop we should by 
h g& w M 9 1 b g  fm th Labour Welfare F u d .  

is k rslrgr W next yeas's epp will aot be mined 
by an act of God. mer the labourms b v s  p h t ~ d  
the smw am 4hy to  be W that %hey rzanot get. 
tbifi a d d S ~ ~ ~  m m y  p& into tbe F w d  b help 
@ p  tb &n eff thn w~ba theg ape in their humes? 
I am not t b t  the h ~ o a x & l e  member is ara 
obrJ$ai&t but h my & h a w  h g h t  of the 
&ter tw way. 

IMF. DOWDKNG: Mr. Cbaip~n&n,- I 
al$tempt again to e.mvince the taormourabb s ab r  
member for St. Joseph that I am not trying to wmck 
any of tbe boats to  which he has r e femd ,  aad that 
I will always give credit where it is due. I regret 
that  he has seen it necwsasy h cast refleetions on 
me, He says chat if we take au t  this, clause the whole 
thing iss ruined. Cwnoi  @me c l a w  h put into it 
which will say that i t  will operate only i n  rmpect 
of persons, who deliver 100 tons of canes ~WUI over, 
and thereb try tcr safeguard the peolple i n  the 
lower b rm l ets? I appeal to the laonwaible mem- 
ber again. I haxe given him credit, and his Union 

eredit; but let us look a Little further into this. Pro- 
duction bonus is coming out of manufacturing 
expenses. Everyone agrees to that. But  to go further 
and make the people in the lower brackets take 
another 20 cents a ton out of the money they get 
for canes is not fair, in my opinion. If some scale 
could work out, l feel that it would be much bet- 
ter. No one objects to the Labour Welfase Fund, 
and I agree with honourable members who are try- 
ing to see that that Fund is in the healthiest condi- 
tion possible, became the housing coi~ditions oh agri- 
cultural workers in this island are definitely laid. 
But  if that Fund is a loan fund and the money h= 
to be repaid, surely there is no harm whatsoever 
in  borrowiiig something from the four million &l- 
lars that sttllids to the credit of the Stabilizatiou 
Fund. 

Those are two alternahives which should be con- 
sidered. I would also like to mention this: One of 
the honourable members on that side who sat through 
the negotiations has been man enough to adniit that 
in negotiations such as these you cannot see every 
detail. 

Mr. F. L. WALCOTT: Xr, Cbairnrai1,- 1 bad 
s conversation in the lobby with the honourable 
member and I said ;that you muM uot see s v e ~  
detail. But I will say this now: Where p.ou W* 
finished axraagemnta bmd on figures for tb wMe 
erop you caanot come now and &ep oat of thow 
arrangements by taking out a clause which will up- 
set t h e  arrangements. You carnot do t b t  & tb& 
stage. The point raised might be something fpr future 
comider~tion. I tald him bhat I WORM be M 
see the day that the peiwants represent t hes?s i e l~~~ .  
Tb.e peasants should realise that they, mu& become 
~rgaaised. But it is obvious tbat we cam,& ,awpJ; 
at  this &g@ tbe w$gesti;oa that W bees 33U1.de, 

Blr. E, K. WALGO"rT : Hr. Chaim,n,- &me 
of us feel Ulat chtxges can be made in tbis Bill with- 
out materially afTectinig the workers, I am mu~~ixwed 
of tbat. I b&ve tbat the method bein$ pa~sured ia 
this Bill to get more msaey for tbe Irdwur Welfare 
Fund is the wrong method. If t L y  waat m r e  waey 
t h y  wuld  get if in a n ~ h r  way, My eontwtion is. 
that tbis Fund is bound to get bigger aver &h yew$. 
I have wme figures here tj,i& T did not b u e  d e n  Z 
spoke first. There have been 2,W applkdons u d w  
the Furrd md $538,822 was spent. Them $awe b s  
a%lwations to the extent, of $7&3,W whkb knvef, 
quite &WO,00@ in the f w d .  I do n& h o w  mu& 
d! the w n e y  they %aye got bmk in yet. The aimage- 
gsez& irrr olause 4 and 5 v:ill ~moul3.t ito f ~ ~ t h t ~  $L,%# 
a ton and I believe I am right in say& $ 2 . 4  wbkb 
will  be $3.80 on a tennage of ST$WO t m s  W$&* 
m w s  Itha.& yon d h 1 d  get in ~~. E% I em rigM 
in &at, you should have your Faad s o m m h ~ @  in 
vicinity of $7",&30. 'Ph& is not m y  %h% h g ~ i ~ g  
ont and not coming back in. It has +.AI be repaid. It $8 

a revolving fund. I n  the near fu twe yyon will find 
money c m i n g  back in asld wdUng tbia F a d .  'Wet$ 
you should get in f#550,r000 next y e a .  You may have 
to meet, say, 2,000 applications, but y o ~  can meet 
3,000 applications on the basis of w%at your present 
applications are. Next year even if money did not. 
start coming back in from the loans you mill find 
yourself with mother $560,000. The year after the 
Fund will be more. This is really a F'und with big 
revenue and no expenditure. Therefore i n  taking this 
mowy I cannot help feeling that some honourable 
membew are miming the point, which is that the 
factories will not pay one half cent towards this. It 
is the cane growem. You still have 41 per cent. of 
cam growers not interested in factories. They m e  the 
people who are going to pay. 



I said earlier the material parts of this Agree- 
ment are not contained in this Clause. That is my 
feling. I am so convinced that I am right that I will 
vote against it if I vote alone. This clause does not 
go to the root of this valuable Agreement which has 
been reached between the parties concerned. That is 
how I feel. 

Mr. ADAMS: I am being asked to change some- 
thing that took us nine months to negotiate. I would 
repeat the point made by the honourable member for  
St. Peter. As a result of our bargaining the whole 

E icture of this Agreement hangs together. All the fig- 
res have been worked out on the basis of what we are 

likely to get from the ,Ministry of Food whether the 
& r o ~  is an  average one or not. I hope that the mem- 
bers of the Committee who are prepared to accept 
what I have been trying to tell them will see the 
point. Even if I were in a position to agree to any 
amendment here without reference back to the Sugar 
Producers' Association or negotiating again i t  would 
undoubtedly entail an amendment of every other 
item. Let me say for the last time, take the Bill as a 
whole or vote against it. 

The question that Clause 3 stand part of the Bill 
was put  and resolved in the affirmative. 

A division was taken as fo1lo~vs:- 
Ayes: Nr. @PEAKER, Messrs. MILLER, MAPP, 

LEWIS, BRYAN, COX, F. L. WALCOTT, ADAMS and Ih. 
C~h1311h-S-9. 

Noes: Messrs. Downma, HAYNES, E. K. 
COTT, GODDARD, GILL and REECE-6. 

Clauses 4 to 8 inclusive were read and passed. 
On the motion of Mr. ADAMS, seconded by Dr. 

CUJIMINS, the CHAIRMAN reported the passing of the 
Bill in Committee. 

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported 
accordingly. 

On motions of Mr. ADAMS w.conded by Dr., 
CUM~IINS in each case, the Bill was read a third 
time and passed. 

THE ADJOURNMENT 

The Order Paper having been h e d ,  
Mr. ADAMS: I am moving the adjournment 

of the House until Thursday of this week at  3 o'clock 
in the afternoon. I warned hon. members that 'we 
would be meeting twice this week, because there are 
certain things which will take a long time to debate, 
just as this Bill was an  all-night session, and we 
want to get them off the Order Paper. I therefore 
beg to move that this House do now adjourn until 
Thursday next a t  3 p m .  

Dr. CUMMINS seconded the motion, ~ ~ l i i c h  was 
agreed to, and Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 
accordingly. 




