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THE

House of Assembly Debates

(OFFICIAL REPORT)

SESSION 1954—55

HOUSE. OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 21st June, 1955.

Pursuant to the adjournment the House of As-
sembly met at 3 o’clock p.m. to-day.

Present :

His Honour Mr. K. N. R. HusBanDs (Speaker) ;
Hon. G. H. Apams, C.M.G., Q.C,, B.A., (Premaer) ;
Hon. Dr. H. G. H. Cummins, C.B.E,, M.D., C. M.,
(Minister of Social Services); His Honour Mr.
A. E. S. Luwis, (Deputy Speaker) ; Hon. M. B. Cox,
(Minister of Communications, Works end Housing) ;
Mr. L. E. SuirH, J.P., (Charman of Commatiees) ;
Mr. T. O. Bryan; Mr. F. C. Gooparo, (Leader of the
Opposition) ; Mr. F. E. MmLer, Mr. J. C. MorTLEY,
Mr. V. B. Vavenan, Hon. C. E. Tauma, (Minister of
Agricultyre, Lands and Fisheries); and Mrs. E. E.

BoOURNE.

Prayers were read.
MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting which was held on

‘the 29th March, 1955, having been circulated, were

taken as read and confirmed.
PAPERS LAID
Hon. C. E. TALMA : Mr. Speaker, on behalf of

‘the hon. Minister of Trade, Industry and Labour I
.am commanded by His Excellency the Acting Gov-

ernor to lay the following:—

The Customs (Petroleum Products Bulk Stor-
age) Regulations, 1955.

The Exportation (Drawback of Duties on Manu-
factured Articles) Regulations, 1955.

Hon. ¢. H. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, I am com-

‘manded to lay the Civil Establishment (General)

(Amendment) No. 4 Order, 1955.
REPLIES

Hon. M. E. COX : Mr. Speaker, T am command-

-ed to lay the following:—
Reply to Question No. 16 asked by Mr. J B T.

‘Brancker regarding the giving of time off to casual
employees for Sports Meetings, ete.

_ Reply to Question No. 35 asked by Mr. F. E.
Miller regarding the installation of water services in
St. George.

Hon. Dr. H. G. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I am
commanded to lay the following :—

Reply to Question No. 42 asked by Mr. T. O.
Bryan regarding the erection of Communal Baths
and Latrines in the Jackson area, St. Michael.

GOVERNMENT NOTICES,

Government Notices were given as follows:—

Houn. G. H. ADAMS: Resolution to place the
sum of $10,000 at the disposal of the Governor-in-
Executive Committee to supplement the Estimates
1955-56, Part I, Current, as shown in Supplementary
Estimate 1955-56, No. 12, which forms the Schedule
to the Resolution.

2.25 pm.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, in connection
with the Resolution to place the sum of $10,000 at
the disposal of the Governor-in-Executive Committee
ete., 1 beg to give notive of my intention later on in
the day to move the suspension of Rules 88 and £9.
The Resolution is to provide for some money to be
sent to St. Lucia to help those people who have suf-
fered in the Soufriere disaster.

Hon. C. E. TALMA : Resolution to sanction the
Regulations entitled ‘‘The Customs (Petrolenm Pro-
ducts Bulk Storage) Regulations, 19557,

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Resolution to approve the
Order entitled ““The Civil Establishment (General)
{Amendment) No. 4 Order, 1955.”

Hon. ¢. E. TALMA: Bill to consolidate and
amend the Aects of this Island relating to Factories.

PRIVATE NOTICES

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to give
notice of my intention to move the adjournment of
the House to discuss a matter of public importance.
I refer to the Speech of the Headmaster of Harrison
College made at the last Speech Day.

QUESTIONS

Mr. J. C. MOTTLEY : (On behaif of the hon.
senior member for St. Philip).
To enquire of the appropriate Minister .—
Will the Government consider the granting of a
gratuity to Mr. James Weekes who has been called
upon to retire after eleven (11) years service at the
fome Agricultural Station, St. Philip.
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BILLS READ A FIRST TIME

Hon. C. E. TALMA.: I beg to move that the Bill
to consolidate and amend the Aects of this Island
relating to Factories, be now read a first time.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that,

The question was put and agreed to.

SUSPENSION OF RULES

Hoen. G. H. ADAMS: I beg to move that Rules
88 and 89 be now suspended.

Hon. Dr. H. G. CUMMINS: I beg to second
taat.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Speaker, I am not opposing
that motion; but when the hon. member gave notice
to-day of his intention to move the suspension of
Rules 88 and 89, did he mean that those Rules should
be suspended for the whole day’s sitting merely to
deal with the Resolution concerned? Because if the
hon. member has asked leave to suspend the Rules
for the entire day’s sitting, there must be something
else new that he intends dealing with to-day. What
else is it that he intends to bring in?

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, there is no
other money Resolution given notice of to-day that
we shall be dealing with to-day. Only a person with
a mentality like that of the hon. junior member for
the City could suppose that we would be bringing
in something else or some other money Resolution
to-dav and also dealing with it to-day.

Mr. Speaker, I decidedly used the words ‘‘in
connection with Soufriere’’ when giving notice of my
intention to move the suspension of the Rules in order
to deal with the Resolution for $10,000.

RESOLUTION FOR TAKING OVER
OF GAS COMPANY

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
you will remember that at the last sitting of the
House, we adjourned before the Order paper was
fixed. Anyway, I am asking now that Order No. 2 be
proceeded with as the first Order of the Day.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is asking
leave to proceed with Order No. 2 as the first Order
of the Day. Unless there is any objection leave will
be granted.

There being no objection leave was gramted the
hon. member.

Mr. VAUGHAN: Mr. Speaker, after the ex-
plosive nature of the criticism c¢oming from hon.
members on last Tuesday, it is absolutely amazing
to discover that the majority of the statementy made
by those opposing the Resolution have, in reality,
no function to the Resolution. I, and I do not know
how many others, got the impression that the Reso-
lution proposed to sanction the payment of one mil-
lion dollars by the Natural Gas Corporation to the
Parbados Gas Company. Another impression which
was given by the manner and statements made was
that the Natural Gas Corporation was buying nothing
but land from the Gas Company at the price of $2.25
per square foot.

Now sir, T want to dispel the illusions which
lecitimately can be held by those people who heard
these <tatements made by certain hon. members on
this side of the table. I propose to dispel those illu-
sions by taking the Resolution Clause by Clause and
commentine on the nature of each clause.

Now sir, in the introduection to the Resolution,
Section (b) states:—

, ““That the Natural Gas Corporation he author-
ised to raise a loan of $1 million by instalments for
the purpose of acquiring the assets of the Barbados

Gas Company Limited and the Natural Gas Well
known as Turner Hall No. 1 and generally for ac-
quiring and utilising other further sources of gas
and renovating and expanding the Gas distribution
system.’’ '

There are three distinet things that relate to
the purpose of seeking the sanction by Government
of the proposed million dollar loan.

Section (c¢) of the Resolution says this: that ap-
proval be given for the guaranteeing by the Govern-
ment in accordance with sub-section two of section
18 of the Natural Gas Corporation Aect, 1950, of the
raid loan to be raised by the Corporation;”’

I will take the Schedule and deal with it section
by section. :
3.35 p.m.

Section 1 of the Schedule establishes the legal
formality of the Natural Gas Corporation paying
$1 to the Gas Company for the option of negotiating
the purchase. Now the purchase from the Gas Com-
pany includes lands, buildings, plant, office furni-
ture, motor and other vehicles, stock-in-trade and
implements enumerated in the valuation ete. That
was paragraph (a) of Section 1. Paragraph (b) of
the same Section establishes the right which pre-
viously existed with the Gas Company as a business
concern, that these rights be transferred to the pros-
pective customers, Paragraph (d) establishes the pric?
proposed to be paid for these lands, buildings etc.,
plus the rights ete.; and the price stated in thas
section is £31,000 or $148,000, and not a million dol-
lars which could easily give the impression that the
price is one million dollars. Approximately the cor-
poration proposes to pay $150,000 in round figures
for the assets of the (tas Company as mentioned in
the different paragraphs of Section 1.

Section 2 of the Schedule establishes that ‘‘the
option shall be exercised by a notice in writing of
its intention to purchase.”’ An Agreement had to be
made; it has not yet been made, it is the proposed
Agreement to be sanctioned by the Government. The
Agreement is not bound to be sanctioned by the Gov-
ernment; the Agreement does not become operative
until the Legislature passes it. The price is not caleu-
lated on any area of land but on the entire assets
of the Gas Company, and to carry the matter fur-
ther the impression was given that $2.50

Mr. SPEAKER: I am hearing more than one
speaker and the rules of this House particularly state
{that there must be no interruption when an hon.
member is on his feet. If I hear any interruption I
vill rule it out of order.

Mr. VAUGHAN ; This $150,000 1s for the land,
buildings ete. It is not calculated, as the impression
was given and received, that $2.50 per square foul
is being paid for the land. Nowhere in this Reso-
lution can that be interpreted. I shall establish tha
by skipping the other sections for the time being
and quoting Section 7. That section say this.

7. The quantity of land is believed and shall be
taken to be Thirty-nine thousand square feet but
if the same shall be found by a survey and plan,
which the intending vendor will furnish, to be in-
correct compensation shall be allowed or given by
the intending vendor or intending purchaser as the
case may require calculated at the rate of Two dollars
and twenty-five cents per square foot.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have heard the hon. senior
member for St. Philip interrupting. T warn the hon.
member that if he persists in doing so I will have him
ramed.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am merely telling the hon.
member that he was misquoting.

Sap—

-




MR b oo

JUNE 21, 1955

1079

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member Las not tuc
privilege to make an aside whicn may lead to intes-
ruption, -

Mr. CRAWFORD: Speaking in an aside?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is interrupt-
ing; he cannot speak now.

Mr. VAUGHAN: I have quoted Section seven
which I interpret to mean that if the land is found
to be more than 39,000 square feet whatever is the
difference between that area and the final survey, il
it is 50 square feet or 500 square feet; the Natura:
Gas Corporation will pay the difference. If the final
survey is less than 39,000 square feet then the Gau
Company has to pay the difference of whatever 11
might be to the purchaser which is the Natural Gas
Corporation. [Cheers.]

3.45 p.m.

Section eight deals with the delivery of the title
deeds of the Gas Company.

Section 3 says that ‘‘during the period of the
option the intended purchaser and its staff and
advisers shall have free access to the premises of
the intended vendor and every part thereof and of
its undertaking and every part thereof with full
free right liberty and licence to interview all or any
of the employees and other persons having busiuess
with the intending vendor.”’

Section 4 seeks to establish the time for the com-
pletion of the purchase and goes on to say that “‘the
intending vendor and all necessary parties (if any)
will execute all proper assurances of the property
15 the intending purchaser but the stamp duty or
cduties thereon will be paid by the intending vendor
and the intending purchaser in equal shares.”’

Section 5 makes arrangements that if the in-
tending purchaser shall exercise the said option and
duly complete the said purchase according to this
agreement the intending vendor shall give credit to
the intending purchaser on account of the said pur-
chase price for the said sum of One dollar and the
amount of the said deposit. If the intending pur-
chaser shall not exercise the said option the said
sum of One dollar shall belong to the intending vend-
or absolutely and if the intending purchaser shall
exercise the said option but shall subsequently fail
to complete the said purchase in accordance with
this agreement the said sum of One dollar and the
said deposit shall become the absolute property of
the intending vendor who may re-sell the property
as it shall think fit and recover the expenses and any
deficiency in price on such resale (after giving eredit
for the said deposit) from the intending purchaser
as liquidated damages and it shall not be necessary

for the intending vendor to previously tender an.

assurance for the property to the intending pur-
chaser.

Section 6, as I have said is for the title to the
land and buildings. I have already interpreted Sec-
tion 7.

Section 8 establishes that the intending purchaser
shall deliver in writing to the intending vendor’s
golicitors its requisitions and objections, if any, in
respect of the title to or description of the free-
hold property sold or otherwise arising out of this
agreement within fourteen days from the delivery
of the title deeds and its observations, if any, on any
replies to such requisitions and objections within
ten days after the delivery of such replies and every
Tequisition or objection not so delivered shall be
deemed to be waived.

Section 9 establishes that if the intending pur-
chaser shall make or insist on any objection or regui-
wsition which the intending vendor shall be unable
or unwilling to satisfy or comply with it may (not-
withstanding any attempt to remove or satisfy the
same or any negotiation or litigation in respect

-

thereof) by notice in writing to the intending pur-

chaser or its solicitor rescind this agreement upon
repaying the deposit without interest costs or com-
pensation to the intending purchaser who shall accept
the same in full satisfaction of all claims under
tae contraet or otherwise howsoever. The intending
purchaser shall thereupon return to the intending
vendor the title deeds and all papers belonging to
the intending vendor in its possession in connection
with the gaid sale. If the intending purchaser within
seven days after receiving notice to rescind with-
draws the objection or requisition the notice to rescind
shall be withdrawn also.

Section 10 seeks to establish the right of posses-
sion to the purchasing Company and the division of
parochial taxes as they should be between the two
parties on the date of completion of the purchase.

Section 11 deals with the matter of insurance.

Section 12 deals with pension rights of the em.
ployees of the Gas Company, it says that if this
option i3 exercised the intending vendor shall make
its own arrangements with regard to pensions for
those of its employees or ex-employees whose services
are not required or retained by the intending pur-
chaser. As regards those employees who continue
in the employment angd service,of the intending pur-
chaser, the intending vendor will meet any liability
in making provision for that part of the employees’
pensions attributable to their period of serviece with
the intending vendor.

That is, the new purchasing Company, the
Natural Gas Corporation, will not be responsible for
the pension of employees who would no longer be
employed by the Barbados Company and that the
Company will be responsible for part of the pension
of those remaining in the employ of the new pur-
chasers. Those who will not remain in the employ
of the Natural Gas Corporation will not receive any
pension from the new purchasers; those who will be
retained will receive part of the pension ecalculated
&t the time that they became employed by the pur-
chasers.

I said just now that the Agreement has not
been sanctioned. Before it can be an Agreement it
has to be passed by the Legislature of this island
and has to be ratified. [A VOICE : It does not
say so.] It does say so. Section 13 says :

13. This agreement is condifional upon :

(a) The same being ratified by a resolution
of a general meeting of the intending
vendor;

(b) the approval of the Governor-in-Execu-
tive Committee;

(e) the Legislature of Barbados;

(d) the Publie Utilities Board.

The Agreement is conditional on that.

Section 14 says that any mnotice under this
Agreement shall be sent by a registered letter to
the intending vendor addressed to its registered
office in this island, and to the intending purchaser
by a registered letter addressed to its office in this
island. Let me say that if this Legislature does not
sanction this Agreement nothing takes place.

Those are the sections which deal with this
Agreement.

We come now to the -Addendum which is the
explanation in detail of the proposed loan of
$1,000,000. The first cost we see is for renovating
the system of distribution, and it comes to $161,507.
The second item is for the acquisition of the assets
of the Gas Company for which it is proposed to
pay $150,000. I have mentioned already what com-
prised these assets. Well sir, it was represented that
this $150,000 could be the only payment for a White
Elephant. T will quote some figures which show the
sale since the establishment of the Natural Gas Cor-
poration to the Gas Company and these figures are
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for the first three years of the operation of the
Natural Gas Corporation. The Natural Gas Cor-
poration sold to the Gas Company the following
amount of Natural Gas:—

1951—52 $ 41,640
1952—53 $ 69,924
1953—54 $ 72,830

Total $184,394

They have proposed in this Resolution to buy
that entire Company for $150,000.
3.55 p.m.

I will repeat what I said: for the first thren
years the Natural Gas Corporation sold gas to the
amount of $184,000; and they are proposing to buy
this same Gas Company now for $150,000,

Sir, it seems to me that the Natural Gas Corpora-
tion proposes to buy a business; that is the proposi-
tion. They are not buying land; they are taking
over a business if the Natural Gas Corporation could
sell the Gas Company gas at the rate of 77 cents
per cubie foot. The Gas Company has to cover
operational expenses, administrative expenses and
make a profit. It is a private enterprise. [A VOICE :
It makes no profit, it pays no income tax.] The same
business may be carried on by the Natural Gas
Corporation at a lost, since it has not got to make
the same profits as a private company would be
expected to make. Inecidentally, since the Natural
(Gas Corporation has taken over from the B.U.O.C.
they have charged 23 cents less to the Gas Company
for a thousand cubic feet. The British Union Oil
Company sold gas to the Gas Company at a differ-
ence per thousand square feet. The Natural Gas
Corporation can afford to sell 77 cents per thousand
cubic feet; and they have sold gas at that price
and still made money. For the three years of opera-
tion there is a surplus amount of $30,282 after
paying all expenses, income tax, parochial tax and
everything else in the year 1951—52; and an hon.
socialist on this side of the table says that is no
money. That shows the conception of this period of
socialism.

Mr, SPEAKER : To whom is the hon. member
referring ?

Mr. VAUGHAN : I am referring to the hon.
member on my left. In the first operational year
this Natural Gas Corporation had $13,364 after pay-
ing income tax of $8,000 to the Government; all other
expenses of course already paid. In the year 1952—53
they earned a net income of $17,000 after income tax
of $11,000 was paid, and in 1953-54 all the salaried
and operational expenses having been taken out, they
earned a net income of $5,424 after paying income
tax of $21,000 and odd dollars. It will be realised
then if in their wholesale trade they could earn the
surplus and earn the net income as I have quoted,
after paying income tax of $20,000 up to the end
of the last operational year, that is 1954, it will
veadily be realised that after they take over the
Gas Company and its business, they have not got
to charge the new customers at the same rate at
which the Gas Company charges them. They have
an asset; they are the suppliers of the gas, The gas
only cost them the expense of running it and that
can be reduced by the accountants of the Natural
Gas Corporation.

So, Mr. Speaker, you can well see that this is a
business venture, I have no doubt about it, this is
a business venture that is proposed by the Natural
Gas Corporation. There are many speculations and
there are only speculations; and one speculation is
as good as another. Why is the Gas Company closing
down ?

A Company expects quick returns; guick returns
mean substantial returns. A private company may

well be justified in refusing to invest such an enor-
mous capital for the small returns which they would. .
be receiving, but a public corporation does not have .

to operate on the same principles, My speculation
s as good as any other. Rather than invest a sub-
stantial sum for equipment, they are prepared to
sell the business; especially to the Government who

is not looking for [VOICES Hear! Hear!] and who-

does not have to reap the same profits as a private
company. It is a public utility and if Government
requires it, then it will be for the benefit of the econ-
sumers who use the gas. I am sure that the con-
sumers of gas of the public corporation will pay less
for a thousand cubic feet than they are paying to
the present Gas Company; and the corporation will
still clear expenses. The corporation made a profit
wholesaling the gas to their biggest customer, that
is the Gas Company whom they are now proposing
to buy over.

4.05 p.m.

Therefore, it may be an entirely different good
Lusiness venture by the Natural Gas Corporation.
They do not have to operate on the same basis. I
kave shown that they have sold to their biggest
customer cheaper than the B.U.0O.C. sold to the same
customer and still they have made a profit.

Now, sir, it is interesting when we hear remarks
about purchasing a ‘‘white elephant’’ and more in-

teresting when we hear of the criticism of paying-

478,000 for the mew Gas Well to be acquired and
known as Turner Hall No. 1. I may inform this
House that I have figures here of the cost of the
Natural Gas Plant including one Gas Well, and from

this one well the Gas Company has been selling all.

its gas. It has been operating with one well and
the sales from that well were $71,000 for the first
year, $102,000 for the second year and $97,000 for

the third year making a total of $270,000 for the:

three years. They paid $90,648 for the B.U.0.C.
Plant including its well from which they sold that
$272,000 worth of gas. They acquired a new well
at $78,000. Sir, at the latest test of this gas well

the number of cubic feet still remaining for distribu--

tion or still capable of production was 1,748,374,000,
and after three years of operation the Natural Gas

Corporation produced and sold an average of 115
million cubic feet from this one well. My point is.

tnat the Natural Gas Corporation has earned
$272,000 in three years and they have remaining
gas which if produced at the same annual rate,

there would be sufficient in the well to last for 15

years. Make the calculation of 1,748,378,000 and
divide it by 115 million, and you will see that it will

give fifteen years’ reserve if produced at the same-

rate. You will see quite easily from those figures that
$78,000 is in no way fantastic to pay for a producing
gas well.

I am totally in agreement that the Government
is not paying one penny too much to the Gas Com-
pany for the prospective business which can legiti-
mately be assessed from the history of the Natural
Gas Corporation’s business so far, becanse it must
be remembered that they have sold to only a few
customers; and with the acquisition of the Gas Com-

pany they will be adding a considerable number of

customers. By their own proposals of extension of
the gas business, in the proposals for the expansion
of the distribution which is included in this $616,000
to be paid for the equipment of the Gas Company
and which the Company is shunning away from, it
may well be seen, and I am convineed in my mind,
that just as the acquisition from the B.U.0.C. of
thig plant and well has proved to be profitable busi-
ress through this Government’s agency, the acquisi-
tion of the Gas Company by the Corporation will be
a profitable venture by the Natural Gas Corporation.
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I have shown figures which unless the plant
and the project fail, will be acknowledged as a logi-
cal deduction. I have shown that the Natural Gas
Corporation is not purchasing land merely; it is
purchasing a business. It is not paying $1 million
as the erroneous impression has been given by some
statements. I at one time aectually felt that what
was being done was fantastic, but I had not yet
studied the Resolution. I have studied the Resoiu
tion minutely since, and I have come to the conclu-
sion that the statements made, so far as I know
and the atomic-like voracity of the attack could have
been reserved by those members who made it for a
wmore necessary occasion and for a less august ocea-
sion in this ancient and honourable House. I am
satisfied that the proposed Agreement gone into
by the Natural Gas Corporation and the Gas Com-
pany which is before this House for ratification—
1 am quite justified in giving my vote for it; I am
justified in doing so by my political conviction and
business commonsense [Laughter]. 1 have shown
that the Natural Gas Corporation has mnot got to
make in the same amount in the operation of the
Gas Company ; they have not got to expend $616,000
a year. This is a permanent asset and the figures
which T have quoted showing the profit and the
aceumulated surplus of the Corporation come after
covering a multitude of substantial expenses in
renewing and extending the purchase from B.U.O.C

Lots of money have been spent in capital. Sal-
aries have been raised; prices have been reduced
and yet the Corporation has made a profit. 1 have
no more argument to make, and the answer if there
is any, can only be one of prejudice.

4.15 pm.

Mr. ALLDER: Mr. Speaker, in defence of pub-
lic political morality and the good of the public,
I unlike my hon. ecolleague would have to vote against
the passing of this Resolution, I have listened care-
fully to him and he has convineced me very success-
fully that he i1s wearing his harness very uncom-
fortably. The hon. member opened his speech by
saying that one anticipated hearing something very
constructive on the Resolution, but all those hopes
had been thrown to the ground. The reason why
he said so was because he wears his harness very
uncomfortably. One knows how difficult it is when
cne has to walk a taut rope.

Sir, the reason why I cannot vote for the passing
of this Resolution as it stands, is because those who
have the knowledge of the history of the Barbados
Gas Company are saying that the concern has been
failing for a considerable number of years. During
the seventeenth and the eighteenth centuries when
we depended on the snuff-bottled lamp and candles
for lighting, the introduection of gas was considered
revolutionary., It was our best means of heating
and lighting until electric current came about. Sinece
then it has been fading gradually; and as far as the
Barbados Gas Company is concerned, this Company
kas been fading faster than other companies in Eng-
land, Canada, America and so on. I have had some-
thing to do -with this company; I dealt with its appli
ances some years back by way of marketing them,
and I can say that the then manager of the Com-
pany, Mr. Brown, tried his best by experimenting
at that plant in producing by-products from gas,
and he did so only in an attempt to make the company
a paying concern. He failed and he left the Com-
pany and went back to England. Mr. Young, he
recent Manager came down and tried his bést and
he too has failed.

I was a member of a. Select Committee that was
set up by this Honourable Chamber to go into the
possibilities of permitting that company the oppor-
tunity to increase its rates. We ‘had the Govern-

ment Analyst to advise us on that Committee and

the findings were that the Company, according to the
price it was then paying for natural gas was making
<ufficient to pay its way at that time. However,
there was much discussion and eventually, against
the recommendation of that Select Committee, this
Chamber gave the Company permission to increase
‘ts rates. Statements were made at that time to
that effect that gas was leaking from the Company’s
lines, and the hon junior member for St. George
spoke very determinedly in the interest of the con-
sumers; and the then Manager of the Company,
Mr. Young, admitted that the whole set of pipeline
was in a bad condition, therefore the gas was leaking
in an extensive manner into the earth, It was also
told by the Manager that the existing well or wells
from which they were acquiring natural gas had
z very limited supply, therefore they were not sure
for how long they would be able to operate this well.
It is surprising to hear now how generous is the
supply of that well or wells, and what a great poten-
tiality this Company would be to the Government’s

investments.

Mr. VAUGHAN : Mr. Speaker, I rise on a
point of explanation. The capacity of the gas well
as referred to by me may be found in all three of
the reports so far issued by the Natural Gas Cor-

poration. That Corporation would have to be the
liar, not me,
Mr. ALLDER : Mr. Speaker, I did not refer

to my hon. colleague as the only medium from which
that information would come. Certainly, I do feel
that he was quoting from the Report. I have not
said that he gave that information, but I said, that
the well or wells had a very limited supply, therefore
there was an uncertainty of the future of the Com-
pany. I am saying now that it is very surprising
that whoever was responsible for the drawing up of
such a report could express such optimism in respect
of the supply of Natural Gas which might be or
might not be there.

The hon. member has certain theories and he
usss them very conveniently; at one time he uses
them for ome purpose and at another time he uses
them for another purpose. 1 am disappointed t»
hear that the hon. member after boasting of his busi.
ness acumen should also forget this point: there are
some principles in commerce. Regardless by whom
they are demonstrated, where whatever methods pri-
vate investors may use in obtaining the profits on
their investments, the same principles should be
applied by Government. Principles are principles;
and they do not change when the individuals concern-
ed have changed. Why should the Government be
cnly interested in running piivate Schemes? Why
should the Government be encouraged to invest only
when they will fail?

The fact is that there are several factors which
will prevent the Government from achieving suffi-
cient benefits after taking over this concern. The
assets which the Government proposes to pay
$150,000 for have been reducing themselves for many
many years, and there is a greater possibility for
them to continue reducing themselves in value. I
will give this instance: if this Company were a pay-
ing concern, the present owners in England and the
local shareholders whom we know are astute business
men would not be so willing to release it for Govern-
ment purposes. We see the same share-holders hold-
ing shares in other public utility companies; and th~
mere suggestion to bring about nationalisation ecaused
them to get up in arm and assist their kind in London,
Why don’t they suggest that Rediffusion Litd., which
is an educational institution and a source of propa-
ganda which any Government should control and
which any intelligent Government should make. an
attempt to control, why do they not suggest to Gov-
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ernment to make an attempt to take over control o.
that. No, they do not say that. The suggestion
about the Electric Company caused a big row; and
the hon. senior member for St. Joseph knows that
too.

The Telephone Company whose rentals are some-
times higher than rentals of certain business places
around this island, has made no suggestion about
selling to the Government shares in that company.
From 17 years ago when a former manager m..
Brown was here, the Gas Company started to lose
its business; and the only thing that kept them alive
was the fact that the St. Michael’s Vestry allowed
them to keep a few lights burning around the streets
merely because certain members of this body had
interest in the Gas Company.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a poin:
of explanation. Not a single member of the St.
Michael’s Vestry is a sharebolder in the Gas Company

Mr. ALLLDER: Mr. Speaker, the hon. junior
mwember for Christ Church is a business man in
private enterprise and he knows much. The hon
member knows (and other members know it too)
that there are some members of that Vestry who
have or still have interest in that Company; I dv
not want to call names. The hon. member knows
that too. One can easily see why having such influ-
ential local shareholders as guardians of the company,
it is being dumped on Government. It appears to
me that if it were owned exclusively by an English
firm, the Government might not have keen so willing
te. throw a million dollars into the street.

The hon. member who has just spoken has tried
to compare the successful running of the Natural
Gas Corporation with the running of the Gas Com-
pany. The profits made by the Natural Gas Corpora
tion should be nothing to do with the Barbados Gas
Company. All that the hon. member in my humble
opinion was suggesting, was that because you have
made a couple of thousand dellars in the Natura!
(fas Corporation you should throw it away in runnin:
the Barbados Gas Company; that is what the hon
member has suggested in his argument. There are
two commercial concerns and one has shown a profit;
end the hon. member thinks that when he says that
the Natural Gas Corporation because it has been able
to show profits for three years, that these profits for
zas will have been—

Mr. VAUGHAN: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point
of explanation. The profits have actually been more
than that. T said ‘‘the accumulated surplus’’. That
is a different thing from profits.

Mr. ALLDER: The hon. member said that for
3 years they sold $272,000 worth of Gas. The hon
member also said that the Government bought the
B.U.O.C. plant and an Oil or Natural Gas well for
$90,648; and he wanted to justify the purchase
ty the Government of a single well for $78,000. He
further said that every cent would be well spent;
there need be no objection to that. If the B.U.0O.C
can see their way to sell their equipment and thei
well which produces all the thousands of cubic feet
which the hon. member quoted for $90,648, how can
he then justify the purchase of a single wall for
$78,0007
4.35 p.m.

There is no logic in that. If the B.U.O.C. can
see their way to sell their equipment which is the
entire plant and the present well which produce:
the cubic feet of gas which the hon. member ha:
quoted for $90,648, how can he justify it taking intc
consideration that inasmueh as the Governmeny
wou'd he the virtual monopolists of the mnatural
gas in this island, they need not pay the price which

the vendors are asking because they have no alterna
tive but to negotiate with the Government if they
want their well sold. What is inore, I have often
heard the Hon. Premier suggest that all natural ele-
ments such as minerals and so forth should be com-
monly owned. The hon. member has said that on
many occasions especially when we were dis-
cussing the Oil Company. It has been suggested
that this Natural Gas was being wasted, and the Oil
Company has been burning it off because they have
no use for it. Hon. members who have spoken against
this Resolution have done so because in recent years
modern house-keeping methods have been introduced
and householders are no longer looking to the Gas
Company to supply them with their service. That i-
the threat which will fall against this Company when
the Glovernment takes it over; that is why the vision-
ary owners decided to see if they could get this con-
cern dumped. You have Bottled Gas which is being
bottled in Trinidad; and I hear that the containers
for this gas are made here and shipped to the various
firms for resale to the various owners of houses.
Housewives have found that it is very convenient
because all you have to do is to have your stove
which the same Company sells on the hire purchase
system installed and every couple of months they
send for a new container to replace the one whiel
they had for months. They have found that it is
more economical and convenient than having to run
pipelines for several yards before they can get the
gas and then pay the high rate which the Company
has been permitted to charge. Even in St. Joseph
in the constituency whiech the Hon. Premier repre-
sents they have just introduced at the Almshouse tho
modern means of cooking by gas, and it is not the
one which will be supplied by the Government. 1f
you have the institutions beginning tc instal these
modern kitchen implements you will see that th.
Government will be left with a ‘‘white elephant.”
‘What is more sir, is that there are many house
keepers who are resorting to the use of cooking by
electricity ; and when the extension of the Electric
Company comes about and thereby the rates are low-
ered, then you will see that the electric system of
cooking will supersede even the Bottled Gas much
more the Natural Gas when the Government takes it
over. All these things have to be taken into con-
sideration when we are discussing the possibilities
of Government taking over a concern which existed
before our times; a business man looks into the
future to see that after he invests his money, he
must make a profit out of it. Although we have the
Water Works Department being run by the Govern-
ment, thousands of householders are still pleading
to get it run through their village; and althougn
some of the pipes have already been laid in certain
districts for months, yet the householders cannot go
in their avenue and draw a pail of water. Slowness
in bringing the serviee to the public still causes peopl.
to have to go long distances in order to get their
requirements. Many people would like to pay for
the water which they use but they cannot get an
attachment. I am told that even nowadays you will
have to consider it a special favour by some official
or politician when you get a service. Water is a
necessity which mankind cannot do without, and if
you take so long to extend it to reach all and sundry,
what are you going to do when you have Natural
Gas which about 99.9% of the population do not
know about? After you have spent this million
dollars, there are only two parishes which stand to
benefit; and there is a small percentage of house-
holders in these parishes, namely, St. Michael and
Christ Church, and they are looking away from Natu-
ral Gas since Bottled Gas has been introduced. Ther:
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are some modern ‘‘Phillips’’ stoves which Messrs.
Manning and Company have introduced; they look
very patent and they take kerosene oil and convert
it into something which gives a flame like Natural
Gas, but which gives a cleaner, brighter and hotter
flame. The modern market is filled with this means
of cooking; and what will the Government, be doing$
The profits which they have made from the Natural
Gas Corporation they are now paying away on the
Gas Company. At this stage if the Government
wants a monopoly to supply Natural (Gas in this
colony they have it right now; they need not take
over these dilapidated tanks which when we were
born we saw in Bay Street. They have no use for
these pipe lines, but now that the Government is
Luying this old place, the only thing Government
can do is to call in Mr. Chase and sell out the pipes
as old iron. Even if the Government takes over the
assets of the Company it need mot take over the
property as it stands here.

4.45 p.m.

1 have been told that although the Natura] Gas
Corporation sold Natural Gas to the Barbados Gas
Company and although they repiped it to the respee-
tive districts for supplying the householders, it had
nothing to do with the Company’s headquarters in
Bay Street. That is a thing which many members
of the public think takes place. That does not take
place ; therefore what is being done here is something
extremely generous to the dying company. The com-
peny was so bent on pulling out that its manager
bas left here over a year ago and they have only left
cne Jady clerk to run the whole concern. If they had
valued that business, would they have done that¢ It
was a good opportunity when the manager of that
company left Barbados, because thinking intelli-
gently, the Government would have seen that the
directors of that firm were willing to disband it; and
therefore they would have attempted to get it at that
time. If they had done so at that time they would
have got it at a more reasonable price than the one
in this Resolution.

Sir, not only are you taking over a concern at
that price but you have to put in in order at a very
high cost. Sir, various items in this Resolution give
cause for questioning. I presume that the condition of
the pipeline owned by the (ompany has not bee:
fully stated to the Government, because it will be very
diffienlt for any engineer to say what is the exact con-
dition of the miles of pipseline which this
Company has under the earth. You might
find in view of the faet that over those years
when the Company decided to pull out, thev
might have allowed their pipeline to deteriorate
knowing that they may not turn it over to anybody.
Therefore it is a gamble as to the condition of the pipe-
line as you have it here. When it is said that the re-
placing of that pipeline would cost $300 a mile it is
sufficient to cause hon. members who are interested in
preserving the interest of this community some con-
cern. That is nothing to be proud of; and it is de-
finitely not a correct way to approach a system of
public ownership. Public ownership is quite alright
but that is if the thing which you are taking over would
produce benefits for the community. If you take some-
thing over, the taxpayers and the people of the island
skould be able to get returns from it immediately
or as soon as possible. But that is not the case; this
is a false system of public ownership; and I hardly
think that there is anyone who believes that there
should be common ownership of the natural resources
of public utilities of a country than myself. At the
<ame time while that is my opinion, T am saying that
the publie utility to e owned by the people must be

something substantial and beneficial. If the suggest-
ion were to be made that you needed land for the
public benefit and for the public use, and you threat-
ened to use the compulsory purchasing Act you witl
see that because land has its permanent valuation
that its owners, whether it is worth $1,000 per, acrc
or not, would not consent to let you have it; there-
Tore, it calls for some questioning as to why the
directors of this Company are so willing to give up
the concern to Government as they want to do.

In case this Resolution is passed by this Chamber,
the only alternative for one to do is to make sug-
gestions as regards the most successful use of the
scheme. 1 would suggest that if the existing wedl or
wells owned by the Government or the Natural Gas
Corporation have such a generous supply of gas as
the Reports tell us, that Government needs not pur-
chase any additional gas wells in the immediate fu-
ture, because such wells would be always there. When
the time comes that the existing wells are running
short of supply, then negotiations can be opened for
the purchase of any such new wells.

My next suggestion is, that if there are things
which the Company now owns which will be helpfui
to the Natural Gas Corporation when and if the Com-
pany is taken over, then they can very well acquire
such things, but those encumbrances which the Gas
Company owns but which will not be of any benefit
to the Natural Gas Corporation when and if that
Company is taken over should be left out of deal.
such as the land and buildings at Bay Street. Most
of the buildings there are wooden structures., The
most imposing buildings there are the two tall tanks
which are in disuse,

As I have said before the Company never had any-
thing to do with the selling of Natural Gas from its
headquarters; Natural Gas is sold by that Company
directly to its consumers from the well at Turner Hall.
They do not have anything to do with it at head-
guarters in Bay Street. The Government can say to
the directors of that Company that they do not want
the headquarters in Bay Street, because the Natural
Gas Corporation already has its headquarters; and
besides that, the (Government has numerous offices
and departments where at one of which they ean con-
duct the business of supplying of Natural Gas to the
consumers. I am saying: leave out buying the head-
quarters at Bay Street.

"1 was saying that the Government need not face
the high prices which it proposes to pay for the builgn
ings and plant which the Gas Company now owns 1n
Bay Street, inasmuch as it does not appear that
the buildings are needed. Even if the Natural Gas
Corporation takes over, and while my hon. col-
league tried to say that there is no land to be pur-
chased, I do not see how a—

4.55 p.m. ;

Mr. VAUGHAN: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a
point of explanation, I said, that in the statements
made on this side of the House, they gave the im-
pression that the Gas Company was selling and the
Corporation wag buying land from the Gas Com-
pany at $2.50 per square foot. I defy any of them
to establish that. Nobody knows the price of the
69,000 square feet of land.

Mr. ALLDER: The hon. member brought up
another point about if the land was more or less.
He said that if the land was more the Natural Gas
Corvoration would pay the difference. But listening
to the debate last Tuesday, one heard some hon.
member stating it is proposed that after the acquire-
ment of the concérn known as the Barbados Gas
Company, that the buildings and equipment up there
would be demolished and that that area of land
would be made an open window to the sea. Even
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that would be .a wrong pvoposal inasmuch as the
Government already owns the Hsplanade which is
an extremely lovely window opening on the sea in
tnat area; and therefore unless it was intended also
to have all buildings and encumbrances removed
from the sea coast, would this window be of any par-
ticular use to the island ? I repeat that it would
be unnecessary unless they intended carrying out a
scheme as exieins.ve as that; and therefore, the sug-
gestion is to me unnecessary. It is true, Mr. Speaker,
that the Government of Barbados is passing through
a very prosperous period financially speaking; we
can boast today of some $14 million a year revenue,
the greater portion of which is caleulated from cus-
toms which means that the bulk of people even the
unemployed, all contribute to the greater portion of
money with which this Government runs the affairs
of this island. That, however, does not mean that
the Government must continue to indulge in a false
socialist policy, by suggesting that by increasing
taxation on the rich you are doing the island a-good.
It would be doing a good if it were backed up by
legislation which would prevent the same people
whom you are increasingly taxing from indirectly
passing on that increased taxation as usnal to tha
ordinary man or woman in the street. There is
nothing to boast about as regards the taxation policy
of the Government. What is very clear is this:
while you increase your customs duties and there-
fore you get more revenue from that source, in
schemes like this it is all given back to the people
from whom you thought you had taken it. This is
is a negative and destructive policy which the Gov-
ernment hasg persisted in carrying out continualiy
in recent months. Everything they have attempted
to purchase under the slogan of ‘public benefit’ Gov-
ernment has had to pay too much for it. Most of
the schemes have resulted in a total loss to the people
of the island,

What is more, Mr. Speaker, the Natural Gas
pipeline runs through four parishes, but people in
four parishes do not benefit; people in only two
parishes benefit; and the law regulating the running
of the Natural Gas Corporation does not make it
compulsory that the service should be ecarried to all
parishes. Even if the Government intends to earry
this service to the other parishes (and they have not
said that they intend to carry it to all the parishes)
the insecure tenure of householders in the country
parishes does not permit them to make much of a ser-
viee which Government do not want to give the
authority to ecarry to them.

1 heard that they had thought of extending
that service to all and sundry. The exclusive areas
have got it already. What is more, (and this is an-
other suggestion I would like to make to the Gov
ernment) the reason why Government is not getting
enough revenue from the Waterworks Department
is this: the most of that revenue is under the Head
plumbing; and the dissatisfaction with householders
is that work done on their premises such as instal-
Jatien and repairs cost too much. If the Government
wanted to get more revenue from a utility serviee
such as water, the easiest way to do it would be to
reduce plumbing costs and the cost of installation to
such an extent as to make it easily possible for the
poorest householder to install water. It is better if
you had 999, of the houses with running water than
to have 259 (above which the present regulations
do not permit) and charging them high rates per
month.

5.05 p.m.

You will have more people paying for the water
which they consume and for the service which brings
it to their taps in the kitchen. 1If water which is a
necessary item is handled like that, how is the Gov-
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ernment going to handle an item like Natural Gas
and make it a success? This is an item which very
few people in this community have ever used or heard
about.

Tt ig said that provision will be made to take

care of the present employees of that Company, and
the smalicst paid employees of the Public Utiiity
Companies of this island are the employees of the
Barbados Gas Company. As regards thieir pension
rights, T hope that the Government’s pozition about
signing the Agreement with the Barbados Gas Com-
pany will be different from the Agreement which they
carried out with the Gulf Oil Company when thev
were being sold the rights to explove for oil in this
island_ If that had been dons the employees of the
Gulf Oil Company would have been drawing the same
rates as their employees worked for in Texas, Alaba-
ria, Venezuela or Iran, because oil, wherever it is
found in this world, whether it is next door to the
censumer or in the Sahara Desert, is sold for the
same price. Therefore the gas exploration should be
the same regardless of the country; but of course, this
is Barbados, and anything can happen.
- Mi. J. C. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, T have no
mtention of prolonging this useless debate, but the
last speaker opened his remarks with the statement
that he had risen as a defender of public moraliiy.
I think that the morality of the public is in poor
hands if it depends on the honourable member to
defend it.

Mr. ALLDER: On a point of Order, T objcei
to the implications which the honourable member
has made. There i nothing which will justify the
charges which the honourable member is making.

Mr. SPEAXKER: I ask the honourable men.-
ber to withdraw that statement.

__Mr. J. C. MOTTLEY: At your bidding [ wiil
withdraw the statement, but the hunouratic mein-
ber must be. very careful in his speech. As reprs-
sentatives of the people of this island I think ihat
before we can intelligently approve tlus Hesolution
before us, we should first ask ourselves thig question :
Is gas as a public fuel obsolete in this island ? If it is
usefu} fuel in this island then I think we shouid
buy it. |Cheers.] 1 do not for one moment claim
to be an expert in matters of this kind, neither do I
beheve‘that the Government’s members have not got
a modlqum of intelligence to assess the value of
these things. I am mnot defending anybody; I am
protecting the interest of the people of St. ,Philip.
T wilj not be guided by any special clique or to be
turned about. It is either that the Gas Company is
worthwhile being procured by the Government or the
Government as represented by its members is well
I do not want to use any strong language. It is
either that there is some good in the Government
taking over this Gas Company or there is nothing in
it. However I feel that it will serve a useful pur-
pose if the Government takes over this Company
and I am therefore voting for this Resolution. If
it is that the Gas Company is suffering from defects,
who is not suffering from defects now? There is
suffering from defective thinking, and from defec-
t_ive actions: evervthing is defective in this genera-
tion! [Laughter.] Truth, righteousness and justice
are all going by the wind; I am not one who believes
that the best cure for bad things is to make them
worse. I do not subscribe to that view. Tf we can-
not remedy bad things then let them remain as they
are.

There is 2 Jot in this Resolution, sir, that has to
be commended as well as a lot that can be questioned;
sa T leave it for those experts who know about finance,
But T do want to state that the one thing T do not
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like about it is the attempt by some to throw dust
{Cheers.]
5.15 p.m.

Mr. GODDARD : Mr. Speaker, I was not present
last Tuesday, when I would have heard more of the
debate on this Resolution. I presume that in the
presentation of this Resolution, the Introducer must
have left out a lot of information or else a lot of
the statements which I have heard this afternoon
would not have been made. I have heard some figures
quoted and as far as I know, these figures are correct.
There have been strong arguments made as to why
Government should not take over this gas concern,
aud those arguments seemed to dissolve around differ-
ent points. Omne of those points is that the Barbados
Gas Company is not worth $150,000 which it is
claimed to be worth in this Resolution. Amnother
point made was: why spend $1,000,000 on the de-
velopment of gas in this island ? Is it necessary at this
stage of our development?

Well, sir, let me get first to the question of the
Gas Company. In the particulars that are submitted
in this Resolution, roughly $50,000 are for pipelines
which I understand are less than ten years old; [
have been made to understand that no pipe which
was over 10 years old was considered. For that
reason you may say that all that was estimated for
was equal to the service of a new pipe, You may
say that the Gas Company has decided to shut down
and for that reason they must leave the pipes there
and you can have them afterwards, but should that
be the action of the Government? Because you
know some concern is shutting down and it cannot
take up the pipes and therefore it has to leave them,
are you going to say because it cannot take them up
and has to leave them T will subsequently get them?
You can do that, but I do not think that a Govern-
ment of all persons should act in that manner.

The balance of the equipment and buildings is
estimated at $100,000; that is for the land and the
buildings. Certainly they are building there. T do
rot profess to know what equipment is there, but I
am going to say that the estimates were made out by
two reputable Barbadian engineers, and I am pre-
pared to take their estimate on this occasion. As I
have said, T think the Government should purchase
the nroverty because T am one who feel that vou
should not confiscate people’s property. Of course
vou can confiscate their buildings and land, and can
ask them to leave their pipes; but I do not agree that
that is the wayv in which business should be done.

As regards the question of the gas well, the Gulf
Oil Company has spent $1,000,000 in drilling the
well. That Company is here for the purpose of find-
ing oil, not gas; but incidentally gas was there, not
oil. They have fixed their price for that well of
natural gas, not on the existing gas in Barbados, but
more or less on what price is paid for a gas well in
bigger countries like England or Canada. That price
is not at all in relation to the price the Government
had to pay for No. 19 well from B.U.0.C. Govern-
ment paid much more for that well. I do mot have
the figures and I cannot argue strongly on the price,
but be that as it may, the No. 1 Well of the Gulf Oil
Company has a much greater capacity than any of
the two wells which were taken over by the Natural
Gas Corporation. If T am incorrect on that state-
ment. I would like that to be stated by the Hon.
Premier when he gives his reply.

A lot has been said about the price of Natural
Gas today in relation to the price of Bottled Gas.
From all the estimates T have seen and heard, Bottled
Gas is about 40 vercent. higher than the present

‘price of Natural Gas supplied by the Barbados Gas
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Company. I am not one who advocates that the Gov-
ernment should undertake industries which can be
run by private enterprise, because I have always
held the view that those ventures cannot be more
efficiently run by Government than by private enter-
prise; but in an industry such as Natural Gas which
is so vital to the economy of the island and which
for reasons cannot be run by private enterprise, I
do say that Government should come in and take it
over. I do not say that Government should come in
and take over something which is losing money, but
I am of the opinion that if capital could have been
found by the directors of the Barbados Gas Company,
they would have continued to operate. There is no
reason why that Company could not have continued
to operate and make a profit out of Natural Gas when
the potential amount of fuel used in this colony is
imported and expensive. I am sure that there are
enough industries in Bridgetown alone where large
guantities of that gas can be sold. I can only say
that it is through bad management by the Barbados
Gas Company that they have noi pushed their sales
up with many of the large consumers. The Com-
pany just did not follow up would-be potential con-
sumers of Natural Gas. Of course, the Company did
a great service to householders; and anyone of them
who has it installed would tell you of its convenience
and cheapness. But there are would-be large con-
sumers who would really install this service if they
were given better conditions. I have had first-hand
knowledge of this. In my bakery I can use Natural
Gas, but I now use gas which is manufactured from
lzerosene o0il and which is more expensive to use than
Natural Gas. I would prefer to use Natural Gas
because I know it is cleaner; but for me to pay the
Gas Company what they are asking for it, of course,
it would be more expensive than gas from kerosene
oil; and that is my reason for using gas manufac-
tured from kerosene oil. T have been trying to get
that Company to bring their price down to me but
they have refused; and I consider that as bad busi-
ness. It would pay that Company better to come
and sell gas to me or any other large consumer than
to have 400 small consumers using it. T am not
saying that the Company should only be interested
in Jarge consumers. There is no reason whv Gov-
ernment should not make a success of it; but it must
be run properly.

‘When it comes to the installation of Natural Gas
that is another important matter which Government
should give plenty consideration to. Let me say that
the price for the installation of water is much too
high for the ordinary consumer to pay. I know of
a case where the price was in the vicinity of $60 to
turn in water which was only a matter of ten feet
from the main. I have had that experience from a
resident in Christ Church. That is something which
needs to be taken up by Government, because it is not
lending itself to the installation of water in private
homes where you want it to be turned in; and it is
much more sanitary and better for Government to
have those houses equipped with their own water
supply. The same thing will apply to the msta}latmn
of gas. If Government intends to operate this con-
cern on the same basis as the installation of water 1s
operated by the Waterworks Department, T am saving
vow that they should consider doing something about
it. T am not an engineer; I do not know anythipg
of the installation of eas, but T think the present price
to consumers is too high. I do believe if these in-
stallations eould be made by some businessmen, thev
will do them at one-third of the price now charged.

5.25 pm.
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F'uel is so vital, so important to our economy,
and not only to the many householders in St. Michael
and Christ Church but to all parishes, that there is
no reason why if we have sufficient gas on the spot,
that the same Corporation could not bulk their gas
there and send it out to the rura] distriets; it would
save the trouble of sending an empty cylinder drum
back up to Trinidad. Let the pipes go to the thickly
populated areas because it is more economical and
cheaper in the long run. With gas you have only to
read a meter; but it is cheaper to do it that way than
with kerosene c¢ii.
wells.

My argument is: let the money stay here in Bar-
bados. I cannot follow the arguments against this,
nor do I feel it is fair for a company that has been
losing money and has to pay for management, to say
to them we do not want your pipelines we are going
to put down something else, . :

The Company has miles and miles oi rusted
pipelines; but I do not think that that 1s_caleulated
in this estimate; I learned that from reliable sour-
ces. All the pipes that are being taken over by
Government are pipes that the Gas C.ompany laid
down since ten years ago. I do not think that they
Yave deteriorated very much within that time.

These estimates have been furnished us at the
beginning to show us where we are 1eading and what
will be expected with development. The entire amount
of money will not be required one time; it will bp
spent over a period of years. The largest sum on this
estimate $616,000, is for the putting down of new
pipelines; the next largest sum is $78,000 for the
acquisition of Turner Hall Well No. 1. As T said be-
fore, that $78,000 has been based on the very cheap
price of gas in a big ecountry; and if this is taken
into account, I see no reason why the reduetion in
the price of gas cannot be more substantial. You are
buying a very cheap raw material, and therefore
this is an advantage that should be passed on to the
vonsumer. We next come to the purpose of Para-
graph (d) of the Resolution. Replacement of present
two-inch field line — $11,000; that is necessary. Para-
graph (e) states additional field line; and paragraph
(f) says: Earmarked for purchase of any other wells
that might be acquired in the future.

I understand, (and this is what the Government
must know through their oil experts) that wherever
oil is drilled they have found pockets of gas. I have
told them before that if the actual oil supply were to
fail to-morrow there are sufficient sources of gas re-
maining in here, that Government could bring some
commercial econcern to drill for gas only. It will not be
an expensive operation, because it will be achieved
by a small-bore system which is much less expensive
than the system of drilling for oil. If these wells be-
come depleted in ten or fifteen years, Government
would not have to be without a source of gas in large
quantities throughout Barbados.

As T said before, those are facts that I have
learnt from outside and from enquiries which I have
made. If these facts are correct or have any basis or
any foundation of truth, T do not see why hon. mem-
bers should think that Government is going to have
to throw $1,000,000 down the drain. It is so pecu-
liar to Barbados (because fuel is one of the big prokb-
lems of Barbados at present) that we should be using
fire-wood from British Guiana and oil from Trini-
dad. We should consider trying to husband our eco-
nomy ; and this can be done by the development of our
Natural Gas resources. My only regret is that the Gas
Company could not have found sufficient capital
to make it a first-class job. I only hope that if Goverrn-
ment takes it over that, Government will make a

(tas is coming out of running

really first eclass job of it. If that is their aim,
there is not much to do but to keep their pipelines
and pressure up-to-date.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, I do not pro-
pose speaking at any length on this matter; 1 am
only speaking because I am depressed by this lack
of Government’s warm-heartedness in their ap-
proach to the question of nationalisation, when they
could have displayed a little more courage or a lit-
tle more fortitude. As we are now on the question
of Natural Gas, I think I should risk a suggestion
of my own; and as it tends towards the nationalisa-
tion which this ‘Government had proposed to bring
into effect and which it has been so wary in im-
plementing, I think it is necessary to remind them
that even if it is a small approach to nationalisa-
tion, it is the first in the series. My suggestion is

ithis: the purchase of at least one sugar factory

would give Government a chance of running an
organisation of that kind, and would show whether
or not the Government of Barbados is capable of
managing a sugar factory in the interest of the peo-
ple as efficiently as private factory owners have
done in the past.

There is just one more suggestion which I
would like to make: whenever a matter of valua-
tion comes before this Chamber, one cannot help
for being concerned with the fact that this Labour
Government is still using the same method in which
the Conservative Government have placed their im-
rlicit trust. When hon. members read in this agree-
ment that the Government is taking the valuation
made by Messrs Joseph Connell and Frank Hutson
hon. members will begin to see the force of my argu
ment. If this had been done in the times of former
Attorney Generals you would have had Messrs
Joseph Connell and Frank Hutson making the valua-
tion; but to-day there are others to whom the Gov
crnment can turn. It would be superfluous to say
that they could turn to a firm of consulting en
gineers like Messrs Miller Bros. for instance, who
may be equally capable of making valuations, and
who are not tainted and saturated with the Tory
views particularly with their reactionary business
connection. I am putting it to the Hon. Minister
that whenever they have to make a valuation of
land to let us go into St. Philip for the valuers if
you are valuing in St. Philip, instead of continuing
with the policy disclosed by this Agreement which
states that the Government have turned to these
same people for making the valuation. They are
a clique; these are persons who will not do a thing
unless they are satisfied that is in the interest of
certain people.

I have no hesitation in saying that the price
which we are paying in this case is high; there 1s
no question about that, but it; is better to pay a high
price rather than make any further delay in this
long delayed move towards nationalisation. I am
therefore supporting this Resolution.

5.35 p.m.

Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that this
House go into Committee on this Resolution. Hon.
members in favour of that will please say ‘‘Aye,”
those against please say ‘‘No’’. I think the ‘‘Noes”’
have it.

The question that this Resolution do mow pass
was put and resolved im the affirmative without
division,

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: At this stage,
Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that this House do now
adjourn for half an hour.
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Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question that this House do mow adjourn
for half an hour was put and resolved in the af-
firmative without division and Mr. Speaker ad-
journed the, House accordingly.

" On re-aSsembling —

HOUSING BILL—(Cont’d)

Hon. Dr. H. . H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, 1
ask leave to take Order No. 1 as the next Order of
the Day.

There being mo objection, leave was granted
the hon. member.

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
is to resume Committee on the BIill to make pro-
vision with respeet to the Housing of persons of the
working classes and other classes and for purposes
connected therewith.

Myr. SPEAKER left the Chatr, and the House
resumed Committee on the Bill, Mr. SMITH being
tn the Chair.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the last occasion when
we were in Committee on this Bill Clauses 2 and 4
were postponed.

Hon. M. E. COX: When we were last in Com-
mittee considering Clause 4 of this Bill, the hon.
senior member for the City made a point as to the
life of the Board and he was given the assurance
then that the question would be discussed. Gov-
ernment has considered that question and we have
decided to make the period one of five years which
normally speaking is the life of the Legislature.

I am asking leave to delete the the word ‘‘such™
appearing in the second last line and the word ‘‘a”’
be substituted therefor; and that the remaining
words of the Section be also deleted and the words
““of five years’’ be substituted therefor.

Mr. LEWIS: I can see what the hon. mem-
ber means. We have been putting into these Bills
that appointments to Boards should be for a period
the same as the life of the Legislature but the
bon. member must realise that another Bill to
clarify this point will have to be brought in, or
there must be at present some understanding that
these appointments will cease on the dissolution of
the Legislature or that they will be reappointed on
the election of a new House. [Hon. G. H. ADAMS:
What has that got to do with the life of the House?]
One gets the impression that these Boards are to
run concurrently with the life of the Legislature.
The very Board which is being abolished by this
Bill was appointed at every new session or period
of the House; therefore it is something new for the
hon. member to ask ‘“What has that got to do with
it?”” If you start off and appoint this Board, when
will it ever catch up with the Legislature itself? 1
feel that there should be some provision relative 10
these appointments to the effect that the members
will be reappointed at the beginning of the life of
a new General Assembly; that is what I feel should
e done as that was the case before. It would be
a good thing because if the Executive Committee
has to do with the appointments, the personnel ¢f
the Executive Committee might change; and it is at
that stage that they may feel that with the life of
this Board ag it is at present in this Bill there would
be no offence if the Executive Committee felt that
they could dismiss those on the Board opposed to
their view and put on who they want. It is no*
right to hold it over the heads of a Board that you
cdn dismiss them whenever you like; to say that
you can appoint people and then kick them out

when you like savours on something from which
you should get away.
6.20 p.m.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS The hon. member is
completely wrong. That does apply when the ad-
ministration is making the appointments. You can-
not jump and change when you have an adminis-
trative authority. Obviously, when you have the
Other Place appointing one person and this House
another person, you have to go by the life of the
House. Somebody may lose his seat. It was done
for that reason.

Mr. LEWIS I hope the Hon. Premier under-
stood what I said. The five years are linked with
the life of the Legislature. That is what T was told
before. I was told that it was purely an oversight
that appointments were not linked with the actual
five years of the Legislature. It is but right that the
Housing Authority should be appointed by any new
Government. We have had administrative boards
that were appointed by the Legislature paying out
pensions. I hope the Hon. Premier does not think
I have it wrong. ‘

If a new Government is appointed by the Gov-
ernor to-morrow and they feel that certain people
whom they do not like are on certain boards, the
Government should have the opportunity to appoint
other members to the particular board. Tt has not
caused anything wrong in the past. The old Hos-
pital Board and the Road Board used to employ peo-
nle and pay them pensions, so it is not detrimental to
have it done that way.

I am hoping that some Bill will eome in with an
amendment that where an appointment is for the
life of the Legislature, that that appointment should
take place after the elections.

Th. question that Clause (1) as amended stand
part was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division.

Clause 5 was colled. It reads as follows:—

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to move that Clause 5
stand part.

Hon. C. E. TALMA: I Leg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: Now, Mr. Chairman, with re-
spect to sub-clause (3), I would like the Hon. Minister
to tell me if he thinks that this is the right sub-
clause to be inserted, or whether he thinks it should
be taken out. I do not think he will find this sub
clause in any other Bill of this kind. I agree that
it should be left in, if it were an indeterminate time.
1f there is some other reason for having it there, ]
am willing to agree to it if I am told the reason.

Hon. M. E. COX: I really cannot see the fears
of the honourable member. Nobody contemplates
the Executive Committee dismissing an individual
who has given good service to the Board. It is
merely a case for where an individual may become
useless, or may be that it would be in the interest
of the good administration of the Board if a certain
member were removed. You can see from the Bill
the terms under which such members ean be removed.
Of course, it may also be a case in which the interest
of the Housing Authority might be in jeopardy if &
certain member remains on the Board. It is only
under those conditions that you ean vreasonably
assume that the officer will be asked to resign.

I am sure with the Housing Board as it now
stands, that members are re-appointed from time to
time and year after year, because for one reason or
the other it is felt that they have given good service;
therefore the necessity for changing them does not
arise. I very much doubt that any Government
would remove an officer without justification. As T

have said, if you set it down in the Bill that a
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member of the Board must serve for the life of the
legislature, we may be doing something detrimental
to the proper functioning of the Board and we would
not be able to do anything about it. It might be
necessary in the interest of the Board to remove a
member before his five years of service have expired

Mr. BARROW: There is a principle on which
British justice and demoeratic institutions in ad-
vanced constitutions in the world is based. Now, it
is within the discretion of the Exeeutive Committee,
whom we now understand can be no less a person
than the Leader of the Government since the advent
of Ministerial Status, to call upon a member of a
sltatutory board which aeccording to Section 3, sub-
section (2), shall be a body corporate and shall have
perpetual life, to resign without putting any qual-
ifications in this Clause as to the grounds on which
that person may be called upon to resign. It does
seem t0 me to be an act of tautology on their part.
If mere failure to attend four consecutive board
meetings forfeits the right of a member of the Hous-
ing Authority to remain on the Board, how much
more should any offence more serious than that be
stipulated in the Bill itself with which we are now
considering,

6.30 p.m.

But the history of Boards in Barbados is weil
known to all those who have had the misfortune to
be associated with the present Government. Persons
are relieved from their responsibility to the com-
munity not on the grounds of misfeasance or mal-
feasance, but on their failure to accommodate the
rather strange political attitude of the existing
Government. There is a long list of Boards that
this House and the Governor-in-Executive Commit-
tee fill from session to session; and at the earliest
possible opportunity, no matter how useful a member
of the public or a member of this House has been to
a Board, no matter how great his technical gkill or
qualifications may be the minute that not only the
member, but anybody immediately associated with
the particular member of the Board disagrees on
questions of policy or of principle, that member is
relieved of this position on that Board. There is
Combermere School Board for instanee.

Mr. CHATRMAN: I am reminding the hon.
member that we are dealing with Clause five. Tt us
Leep to Clause five.

Mr. BARROW: T am speaking on the question
of relieving members from Boards.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: T have not seen Comber-
mere Board mentioned in this clause.

Mr. BARROW: You must, Mr. Chairman, ap-
vreciate something which is very elementary. This
Board has not been established vet, and if by timely
warning we can avoid the pitfalls which we have
fallen into in the past, it is my duty to give them to
the House. Tt is not merely to fulminate against
clauses of a Bill that T am speaking at length. The
very essence of parliamentary debate is founded on
the ability to draw analogies however invidious they
may appear to Your Honour, and that is all that
T am saying.

In the past, persons on Government Boards have
been relieved of their positions and we should not
follow that which the Government specifies in sub-
section (3) of Section (5) without stating the grounds
on which they may be relieved from service to the

community. What vou are going to find is this:

if in view of the past history of Governments in this
matter, and especially this particular Government,
and in view of the clause which we are now contem-

plating, the vesting in section (5) subsection (3) ;

of the power of the Board to revoke an appointment

made in the Governor-in-Executive (which is really
in the five Ministers) you will find then that no
self-respecting persons in the community will accept
an appointment under terms such as these, owing
to the vagaries of the political life in this country.
If you do not make it clear, (that is, if you will not
make the appointment for a statutory period, but you
merely say you have appointed them for five years for
instance, and then yoy can revoke their authority)
you will not find responsible persons willing to take
such appointments; you will only find political touts
and parasites to occupy positions on those Boards.
That applies to any Government, but especially to
this one. That is the danger I am warning honour-
able members against. How can you ask anyone
who has had a distinguished career in the Civil
Service or in a Parliament either in this country or
in any other country, or a person say in a mercan-
tile firm, to place himself in the hands of say, the
senior member for St. Michael in an appointment on
this Board? You could not expect it; because as
soon as the honourable member has seen some ninth
cousin to someone who has not voted for him, then

that person would be automatically removed. If we:

look around this Chamber we will find members in
this Chamber who have been relieved of their
offices on certain Boards, and complete S.trangers
to the publie life of this country and of this House
have been substituted in their places. I do not have
to go any further because these things are well known
to all the members of this House. This is not the
second reading of the Bill as Your Honour would
assume, and therefore T am going to bring the whole
matter to a head by moving that this sub-Clause three
o® Clause five be—

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, the hon.
member is a person who at least has had some ac-
quaintance with the law, and therefore he must know
that any person who has power to appoint has power
to release. The Natural Gas Corporation Act says
exactly the same thing. '

It reads as follows:— Section 7, sub-section (1)

““The Governor may at any time remove from
office all or so many of the members of the Corpora-
tion as he may consider necessary in the interests of
the effective and economical performance of the

ions of the Corporation. )
fun(ft(2) The Governor may at any time remove frﬁm
office any member of the Corporation who f¥1as be-
come incapable through ill health of per o-rm;:;g
efficiently his duties as such member, (})lr gho vy
been absent from all the meetings ,(’)f the Corp
tion during a period of six months.

That is an indieation i
non-appointing body can act. The y h({)l}guzabl’x,
member keeps introducing .the‘ wox:d “tarbi ras.}]fo.le
No Government can act arbltrarl}y; it is Iilespon 11e
to the Legislature and responsible to“t eb _geog) €.
As soon as you use the word arbitrary
you are bringing a very gross and otfenslllvihaccu;-
ation against the appointing body ‘;’1 {s e‘g.ec‘
consists of one person or more. The whole 013 t‘:
of a Ministerial Government 1s to teachhpeop e I
be careful how they exercise DOwer. T ‘? pow,{
cxists now whether this section is in the Bill é)thO;

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I woul aSth
expected the honourable senior ¥nember fén: ; f
Michael to answer the question which I posed ; blll;
in view of the inadequate answer of the hqnogr:xh (1;
senjor member for St. Joseph, I am surprise Tl?
he did dare to rush into the breach ereated.1 e
Lonourable senior member for St. Joseph always
creates pitfalls for himself.

of the lines on which a .



"“is in the Natural Gras Corporation Act.

JUNE 21, 1955

1089

—a

I was pointing out to the honourable senior
member for St. Michael that it is unusual to have
the power of this nature in a Bill of this kind where
you are appointing a statutory body, without stating
the grounds on which a member of that Body may
be relieved of his service as in the Natural Gas Act;
and this Bill itself (the one now before the House)
states in Sub-section 2 of Section 5 ‘‘Any member
who fails without reasonable excuse to attend four
consecutive meetings of the Authority shall cease to
be a member thereof.”” In this they have a Clause
which is obnoxious.

I am very glad to hear that the honourable
member for St. Joseph has been reading some con
stitutional law. It was not so long ago that he got
up in here and told honourable members of this
House that this Chamber served only as a debating
Chamber. Since the inception of Ministerial Status
we had no other power but to debate. It touches
me to hear him say that. Honourable members of
this Chamber will remember the honourable senior
member for St. Joseph getting up and saying this
is nothing but a debating Chamber. He does not
realise that he says these things sometimes; and
when he began to read out just now, I knew spec-
ifically that he would disclose the same thing to-day.
If honourable members wish to listen to him let them
go along and listen to him.

6.40 pm.

If you appoint a person for five years, wz
presume that you are appointing a fit and proper
wan. If he becomes ill he will resign in his own
interest; but why should we insert in this Bill a
provision which is not in keeping with the spirit
of the other laws which we have passed? I am sub-
mitting that if you appoint a man to a job you can
dismiss him, but in the case of a Statutory Board,
there may be other considerations. It is an act of
supererogation on your part to make a provision of
this kind because you have already the power to
dismiss a man whom you have appointed; this pro-
vision should not be in this Bill because you will
scare off a lot of people.

Mr. LEWIS: I do not think that this is 2
matter on which there needs to be generated a lot
of heat. I would agree with this Clause if it were
at the pleasure of the Executive Committee, because
Sub-clause (3) of Clause 5 follows directly on Clause
4. You are not appointing them for life, you are
appointing them at your pleasure and therefore I
feel you can dismiss them. If the provision in the
other laws is put in here, I am still willing to vote
for it. Here is a political body at whose whim you
can be dismissed; politicians are not put on it, but
a political body at its own whim can say ‘I put
you there, I do not like something which you say
and I can just write you a letter dismissing you.”’
Let us put in the Bill that dismissal should be oz
a question of ill health or something like that which
T know that
this provision will be inserted in the Other Place:
and that is what makes me feel that since the ability
also exists in this House, let us make laws of which
we should be proud. When we send Bills up to
the Other Place let them be in proper form; do not
let it go out that christian democratic principles
have to be shown by the Other Place.

Mr. MILLER: I should just like to make a few
remarks in connection with Sub-clause (2) of Clause
5. 1 am anxious about this Housing Authority
being set up and I do not want to hold up the
matter. This Sub-clause says ‘‘Any member who
fails without reasonable excuse to attend four con

secutive meetings of the Authority shall cease: to
be a member thereof.”

1 feel that this Clause will entail much danger:
this will probably apply to the present Housing
Board, having regard to the number of meetings
held by this Board over a certain period. But this
Authority will probably be meeting every week and
perhaps twice in some weeks, This is a tremendous
thing which is now taking place in this colony, and
any decision taken by the Authority in connection -
with slum clearance will be far reaching. According
to this Sub-clause if a member ceases to attend four
cousecutive meetings of the Authority, he is no
longer a member of the Authority. The Authority
will have to inform the Minister that you are no
longer a member of the Authority and in the mean-
time another member will be appointed.

The provisions of this Bill will entail a lot of
work and travelling; and at least you may have
three or four meetings a week. If for some reason
or other you cannot write a letter stating that you
are ill, I feel that you will have some upsetting om,
this Board. This Board is going to have more work
than what the Minister envisages; and I am just
passing on to the Minister what I anticipate. There
will be muech fear and anxiety on the part of a
member of the Authority that he will lose his seat
if he does not attend four consecutive meetings of
the Authority. I hope the Hon. Minister will give
some assurance in this matter.

6.50 p.m. ’

Hon. M. E. COX: Perhaps the honourable
member will appreciate the fact that if at the first
meeting a member cannot send a telephone message,
he may be able to do it at the second, the third cr
fourth meeting. He should be able within sometime
between those meetings to send a message stating his
inability to attend. He could even do it at the end
of the meeting. ,

Mr. LEWIS: I do net pay much attention to
the point that you should send in an excuse after the
meeting, because in any case the meeting wili be
held. I am not quibbling about that at al] because
on the Authority sitting at meetings, there would be
members to whom the same condition would apply.
I really do not see anything in that point made by
the honourable junior member for St. George. Four
meetings are quite a large number for one to miss;
and if you miss two meetings, you still have another
two meetings to misy before the time that you can be
reasonably relieved. Since the same people who
would be judge of an excuse would be in the same
position as the person making the excuse, I think it
could be safely left in their hands; and we should
expect that they would act reasonably. I am not
saying that you should encourage slackness. As a
matter of fact, T think that there should be an excuse
for three meetings instead of four. This is quite
reasonable and if that were amended to read that
way, I would agree with it. I cannot see the reason
for the fear by the honourable junior member for

- St. George.

Mr. VAUGHAN: 1 am that old-fashioned type
of person who does not agree with anything savour-
ing to be arbitrary. I entirely agree with the whole
Clause up to sub-section (2), but the Hon. Premie:
does mnot think of the finite nature of the word
““power’’ but power is finite. A time will come when
yvou will not have an Executive Committee of the good-
will which the Hon. Premier knows exists on the
Executive Committee of today, and for that reason
T feel that sub-Clause (3) should be deleted. I fear
of anything with arbitrary power. I feel that any
political body must be guided by some law or regu-
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lation ; it should not be left to do anything to its own
free will; it should be guided by a law or regulation
and that is the essence of democracy.

Sir, T do not support sub-clause (3) as it now
gtands; I think it is unnecessary.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: If it were academie, I
would second the motion for deletion because the
result would fundamentally be that the existing law
would operate. We do not have to say that it is the
Executive Committee who should dismiss because
that is the law today. Bvery power including that of

" a Judge has to be exercised judicially, although of
course, sanction in one case has nothing to do with
sanction in another case. Every power given to you
must be used according to your discretion; it is not
given arbitrarily ; it means that you have to exereise it
judicially. There is a case where although the Gov-
ernor had powers in his hands to expel a person, an
appeal was made to the Privy Council. You eannot
fire a person out of the island without saying why he
should be fired; because British Law (because of
the very fact that it is democratic) is not arbitrary.
If you were to expel any person without hearing his
defence, that person can bring a case to the Privy
Council. The law as regards arbitration is covered
cxeept so far as sanction. You cannot sue a Goy-
ernment. You cannot even expel a man from a club
{because in many cases he has a remedy. It may
be that you may be able to bring a case of libel or
slander against the club for having expelled him
from the club, because expulsion may mean that he
could be unfit to sit with his fellow men. British law
is not arbitrary; even a Governor or a Governor-in-
Fxecutive Committee has to act judicially; but sane-
tion may be different sometimes. T repeat; if it were
academic, I would vote for the deletion of this
sub-clause. That is the law of Tingland and the law
of Barbados.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, I am going to
make this appeal to the hon. member. I have already
told him that if he puts in what is in the Natural Gag
Corporation Act T would vote for it. This subclause
is worded as it is because of the way in which Clause
four was printed. It is here stated that the Gov-
grnor-in-Executive Committee may at any time re-
voke the appointment of any member of the Author-
ity without any reason. Do you mean to tell me that
s#ny self-regpecting member of this Authority will
get a member off this House to raise his name in here
to say why you fired him? I am telling the hon
member that no self-respecting member of that Au-
thority would do it. T would never be the one to come
on the floor of this House to try to justify the charac-
ter of someone who is fired. I am saying that this
sub-clause is wrong as it is. For anyone to come hera
to justify the character of someone who is fired, he
will have to come with an innuendo. I am not saying
that some of the firing cannot be justified, but it ig
a serious thing to come in here to ask about it. As it
stands it is repugnant. No member can do anything
by himself; it takes even two to dign a cheque. I am
appealing to him to see the reason. It may be alright
onece he is on the Executive Committee; but every-
thing comes to an end. The day may come when he
might not be on the Executive, and then he will see
these things in a different light. T am appealing to
him to see that this is not in any other Act. T would
have agreed with it if Clause (4) was left as it was.

I would leave it so and let it be for five vears
The next Executive Committee would have to get
rid of them for him. Tt was put in in this arbitrary
nanner for some reason or the other. because when
T read Clause 4 as it is printed here T said this
sounds funny to me, but it is in keepine with the

Clause (5) that is following. I think if you change-
Clause 4 by putting in something definite, that would
be better.
7.00 p.m.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS': Mr. Chairman, I refuse to
consider persuading the hon. member who has just
sat down, Reading it or saying it makes no ditfer-
ence to him. I was merely addressing my remarks to-
the hon. junior membeér for St. John. Those are only
specific instances that may operate with the Gover-
nor-in-Executive Committee. If a man on the High--
ways and Transport cannot get on with the Technical
Engineer, the thing to do is to get rid of him and.
keep the Technical Engineer. In a proper adminis-
tration if any differences arise involving a member
of the Board, the proper thing to do is to remove
the man on the Board. When the hon. member talks.
about the Natural Gas Corporation Act this is what
it says:— .

“The Governor may at any time remove fromn
office all or so many of the members of the Corpora-
tion as he may consider necessary in the interests.
of the effective and economical performance of the
{unctions of the Corporation.

(2) The Governor may at any time remove
from officc any member of the Corporation who
has become incapable through ill health of per--
Torming efficiently his duties as such member, or
who has been absent from all the meetings of the
Corporation during a period of six months.”’

I said to the hon. member for St. John that he-
should not let any member influence him to conceive.
ideas that would interfere with his reasoning.

It is my duty as long as I happen to know, not.
to sit and say nothing. If I had wanted to be a Machia-
vellian, all I had to do was to sit and smile and agree
to ask the Commitiee to take it out. I must apologise-
for having spoken so often. But I must repeat that
if a vote is taken and the matter gets out of con-
trol, immediately the Governor-in-Executive Com.
mittee will have to resort to its power.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I am going to
enjoin the hon. senior member for St. Michael in the
same way as I have enjoined the electors of St. Mi--
chael to find out things for himself. The hon. senior
member for St. Joseph says that the Natural Gas
Corporation contains exactly the same Clause ag this
Bill. [A VOICE: Yes, it is in the Government’s
Bill.] Mr. Chairman, the hon. member for St. Joseph
said that the hon. junior member for the City point-
ed out to him what I had already pointed out to
him; that is, that it has never happened that we pass.
an Act without putting a limit on the power which
it gives. While the hon. senior member for St. Joseph
was reading from the Natural Gas Corporation Act,
I made a little challenge to the hon. member on my
left to the effect that the hon. member for St. Joseph
would not get to the end of Clause 7 and at that
moment he stopped short. He does it everytime.

The Natural Gas Corporation Act says this: ‘‘that.
the Governor may remove on two grounds.’’ No. 1, is-
found in Section 7, sub-section 1, it reads as fol-
lows:— ‘‘ The Governor may at any time remove from
office all or so many of the members of the Corpora-
tion as he may consider necessary in the interests of
the effective and economiecal performance of the func-
tions of the Corporation.”’

Now, sub-clause 3, of clause 5 of this Housing
Bil] states:— '

““The Governor-in-Executive Committee may at
any time revoke the appointment of any member of
the Authority.”’

And the very next thing on the paper is Clause 6.
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The Natural Gas Corporation Aect, 1950, which
the hon. senior member for St. Joseph refused to read
fully, states this: (section 6 sub-section 1) ‘‘The
Corporation shall consist of a chairman and not more
than four members all of whom shall be appointed
by the Governor’’.

From Section 6 we pass on to Section 7 which
reads as follows:—

7. (1) The Governor may at anytime remove
from office all or so many of the members of the Cor-
poration as he may consider necessary in the inter-

.ests of the effective and economical performance of

ihe functions of the Corporation.

(2) The Governor may at any time remove
{rom office any member of the Corporation who has
beeome in capable through ill-health of performing
cfficiently his duties as such member, or who has been
absent from all the meetings of the Corporation dur-
ing a period of six months.”’

Now, the very next thing is Section 8. I want to
say this for the benefit of the hon. senior member
for St. Michael. T am asking him to go and look into
“‘Broome’s Legal Maxims’’ (I am giving him Chap-
and look for this expression:
Ezxpressio unius cst exclusio altertus.

Therefore if in the Custom’s Tariff Act, it was
.stated that the Customs should give a rebate on Motor
Gars or horses, it does not mearn that the Customs
Authority has power to give a rebate on a refrigera-
tor. He said the grounds on which the Governor can
revoke an appointment are contained in Section 7 of
Natural Gas Corporation Aect, 1950,

Mr. Chairman, I am not abusing anybody. I am
asking the hon. senior member for St. Michael to ques-
tion things for himself. If he thinks that a British
Parliament or any other Colonial Parliament would
pass laws which would give him unlimited power he
is mistaken. When a certain Bill was introduced
by the Secretary of State for the Colonies, the Secre-
tary of State pointed out that they had not disclosed

to the Board or any member of that body the grounds

on which they had dismissed anybody. Mr. Oliver
Lyttelton. said that. Although we are to understand
‘that even the Queen cannot tel] the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Joseph when to dismiss a member of the
"Board, yet thousands of such cases have happened
-during his tenure of office.
7.10 p.m.

This is the worst thing I have ever seen in any
law; this is the sort of thing for which the Barons
-drove King John to Runnymeade to sign the Magna
Charta. The Act of 1701 placed further restriction
on this arbitrary exercise of power, although the hon.
senior member for St. Joseph will tell us that when
you appoint a Judge you cannot dismiss him arbi-
trarily ; but what were they fighting against in Eng-

“land in the early years? I am not saying this for the

benefit of the hon. senior member for St. Joseph be-
cawse he is beyond redemption; but this is for mem-

“bers of this Chamber who still uphold the principles

.of democracy. I am asking those hon. members to look
at the Act of Settlement and the Magna Charta and if

“they feel that anything that emanates from the hon.
.senior member for St. Joseph is God made, it is a

matter for them.
Mr. LEWIS: Whenever the hon. senior member

for St. Joseph is up against stubbborn facts, he is

famous for saying that pathological things cannot
convince him. How many things the Other Place

“have sent back here? This is a Bill which has been

in British Guiana since 1946; it was probably sent

“back here by Sir Alfred Savage and therefore nothing
-can be wrong with it. If you look at the arrangement
-of the Clauses and the Comparative Table you will

see what has happened; Clause 5(1) is new, (2) is
modified and (3) is adapted. Adapted to what? To
every day at a meeting; is that ill health? The Gov-
ernment to-day—[Hon. M. E. COX: Adapted to suit
local conditions.] What are the local conditions that
an appointing body wants those arbitrary powers to
dismiss somebody ¢ It is arbitrary because there is no
restraining influence at all in it. I am perfectly will-
ing to have in this Bill something which you have
in another Act.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Suppose a man gets drunk
every day at a ineeting, is that not ill heatlh? The
Governor-in-Executive Committee can dismiss a man
because he is druunk every day at meetings.

Mr. TUDOR: I disagree with the Leader of my
Party in one respect. I feel that he has been unduly
severe on the hon. senior member for St. Joseph. When
the hon. member is using so many different argu-
ments and so many sets of facts to justify those argu-
nments he may be forgiven for not only confusing us,
but also for confusing himself. He is actually saying:
““if he had drafted this Bill he would not have had
‘that provision in it; but if it is in, let it remain in.”’
It is a common saying in respect of young people:
‘“those who are in stand in: those who are out stand
out”’. That is all right for keeping a tidy house but
it is not the best principle if you want to have proper
Jegislation.

It is clear that the Governor-in-Executive Com-
mittee must have and must retain the power of the dis-
missal of people who are appointed on Statutory
Boards. What had been clear until the hon. member
spoke was that they should not be able to dismiss any-
body merely because they wanted to dismiss him ; and
if reference iy made to the Natural Gas Corporation
Act, it will be seen that the power given to the Gover-
nor is to be exercised in accordance with certain con-
ditions, ill-health or otherwise; but yon cannot say
that the same thing is operating here. It clearly says
that the Governor-in-Executive Committee may dis-
miss at anytime any member of the Authority, but it
does not say if he is this, that or the other. That is
elearly arbitrary: because there is nothing in the
Clause to illustrate the conditions under which such
dismissal may be exercised. So much for that.

The danger in not deleting this Clause is this:
knowing the hon. senior member for St. Joseph as we
do, we would not be surprised if on another occasion
when another Corporate Authority is being set up,
we should not at all be surprised to hear him say
that we allowed it in the Housing Bill; and he will
argue with us very strongly that we allowed it in
the Housing Bill inasmuch as we allowed him to con-
vinece us from his reading of the Natural Gas Cor-
poration Act that there was no new departure. We
have got to be very careful with the hon. member’s
line of argument; it becomes more misleading since
more and more cases need application to certain
prineiples.

7.20 pm.

There is another reason why this Clause should
not be left as it is. I now come to the honourable
senior member for St. Michael. I am going to tell
him that shortly he will have reason to see the foree
of the argument which has been put up on this side
of the table, becaunse T am disclosing to the House
row that a problem is going to be put to him in his
capacity as Minister for Housing by some person
whose judgment and opiniong he values, but who will
tell him some unpalatable things. If anyone such
sperson were to be appointed as a member of this
Ilousing Authority under these terms, from the sort
of advice which I know that they will tender to the
Minister, that person would not have a second longer,
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on this Housing Authority. If you leave this sub-
clause like this, and independent minded persons are
appointed to Statutory Authorities and they tender
advice in the interest of the people which may not be
to the liking of the Governor-in-Executive Com
mittee, they will be penalised by dismissal. If you
leave that Clause like this, knowledgeable people who
will be of value to the Housing Authority by the
wealth of thein views, will not accept membership on
that Board when they are exposed to dismissals with-
out any reason given.

Sir, 1 feel very strongly about this because you
cannot allow the power of dismissal to remain with-
out underlying conditions. I wish this Committee
to take the honourable senior member for St. Joseph
at his word. He said that it was established and if
that is so, whether you have to go to the Privy Coun-
cil or not, and whether actual cases come out to test
iv, that is sufficient. From the honourable member’s
own admission, the Clause is unnecessary; so that
even if the argument that it is wrong is allowed to
~ splide for a moment, this Committee would have to
ask itself whether it can afford to pass legislation
. which even on the admission of the Government, is
unnecessary. The honourable senior member for St.
. Joseph was very careful to say that if he had done
the drafting, he would never have put it in. Sir,
we have no right to pass legislation which is un-
necessary; and we certainly have no right to pass
legislation which is wrong, and certainly less right
to pass legislation which ig both unnecessary and
© wrong.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, this section
appeals to me in the following way: first of all, I
understand that the previous section (section 4) was
amended to read that the persons who hold office
should hold office for a period of five years. In other
words, section 4 gives an element of permanence to
the persons who are on the Committee; therefore, it
would seem illogical to me having decided to appoint
them for a period of five years, to proceed in the
following section to say that the Governor-in-Execu-
tive Committee may at any time revoke the appoint-
ment of any such member. Having said in one-sec-
tion that the appointments should be for a period of
years, you them immediately afterwards should not
put in something to mean that the appointments can
be only for a period of five months.

. Then, there is another aspect to it which strikes
, me. I am prepared to conceive that the wording of
" section 7 of the Natural Gas Corporation Aect is a
great deal better than the wording of this section—
- pection 5. What T feel would be the result of this
sub-section, if it is allowed to remain, is that it might
be very difficult to get any self-respecting person
to be willing to serve ag a member of this Authority
if he is told that we are appointing you for a period
of five years, but at any time without reason given
or for no reason we can revoke your appointment.
Sir, we are passing legislation for any Governor-in-
Executive Committee, not for a particular Execu-
tive Committee.

1 do not recall what were the arguments when
the Natural Gas Corporation Act was debated in
1950, but I think that Aect is quite wide enough.
Section 7 of that Act says that the Governor may
at any time remove from office all or so many of the
Corporation as he may consider necessary in the in-
terest of the effective and economieal performance of
the functions of the Corporation. There is no reason
why we should make this Act wider than that. Cer-
tainly, we should not make it ag wide as Section 5,
scb-section 3.

The Hon. Premier cited a case of an officer of the
Department of Highways and Transport. Suppose you

~even thought that an officer could not get on with

the Technical Engineer and you wanted power to get
rid of him, you would have ample power to removs
him and deal with him as a person whom the Gov-
ernor may consider necessary in the interests of the
effective and economical performance of the func-
ticng of the Board to remove; because, cbviously, if
ke is holding up the work of the technical expert, if
that officer is only a nuisance in that office, then it
can be truly said that he is a person whose adviece
would not be necessarily in the interest of the effee-
tive performance of the Department. ‘

Lawyers revel in precedents; and I do not know
what motivated the draughtsman of this Bill not to
follow the drafting of Section 7 of the Natural Gas
Corporation Aect. This section of this Bill is definite-
ly too wide; and I certainly would adopt the phrase-
ology of Section 7 of the Natural Gas Corporation
Act 'to enable any person who is not pulling his
weight to be removed; but it should not be so wide
that such person should be removed for no reason
whatsoever. In this Bill, you are giving them power
which is quite necessary but this wide, unrestrictea
power should not be placed in the hands of any body-
Sir, let us be guided by Section 7 of the Natural Gas
Corporation Act. 1 certainly support the amend-
ment of Section 5 of this Bill to eonform with section:
7 of the Natural Gas Corporation Act.

7.30 p.m.

The question that sub-clause 3 of Clause 5 was
put and resolved in the negative on a diviston as fol-
lows :

Ayes: Mr. Lewis, Mr. BrancgEerR, Mr. ALLDER,
Mr. Bargow, Mr. Tupor, Mr. GoppARD—(6).

Noes: Hon. G. H. Apams, Hon. Dr. H. G. H. Ctru-
mins, Hon. M. E. Cox, Hon. C. B, Tauma, Mrs. E. E
JOGRNE, Mr. Bryan, Mr, Mitrer, Mr. J. C. MOTTLEY,
Mr. Vaveuax-—(9).

The question that Clause 5 stand part, was put
cud resolved in the affirmative without division.

Clause 6 was called and passed.

Clause T was called and passed.

Clause 8 was called.

Mr. VAUGHAN : Mr. Chairman, this is the first
Clause which gives power to the Governor alone. It
dses not say ‘‘Governor-in-Executive’’ this time. In
line three the word ‘‘Governor’’, I think should be
followed. by ‘‘-in-Executive Committee’’, All the other
Clauses contain the phrase ‘‘Governor-in-Executive
Committee’”. Sub-clause 1, of Clause 8 readg as fol-
lows:

““The Authority may appoint and employ a
Manager whose appointment shall be subject to the
approval of the Governor, and such other officers
and servants as the Authority deems necessary for
carrying out the purposes of this Act.”’

I do not approve of the word ‘“Governor’’ at all;
the phrase should read, ‘‘subject to the approval of
the Governor-in-Executive Committee’’.

Mr. BRYAN: Mr. Chairman, I am going to
seecond the motion of the honourable junior memper
for St. John. It seems to me that the phrase ‘‘Gov-
ernor-in-Executive’’ is used throughout the whole of
tke Objects and Reasons; and appearing in Clause 8
as ““Governor’’ alone, it strikes me as an oversight.
I would therefore over-ride it by seconding the mo-
tion of the honourable junior member for St. John.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, If any honour-
able member on this side of the House had expressed
the view just expressed by the honourable junior
member for St. Michael, he would have been called
the biggest ignoramus in the world by the honourable
senior member for St. Joseph.

T think that the honourable senior member for
St. Joseph should have pointed out that with the
appointment, the terms and conditions of employ-
ment are two separate and distinet matters. Because

>
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in Sub-clause (1) of Clause 8 of the Housing Bill it
1is stated that: ‘‘the Authority may appoint and em-

ploy a Manager whose appointment shall be subjecti

to the approval of the Governor”.
Sub-clause (2) says that the ‘‘terms and condi-
tions of the manager and all officers, servants and

.agents of the Authority shall be subject to the ap-

proval of the Governor-in-Executive Committee.’’
I want to make it quite clear that I do not neces-
sarily agree that in these days the Governor should
have to ratify the appointment of the manager of a
statutory Authority. I said I do not necessarily

pgree; but I am in favour of retaining it for thiy

reason: when I look around at the personnel of the
Governor-in-Executive Committee, not only present
in this House but who come into this Chamber, I
think it is a good idea for the Government to confine
the appointment to the Governor.

In sub-elause (2) of this Bill it is a different
matter., I am not really ridiculing the honourable

_junior member for St. Michael, but I do feel that if

the honourable members on the other side of the
table had meet in conference with the honourhble
junior member for St. Michael before they came into
into this House, they would have argued out all these
little technicalities and smoothed out all the littie dif-

“ferences which the honourable members on this side
.0f the table would not have had.

Mr. Chairman, leaving that aside for the moment,
I think that the honourable junior member for St.
Michael appreciates the distinction between the two
I think that even he understands; in fact
others have understood, and he seems to understand.
T do not agree that we should allow clause (8)

-to stand as it is, because there is a move afoot to take

a non-technical officer and make him manager of this
Housing Authority. I have warned certain honour-
able members in this House about that already; and

. now that you are going to vest such a large amount

of the taxpayers’ money in this statutory Authority,
it would be self-evident that the manager himself 18
going to play a great part, not only in t_he actual ex-
pending of the money, but in t_he‘ design .apd con-
struction of the houses. He will be advising the
members of the Government or the present Board
as to the design and construetion of the houses. Now,
I understand that they originally anticipated asking
a qualified architect (the present Director of Public
Works) to accept this post. Tt is a highly technical
post. We should have a Town and Country Plan-
ning Authority, not a technical officer. It is not an

-extremely technical job.

We are vesting wide powers in this Boarq, and
-we have a technical officer from the point of view of
aesthetics of housing! Now, what T understand is that
with the same dexterity with which the Government
usually handles Government business and the bl}Sl—
mess of the taxpayers of this country, they having
snggested to the Director of Public Works that he
should take the job at a certain salary, they then
‘turned around and offered the same job to the present
Manager of the Housing Board at the same salary.
740 Fl(ﬁll M. E. COX: On a point of Order. There
is absolutely no truth in what the hon. member has
said. No Director of Public Works has been offered
any job at any salary or anything like that.

Mr. BARROW: Of course the qualification or
stipulation which the hon. member has made is in
connection with this Bill. This Bill has not been
passed up to now, but you cannot help peqple from
hearing things and that people are preening their

feathers for the jobs which they will occupy. The

hon. senior member for St. Michael must know tha}t
other people in the country will know whether he is

telling the truth or not. I am only warning the Gov-
ernment that if they intend to do anything like that.

I have received that information in going around
in the same way that you heard of the nativity and
the way that Herod was going to act. Herod had
more authority than the senior member for St
Michael. Anyhow, we hear this thing mooted all
around and the results will prove it. There are people
who may not have direct contact with the Minister
and they will know whether he is telling the truth
or not. I am asking the public to follow these ap.
pointments; a job has been offered at a certain salary
and the person’s claim to it is that he was selling
cloth, The buildings of Barbados and the disorganisa-
tion of the streets and communication system are a
disgrace to the community. For the past 70 years wa
have had on the Statute Book of this island legisiation
enabling Statutory Boards to restrict the distance
within which people may erect buildings in Bridge
town, Holetown and Speightstown and they have nor
done anything about it. The General Board of
Health has been given specific powers which they faii
to perform; and I am warning the Minister not to
foist any non-techpical man as Manager under this
Housing Authority. I have nothing against any
Civil Servant or any employee in this island, but [
#m saying in the interest of the people of this country
that you will find people more amenable to your sug-
gestion beside a man who has professional qualifica-
tions and who is able to tell you his mind and get
another job at a moment’s notice; therefore it is
sometimes more convenient for a Minister to have a
man who is subservient to him. I think that Clause
8 of this Bill should be amended to say that the
Manager of the Housing Board should be a gualified
architect or a qualified Civil Engineer. That is =all
I am saying.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: I do not quite agree
with the view which has been expressed by the las.
speaker to the effect that the Manager under this
Housing Authority should be an architect or a guali-
fied Civil Engineer. As a matter of fact, I feel that
it is infinitely better at times to have the actual
administration and management in the hands of lay-
men in comparison with engincers. I feel that you
should leave the management to an experienced per-
son qualified in administration and loeal knowledge
and that you should have an architect attached to
the Department. I must say this: whatever happens,
I agree with the point of view that there is room
for an architect in an organisation like this, for the
simple reason that we have the old fashioned way of
building properties. In connection with the buildings
which the Director of Public Works has erected
the average builders have gathered much from his
designs and have been able to cheapen the cost of
some houses very much. We had an expensive way
of designing buildings 60 years ago and we have
still been continuing in that way. I am of the opin-
ion that when this Housing Authority is established
we should have on the staff some person with a
knowledge of architecture; I do think that in these
matters we should separate the technical know-how
from the general management.

750 p.m.

Mr. VAUGHAN: Mr. Chairman, I entirely
agree with the last hon. member who sat down when
he said that it was not necessary to have a technical
expert as manager of this Authority. There are many
departments where a technical administrator as an
administrator is a failure, and it is more often the
case than not. We are now building houses in Bar-
bados for a certain class of person and we would
be much safer with the type of manager who has the
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experience of what houses are needed: for thos:
people, and who is accustomed to local ways and out
look. 'There are some Englishmen with a fixed idea
as to the type of houses which suit natives in thc
colonies; and if you were to get such a persom, he
would begin to build houses entirely obmnoxious to
the wishes and feelings of the people. A local man
who has experience in housing would not make that
error. That, sir, is my fear in appointing an expert

I have heard that remark made about Castries -

which is rebuilt by English experts from out of
funds contributed by Colonial Development and
Welfare. I understand that when the rain falls in
Castries the streets are flooded for hours. ‘Not only
were the experts ignorant of the rainfall, on which
account they did mnot allow for proper drainage of
the town, but they went to work and built houses
which are entirely unsatisfactory to the people. Cer-
tainly, you can admire the town from a purely
architectural point of view, but those English experts
did not study the climatic conditions which exist in
Castries and they built houses which should be built
in an English town.

Sir, nobody would be able to change their mind«
on what they think is their architectural right. They
are going to build according to what they think is
architecturally right; and because of that, we are not
safe with a foreign architectural expert. The person
whom we should get should be one who knows the
reople’s wants. Let the plans be submitted to him;
let him be the final arbitrator of those plans.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, I am going to
be very frank about it. The Housing Authority for
which we are making provision cannot be regarded
as a Town and Country Planning Authority; as a
matter of fact, I am wondering if and when such
an Authority would be brought before this Chamber
in the not distant future. I was hoping that pro-
vision for that Authority would have been brought
in here with the provision for this Housing Authority
I do know that with respect to the Town and Countr:
Planning Bill which was brought before this Hous.
a few years back, of the 48 sections, there were one
or two which were on slum clearance.

This Housing Authority will be spending more
money but will be building the exact type of houses
in the same areas, probably only more than what is
being built now. Anether point is that the type of
houses which you are going to build would be con-
forming to about the three or four standards now
seen in this island. Barbadians do not change from
those standards. Whether democracy would object
o1 not, we have to bear in mind that an individual
only thinks in terms of his own house. All that you
will be doing is to repeat the same type of house that
has been built and build more of them.

Sir, to make any change as regards your present
Manager-Secretary of Housing will be fool-hardy and
will only endanger your Authority. Your Manager
of Housing need not be an architect, because, as I
have said, all that you will be doing is to build prob-
ably between four or ten types of houses of the plain
background of drawings that you follow. He will
not be even given a free hand to adorn the houses
with embellishments which contemporary architects
of this period or architects of the period of over a
century ago use. He will be restricted to the type
which we are building because it is purely a question
of economiecs. T am not attempting to praise your
present Manager-Secretary of Housing; as a matter
of fact, T have no reason whatsoever to feel sympa-
thetic towards him; but his fine characteristics and
noble qualities and the manner in which he handles
tthe people with whom he deals are such that we can

rely greatly on him; and I believe he will be the
same to any Authority.

What are you going to do with an engineer
when you are only going to construct houses of a par-
ticular size and of simple drawings. All you would
be doing is to waste that man’s time. Human digni-
ty would make him refuse the job of sitting in an
office and wasting time when he could add some con-
tribution to building constructions of another coun-
try.

Y All this Housing Authority which we are creat-
ing seeks to do is to build more houses of the sany
type and size in more districts than we are now build-
ing. The only thing I fear is that if the Government
makes the mistake again of building wooden houses
which will only be building a habitat for wood ants
and which before the money which you borrowed to

build them is repaid, you will be wondering if you .

will be able to get another loan to rebuild them.

What I am hoping is that we are going to change
that condition where, when a million dollars of lum.
ber is brought in here
8.00 p.m.

Mr. CHAIRMAN : The hon. member seems to be
straying. I do not think that what he is saying has
anything to do with this clause.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, this is dealing
with clause 8 and T am talking about the Manager of
the Housing Board.

The amenities of housing which this Bill seecks
to offer mean a great deal to the thousands and
thousands of people who have been dreaming of
homes for themselves and their families for a long
time. This is not the type of Authority with which
you can toy; it actually indicates their heritage. I
hope that the Minister is persuaded that the present
man has done a gigantic job; the manner alone in
which he handles people is sufficient to disprove any
doubt.

Mr. LEWIS:
about this eclause.
heard the senior member for St. Joseph ecriticise
this question of the appointment of civil servants on
Boards, and to-night the Government is accepting
an amendment which says that the Governor-in
Executive must appoint servants to this Board.

Hon. M. E. COX: It was originally written
that way. This is a different matter altogether.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, this is a corporat-
body. Do you mean to tell me that the Governor-in-
Executive wants to get mixed up in the appointing
of the manager and things like that? As far as the
particular personnel is concerned, it is the Govern-
ment who will put up and appoint the whole per-
sonnel for this Board. [VOICES: Only the Manager]
That is only a slip; because even the Premier says so.
[Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Order! Order!]

If they approve of a salary for one man who
might be a higher salaried man, then that is a
different matter. I thought that this was the reason
for sub-clause 2 being in this Bill.

Mr. . D. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I have
not followed the argument but I will begin by guot-
ing clause 8, sub-clause 1: ‘‘The Authority may
appoint and employ a Manager whose appointment
shall be subject to the approval of the Governor, and
such other officers and servants as the Authority
deems necessary for carrying out the purposes of
this Aect.

(2) The terms and conditions of employment of
the manager and of all officers, servants and agents
of the Authority shall be subject to the approval of
the Governor-in-Executive Committee.’’

I would like to make some remarks

On previous occasions I have
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I view that with suspicion. If the Opposition had
made this amendment, they would have been told
everything about it. I was wondering this: you have
a system of ministerial government now, and yet
throughout this Bill you have everything ‘‘Governor-
in-Executive Committee, Governor-in-Executive Com-
mittee’’! I thought that in keeping with a minis-
terial government, wherever the words ‘‘Governor-
in-Executive Committee’’ now appear in these clauses,
the word ‘‘Ministry”’ would have been used instead.

Now I come to this sub-clause 1 of clause 8. This
Board has to appoint a manager; and here in sub-
clause (1) it is stated that the ‘‘Governor’’ has to
approve of the appointment. [Hon, G. H. ADAMS:
‘Which is the right thing]. It is strange, It is unlike
you to accept that amendment. Once a Bill is draft-
ed and sent down here it is strange for you to accept
an amendment. I mean that to change the customary
way of doing something is a rare thing for the Prem-
jer to accept. This is what the faet is now. I do not
know what were the reasons given; but I understa.nd
that this amendment came about due to a motion
made by the hon. junior member for St. John, second-
ed by the hon. junior member for St. Michael. We
cannot prevent the Government from aeeep‘?mg it;
but I am going to be just to myself and have it taken
cut. T think that T have a right to do that just as they
have a right to accept it.

T have taken much pains with these Bills espec-
jally when it comes to Housing or anything of that
nature; and this is the first occasion, that I can recol-
Ject, on which the Hon. Premier has aceepted an
amendment. ) )

Mr. CHATRMAN : Has the Premier accepted it?

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : When I say the Premier
I mean the Government. It is hardly likely that any
cther Minister would have accepj:ed it unless the
Premier agreed. I take it that this Bill must have
been in the hands of the Members of the Government
for sometime, and therefore, th'is Bill must have
been discussed by the Ministers in Executive Com-
mlttii' is not a suggestion that ipstead of appointing
three members you should appoint four and have a
proviso that the members of the Board should not
be paid anything exceeding so chh; I an},sug-
gesting that this should remain as Governor’’,
8.10 p.m. .

Mr. BARROW: For once the _Goyemment is
being consistent. As the hon. junior member
for the City has pointed out, you will always find
that the members of the Goverpmer_nt are‘always
ready and willing to pass any legislation yvhlch puts
a little power in their hands. In so readily accept-
ing the amendment moved by the hon. senior member
for St. John, the members of the Government and
especially the Minister in charge, have confirmed
the allegation made by the hon. junior member ﬁor
the City. I am not reflecting on the Clauses which
we have already passed, but the instance will readily
come to the minds of those hon. members who were
present. Like the hon. senior member fOl: the C_lty
I myself must confess that I was under the impression
that Bills of this nature are discussed in Executive
Committee; and as the hon. senior member for St.
Joseph is so often wont to tell us: they have
threshed out every single detail, the best legal brains
in the country have worked on them, the Crown
Law Officers, the Financial Secretary and the Officer
Administering the Government himself. Tt seems
unfair to Her Majesty’s representatives in t}ps
colony that after you have sat in Executive Commit-
tee and given the Officer Administering the Gov-
ernment the impression that certain powers should

be vested in his hands, you should aceept the
amendment made by the hon. junior member for
St. John to vest the powers in the hands of political
members of the Executive Committee.

I do not like to make suggestions which would
appear to be out of place, but I must confess that
this is the first time since I have been in this Chamber
that I have heard the hon. junior member for St.
Michael make any suggestion as to substance or
form. In principle he is just as good as any of
us over here, but when it comes to substance and
detail such have not been displayed by the
hon. junior member for St. Michael. I would like
the Officer Administering the Government of this
Colony to read these debates very carefully and he
will see the kind of somersaulting which is taking
place between the passage of a Bill in Executive
Committee and its passage in the Legislature itself.
i am not going to say that the hon. junior member
for St. Michael moved this amendment and the
the hon. junior member for St. John second-
ed it or wice versa at the instigation of a Gov-
ernment Minister, but I am warning the Minis-
ters that it does not look good for them to vest
full powers in their own hands in such an easy
fashion especially when they have reminded us time
and time again that they have threshed out these
Bills carefully in Executive Committee. What is
happening in Barbados today is that one side ig
playing against the other; I would say that the
House is being doubled-crossed. We are ‘inveigled
into certain positions and then the Secretary of
State for the Colonies is told that it is the feeling
of the House that such and such a thing should be
so and so. I must pay the hon. junior member for
St. Michael the compliment of paying that attention to
detail which is usually left to the hon. junior member
for the City; and T hope the hon. member will stick
to those principles. 1 beg to second the motion of
the hon. senior member for the City.

Mr. V. B. VAUGHAN: I moved the amend-
ment because on the very first occasion on which I
read this Bill it struck me as extraordinarily
strange when I saw that everyone of these things
was to be approved by the Executive Committee. In
Clause 8, however the words “in Executive Com-
mittee” have been omitted. My first impression
was that a printers’ error had taken place. Now
that we have Ministerial Status, the Ministers should
have some say in appointments made to such an im-
portant social department.

8.20 p.m. .

That is my personal view of it. This is mot a
department to be compared with the Post Office
or the Auditor General’s Office or even the Public
Works Department. This Department is a Socia}l De-
partment sinece it deals directly with the lving
habits of the people. It deals with the housing of
the inhabitants of the island; not selling them
stamps, or building public works or other things
like that where as an administrative department,
the appointment of the Head of the Department is
made by the Secretary of State for the Colonies.

Sir, in a highly Social Department like the
Housing Authority, the Minister of Housing should
have every say; and I would make that my conten-
tion right through the Bill. This Department
is not on all-fours with other Government De-
partments. How much say has the Governor in
the appointment of Social Welfare Officers? If
he has any say alone in the appointment of
these officers, that is entirely wrong. These de-
partments are too important in the lives of the
people to be diversed from the Minister and that is
why I moved this amendment. I do not think it is
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anything strange so far as the Government is con-
cerned, and I see no reason why they should not
accept it.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman,

Hon. ¢. H. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, the hon-
ourable junior member for St. John who has just
sat down brought me into it and I wish to say

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The honourable senior
member for the City caught my eye first.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: What I want to say,
Mr. Chairman, is this: after listening to the hon-
ourable junior member for St. John, I am more
surprised at the motion; and I am not saying so
with a view to casting any aspersion on the Hon.
Minister for Housing.

Hon. M. E. COX: That does not worry me.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: When I listened to the
honourable junior member for St. John, I am more
than surprised that the Hon. Premier has allowed
his suggestion at all. Like the honourable junior
member for St. John, I read the Bill thoroughly
and as I went through it and noted the absence of
authority of the Minister of Housing, in my second
reading speech, 1 said I wanted an explanation as
to why with a system of Ministerial status, all
through the Bill one saw reference being made to
the Governor-in-Executive Committee. The Hon.
Premier in reply said that it was a collective respon-
sibility and nothing to be dealt with directly by
the Ministry and I accepted that suggestion.

The section reads thus: ‘‘The Authority may
appoint and employ a Manager,”” and then goes
on to say ‘‘whose appointment shall be subject to
the approval of the Governor,”” and if you read
it carefully, you will see that it deals purely with
the appointment. Ag to the appointment of the
Manager, the Governor alone, not the Governor-in-
Tixecutive Committee, must approve of the appoint-
ment. The sub-section to the Section goes on to say
that the terms and conditions of employment of
the Manager and of all officers servants and agents
of the Authority shall be subject to the approval
of the Governor-in-Executive Committee. Now, the
Governor-in-Executive Committee is going to apr
point the Board; and I am saying that if the Hon.
Premier accepts that suggestion by the hon. junior
member for St. John, it will be giving control to
what he has said that he was against at the time
of Ministerial status; that is, he said that Ministers
should have nothing to do with the appointments of
If you accept that suggestion, this
would be purely a pqlitical appointment, and the
whole idea behind all of this is to pdevent it from
being a political appointment. What the Board will
do is to look around for a man and recommend him
for the post. His appointment must then be ap-
proved by the Governor. The Governor can say ‘‘yes’’
or ““no’” to the appointment, If you put it in the
ill to be approved hy the Governor-in-Executive
Comimittee, it is going' to be a political appointment
because the Board would not be able to appoint any-
one to the post since the members of the Governor-
in-Executive Committee would always be around
telling the Board whom to appoint. It may sound
stupid when T say so, but that is so. That is my con-
sidered opinion. It will turn out that if the Minis-
ter of Housing does not get whom he wants to be
Manager, he will refer the matter back to the
Board.

Sir, if you accept that suggestion, you are go-
ing to tie the hands of the Board. The word ‘“Gov-
ernor’’ is put in the Clause and for a very good
reason. The appointment should be approved by
the Governor alone but the Governor-in-Executive
Committee should have the power to say what are

the terms and conditions of employment in keeping:
with the standard of the duties of the officers. It is-
tke duty of the Governor-in-Executive to say whether-
a man should not get more than £300 or £A0U per
annum, '

Sir, I am submitting that the Clause was worded
as it is to prevent these posts from being political
appointments and to give the Board a free hand.
What the Hon. Premier said was correct; that 18,
that the Governor is bound to take the advice of his
Executive. The whole reason for leaving this in the
hands of the Governor is that when the Housing
Authority recommends a man for the job, nothing
piolitical can be brought into it; but if you put n
‘“Governor-in-Executive Committee”” po Governor
can suggest or do anything in Executive Commit-
tee if his five Ministers do not agree. If the Author-
ity vecommends a man to whom the Hon. Minister-
of Housing or some other Ministers are not in agree--
ment, he is blocked if the appointment has to be ap-
proved by the Governor-in-Executive Committee. He-
might be the best man in the island for the post but
he will be blocked. That is an absolute fact.

When my colleague and I got in here and mads-
certain remarks concerning the Social Welfare Offi-
cer, the Hon. Minister and his colleagues said noth-
ing. Does the hon. member say that when the Social
Welfare Officer draws a thousand pounds a year, the
appointment should not be approved by the Gov-
ernor but by the Governor-in-Executive Committee?
You have a ministerial government and the policy
should be that of the Ministry. If I understand it
rightly, we are to pin the Ministry down to poliey;
whether they deecide individually or collectively, it
is for them to decide. By an act of legislation, you
have decided to set up a body corporate, and they"
have decided that all appointments, with the ex-
clusion of the Manager should be subject to the Gov-
ernor-in-Executive Committee; but that the actual
management which must be divoreed from the Gov--
ernment should be with the approval of the Gov-
ernor. I submit that if the best man in the island
was an experienced draftsman and had a difference-
of opinion, (that is, a difference of political opin-
ion) from the Minister of Housing he would say that
it should not be the ‘‘Governor-in-Executive.”” [A
VOICE: The hon. member thinks this is the St.
Michael’s Vestry!]l You are talking about the St.
Michael Vestry; but you cannot say that they have-
any ulterior motives.

I repeat that I view this question of the ap-
proval of the appointment of a manager by the
‘“Governor-in-Executive Committee’’ with suspicion.
Sub-clause (2) of clause (8) gives the Governor-in.
Executive Committee the entire authority to say
whether or not the terms and conditions of the em-
ployment of the manager and all the officers and
servants are satisfactory to them. What more power:
could any Authority want?

Here is my impression of the situation that is
Likely to arise under the provisions of clause (8)
of this Bill: The Authority recommends ‘‘A’’ and
‘“A’’ is appointed; the Governor-in-Executive Com-
mittee says: this man ‘“A’’ has been appointed at
five thousand a year; then, under the provisions of
clause 8 subclause (1) the ‘‘Governor’’ has power
to say, this cannot be.

When you look closely at the question of the
appointment of the manager, you cannot help bui
feeling that this is put in here with a special mean-
ng.

I would say this for the Premier: on Boards
on which I have sat with him, I have never really
seen him go out of his way to get a job for or in
push a friend; although I do not always regard
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this as a point in his favour. I will tell you this: ] what does sub-clause 2 of Clause 8 say? It says

what I have just mentioned concerning the Hon
Premier is something which cannot be said to be
among my virtucs, however much it may be needed.
If a man has been loyal to me, I think I should be
leyal to him.

I submit that this particular clause was put in
for a reason; and I am surprised at the IHon. Pre
mier agreeing to the acceptance of the proposed
amendment to include the words ‘‘Governor-in-
Executive.”” When you read sub-clause (2) you
will see that the Governor-in-Executive still has the
power; because the terms and conditions must be
approved by them. That is no mistake; I have it
noted. You raised the entire question in the second
reading speech, and I submit that this was absolute-
ly no mistake. If we record to-day that this was ¢
mistake, then it would be interesting, no doubt, te
listen to the opinions of the Other Place when the
Bill should go before them.

Let us suppose that the Hon, Premier must have
been busy and that he did not observe this partieun-
lar clause in which we find the word ‘‘Governor’’
in the phrase ‘‘approval of the Governor’ in line
3. Even if it slipped him it could not have slipped
a1l the others. And there is also the Atterney Gen
eral whom we must consider; it would have had to
slip him too.

I do not say that the hon. junior member for St.
John is wrong; that is his view and policy. If you
arve talking about the permanent institution of a
Ministerial ‘Government, then the responsibility
should be on them ; this same Government might not
always be in power. When I make a speech of this
nature I know what I am talking about; but what
1 argue is this: if you have this system of Minis-
terial Government, the more responsibility you have
the better it is for our future. The hon. member for
St. John made a motion, but did he read sub-clause
2¢ If this had said, ‘‘subject to the approval of the
““Governor’’ instead of ‘‘subject to the approval of
the Governor-in-Executive Committee,”” I would
have said, ‘‘oh no; that is pothing to do with the
Ministerial Government, that is taking money out of
the Treasury.”’

8.40 pm.

On the other hand, when it says that the Gov-
ernor should approve these appointments, it means
that the ‘Governor should approve them in order t.
avoid what we so often say and fear will come with
Ministerial Government. You have established an
Authority and said ‘‘although we have given you the
right to do something, we do not trust your integrity
for making selection.’”’ Because the hon. junior mem-
ber for St. John makes this amendment they are now
saying while we are establishing this Authority this
Authority can select; but if you do not select the
right person we have the right to say ‘‘no.”’” They are
saying ‘‘if we say ‘no,” the Governor cannot say
‘ves’ ”’. That is not the correct procedure in respect
of making appointments. The Premier has said ‘‘we
kave nothing to do with the making of appointments”’
therefore I feel that the motion of the hon. junior
member for St. John should not be carried.

Mr. VAUGHAN: Had the hon. member re
frained from making so much noise he would have
realised that he has almost answered his own ob
jection. Of course it is his right to raise a riot,
and it is one of the most effective means of his poli-
tical success. No one can approach him with regard
to the impression which he leaves with certain
masses of the people in making a riot; that is his
supreme quality. I do not blame him for it; but

the Manager and of all officers, servants and agents
of the Authority shall be subject to the approval
of the Governor-in-Executive Committee’’, That is
why they left in the words ‘‘in-Executive-Commit
tee’’ as they did. Without Sub-Clause 2 they wouid
have left it to the Governor alone. Clause 2 gives
the Governor-in-Executive Committee power over
the conditions and terms of employment; and when
you give anybody power over the terms and condi
tions of employment you give them power over the
appointment. If it is an appointment they disap-
prove of they will make the terms and conditions
such that the appointee would not be particular about
accepting it. They have retained the terms and con-
ditions in their own hands, but in sub-clause one of
Clause eight they have left the power to the Gov-
ernor alone. If Sub-clause 2 were not there, they
Ys:quld have.seen that they could not leave the words
in-Executive Committee.”” They realise that they
have the power in Clause two and that they need
not change it; but I say it erroneous to have the
power in Qlause 2 and leave it out in Clause 1. The
Governor-in-Executive Committee controls the co.
ditions of employment and therefore they control
the appointment. In Clause 8 sub-clause 1, yon
should have the words ‘‘in-Executive Committee’”

~ As to the term ‘“political”’ that is broad and it
is 1ot to be used in any narrow sense. Any Govern-
rient in any community is highly political. In the
United States of America the President employs the
heads of most of the important agencies: his is an
‘elected pfﬁee not an appointed one, and ’the power
of appointment resides in him through the people.
"1‘he- power of appointment should rest with the Min-
istry which would be the Governor-in-Executive
Commiittee. Having this power in Clause 2 it is folly
not to add the words ‘‘in-Executive Committee’” in
Clause 1.

Hon G. H. ADAMS: As the honcurable junior
member for St. John has said, the honourable senior
member for the City has answered himself. I was
at pains to say that the time must come when the
words ‘‘Governor-in-Executive Committee’’ will
come out altogether and the word ‘‘Minister’” will
appear. With a Ministerial System the Minister
should be responsible; but as long as we have this
set up of the Governor-in-Executive Committee, it
is appropriate to use the Governor-in-Executive.

I have said that where it is a question of Civil
Serviece appointments the Public Service Commission
will be the appointing body. I saw what was hap-
pening. When T saw what is here in print I realised
that it was a mistake and I turned to the Clerk. I
think it was during the consideration of the Liocal
Government Bill, that wherever the word ‘‘Gov-
ernor’’ appeared we changed over to the words ¢‘ Gov-
ernor-in-Executive Committee.

8.50 p.m.

The Manager of this Board is a Civil Servant;
you therefore give the Governor power by an Order
to say he should have a pension. Again, like every
Civil Establishment Order, it must come before the
House. It is purely a question of the Governor ex-
Civil Establishment, the person does not get a pen-
ercising his right. When a post is not within the
sion; but you give the (Governor the power and
thie right to say that you can make this office pen-
sionable. With Ministerial System it comes back to
the Executive Committee because who else is there
to answer for wrong appointments but the Ministers

responsible ?
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How can the Governor ever appoint somebody
against our wishes and hope to get by with that?
We have to say if we agree with it, because eventu-
aliy if we have to defend an appointment with which
we did not agree we are not going to do it. As the
honourable junior member for St. John has said, if
it were a political appointment, and if we were so
dishonest as the honourable senior member for the
City by implication is trying to make out, we would
say that under the section we have the right to ap-
point you to the Board but remember, when you go
there, you have to appoint so and so as Manager. All
we would have to do is to make sure that we put on
the Board only those people who would vote for the
Manager.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY: 1T said that the word
““(overnor’’ was put in so as to avoid political ap-
pointments. .

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Look at the absurdity of
it. You say ‘‘Governor’’ should remain in this see-
tion, but you have said that the people to put up
the name of the Manager are going to be appomte_d
Ly the Governor-in-Executive Committee. What is
to prevent us then from saying to Mr. A, B, C, and
so on, ‘‘We want you seven people as members of
the Housing Authority but remember, you have to
vote for so and so as Manager.”” The honourable
senior member for the City said that it would be 2
political appointment if you change 1t from Gov-
ernor to Governor-in-Executive Committee. All we
would have to do if that were so is to appoint seven
people as I have said. ) )

T have not got to say anything more on it. T would
say again, like the honourable juniox: member for Sfc
John, the first time I saw it in print T realised it
was a mistake. As soon as I opened up my file 1
said it was a mistake. Look two or three lines down
and you will see the mistake of the word ““orders’ in-
stead of ‘‘order.’’ T say again that if eventually a
Minister has to defend an officer, the Minister
should be in a position to anticipate and to prevent
rather than to defend the man. We cannot have
Ministerial system and at the same time put in some-
body’s hands things over which you do not have any
control, or things which you may have to defend.
Civil Servants must be kept out of politics. We are
not like the U.S.A., where when the Demoerats win
a General Election, out go all the Republican Judges.
Could anything be more un-British than that? Our
Civil Servants remain and they must serve every
Government. I have said this already. Some
things are delegated to the Minister respoqsible who
does not even have to go and get the advice of the
other Ministers; and everything for which he is res-
ponsible will be delegated entirely to him in the
course of time. It is coming to that. For instance,
. on the introduction of the Ministerial system, the
first thing I had to do as Minister for Police (and
therefore responsible for certain police matters) was
to approve as a member of the Executive Committee
that a police horse which was too old should be shot.
Obviously, you should delegate that to the Minister
directly, because in all probability, before the matter
was dealt with by the Executive Committee the horse
would have been shot long time. In the course of
time everything will be done by the Minister him-
self, although by his act, in certain things, the whole
Government may have to resign. Everything in short
should go towards putting the responsibility on the
Minister under a ministerial set up; but that respon-
sibility, he has always got to remember, is collective
responsibility because he may pull down a whole
Government with him by his act. Inasmuch as this
is an early stage in our setup, we sit down and dis-

cuss collectively some things which I hope in a couple
years’ time, (that is the most) will be done by the
Minister himself and only reported to the full Cabi-
net. Until we reach that stage, we will go on pushing
in the words ‘‘Governor-in-Executive Committee.’’

The hon. member is mistaken if he thinks I
disagree that this was inserted for a particular reason.
1 say that, when it comes to a statutory Board, you
have already given power to the Governor-in-Execu-
tive Committee to appoint its members; and those
members are the persons who have to appoint the
Manager. Why bring in the term ‘political appoint-
ment’? That is like swallowing a camel and strain-
ing at a gnat.

9.00 p.m.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, I know the circum-
stances prevailing and I would not like to prolong
the debate. But from all the debating which has
taken place before, I too have got the impression
that the Minister should concern himself with policy
and not with appointments. I felt that that was the
very reason why the hon. senior member for St
Joseph and the hon. senior member for St. Michael
resigned from the Housing Board.

I should like to say this: in the Natural Gas
Corporation Act which has been quoted, it will be
noticed that Section 13 says that the Corporation
can appoint such officers, agents and servants as the
Corporation may from time to time determine and
there shall be paid to them such salaries and re-
muneration as the Corporation may determine with
the approval of the Governor-in-Executive Commit
tee. That is a case of the Executive Committee
having to come to the House to adjust certain salaries
in cases where a certain amount of balance has to be
preserved; but now that has been changed. That
is the impression that I got.

This matter has been debated for the very reason
which Members of the Government, and the Premier
in particular, have enunciated time and again. That
is: that the policy of the Housing Board must be
the policy of the Minister of Communications and
Housing.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : Mr. Chairman, I

Mr. CHATRMAN: I would like the adjournment
moved at this stage or I shall ask the Leader of the
House to appoint someone to relieve me of the Chair.
Considering the long hours during which this House
has been sitting, ¥ want to be relieved.

Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY : Mr. Chairman, am I not
cntitled to my view?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: But I am asking the Lead-
er to appoint a Chairman to relieve me and then you
ean go on talking until morning. [Mr. E. D. MOTT-
LEY: That is an unreasonable attitude].

ADJOURNMENT

~Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman,
I beg to move that you do now report progress and
ask leave to sit again.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirma-
tiwe without division. /

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

On the Motion of How. Dr. H. G. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M. E. COX, the House was ad-
journed for three quarters of am hour.

On re-assembling.

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS : T am asking leave
to take Order No. 28 as the next Order of the Day.
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There being no objection, leave was granted the
Eon. Minister.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move
that Your Honour do now leave the Chair, and the
House go into Committee of Supply, and that it be an
iastruction to the Committee when the House is in
Committee, to deal with the Resolution of which no-
tice was given earlier today.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The motion was put and agreed to.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair, and the Hcuse
went into Committee of Supply, Mr. SMITH being n
the Chaar.

Resolution for $10,000 for the Victims of Soufriere

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, if the hon-
ourable members have the cyclo-styled copies in their
bands, 1 propose to deal firstly with this Resolutiou
which was given notice of earlier today. This matter
needs very little for me to say; this is a Resolution
for $10,000 to be sent as contribution to the Govern-
ment of St. Lucia in connection with the relief of fire
victims of Soufriere, St. Lucia, As honourable mem-
bers know, food and clothing have already been sent
to St. Lucia; the Government has sent blankets and
e¥-army supplies which were available. The St. Lueia
Government has intimated to other Governments a
list of priorities generally of the things which were
needed, and food and clothing came first. They have
had a good quantity of these items sent to them but
they suggest that money is needed as well. The ca-
lamity has been very great. I do not know if honour-
able members know what Soufriere is like, but it is
cbvious that many houses have been burnt. I beg to
move that this Resolution do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. GODDARD : This is one of those Resolutions
which we regret the occasion on which we have
to pass it. Not so long ago we made a gift of
$25,000 to Castries in connection with a similar
calamity, and it came as a shock to us that a similar
thing should have happened again even although it
did not happen in the same City.. I read where the
fire got out of hand and after great difficulty of help
being sent from a neighbouring town, the fire was
quickly put out. I am wondering if that town is so
small or so unimportant that they did not seem to
have some semblance of a Fire Brigade. Knowing the
frequency with which fires sweep St. Lucia, we would
bave thought that some step would have been taken
to combat any conflagration which might happen
again. However, we are in sympathy with the peo-
ple of St. Lueia; and I think that this help should be
sent them. This $10,000 is but a token. I am sure
that it will require many thousands of dollark to re-
pair the lost which has been incurred. We do hope
that the construction wil] be started at an early date
and that steps will be taken so that assistance in the
case of fire can be given more speedily.

Mr. J. C. MOTTLEY : Mr. Chairman, T cannot
allow a Resolution of this sort to be passed without
some sort of comment being made from this side. 1
want to register my sympathy with the people of that
island io the suffering which they have undergone at
Soufriere. This $10,000 is but a mere drop in the
bucket so to speak; it might sound as a lot of money,
but it is a drop in the bucket, having regard to the
suffering of the people. We cannot entertain for one
moment the suffering which these people at Soufriere
have experienced in this catastrophe. T want to add
2 word of sympathy and of condolence to these peo-
ple because I think that such a word should be accom-
panied by this gift to those people who have lost

their loved ones. We do not know when our time wil?
ccme. In spite of the necessary provision which we
have made to cope with such a disaster like this, when
such a disaster comes to us this provision might prove
to be inadequate. I hope that the people of St. Liucia
will aceept this small contribution coming from the
representatives of the people of this island of Barbi-
dos as a measure of our appreciation of their suffer-
stng. We fleel that if a greater demand is made we
will be able to answer, in a greater measure than giv-
ing this mere $10,000. We are hoping to form our-
selves into a family and take our place in the com-
ity of nations as we approach a Federal strue-
tare. This contribution is an expression of our sym-
prathy with the people of St. Lucia, and I hope they
will take it as coming from the soul of the people of
Barbados.

10.05 p.m.

Mr. MILLER : Mr. Chairman, I am touched with
the remarks of the last speaker. We judge our con-
duet by our consciences more often than not. This
amount may be regarded as a ‘‘widow’s mite’’ for
the relief of the suffering' of the people of St. Lucia.
'This little town of Soufriere has had a rathed awk-
ward and ugly history. It has been twice swept away
by voleances and brought to the water’s edge.

I believe the less that we say the better. My only
regret is that it is a pity that the Government could
r:ot have contrived to make it a little more.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, this is our method
of offering sympathy to the afflicted ; and he who gives
early, gives twice. I would not like to delay the pass-
ing of this Resolution. There has been great suffering
there through neglect, but perhaps the neglected are
not responsible.

I would just like to remark that the last sentence
in the Addendum to the Resolution says: ‘“‘A tele-
gram ‘hag been sent to the Government of St. Lucia
expressing the sympathy of the people of Barbados
with the people of Soufriere.”’ I do not know if any
other honourable member has seen a public announce-
ment of that, but I have asked some honourable mem-
bers if they have seen any public announcement of it
tand lnone could say that they had seen it. I, too,
had been wondering whether such a thing' had been
done. T think it quite amiss that such a statement
should be made in the Addendum to the Resolution
and no member of the House could say that they had
publicly seen this action of the Government. I sin-
cerely hope that this is a case where the Press is to be
blamed and not the Government.

Mr. BARROW: While I am deeply touched by
the remarks made by the previous speakers, I would
like to say to the people of Barbados that this fire
took place before the last meeting of this House; that
is, over a week ago. It is rather remarkable that the
Government of Barbadog has only made this gesture
after it has been published in the local Press and in.
the Trinidad Guardien that the neighbouring colony
of Trinidad had made substantial contributions both
private and public towards the relief of the suffering
in the neighbouring colony of St. Lucia. I would
also like to draw to the attention of the people of .
Jarbados that this Legislature has the most stringent
laws of emigration in the Caribbean, and that this
gsame colony of St. Lucia allowed the Government of
Barbados to purchase a comsiderable area not very
far from Soufriere in order to settle Barbadian fami-
lies there. I would have felt that the gesture now
made by this Government would have been far more
sincere if the people of Barbados had set the lead
irstead of being the last mentioned colony in the
West Indies to make a contribution, and more par-
ticularly so when it is borne in mind that we had
plenty of opportunity to do so on the last occasion
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as we are doing today. We could have done some-
thing even if we had expressed as a House our con-
dolence to the sufferers of St. Liucia. But, unfortun-
ately, in the West Indies today politicians are-not
permeated by the normal condition of morality, but
by the question of power politics or vieing with cach
other for the graces of tne smaller colonieg in the
Federal set-up.

While I would advise the people of St, Lucia to
accept this gift with Gaelic indifference and grace, at
the same time I do not want them to be deluded that
this Government in contradistinction to the people of
Barbados, are at all interested in their suffering. I
would like to glo on to say that it was in our intention
today to move an Address to His Excellency the Gov-
ermor and to ask leave of the House to do so in rela-
tion to this same matter. Whether that urged the
hands of the Government or not I am not in a posi-
:tion to say; but it is rather regrettable that in the
West Indies where we have considerable portions of
the several islands living from day to day in situa-
tions bordering on that of calamitous, that we have
to wait on some spectacle of nature, like a major con-
flagration or a volcanie eruption to be aware of the
dire conditions of workers of the whole West Indies.
The township of Soufriere is a township which is
abundantly equipped with the supply of water. As
a matter of fact, the available water resourceg of the
township of Soufriere are probably superior to any
cther town or village throughout the West Indies.
This is a township of a population, roughly to the
best of my recollection, of 2,000 human souls of
whose existence prior to this calamity, the average
Barbadian was completely unaware. The term ‘‘Sou-
friere”’ was indicative of a volecano dormant or extinet
so the fact that there was such township connected
with another part of St. Luecia by road communica-
tion is a fact which is not generally known by our
citizens,

The British Government was very magnanimous
in rebuilding Castries and making substantial con-
tributions from C.D.C. funds for that purpose. I, for
my part, and speaking for those members who are
associated with me, when it comes to the rehabilita.
tion of the people of the township of Soufriere, know
that it would be fan more salutary if the day-to-day
troblems of those people, (such as the question of
communications to get out their produce and to link
them up with the civilised community inland and be-
tween island to island) were a matter of active con-~
sideration both by the Metropolitan Government and
by the other West Indian Governments who now
evince such grave concern over the plight of those
people, Tt is a seven-days’ wonder, but with this
House it takes seventeen days and next week the Gov-
ernment of this country is going to forget everything
of_Soufriere. If we move towards Federation it i
our business and duty to take an active interest in
the problems and concerns of the citizens of the
smallest West Indian islands and to agitate, if
necessary, for an improvement.

Mr. Chairman, at the risk of being tedious, 1
should like to say this: ‘Ask not for whom the Dbell
tolls, for it only tolls for thee.’

A’ committee of this House recommended unani-
mously that fire appliances should be placed at
strategic points in this island and not at any one
particular spot. T hope, Mr. Chairman, that as a
result of the rejection by the Government of that
recommendation of a Select Committee of this House
(which I personally considered at that time an
affront to the dignity of the House) Barbados will
not be confronted with a similar situation in the
rear future.

I do mot like to sound a warning note in pro
ceedings of this nature. T only want to join with

other hon. members in supporting this Resolution;
but at the same time I should like to say how much
I regret that the Government of Barbados chose not
to be in the vanguard, but to bring up the rear in
giving aid to the people of St. Lucia; not to encour
age but to chill.

Finally, I hope that our contribution will not be
too late; and that it will be of some assistance to
the St. Lucians in the problems now facing that
island.

The question that the Resolution be now passed
was put and agreed to.

Kesolution for Combermere School

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, the next
Resolution is not on the Order Paper. It is to con-
sider in Committee of Supply a Resolution on Com-
bermere School for the sum of $4,500 under Head
(25) Public Works, No. (30) $1,000 and a New Item,
No. (87), Temporary Accommodation, Combermere
School, $3,500.

Hon. members know the facts affecting Comber
mere School. During the month of April of this year
extensive cracking appeared in the walls of the dou-
ble storied block of Combermere School. The con
dition of the buildings has been kept under constant
watch by the Public Works Department, and early in
May the Governor-in-Executive decided that it would
ke in the best interest to shore up with timbers the
viall where the cracking was most obvious. For this
purpose the Governor-in-Executive approved of the
release of the thousand dollars which is provided
for in the Hstimates of 1955—56, under Head (25)
Item (30), Minor Works. This Supplementary Res-
olution is asking for a special amount ($1,000) to
assist in this work.

Since then, in the same places where cement had
been used to stop them the eracks have begun to show
again. The Governing Body of the School has
made a recommendation to the Government and the
proposal contained in the Addendum to the Resolu
tion ig in fact suggestions agreed on by the Director
of Public Works. As was done before part of the
school will go back to the ex-Army huts in the com-
pound of the Regimental Headquarters and also in
the three buildings at the Garrison which now house
the Departments of Edueation, Social Welfare and
Housing. Tn order to meet the point raised by the
Governing Body that the School should not be divid-
ed into two for too long, the Director of Public
Works and myself visited the site and we came to
the conclusion (which has bheen accepted by the
Governor-in-Executive Committee) that the three
buildings in the Garrison which housed the depart-
ments of Eduecation, Social Welfare and Housing
should also be used. In that case the whole school
will be able to go up to the Garrison; The Headmas-
ter and the Governing Body are quite satisfied that
there is enough accommodation there. It is proposed
that the School should remain there until the School
buildings at Roebuck Street have been repaired.

The Director of Public Works has assured us
that you can build at Weymouth but that it will have
to be a steel structure with approximate foundation.
It will take approximately a year to complete. I muss
remind hon. members however, that the recent rail
way strike in Great Britain may make it a month or
two longer to get the steel out to Barbados.

All sorts of suggestions have been made about
using the buildings in the compound of the Regi
mental Headquarters. The buildings at the compound
might hold out. We have been putting off the matter -
but the feeling that the Governing Body’s point

»
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ghould be met, that is that the School should not b.
split in two for too long a time, has caused us to agree
to the suggestion that the whole School should b
removed to these two buildings. It had been suggest-
ed that the Department of Social Welfare should
remain in the Compound. However, it was pointed
out to us that there were certain old ladies who would
find it difficult to go up to the Compound and even-
tually we agreed that the front portion of Comber-
mere which is now the administrative side, (that is
the portion right up on Roebuck Street,) should be
used by the Social Welfare Department so as to
meet the case of those old ladies who do not want to
travel too far. That is the present position; and to
help matters further the Headmaster proposed, (and
the Governing Body accepted his suggestion) that the
Junior School as soon as they got through their
examination should be sent home a fortnight earlier;
ctherwise they would have had to be sent up to the
Garrison too. I should also like to mention that the
ex-Army huts are now being used by the Department

: of Education for examination purposes too.

Everybody is satisfied that the accommodation
at.the Garrison is sufficient for the Senior School
which will remain there until the end of term,
while the Junior Nchool will start their vacation
earlier than they otherwise would. The Housing
Board and the Department of Education will be
removed, and the Social Welfare Department will go
to the present Combermere building.

10.25 pm.

This Resolution is for the purpose of making
alterations to these buildings and it is estimated that
they will require $3,000. We have to remove these
departments and it is estimated that $500 will cover
that. Then the unforeseen minor works are estimated
at $1,000. That makes a total of $4,500. We will
soon be ecoming to the House as soon as the design
has been finished by the Director of Public Works
for a new Bay Street Boys’ School; it is proposed to
put this School on the former Wanderers’ pasture,
if T may put it that way; because when the Ministe
rial buildings are finished, it is not proposed to keep
the School where it is now. This building will
house at least the Education Department and it may
be, the Social Welfare Department too.

It is proposed to let off the jumior school at Com-
bermere a week earlier and keep the senior school
until the examination has been finished. The Bay
Street Boys’ School will be shifted to the Bay and
the present Bay Street School will be converted into
a permanent home for the Department of Education
and the Social Welfare Department. Of the many
Schemes proposed this one eventually meets with the
approval of everybody and it is the quickest way
that we can see to get Combermere School out of its
present state of affairs. A child who sees a crack
stopped in one week and reappear in the next weex
will be afraid; the children are afraid and we
should get them out of this building as quickly as
possible. As T have said, that is the quickest way in
which we can remedy the situation.

It is proposed that the new school will be con-
structed of steel, concrete blocks and so on. Now it
is estimated that the new school will take about a year
to be built and the Bay Street Boys’ School will take
about four months. The permanent removal of the
Bducation Department and the Housing Board into
their new premises will take place at the end of those
four months. T now beg to move that this Resolution
do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

Mr. GODDARD: As the Premier has said the
arrangements which are being made seem to be quite

good. It is regrettable that Combermere has come tc
this present position. I think that steps should be
taken very decisively to ereet a new building on that
site. I am sure that some place can be found where -
8 suitable building of that type can be erected. To
remove the School from those premises you will be
losing the facilities at Weymouth and it is not sc
easy to find such an open space around Bridgetown.
This present site is centrally situated and I do not
think that anybody could] select a better site for this
School with the adequate playing fields and so forth.

The removal of the Social Welfare Department
and the Education Department to the Bay Street
Boys’ School is something new. I am sure that we
were told in this House, and we have seen the Plans,
that this building at Bay Street would be used as
some sort of Clivic Theatre. I know that the Govern-
ment is pressed for public offices; the Education
Department will be near to the Ministerial Buildings
the Social Welfare Department can be housed there
too and be very beneficial to everybody. Only last
week I heard somebody likening education to the

senior Social Service and I hope it will continue to

be of the importance which it is.

I saw in the Newspaper a suggestion to remove
Combermere School to Queen’s Park and also to make
use of the Steel Shed. That is a suggestion which -
Is not nearly as suitable as the arrangements which
the Government has made for the removal of this
scheol. The ex-Army huts and buildings at the Gar-
rison however need a little more ventilation. I remem-
ber going there to attend some meeting of the Educa-
tlon Board and I found that those buildings are
rather close especially if you have a number of boys
there. The mere fact of having 100 or 200 boys in
one of these huts would show the necessity for some

adjustment to be made where the ventilation is con-
cerned.

10.35 p.m.

One of these huts was used as a storeroom in the
days of the Army. However, as T have said, I can see
no better arrangement and for that, I commend
the Government for acting speedily.

Sir, moving up to the Garrison is going to create
some difficulty as regards transport. On the last occa-
sion when the Junior School went up there, I do not
know whether arrangements were made about it, but
I do know that they had some difficulty and you may
have to pay some attention to it. Some of the parents
of pupils at that School are at their limits now te
keep their children at the School, and to add more
transportation would cause them an increased burden.

There is also the question of the Canteen ser-
vice. I do hope that the Canteen serviece would be
taken up because it plays a very important role in
the life at that School; it has come to stay and there
are many boys taking advantage of it. I would like
to be assured that the Canteen service would also
be removed to the Garrison and under the same con-
ditions where a hot meal can be served to those
children. They come from all over the island and they
do not -get back home until late at night and they
should not be excluded from that scheme. .

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, it seems that a ter-
rible series of misfortunes have overtaken this school
ever since it was erected at Weymouth; and not the
least of those of misfortunes are those changes which
have been made structually particularly after 1948.
T think we should all agree with the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Joseph when he savs that while the build-
ing may be safe, and no matter how we feel about
it, it is as well that the children should be got out
as quickly as possible. T do not know whether the
ghoring up of the Building which is showing the
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eracks and breaks like that ean do anything except
to prevent it irom collapsing immediately. How-
ever I take it that the Government is acting on the
advice given it and has decided that nothing can
be done, because I see that a new school is gomng to
be erected on those same premises.

With respect therefore, to changes which have
come about as a result of the unsuitability of the
School, I think it is a good thing that the whole School
is going to be removed to the Garrison. From what
I have observed and heard on the last occasion when
a similar movement did take place, the arrangement
did not work out as happily as it was hoped. The
dividing up of the Schoo] at that time where onge
part remained at Roebuck Street and the smaller sec-
tion went off to the Garrison was bad; not so much
from the point of view of discipline but from the
point of view that.the Headmaster found it impos-
sible to be two places at the same time and to keep
a proper control over both sections of the School in
the course of a single day. This is no reflection on
the staff, but it was not conducive for the good run-
ning of the School divided as it was in almost two
equal parts with one half on this side of the town
and the other half on the other side.

I do not know how long this arrangement will
remain ; but I would like to say however, that it should
be for as long as it would take to erect a proper
sehyol. There certainly would be no need to make
the temporary arrangement to build a proper school
onl; to discover that the school built will be the
qub ect of the same service as this.

"I have not the time to look up the debates of
this House when the present Combermere Scho.ol was
beir g erected, but I understand that at that time or
shortly afterwards some very searching questions
were asked. I cannot recall the number of ques-
tions asked by the then hon. member for St. Peter
[A VOICE : There were 25] Twenty-five 1 havg "be(?n
told, but I believe that they were comprehensive in
theirr scope and if they had been answered satis-
factorily, no doubt we would have known by now
what actually was happening to that school.

T a new Sechool is going to be erected, let us
make sure that the new school would not give the
same kind of trouble. )

Tt is inevitable in a Resolution of this natur:
that a Sehool or anything to do with it, some
criticism would have to be made in respect of one
or the other aspects of its causes; therefore somc
questions must be asked on which enlightenment must
be given. One of the things which troubled the
hon. members is that during the recent debates on
the Bstimates, the decision was made by the Govern-
ment to cut out the sum of $440 which it had pre-
viously given to the Governing Body to subsidise the
Clanteen at the School. As far as my memory serve-
me it was for the purpose of providing wages tc
pay the Staff of the Canteen during holiday time and
the Hon. Premier did not listen to any entreaty mads
to him to restore that small amount. He was quite
unsympathetic; he gave the impression that the
women could find work during the holidays. T have
since learned that he has written to the Governing
Body saying that the Government proposes to give
that money back to the School for the purpose on
the recommendation of the new member of the Gov-
erning Body who is the hon. junior member for St.
George. In ~ther words while the hon. junior member
for St.. George

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I rise on
a point of Order. This is a Supplementary Resolu-
tion dealing with the removal of Combermere School
to the Garrison. Is the hon member in order to be

raising points which are not relevant to the debate?.

Neither the question of the Canteen nor the decision
of the Governing Body, I humbly and respectfully
put to you, can be dealt with in this Supplementary
Resolution which only deals with the question of
repairs to the School buildings and its removal to the
Garrison.

Mr. TUDOR: The little observation, Mr. Chair-
man, by the hon. senior member for St. Joseph is
doubtless quite interesting but irrelevant. If the
School is going to be removed to the Garrison one
takes it that the feeding arrangements will be moved
zlso unless they intend to keep the Canteen at the
Combermere School while the rest of the School is
carried to the Garrison. Why when the hon. junior
member for Christ Church mentioned something about
it, it was not out of Order? I am doing nothing more
than what the hon. junior member for Christ Church
did.

1045 p.m.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mn, Chairman, I rise on a
point of Order. How could I interrupt the honour-
able junior member for Christ Church when the Can-
teen is up there? The honourable junior member
for St. Luey is out of Quder,

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, how is that irrelev-
ant to this?

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: If the honourable member
is being pontifical you will see that he is out of Order.

Mr. TUDOR:: But, Mr. Chairman, I have not got
to go to the May’s Parliamentary Practice to find ou:
whether a woman who works at Combermere should
be paid, or whether, ag the honourable memper has
,5aid he has decided to put back money which he has
taken from the Governing Body. If he has taken
away money from the Governing Body and we hear
that it has been given back since the honourable
Junior member for St. George has been made a men-
ber of the Governing Body, how does an honourable
member get out of Order for asking something whickh
vitally affects a school? What is going to happen to
the Canteen? Will it take more money, or more staff,
or what? Ag I said before, Mr. Chairman, we should
like to know whether that is so. Not only must the
actual teaching facilities be considered but the com-
fort of the children must be considered as well. I am
sorry that the honourable jumior member forl St.
George was not in his seat then; but when he gets up
to speak he wil] say whether it was on his recommen-
dation or mnot that the Minister of Education agreed
to restore to the Governing Body the money which tha
same Minister had got taken out of the Estimates.
Perhaps the honourable junior member for St. George
did not know that he was going' to sit on that Gov-
erning Body.

There is one other point which I would like to
make, Mr. Chairman, and I expect to be told that this,
too, is out of order. I have put down some questions
on this school which have not yet been favoured with
answers., Ome such question had reference to the
Preparatory Form of that school in relation to a pub-
lic advertisement. I expect that the entrance form
has been abolished ; that is, that there is no Prepara-
tory Form since 1954 at Combermere School. Up to
row the Government has not answered the question
on that issue. I wanted to know whether the Min-
ister himself had that form abolished on his own in-
structions or whether the Governing Body had
it abolished.

Is an honourable member not in order to speak
on something that he has asked questions about
already ? If the Hon. Minister of Education would
answer that now

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: I would not answer any-
thing he asks.
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Mr. TUDOR: We are discussing the question of
& school which has to be removed and he has to say
what are the conditions. This has nothing to do with
whether he thinks I am out of order or not, These
questions affect the parents who would like to know
what is going on. Parents will want to know whether
all the arrangements that obtain at present and as
stated will be carried through if you are removing
the school. I therefore do not think it is out of order
to ask questions on that. I would appreciate very
much if the Minister who has introduced this Resolu-
tion would say something about this matter particu-
larly about the money which was taken away from
the Governing Body. I hope he will take this oppor-
tunity to answer.

Mr, E. D. MOTTLEY : Mr. Chairman, I think
this is a matter in which everyone of us will agree
that the Government had no easy task in making
their decision. Nevertheless, any observations on the
rosition must not be taken as criticism because we all
appreciate the fact that the Government did every-
thing possible as soon as they were faced with the
difficult question of housing these children in an
atmosphere more conducive to safety. T should like to
make one or two suggestions.

The Leader of the Opposition commended the
Government for the idea of selecting the site at the
Garrison which is truly the best site. I myself agrec
with that. I have been thinking of it from every
angle and 1 still believe, taking everything into con:
sideration (and, Mr, Chairman, I want you to believe
me, that 1 considered it from Pickwick grounds rignt
up to the Garrison) that the Garrison is the one
place to which you can carry the entire sechool with-
out disrupting] the whole organisation, so to speak
But as the honourable junior member for Christ
Church has said, there is one thing which the Gov-
ernment must bear in mind and it is this: that with
the 550 children in the schéol you are going to get
approximately 300 children who must entail a greater
expenditure in getting to and from school; and I
should like to suggest that you should make some
arrangements in respeet of a reduced price, (say a
penny instead of three cents) for dropping them at
the Garrison. That, according to my estimate should
work out to about three to four thousand dollars for
getting them there.

Relative to the Combermere Canteen, I must say
that I agree with the honourable junior, member for
St. Lucy, I am in a position to say that we will regret
it very much if the Canteen facilities were not offered
at the new centre where you have proposed to remove
the school. I shall like to remind the Minister of
Education that besides the paying pupils at the
\school, there are over 50 from a single Vestry be-
sides other Vestries, who look forward to the services
of the Canteen; and I should like you to do every-
thing possible to see that the canteen be stationed in
the surroundings of the school; that is, in the area
at the Dril] Hall where you proposed to erect new

.faeilities. We hope that that will be done.

10.55 p.m.

‘What I would like to say is this: I am glad to
learn, (whether it came from the honourable senior
member for St. George or anybody else it does not
matter to me) that arrangements were made by the
Government for the attendants at the Canteen to
be guaranteed permanent employment and that they
would not have to look for work outside. I want
to say this: when members of this House raise ques-
tions in here and any Government official is pre-
pared to write in a Minute that it is only on the re-
commendation of some member of the Government’s
Party that something is done, my tongue will not
be stuck in my cheek when I have to speak about
that. If Heads of Departments play that game,
they must be very careful as to how they play it.
If the Government does something wrong, it is not

for anybody to say: “I led off the debate.” How-
ever, I am glad that the Canteen will be carried
on and I would suggest to the Minister of Educa-
tion that there is the necessity for a Canteen at
Harrison College, because the Canteen at Comber-
mere is used for some of the boys at Harrison College.

I hope that the question of reduced rates will
be gone into with the bus concessionaires; there is
a tremendous number of boys who are at their bare
ends in meeting the normal fare. I am sounding a
warning now that the matter of increased bus fares
must not come before this House otherwise the lid
will be blown off. The bus concessionaires are mak-
ing a lot of money.

The other suggestion which I am making is
this: it has been suggested that the Education De-
partment will be removed to the Pine, but to carry
the Education Department up there will create an
undue hardship. That part of the Pine is not
served with -any kind of bus service. The sugges-
tion has also been made of removing the Housing
Board up there and of taking the Social Welfare
Department at Combermere. I want to suggest
that arrangements could be made that the Cathe-
dral and the Church House could be used for the
Education Department. I cannot imagine the Head
of the Church at any time refusing the use of a
building which is shut up all day for this purpose.
This building has more room now than the present
Education Department. I am sure that if the Gov-
ernment were to approach the Head of the Church
for the use of this building he would only be too will-
ing and ready to grant them the use of it. I know
that to some members of the Government that sug-
gestion would be like a red rag to a bull, but I am
addressing my remarks to the intelligent members
of the Government. I am suggesting that wheve
vou have teachers every day and all day and people
who have to attend the Education Department on
business, there is absolutely no chance of getting
any bus service after 8 o’clock in the morning to
get employees to the Department, and after 4
o’clock to get them back to Bridgetown from the Pine.
11.05 p.m.

I am making a simple suggestion. You have
wonderful facilities there, you have parking facili-
ties and you can borrow it for the entire time until
you can get the educational department done. Of
course the Government usually tells you that they
have made that decision and that they have made
the irrevocable decision of so and so. Anyway I
am still throwing my suggestion out for what it is
worth because I feel it would relieve the situation
very much.

Finally T would say that I ean think of no
better place for these children of Combermere than
the Garrison. I have thought so much of the suffer-
ing of the children of Combermere as regards to a
school building that I went as far as to say that we
should use the Cathedral if necessary as a building
to teach those children in, and because 1 see nothing
wrong in doing so. To my mind it is the highest
form of christianity to use any Church or edifice
for the education of the people, I feel that you can
use' & sacred edifice six days for the education of
the people and then use it for religious worship on
the seventh day. If you could not have got any-
where else, rather than have a disjointed school it
would be far better to use the Cathedral. I feel this
is a true christian way of looking at it.

I hope the Hon. Premier would note the sug-
gestion which was made abonut the Canteen and
about your getting some kind of transport service
for the children. I feel that the Government should
assist in meeting that extra cost of transportation.
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I have been made to understand that the $440
for service in the Canteen has been refunded al-
ready.

Finally I would say that it would be infinitely
better for the general public and all eoncerned if
you made that offer for the Education Department to
be housed at the Church House instead of carrying
it to the Pine. I am sure you will not be refused.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: I will promise the hon-
ourable member to seriously consider that sugges-
tion. I did not hear all that was said but I have
heard some talk of some elementary school teachers
going to the Department of Highways and Trans-
port and to the Minister of Communications to per-
mit them to get a bus concessionaire to go through
the Pine and that he had arranged it already. The
" suggestion of the Church House was not put to me:
‘The only thing I have heard of the Churech Housé
was that it is in great need of repairs. I do not
know if the Church would put it into repair and
then put it at our disposal. However, I promise
the honourable member that I would get in touch
with His Lordship the Bishop or whoever is in
charge and will ask the Director of Public Works
to get in touch with the Director of Education.,

Obviously, if you are going up to the Garrison
for a year or so you cannot do without a Canteen.
if necessary, you might have to build a chattel build-
ing. It might be possible, as the Hon. Minister of
Communications actually suggested, that the old
Police building which is just above could be used as
soon as the new Police Station is finished. Obviously,
we have to try what is the most convenient. How-
ever, you could not reasonably carry the School
up there and ignore the Canteen side of it. I did
not know of the point as regards Harrison College
where there should be a single Canteen serviece for
Combermere School and the College so as to save
overhead expenses, but since I have heard it, I
thoroughly agree with the member on that point. It
is true to say that there is a number of poor parents
who have children going to Harrison College as there
is at Combermere School, C

There is one other point which I would like to
mention although I have mentioned it already. It
is the policy of the Government when building new
‘schools (secondary modern and so on) to build them
with a larger hall than is absolutely necessary for
the Schoo} itself so as to make use of it as a Com-
munity Hall; and it is proposed to build the new
Combermere Hall as a Civic Theatre rather than
putting the Civic Theatre as was proposed at the
Bay Street Boys’ School.

The estimates for the Hall as given by the Direc-
tor of Public Works, is to provide a Hall big enough
1o serve ag an Assembly Hall for the School and for
concerts ete. on other occasions. That is my reason
for saying now that the old Bay Street Boys’ School
will be used as the temporary headquarters for the
Director of Education.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, I had no inten-
tion of saying a word on this affair but since the
Hon. Premier mentioned something about a Civie
Theatre, T must say something. Tt is rather dis-
appointing to me to learn that it is not proposed now
to use the old Bay Street Boys’ School building as
a Civie Theatre and that it is proposed that the new
Combermere will be built with a Hall which could
be used as a Civie Theatre. I do not think the new
proposal would be suitable for a Civie Theatre be-
cause a Civic' Theatre requires a hall much smaller
than what is envisaged to be built at the new Comber-
mere and one which would have a more intimate

atmosphere. I really am sorry to learn that the
other suggestion has been cancelled and it is very
disappointing. Our plans for that Civie Theatre
were out for almost two years and at the moment,
the University College of the West Indies is about to
put on a performance of Shakespeare’s play ‘‘Ham-
let’’ so as to get funds for our Civic Theatre. It is
regrettable that our hope for this Jittle intimate Civie
Theatre is lost.

11.15 p.m.

However, there has been so much talk about
Combermere School and the Canteen that I do not
know if we should say that we have a rather ener-
getic Board fully aware of all the questions to be
attended to by this Body. On the question of the
Canteen it has been refreshing to learn of the decis-
jons of the Governing Body. Arrangements could
be made for the transfer of food to the new site. 1
did not imagine that honourable members ~would
have any fear about this; but I believe that the re-
marks of the honourable senior member for the City
referred to the transfer to the Pine. The question
of School fees has been considered ; but I was hoping
that you would put in something about it today. 1
must close my remarks on this note, although it is
regrettable, because we have quite a few DBodies
affiliated to the theatre group that have been plan-
ning to use the Bay Street School.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: T think the honourable
member is out of Order there. ,

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, T apologise if I
am out of Order. I do not want to be out of Order,
but I am thinking of the terms of the Canteen. ¥
just want to remind the Minister of Social Services
that he did promise us that thig little theatre would
be provided.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Chairman, there is one
thing which I forgot to mention just now and I do
hope that the Hon. Premier will bear it in mind:
that is, that all these alternatives in school buildings
will delay the building of the proposed Christ Church
Boys’ Foundation School [A° VOICE: Is that not
out of order?]

Mr. CHATIRMAN: Definitely it is.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I will

allay the honourable member’s fears by telling him
that the Bishop, the Director of Education and myself
went up to the Foundation School and the question
as to where the foundation for the proposed new
school will be laid has been decided. I assure him
there will be no delay.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, this Chamber
has heard on several occasions from no less a
personage than the honourable senior member for
St. Joseph who claims to have been in here for 20 years
that this is a debating Chamber; but it seems now to
have degenerated into a mutual admiration society.

I think that the taxpayers should know a lot .

more of this matter which we are now debating. On
the 13th April, 1943 a former member of this Cham-
]coel:di\lr. J. T. C. Ramsay asked 25 questions relating
o the —

Mr. CHATRMAN: I am asking you to keep
to the Resolution.

Mr. BARROW: The Resolution is about the
Combermere School building and the construction
of Combermere School.

Mr. CHATRMAN': The Resolution has nothing
here about eonstruction.

Mr. BARROW: It is here in the Addendum to
the Resolution. T will read it. . .. . . . . ‘“‘exten-
sive cracking appeared in the walls of the double
storey block at Combermere School.”’

S SN S



JUNE 21,

1355 ' 1105

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am not making any laugh-
ing sport. I am only asking you to keep to the Res
olution.

Mr. BARROW : I am asking about the 25 ques-
“tions put by Mr. Ramsay, and I am entitled to say—
Well I do not want to say that.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You had better not.

Mr. BARROW: There seems to be a silent

_-comspiracy surrounding the people who built this

School, and I fee]l that the members of the public
are entitled to know about it.

Now, sometime ago the Minister of Education
informed the House that the Director of Public Works
had made an inspection of the building and all that
was necessary and we were assured (by way of cor-
recting myself: it was the Minister of Soecial Services
who had been, asked to introduce it in the absence of

‘the present Minister of Education) that all that is|

necessary to be done to Combermere was to remove
the top storey of the Hall. On that occasion honour-
able members referred to this series of questions
asked on the 13th April, 1943 by Mr. Ramsey and
the interest he displayed on behalf of the people of
the island in this building. I do mnot want to go
“through what he has done in detail; but it is the
official reports of the debates. [Hon. G. H. ADAMS:
He would know]. Then it is true.

The precise state of affairs is that 25 questions

~were asked about the School when a Supplementary

‘Resolution was engaging the attention of the House,
bringing the total cost of the building to £230,000
“to the best of my recollection.

On the 14th December, 1943, Mr. Chairman, the
now Minister of Education came in here, and the
-only restriction which he had to make on the build-
ing of Combermere School at that time, —

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Again I must remind the
Lonourable member that we are not talking about

‘the building of Combermere School now, I am not

going to entertain it. This Resolution is not for the
building of Combermere School now.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, nobody
appreciates that more than T do. But it is the school

-to which I have had the privilege to go; it is Com-

bermere School.

On the 14th of December, 1943, the only restric-
‘tion which the Hon. Minister of Education had to
make was that the Headmaster’s House was not
-artistic; that it was a pigeon loft. He had nothing
“to say about the school, or about the 25 questions.

Now, I want to pass on to the next point in my
argument. It is true that the present Minister of
"Education was not, as far as I know, responsible for
the building of that School. But he was a member
of the House and a member of the Executive. As
far as I know, I am not quite sure of this particular
point because I was not a member of the Education
Board.

11.25 p.m. .
This present ‘Government came to this Chamber

“for money to remove the top of Comkbermere School
and gave the House the assurance that 1i§ the tor
of the building bad been removed the building, to
-the best of their information and belief, would b¢
reasonably safe and adequate for the purpose for
which it was constructed. At that time hon. mem-
bers of this Chamber wanted to know whether any
‘legal action would be taken against the persons who
had construeted the School. No answer was giver
‘but we were assured that we had nothing to fear
there was no point in our asking any questions, It
was just a formality to come to the House because
‘the Insurance Company had decided that they were
Tliable to pay for these defects because they were

the result of an earthquake and the Policy under
which the School had been insured covered that
damage as.an act of Providence. It would be a
logical deduction to make therefore, that the Gov.
ernment found itself in the position where it ex-
pected money from the Insurance Company for re-
moving the top of this Scheool. I should like to ask
this question: in expecting that money, did they ab-
solve the Inmsurance Company from any further
Liability as @ vesult of the same calamity? I feel
that the taxpayers of this colony would like to know
that. TIf they did, and we have not been given any
answer to the question, it would seem to me that
the Insurance Company, having said that the faults
in the structure of the School were due to an earth-
quake, the Government has not had any recourse
either to the Insurance Company or to the Con-
tractors. Due to their lack of foresight the taxpay-
ers will have to suffer the burden of the reconstrue-
tion of Combermere School at a colossal sum.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: We are not talking about
construction now. This Resolution is for the tem-
porary accommodation dt Combermere School and
the hon. member is talking about reconstruction.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I am going to
read the second paragraph of the Addendum. This
iz what it says: ‘It is proposed that the School
should remain at the Garrison until the buildings
at Roebuck Street have been rehabilitated . . . .”’
If you prefer me to use the word ‘‘rehabilitation’’
I will use that term, but rehabilitation at a colossal
expenditure,

Mr. CHATRMAN: That part of the Addendum
is telling you what will happen at the Garrison.

Mr. BARROW: Why has the rehabilitation of
Combermere School been mentioned in this Resolu-
tion if it has got nothing to do with the Resolution
before the House.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Government is telling
you what will happen at the Garrison. This $3,500
will not reconstruct the School.

Mr. BARROW : If the rehabilitation is not con:
tingent upon this Resolution then the Government
has got no right to put that in this Addendum. Do nct
blame me if I take it that they mean what they put
in the Addendum. My colleague talked about a Civie
Theatre in Bay Street and you did not stop him;
the senior member for St. Joseph talked about build-
ing a new school, he said that it would be of a steel
structure and you did mnot stop him. [ASIDES].

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. senior member for
the City must allow me to speak. I am speaking
and the hon. member is speaking too. ILet the hon.
senior member for St. George proceed with his re-
marks on this Resolution. :

Mr. BARROW: What are ““Unforeseen, Minox
Works?’’ Has anybody talked about that item yet?
If I cannot talk about the steel structure I will talk
about ‘‘Unforeseen minor works”’. I have not heard
any explanation as to these unforeseen minor works
I do want to say this: I feel that the public would be
entitled to the information for which I have asked
I can always find out, but the members of the pub
Lie would not be in a position to find out. All 1
would have to do is to go straight to the Insurance
Company and ask them if they have signed a waiver
with the Government when they paid the money for
taking off the top structure of the School. I invite
any hon. member to do that. The members of the
public have not got the time to investigate matters
which are in the public interest. I would like to
say that since the Government by its negleet has
made this imposition on the taxpayers of this colony.
the best gesture it could make would be to allow the
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pupils of Combermere School to go into the new Min-
isterial offices. The Ministers are at present in
offices with the administrative staff surrounding
them, and therefore it would be a good gesture tc
allow the pupils of Combermere to go into the Min:
isterial Offices built at a colossal expenditure to this
colony.

11.35 p.m.

I think, Mr. Chairman, that when the history ot
the twentieth century is written and when a diag
nosis of the psychology of the peoples who live in it
is made, it will be found that their main charac
teristic was their lack of the propensity to be shocked.
We do not know whether they have become inure

to corruption and dishomesty through the physical.

strain and cruelties of the last war and through the
threat of the atom bomb, but it seems to me that
the facility with which members of the community
such as this have potentially towards democracy to
accept matters which they should not accept with.
out questioning and without showing in a constitu-
tional way their indignation of corruption and dis-
hongsty, does show that they have lost the ability to
be shocked by any kind of disaster. I feel that the
only safeguard of comstitutional government is that
which was so ably demonstrated by the then mem
ber for St. Peter in 1943; that is to ask questions
which should be answered in a democratic assem-
bly. But I must say that the present Government
has fallen into the same state of submission to the
same effect as that which its predecessors were prone.

Mr. LEWIS: T would like to ask one guestion,
Mr. Chairman, and it is this: in an important mat-
ter of the condition of the Combermere School and
especially as it is a second happening of the same
kind, why should the Legislature of the colony be
kept in ignorance of those conditions for this length
of time, and why should nothing be told to them
until money is needed for the transfer of the School
to another site temporarily? I feel that the mem
bers of the Legislature should start off by protest
ing against the fact that the Hon. Minister of Edu
cation for so many meetings which he had the oppor-
tunity of making a statement, in addition to the
fact that he was out of the island for so many talks.
did not make such a statement about the condi-
tion at Combermere. All that he needed to say was
that another series of cracks had appeared in the
walls of Combermere and that they are keeping their
eyes on them for the safety of the children and would
say something later as to whatever is to be done to
the School. You should make a statement like that
80 as to let the Legislature know you have the mat.
ter in hand; and it would be a medium for the
parents to know that the highest authority is in
possession of the facts. It would be courtesy to this
branch of the Legislature to which you will have to
come for money to repair the damage. T feel that is
something that should have been done, particularly
with the Government as it is supposed to be consti-
tuted to-day. Members of this Government should
bave great respect for the Legislature; and when
they show that respect they put others in the position
to respect them. They should always respect and up-
hold the dignity, rights and privileges particularly

of this branch of the Legislature, and I do think ;

they have fallen down in that respect.

I would like to say that T have visited Comber-
mere and have seen the shoring up of the walls as
we have heard to-day and it does not give'that guaran-
tee of safety. The walls of the School have moved
considerably since the shoring up took place, so that
is not so safe as one would think. My view is that it
is not the children that take fricht at the condition

of the school but it is the adults; and I am very glad
to know that alternative accommodation has been
found. I am also glad to know that a new school will
be built on the same site because I think it will be
a waste of money in rehabilitating the old building.
In spite of the fact that the second storey of the front
structure was taken off and certain adjustments made
to keep the walls together, even the walls of the front
part that are there are now cracking; so it shows very
plainly that there is something definitely wrong with
the foundations of that building, either through
climatic conditions or other conditions or a combina-
ition of both. .

I do think we should have been told something
of that aspect of it, if nothing more than that com-
pensation can be had. It is regrettable at a time like
this when Government has to build more schools
that Government has to rebuild one of the schools
which it has recently reconstructed. However, I will
commend Government for the alternative arrange-
ments and the further suggestion that has been
made. I do sincerely hope that it will not be long
Lefore we have a new building on this site. It would
be a pity to abandon that site entirely for the sehool.

Before T sit T would like to say that while it is
true that we were told some months ago when tl_le
previous cracks caused alterations to be made, in
fairness to the person recommending those altera-
“ions, I did hear that they were temporary and
nothing could be guaranteed that further cracks
would not appear. I heard that stated at the time.

The question that the Resolution do mow pass
was put and resolved im the affirmative withoul
division.

11.45 p.m.

Resclution For Visit of UK. Parliamentary
Delegation

Hon. Dr. H. G. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, the
next Resolution stands in my name and I ask leave
to postpone it.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Member has asked
leave to postpone the Resolution standing in his name. -
Unless there is any objection leave will be granted
the hon. member.

There being no ob jection leave was granted the
Hon. Member.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, the next
Resolution is for $600, under Head XXIX—Misecel-
laneous Services, Ttem 63 (New) visit of Delegation
from the United Kingdom branch of the Common-
wealth Parliamentary Association.

Hon. memibers will see from the Addendum how
it is made up. There are seven people coming. One
of them whom I had hoped would have come here was
originally Minister of Commonwealth Relations in
the Labour Government. They are expected now in
July. Thev were to have come in May but the Eng-
lish Elections was due to take place and on that
account they were detained.

The break down of figures is as follows:—

Hotel accommodation .. $225 .00
Travelling in Barbados 5,0'00
Entertainment 305 .00
Contingencies 20.00

$600.00

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirma-
tive without division.
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Resolution For Access Roads to the Harbour

. Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, the next Reso-
iution is for the sum of $50,000 to be placed at the
disposal of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to
supplement the Estimates 1955-56, Part II — Capi-
:E\EIIL as shown in the Supplementary Estimate, 1955-56,
No. 11.

Hon. members will remember that on Tuesday
last the Report of Sir Bric Millbourn was placed on
the table of the House and at the same time notice
of this Resolution was given in order that the Diree-
tor of Highways & Transport might be enabled to
proceed with these access roads to the Harbour. The
Addendum explains fully what is proposed to be
done immediately in so far as the roads are con-
cerned. You will see them set out as follows:—

(a) Improvements and new road
connecting the harbour area
and Hincks Street:

(1) Roadworks, say ..
(i1) Seawalls, Revetments

.. $16,000
.. 9.000 $25,000

(b) Various improvements, REagle

Hall to Welches,

[A VOICE: Which Welches?]

Hon. M. E. COX: Frrom Bagle Hall to Welches,
means that you pass from Eagle Hall through Bridge
Road and then on to Wilches.

(b) Various improvements, Eagle

Hall to Welches, say .. $15,000
Those are the improvements on that
road not a new road.
(e¢) Contingents, Supervision, ete. $10,000
Total $50,000

Although the Item Contingencies appears to be
on the big side, it does appear that some improve-
ment may be made which has not been anticipated at
present; and that is why it has been decided to set
the figure at $10,000 for Contingencies. I should like
to mention at this stage that the whole road pro-
gramme might cost the Government something like
$180,000; but I do not think I should say much at
this stage because we have got to get a survey drafts-
man and have plans prepared before anything final
is brought to the House. [A VOICE: I would like to
know the full cost.] You will hear the full cost.

Suppose you wanted to have a back road, you
could run it to Eagle Hall behind Richmond’s
School. [A VOICE: All that is to the harbour? This
whole Resolution?]

As T said before, I would not attempt to go into
details because a survey has to be made before any-
thing further is dome; but it is proposed to take
these steps as a means of getting ahead as quickly
as possible. This improvement does not present any
great problem and therefore the Government feels,
on the recommendation of the Director of Highways
& Transport, that we ean go ahead with it immedi-
ately. T beg to move that the Resolution be now
passed.

Hon:. C. E. TALMA : I beg to second that.

Mr. LEWIS: Mr. Chairman, T am one of those
people who feel that these things for which money
must be spent in conneetion with the Harbour should
be confined to loans in connection with the Harbour
itself. T also think that if it is felt that the building
of the Harbour will throw an extra burden on the
particular roads, money from the Harbour funds
should be appropriated to General Revenue ear.

marked ‘Highways and Transport’ for this purpose,
otherwise we are not going to know what this Har-
bour is going to cost us. Here we are, voting $50,000
with the understanding that we are voting things for
the building of the Harbour. This has to do with the
@ctual building of the Harbour and in my own opin-
don some adjustment should be made. It was for that
reason, I think, that the Loan Aect for six million
dollars was passed. You should put in an amount
from the Harbour Scheme Loan and keep that Loan.
scparate and distinet from other loan funds. I do not
Inow why it has been done this way.

The next thing is that yoy bring in a Resolu-
tion asking the House to agree in principle to Sir
Eric Millbourn’s Report and before vou debate that
Resolution, you are setting out to do something that
is recommended in the very Report itself.

Now, sir, you cannot have it both ways. You
cannot come to ask the House to agree in principle
to Sir Erie Millbourn’s Report and at the same time
tell us that you have already adopted it and you are
putting certain features of it into operation. It does
not seem right to me. I do not think that I am pecu-
liar in looking at it this way. If you lay a Resolu-
tion about a Report and at the same time you give
notice of a Resolution for the spending of money
connected with the very same Report, you are really
rot asking the House to assist you by agreeing in
principle to it; you have adopted it already.

I, once again, am warning the Government to
try and keep this matter of the building of the Har-
bour by itself. At the end of the time let us be able
to say that this is what the Harbour cost us.

This method is going to cause confusion. I sup-
port, to a certain extent, the motion for the postpone-
ment of this Resolution. Paragraph 2 of the Adden-
dum says: ‘““An approximate estimate of the road-
works necessary has been given at $180,000 by the
Director of Highways and Transport who emphasises
that the estimate is very approximate as he is not yet
in possession of detailed surveys.”” You have a Reso-
Tution to debate and to recommend a Report in which
this programme is mentioned. You are giving the
impression that you are being magnanimous and yet
it seems that you are not after all.

11.55 p.m.

Hon. M. E. COX: Before any other hon. mem-
ber speaks, I would like to say that I quite agree that
there is a bit of logic in what the hon. junior member
for the City says in connection with this Resolution
to approve proposals put up by Sir Eric Millboursn.
[Mr. LEWIS: What does the Report say?] It says
that we will get this Scheme for £3 million which is
less than the amount previously estimated and that
we should start with it immediately. I thought it was
a foregone conclusion that we would approve of the
recommendation. The House bhas already agreed
with a Scheme costing £4 million and now Sir Eric
Millbourn says that it will cost £3 million and it is
necessary to build a breakwater. I cannot see any
real argument as to what should be debated first;
but the argument which has been put forward fo-
starting immediately is that the sooner we get this
Resolution through this House and through the Other
Place the quicker the Director of Highways and
Transport would be able to rearrange and reconstruct
these roads. We can always debate the Resolution
because we have already agreed with the recommend-
ation.

Mr. LEWIS: This House has debated the Har
bour Scheme already. [Hon. M. E. COX: And
agreed to it.] To say that we have agreed to it
strengthens my argument. A delegation goes to Eng-
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land and was convinced that a modified Scheme was
necessary ; there is a further modification and what
has this House reallyl agreed to? You set up a Deep
Water Harbour Committee, you send a delegation
to England and the Premier was convinced that
what they went for was not necessary. The Premier
should have stuck out on what the House wanted
We said ‘‘we want four berths’’ and we have invited
your experts from England to tell you that a further
modified scheme will be sufficient. 'What has this
House agreed to? The only thing you can say is that
we have agreed in principle to a Deep Water Har-
bour. I have not got the Schemes before me; these
are things which the members of the Government
should keep in their hands. We have had two or
three reports and how do you know and how am I
to know? You have not sent out the report

Hon. M. E. COX: The Plans have been deposit-
ed with the Clerk of the House.

Mr. LEWIS: I am not saying that the Plans
have not been deposited; the hon. member should
have said that a Report was being circulated to-day.
The report was cyclo-styled and brought in here to-
day by the Hon. Minister and why was it not said
that the Plan had been deposited with the Clerk
of the House? [on. M. E. COX: The hon. member
knows what the usual procedure is.] ‘What else
have you deposited with the Clerk of the House? You
have not even sent down the Plans for the Ministerial
Buildings; I feel that they should come to earth and
try and understand what they have been doing. The
previous report on the Deep Water Harbour says
that something should be accompanying it but it has
not been deposited with the Clerk of the House. Sir
Douglas Ritchie made a report and the Plan was not
circulated to hon. members; everybody said that it
was a big drawing and it eould mnot be circulated
with the Report, The Hon. Minister must sympa-
thise with the ordinary hon. member of the House
who has not got the facilities of looking at the details
of the Harbour Schemes. We had a Harbour Schem»
discussed in this House on the strength of which a
high-ranking delegation went to England and the
experts came out and told us something. [Hon. M. E.
COX: What Experts?] ’

12.05 a.m.

Those experts who came out and told you so. I
forgot to mention the name of the hon. senior mem
ber for St. Joseph as an expert; but when you get
him as an expert along with the Governor and the
Financial Secretary who went up to England with
him, the people up there ‘‘cafuffled’” them. [A
VOICE: Wow! That is not a Parliamentary word].
It may not be, but it has its meaning here. They did
not know what! they went up there for; they went on
a joy-ride. Mr. Chairman, in the Report which wa
have here now by Sir Eric Millbourn, in the second
sentence he has said that he came down here and all
the pecple (and I am sure he included the Hon.
Premier and all) whom he thought knew most of it
did not know anything of it at all. [A VOICE: He
never said such a thing.] He said that they were
most ignorant of the report. If any member of this
Committee has a copy with fim T will show him the
paragraph. He said that it was amazing to find tha
ignorance among the people who should know the
most about this harbour. [A VOICE: Ie never
said that.] However, Mr. Chairman, I can speal
again, and when I sit T am going to look up the rele-
vant paragraph and let you know.

Mr. Chairman, a member has handed me a copy
and what I was telling you about is in paragrapl
nine. It reads as follows:—

T o

“ We found a surprising lack of knowledge on-
the part of those whom we met as to the likely cost
of the new port; indeed we were frequently told
by the Scheme’s strongest opponents that in prinei--
ple they agree with the scheme, but could not see how
the Colony could possibly afford from six to seveua
wmillion pounds.”’

He said that when he came here. He thought
s0 many reports were made on the Harbour that th:
people should have known something about it. [A
VOICE: He did not say anything of the people
whom he met in England.] They did not know
what they wanted because people who were 3,000
miles away had to tell them what they wanted. Instead. .
of getting a little emigration for the people when
they weni up to England the delegation came back.
to send another delegation about that. When they
went on that delegation one of the objects was to go-
around and look for emigration for the people. They
could have arranged for emigration there if they
could not arrange for the Deep Water Harbour.
The most regrettable thing about that delegation.
was that a member of it was taken out of the island
when he had obligations of a private nature that.
would cause him to be in the island at that time.
CGoing on that delegation caused a serious dislocation
in that man’s life.

Hon. G. H. ADAMS: Myr. Chairman, I rise-
because

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. senior member for
St. George caught my eye first.

Mr. BARROW : Mr. Chairman, I am wondering-
how many Ministers there are in the Government.
Only one has spoken for the whole night. When we-
put a question we get this particular member of the
Government getting up, yet up to now not one single
question asked on the floor of this House has been
answered. The Hon. Minister of Communications is.
the name which is on the back of this Resolution. It
says :—‘‘Notice of this Resolution was given by Hon.
M. E. COX, M.C.P., on the 14th June, 1955,”” whom.
I understand is the Minister of Communications,
Works & Housing. If he has any self-respect or
dignity he should be given an opportunity to speak

- Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I must object.
to the remarks made by the hon. senior member for
St. George.

Mr. BARROW: 1 am not accusing him of not.
having those qualifications.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I object to-
the remarks made by the hon. senior member for St.
George and I insist that they be withdrawn.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. senior member for
St. Michael has made objection to the remarks.

Mr. BARROW: Let me hear the remarks.

Mr. CHAIRMAN : He is objecting to the remarks-
which you made just now.

Mr. BARROW: 1In the middle of a sentence
which I was making he got up and said T am raising
objections to those remarks.”’

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I object to-
the remarks made by the hon. senior member for St.
George. .

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. senior member-
for St. George take his seat? Will the Hon. Minister
remind him of the remarks he made?

Hon. M. E. COX: He jumped up saying ‘‘if he
had any self-respect or dignity”’ and I object to those

- remarks.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I suppose the hon. senior-
member for St. George has heard the remarks. In
order to save time will the hon. member withdrave:
those remarks and go ahead? :
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Mr. BARROW: I mever said he had no self
respect or no dignity. I said, if he had any self-
respect or dignity he should be allowed to answer
questions; and if the other members of the Govern-
ment have any respect for him they would give him
the opportunity of doing his work. If he thinks I
said he does not have any self-respect or dignity 1
want to say he has all dignity and self-respect.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman—

Mr. CHAIRMAN : Will you allow me? The Hon.
Minister has asked you to withdraw those remarks.
Will the hon. member withdraw the remarks and let
us go on?

Mr. BARROW : If by anything I say he is given
the impression that he has no self-respect or dignity
I withdraw them, because I could never, never mean
that he has no self-respect or dignity. He has all self-
respect and dignity ; but no hon. member in the Gov
ernment seems to hold that view beecause they treal
him as a boy in the yard.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I object to those
remarks about hon. members treating me as a boy
in the yard.

Mr. BARROW : I am not calling him a boy in
the yard.

Mr. CHAIRMAN : I myself would take it as an
insult. I refer to the remarks which the hon. mem-
ber used about hon. members treating him as a boy
in the yard.

Mr. BARROW: If he thinks T am calling him
a boy in the yard, Colonel Duke was referred to
in this Chamber as being treated as a boy in the yard

Mr. CHAIRMAN: But Colonel Duke is not a
member of this Chamber.

Mr. BARROW: If he thinks I am calling him
a boy in the. yard, I withdraw that remark, but I do
not look upon him as being a boy in the yard. It looks
bad that they would not allow him to get up to reply
to a question. The hon. senior member for St.
Michael brought in this Resolution asking for $50,000
for highways, and as the hon. junior member for
the City pointed out, there is nothing in the note to
the Addendum of the innumerable references which
were made of plans. Not a single member of the
publie or members of the House have seen any plan

of the Deep Water Harbour or of the road construr-.

tion involved. It is true that they send every plan
to the Clerk of the House, but for what purpose? We
were not told about these plans; but these plans
apparently have been sent to the printers and if that
has been so I am sure they would suffer the same
fate as the other plans sent there. Not one single
member of the House outside of those on the Minis-
terial benches has been given the opportunity of
seeing these plans. Before we agree to the programm-
we are entitled to see the plans. We should see what
the Government is doing with this money because
the next thing which we are going to hear is that
having wvoted this $50,000 which may be spent
somewhere else, we would be told that you have voted
this money and you did not ask whether the roads
were going to be constructed on private land or else-
where.

12.15 p.m.

We would like to see the tie-up between this
$50.000 and the proposed Deep Water Harbour
modified. If the Government contemplates buying
quarries, Government should tell the House now that
they have bought those quarries in a particular dis-
trict; because this is in the Millbourn Report and

. members of this House should know the relevance

which this road bears to the situation of the quarry
and to the site of the Deep Water Harbour. The
chances are that the Minister of Communications

may come to the House now for $50,000 and the next
thing you will hear is that this road has absolutely no
connection with the source of the rubble and the raw
material which they are going to dump in the Har-
bour, Isthat good enough? I say it is not. Had they
come to the House and disclosed to the House any
intentions they may have of purchasing quarry lands
for the supply of raw material for the Harbour and
disclosed the situation of the particular land or} quar-
ry, the House would have been in a position to make
recommendations as to better and more accessible
sites and other recommendations of that nature, but
we are being asked to vote money for roads for the
Deep Water Harbour' which are not in the Harbour
programme, and so far as I kunow, related to any
supply of raw material or rubble.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I should like to say this:
had the Government given that information I would
have been able to make a recommendation to them.
1 believe that they already own some of the land in
the district which I recommend; and that is no less
than River Bay in the parish of St. Lumey where 1
would say that there is some quality in the raw ma-
terial. I do not have the honour to represent that -
parish, but I do have the honour to have been born
there and I do think that some pamt of the land
which is not related to the sommercial activity that
an industry of that kind would be more advantage-
ous to the same parishioners of the island. [Cheers].

River Bay is a natural harbour. There is a good
road which, had it not been for the omissions of the
Minister of Communications, would have been fin-
ished by now. If the vote of $80,000 for the widen-
iig of the roads had been properly spent that road
would have almost been ifinished by now; but he has
diselosed that he has taken some of the $40,000 and
spent it in another direction.

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Chairman, I-am sure that
none of the money which I mentioned here when
the debate took place was allocated for any widening
cf any No. 1 or No. 10 road. That was something to
do with Capital that was set out in the Estimates
for each year; I do not spend any money; I do not
spend one red half cent.

Mr, BARROW : Mr. Chairman, he said that he
had taken money out of a vote which was for widen-
ing corners and highways, and further said that he
had spent it for other purposes.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, what other.
purposes?

Mr, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I do not want
to gp into that. I do not want to raise the question
of misappropriation of public funds; but he said that
it was for widening corners and highways; and we
pointed out that he had misread it etc. But we do
not want to go back to that.

I was talking about the failure of the Minister
of Communications to tell honoudable members of this
House in what way this road is related to the supply
of raw material. I am saying that we should have
known and then we could have put forward our al-
ternative suggestions in the interest of the people
of this island, If T see a way in which the Govern-
ment could increase the value of the assets of this
island, it is my duty to point it out to the Govern-
rient. I do not think that with the recommendations
such as those I have put forward for increasing| the
over-all prosperity of the country, I should stifle my
actions; but when they do not act in good faith, we
cannot advance anything. T said that many times.

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I must object
to the honourable member’s remarks referring to
the Ministerks not acting in good faith. I insist that
they bia withdrawn. [Mr. BARROW : Yon do not get
tired?

Mr, BARROW: Mr. Chairman I will repeat
what I said. I said that when they do not act in good
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faith we are not in a position to advance anything.
I am not withdrawing any of those remarks.

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I insist that
those remarks be withdrawn.

Mr. BARROW : Mr. Chairman, I see nothing in
those remarks to be withdrawn, It means that no
member of this House will be able to get up and say
anything about the Government except that it will be
taken that you are accusing the Government of
dishonesty.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr, Chairman, again I want
to refer to my demands that the remarks be with-
drawn.

Mr. CHAIRMAN : The honourable member has
raised an objection to the remarks made by the hon-
ourable senior member for St. George; and in order
to maintain the harmony of the proceedings I am
asking that those remarks be withdrawn.

Mr. BARROW : Mr, Chairman, you cannot have
that member dictating to you on parliamentary pro-
cedure. I said that when they come jn here and do
not act in good faith, what must they expect us to
do?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: If the honourable member is
not withdrawing the remarks th2n I shall have to
refer the matter to His Honour the Speaker.

Mr. BARROW : Would you, Mr. Chairman, say
tlat there is anything objectionable in those re-
marks, and would you allow yourself to go on record
as saying so?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: In my own opinion you re-
ferred to the Ministers when you said: ‘‘when they
{do mot.”” That is my poor way of putting it, and
that is my objection too; that is, that you are aceus-
ing them of something, If that is what he thinks.
you cannot blame him for it.

12.25 a.m.

M. BARROW : Well, Mr, Chairman, if you say
I am accusing them, I will withdraw. That is the
misfortune of having people like the honourable
senior member for St. Michael in this House.

I would like to serve warning on the members of
the Government now that on every occasion in the
future when I suspect them of not being honest
enough and of not acting in good faith, I will pro-
claim it from the house-top. I 'will exercise my right
to expose any Government which does not act in
good faith and is dishonest, This is not an accusa-
tion because it applies to this or any Government.
I want to say that no citizen of Barbados should get
the impression that because people arrogate to them-
selves certain offices they become honest overnight,
because the people have not had any control over that.

Mr. Chairman, if we can veturn to more serious
matters, I am saying that it is the duty of the Min-
ister of Communications, not to deposit a Plan with
the Clerk of the House to be sent to the Printers,
but to lay it on the Table of the House and explain
to honourable members in respect of a supplementary
Resolution of this nature, in what way the road works
envisaged in the Resolution could relieve the har-
bour of the traffie problems. Tt is unfertunate thas
after we have had all these Committees, not one sin-
gle Plan has been presented although innumerable
references have been made in the Reports to plans.
I understand that the only occasior on which a Plan
was ever available to members of this House
was when the present Acting Harbour Master out
of his own goodness drew up plans for the use of the
Committee which met last year, There is no Plan
attached to the Millbourn Report or the Ritchie Re-
port and there is no Plan attached to the Report of
the Deep Water Harbour Committee. There is no
Plan made to the rather cursory Report made by the
delegation which went up to England to bring down
the Deep Water Harbour as they put it, but every-

thing is being rushed through now for one particular
purpose. 1 warn them that things like this if per-
sisted in will backfire on them, they being so indis-
creet in a matter of this sort.

Mr. GODDARD: In his Report, Sir Eric Mill-
bourn draws attention to two facts. The first is that
it will be necessary to provide roaa facilities from the
port area linking the port itself with the main trunk
roads which radiate into the country from Bridge-
town and secondly that with the work of road con-
struction, the laying of an 8” water main should
take place,

No mention is made of the eight-inch main but
if we have to order this main I think that something
should have been said about it. This pipe will take
about 18 months to get here. In this Report it says
that the eight-inch main should be laid at the same
time as the roads are made. It would be interesting
te know what plans they have in connection with thiz
main. It is unfortunate that we have not got the
Plans because, probably, we would know where these
roads are being constructed or what roads are being
widened. I had in mind that if this scheme is to be
used the roads leading to the port should by-pass as
much as possible the city of Bridgetown, The sugar
which is coming from the north should not go to
Ilack Roclk, it should go through the Cholera Ground
and go through some of the reclaimed land. All that is
probably on the Plan but we have not got it. T think
that plans of this nature are so important that we
should have that information here. Sugar coming
from the south would have to go down Hincks Street
and by way of the Princess Alice Playing Field. If

| the Hon. Minister can tell us what the arrangements

are in respect of this eight-inch main we would ap-
preciate it very much,
12.35 a.m.

Hon. M. E. COX: These roads are already
established, for example, when it comes to that of
Hincks Street, that road will be widened at the cor-
ner. With respect to the Fontabelle Road, that will
be widened at the part which leads into the road
leading to the Reef. At any rate, this has nothing to
do with the water main. The water main will not
take anything like 18 months to lay down. While
it is true to say that the Report stated that it will
take anything like 18 months before we get going,
1 want to say that we do hope that it will not take
that time.

Relative to the approaching road from Black Rock
my own feeling is that instead of using the Brighton
Road that we should come in from Bats Rock. That
is the obvious road which should be used to get to
the harbour and it is the old public road. Unfor-
tunately, it has not been recommended in our net-
work of roads for immediate construction. The
suggestion is, up to Ragle Hall Corner, as 1
have pointed out, or near there; and from there
you will get a main road leading to Pickwick where
the corner will be widened and you will then keep
straight to the harbour from that road.

As I have said, there will be a comprehensive
plan of developments on the roads. In addition a
water main will be installed. This is just for a
temporary bit of work which can be done now and
for which it is not necessary to have a survey. We
want to see to this immediately so as to get it out
of the way. I do know that we would have to re-
move some houses and re-site some when the sur-
vey is made; so if we get this out of the way, we
would be able to proceed with that at a quicker
pace.

The question that the Resolution do now pass was A

put and resolved in the affirmative without division.
On motion of How. Dr. Cummins, seconded by
Hon. M. E. Cox, Mr. Chairman reported the passing




JUNE 21, 1955

1111

of four resolutions in Commattee and the postpone-
ment of one,

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

On separate motions of Hon. Dr. Cummins, sec-
onded by Hon. M'. E. Cox in each case, the Resolutions
were read a first and second time and then agreed to.

The Order Paper having been fized :

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. Dr. CUMMINS: The Order Paper, as can
be seen, is becoming voluminous. We on this side
of the table feel that we should meet on Thursday
next in order to reduce it. Probably next week
we may have to meet on Tuesday and Thursday.
‘We have some lengthy Bills to deal with such as
“The Representation of the People Act.” I am
therefore moving that this House do now stand
sdjourned until to-morrow, it being after midnight;
that will be Thursday, 23rd June, 1955, at 3 p.m,

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. GODDARD:: Mr. Speaker, I am sorry I was
not listening very carefully from the beginning. We
have to leave our private business to come to the
House, and there is such a thing as preparing your
work. [Hon. G. H. ADAMS: It is only the Hous-
ing Bill that we propose doing.] Oh, just the Hous-
ing Bill? If you tell us what you intend to come
to the House for at the next meeting, then we shall
be able to prepare for it. When we have a large
Order Paper to contend with it means that we may
cover subjects which might not be debated in the
House. A .

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,
we shall be doing Housing and Committee of
Supply.

Mr. SPEAKER: The question is that this
House be now adjourned until Thursday next at
three o’clock p.m. Hon. Members in favour of that
will please say ‘aye’ those against will please say
‘no’; I think the ‘Ayes’ have it. This House now
stands adjourned.

1245 a.m.






