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Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of Assembly
met at 3 o'clock p.m. today.
PRESENT

His Honour Mr. X. N. R. HUSBANDS (Speaker); Hon.
Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, C.B.E., M.D., CM., (Premier)

His Honour Mr. L.E. SMITH, J.P.; (Deputy Speaker);
Hon. R. G. MAPP, (Minister of Communications, Works
and Housing); Hon. F. E. MILLER, (Minister of Social
Services); Mr. E. St.A. HOLDER; Mr. C. E. TALMA;
Hon. D. D. GARNER, (Minister of Agriculture, Lands and
Fisheries); Mr. H. A. DOWDING, M. B. E.; Mr. C. B.

SEARLES; Mr. L. StA. THORNE and Mr. T. W. MILLER;

Prayers were read.

Mr. Straughn entered the House and took his seat.

MINUTES
MR. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House
that the Minutes of the lJast meeting are not yet ready for
confirmation.
PAPERS LAID

By command of His Excellency the Governor, Papers
were laid as follows:-

HON, DR, H.G.H, CUMMINS: Message No.16/1958

regarding an Agreement for a programme of technical

co-operation for Barbados, the Windward Islands and the
Leedward Islands.

HON. DR, H,G.H. CUMMINS: The Date of Publication
of the Registers of Electors and Registers of Local Govern-
ment Electors, Order, 1958.

HON. R.G. MAPP: Report and audited Statement of the
Transport Board for the year ended 30th September, 1957,

GOVERNMENT NOTICES
Govemnment Notices were given as follows:-

HON. DR. H,G.H. CUMMINS: Resolution to approve the

~~Grder entitled ‘‘The Date of Publication of the Registers of

Electors and Registers of Local Government Electors,
Order, 1958.° In connection with this Resolutdon, Mr.
Speaker, 1 begto say thatftis urgent. Copies of the Resolu-
ton have been circulated and I intend to ask for leave to
proceed with it later in the day. The reason for it is that
in point of law these Registers should beready by 30th June;
it is not so long before thatdateand it is impossible to get
the publication of these Registers through by then. This

Resolution is therefore to make provision for extending the
date of publication untl the 31st July.

QUESTIONS

MR, L.E, SMITH: Toenquire of the Honourable Minis-
ter of Communicatons, Works and Housing:-

Is the Government aware that the Residents of
Malvern Tenantry under Hackleton's ClLiff in the parish of
St. Joseph are suffering badly for lack ofa roadand water?

2. Will the Government take immediate steps to aquire
a parcel of land from Malvern Plantation for the purpose of
re-siting the homes of these tenants as was done in the
recent case of the residents of Parris Village in the same
parish?

Messrs. Bryan and Goddard entered the House and took
their seats.

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

MR, SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Minister of Communications, Works
and Housing:~ To move the House into Committee of Supply
to consider the grant of sums of money for the service of
the island.

HON. R.G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to move that
Your Honour do now leave the Chair and the House go into
Committee of Supply.

HON., D.D, GARNER: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and agreed to.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House went into
Committee of Supply, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair.

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES 1958-59, No. 4
ADVICE ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT
LOCAL GOVERNMENT RE-ORGANISATION

HON, DR, H.G.H. CUMMINS: The first Resolution, Mr.
Chairman, is a Resolution to place the sum of $33,407 at the
disposal of the Governor-in-Execuive Committee to
supplement the Estimate 1958-59, Part 1. Current, as shown
in the Supplement Estimates 1958-59, No.4 which form the
Schedule to the Resolution,

* This Resoludon has for its object the making of pro-
vision for the employment of certain officers to advise on
the establishment of Local Government. The Governmentis
doing allit possibly can to have Local Government instituted
very early next year, and probably there willbe the holding
of elections towards the end of the year; it is therefore
necessary to have the machinery for the instituton of Local
Gévernment set up as quickly as possible.
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Hon. members will remember that a Local Govern-
ment adviser, Mr. Lightburn, was here; he has gone back
to England, because of i1l health, and thereis a member of
the Civil Service who has been attached to Mr. Lightburn’s
office ever since he came out hereand started to work, and,
in addition to that, this gentleman has been given a course
abroad.

3.25 p.m.

This gentleman, Sir, will be employedas the Local Govern-
ment Commissioner, and it is necessary for him to set up
his office as soon as possible in order to select certain
personnel and train them in the administration of Local
Government,

There is also another officer by the name of Local
Government Officer whom we want immediately, but it is
not quite clear yet whether he will be a permanent or
temporary officer until this machinery gets going.

Now provision is made under Section SO of the Local
Government Act,1954 as amended by the Local Government
Act, 1956, andin the Current Estimates fora Local Govern-
ment Adviser, and this gentleman will be paid from that
vote, which also provides for the personnel, furniture,and
typists who will work in that office when it starts.

In the same Resolution under a new Head (which we
call Local Government Re-organisation) there are certain
other personnel such as Clerks and Treasurers for the
City area,Northern area and Southernarea, whose sal aries
and travel will come under this new Head.

1 think, Sir, that this sets out in detail just what we
envisage at present: that is, the Loczl Government
Commissioner, the Local Government Officer, Steno-
grapher and furniture which will come under the existing
vote in the Current Estimates. Under the new Head *‘Local
Government Re-organisation’’ will come the staff which
will be paid from this vote.

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.
HON. D.D, GARNER: I beg to second that.

MR, GODDARD: Mr. Chairman, from this we can see
some form of progress towards Local Government coming
into being. As I said quite recently, the longer this is
delayed, so much more will the parishes sufferas they are
suffering from want of proper administration; and when 1
say that, I am not decrying the present Vestries, but the
existing amendment of the Vestries Act whereby capital
cannot be raised as in former years. It is no use coming
to this House for money to be raised by loan when a number
of things are being neglected, the greatest of all being
sanitation and the scavenging of the parishes, and the
erection of additional standpipes and baths. Whenever in the
past the Vestries wanted todo these things, they came to the
House for permission toraisea loanand to have capital for
repairs to their Church property. All these thingsare done
directly for the taxpayers and in many cases provision
could not be made, and the neglect continued. For that
reason I am glad that something is happening.

We have been told that the existing Maude Bill will
bave to have a number of amendments. Now the Premier
made no mention at all of that, anc I would like him to tell
us whether they have beendraftedandarein preparation to
come to this House. It is pointiess yoing ahead with these
things as this Bill mightbefar indvance of what we expect
in the Maude Bill whenitcomesinto being. He has given us
no intimadon except to say it could be expected towards the
end of the year. Q courss, we iuve heard that for so long
that we do not know how soon the implementation of the
Maude Bill will be. I, for one, would like to see it as soon
as soon as it {3 completed. 1 know a lot of work, more than
Government anticipated, had to be done in the joining
together of parighes and the cutting off of some and adding
to others, and the whole assessment had to be brought up
to date. That has takena lot of ime and work; but 1 do hope
that if it 1s near athand, the Premier can tell us the day in
more exact term when the public can expect elections to
take place, or whether the existing Vestries will have to

|
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lay rates again next year, as has been said in certain
quarters,

Now I know these appointments will have to be filled,
because they are key positons. The clerksand Treasurers
will have to be capableandwell qualified men because a lot
will depend on them, and 1 should like the Premier or™
someone from the Government side to say why this
Commissioner should remain after the Councils have been
functioning. Is it that you anticipate that the elections will
throw up the type of person that will not be capable of
running these Councils? What would be his functions?Is he
to direct or advise them? If proper appointmentsare made
in the Town Clerks and Treasurers, it would not be necess-
ary to have Lawyers because they are very capable laymen
who can do the job.

3.35 p.m.

I would like to know why this Commissioner will remain in
office. It is true,we do not know for how long; but it is my
feeling that as soon as you have these councils set up and
they are armed with the law and they know their duties, the
public will expect that they will function on their own.

I would like the Hon. Premier to bear in mind what
I have asked him. How faradvancedis the Government with
the amendments of the Maude Bill? I ask that because l
understand the amendments are so numerous that youmay
aswellrewrite them. Again, I say Iam pleased to know that
some progress i$ made and we will not continue to run
Local Government under the existing manner. Itis not that
I have any fault to find of them, but it is so because of the
handicaps under which they are running that they cannot
do a proper job.

MR, DOWDING: Mr. Chairman, it is extremely
satisfying to me to see that a Commissioneris going to be
appointed, Now, Sir, lamnot quite sureif this Commission-
er is goingto bea local man, but the point which strikes me
most is that we are asked to provide money for advice on
Local Government and its re-organisation, and the advice
which 1 have got is that the Maude Bill has got to be
returned and, as far as 1 can understand, completely
renewed. Up to now I am led to believe that the wicked
system of local taxation which obtains today will be per-
petuated under the new Bill. 1 have never been able to see -
and 1 will have to go much further than the hon. junior
member for Christ Church -~ how it can be expected that
all the parishes outside of the metropolitan area should
provide from local taxation theamenities whichare necess-
ary for today’s modern standard of living.

HON, DR, H.G.H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, Irise on
a point of order. The hon. member, firstof all, is reflect-
ing on the amendments and then on a vote. He is reflecdng
on a question which was settled in 1954 and I would just
like to draw that to your attenton.

MR. DOWDING: Mr. Chairman, 1 think that it is the
knowledge of all of us that this Bill is full of amendments.
I am not casting any reflection on any vote of the House
whatsoever; 1 am suggesting that advice should be obtained
from a local person now that we have had the advice of an
expert from outside of the island. I have said befoie, and I
will say again, thatanexpertisanordinary mun a long way
from home, and if we are paying out money to et further
advice we should pay out money to getadvice loc-!ly on the
system adhering locally. I feel that the tme is ripe wvaen
this advice should be noted and should be consicered
because, as I have said, for the other parishes outside the
metropolitan area to obtain the necessary taxation uncer tae
present condition, 1 rather view it somewhat lke the
federation where we can compare St. Michael to Jumcica
and Trinidad and the other parishes, perhaps barring Christ«em
Church, - and 1 hope 1 am not stepping on any hon. mem-~
ber’s toes - rather like the smallislands. I am not suggest-
ing that any of the hon. members of this House 1s a small
islander, although in these days of federationweall should
be quite willing to be termed as West Indians.

1 do feel that is the pointto which this adviser should
pay particular attention; and while the comparative rate of
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growth of industry, etcetera, in St. Michael is bound to be
much greater than in the other parishes, I am wondering
whether this adviser cannot advise the Government as to
how to effect an equalisation of taxatiom After all, St.
Michael could never be whatitiswithout these things. I am
sorry that his Lordship the Right Honourable Lord Mayor
is not in here at the moment, for perhaps he could give
us someadviceaswell. (A VOICE: Whois the Lord Mayor?)
You know. I do feel that it would be appreciated in this
House and by any local personwith local knowledge that the
amenities which St. Michael is capable of offering must of
necessity be of much more than the amenities which the
other parishes can offer due to the system of taxation. Sir, I
hope my words will be taken intoconsiderationand that we
will have a system obtaining in the island where one
partcular area does not get the benefit of the fruits of all
the persons who work in this island.

Mr. F. G. SMITH and Mr. T. W. MILLER rose to speak.

MR. F. G, SMITH: Mr. Chairman, first of all, let
me say-

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1 saw the hon. junior member for
the city first.

MR, T. W, MILLER: Mr. Chairman, I really was not
thinking of entering into this debate, but aftz: hearing the
hon. junior member for Christ Church who is a member
of the Vestry of that parish and also of the Vestry of
St. Michael, 1 rise to say that his speech today seems
somewhat to me to be blowing hot and cold at the same
time. On the one hand, he is happy to think that after the
past three or four years we are now getting somewhere
with Local Government, but on the other hand, he went on
further to state that he was wondering what the adviser
would have to advise on, and (2) he was wondering if the
Government thinks or feels that the Local Government
elections would throw up people who are capable of admin-
istering the affairs of councillors. Mr. Chairman, I'will not
sit here and allow him to get away with that. Itis an
insult to the electorate of any ward to suggest that the
people would elect people who are incapable of admin-
istering the affairs.

MR, GODDARD: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point ot
order. It was not my fear. I questioned whether it was not
the fear of the Government. I was not afraid of that

MR, T. W, MILLER:; Mr. Chairman, 1 was not saying
that you have to abide, or youshouldabide, by the decision
of any electorate. They have the right to choose. While 1
am on my feet, | hope as and when the time comes that
the electorate of this island would get rid of all the mem-
bers of the various Vestries consttuted as they now are.
Now, for the first time in the history of Barbados people
unemployed and having attained the age of 21 years,
through Adult Suffragewill have the rightto vote and choose

HON, DR, H.G.H, CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman,Irise on
a point of order. This Resolution has nothing to do with
people voting, twenty-one years of age or else. This Resolu-
tion deals with the authority to take on certain staff.
3.45 p.m.

MR, T, W, MILLER: Mr. Chairman, 1 have the great-
est respect for the Premier.. Where you find a back-
bencher of the Government in a most invidious position as
to what to say, when to say it and how to say it -----

MR, CHAIRMAN: That has nothing to do with this
Resolution. The point as to whether a backbencher is in an
invidious positdon as to know what to say, when to say it
and how to say it, is nothing to do with this Resolution.
This Resolution deals with the appointment of staff.

MR, T.W, MILLER: As 1 have already said, I never
intended entering any debate on this matter, but I could
not allow the remarks of the hon. junior member for
Christ Church to go unnoticed, because there was an
insult to the Electorate and I want them to understand that
it is the first dme that they will have the opportunity of
voting and voting for the people who look like themselves,
people who have passed through the hornpipe, people who
know their troubles. People like the hon. junior member
for Christ Church ~ - -

MR, CHAIRMAN: The hon. member hasalready made
that point which 1 have allowed him to make. I am asking

him now to get back to the Resolution.
MR, T.W, MILLER: Very well, Sir. (Laugkter).

MR. F.G. SMITH: Mr. Chairman, first of all, 1
should like to say that I welcome any Resolution which is
likely to put anend towhat I consider the chaotic conditions
existing in theLocal Government of this Island. For a long
tdme now, as you will see from this Resolution, we have
been toying with the idea of the establishment of these
various areas, and itis refreshing tofind the Hon. Premier
at this stage considering this matter of great importance
and urgency. For too long it has been hanging fire, with
the result that nobody knew where he stood and nobody
knew if and when this new set-up would be brought into
force. Perhaps, before 1 am finished, it may well be
thought that 1 am urging the case of members of the legal
profession, but I should like to make two points.

The first one is that for a long ime the Government
knew that the time would come when we would have to
introduce this system, and it would have beena good thing,
as has happened in the African colonies of Nigeria and
Gold Coast, if the Government had handpicked four or five
or even six or eight people and arranged for them to be
attached to County Councils or Borough Councils in England
with a view to their appointment to the Executive posts of
Clerks and Treasurers. As a matter of fact, I may be
wrong, but it is not within my knowledge that there is any
Barbadian, or anybody in the local service who possesses
that knowledge of the intimate running of the Borough
Councils or County Councils by his personal contact with
these Councils in England, or from his beingattached there
for any period of time. That is one criticism of this
Resolution which I shall make, that we oftenwait undl it is
too late to train our staff for positions such as Clerks and
Treasurers with the result, as has happened in the local
and federal services, that other countries have passed us
by. It is not the Premier’s fault, becauseat that particular
time, he was not the Premier; but I should like to ask the
Government to assume the responsibility of having persons
trained when they intend to introduce some new system
which calls for specialised knowledge in that particular
field. Therefore, I would have been much happierif 1 knew
that the Clerks and Treasurers who have been appointed
were menwho had come back from the United Kingdom after
a period of being attached to Councils and Boroughs in that
country.

As youwillappreciate, Mr. Chairman, the introduction
of this new system is likely to encounter for a long time
not only legal and technical difficulties, but transforming
the local Government system from its present status to the
new status which we hope to give it, is golng to cause
considerable headaches. In England, 1 know thatthe Clerks
and/or Treasurers of Councils are legally-trained men.
That is why I prefaced my remarks by saying that these
persons should not necessarily be Barristers, but menwho
invariably have had some legal training, because itwill be
their duty in due course to advise theLocalGovernment as
to what their powers are, how far t.he{' are encroaching on
the right of the Central Government and whether they can
do this or that. It is interesting to see the Clerk of the
House watching me, because a Treasurer, if he s legally
trained, is likely to get more money than what the Clerk
is getting now. I do welcome this Resolution, because it is
high time that the parochial employees and the persons
connected with the present Vestry system which has pro-
duced a bunch of incompetents and dictators - it is high
time for that system to be swept away and the new order
replace the old. I hope that the staff contemplated in this
Resolution will be adequate and1 hope thatthe Premier has
considered the matter thoroughly, because itis unnecessary
to come to this House every now and again with a new
Establishment Order asking for additional staff, for so
many addidonal Stenotypists or Clerks as the case may be.
1 do not see any reference in this Resoluton to any Long
Grade Clerks; 1 see that reference is made to a Local
Government Commissioner, a Local Government cer,
a Stenographer and you have Office Equipmentand tra velling.
It is quite clear that you will need a certain number of
Clerks - unless the Premier will tell me that some of the
present officers of the Local Government will be trans-
ferred to the various Councils in this positon.

3.55 p.m.
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1 do hope that when the Blessing of this House is
given to this Resolution, the Premier will consider the
matter as urgent, and let us have these elections this year
in order to give some sense of security to the present
employees, and in order to create a situation in which you
will get it said, as it is often said now, that we cannot do

this or that because wedonot know when the Bill is coming

into being. I welcome this Resolution but I should warn the
Premier that in the establishment of this office and these
officers, he should see to it that no hardship or injustice
is done in the transition period to any employees who have
given faithful service to this antiquated system which this
new system replaces. It is going to cause a great deal of
headaches, inconvenience, hardship, and in some cases,
heartburn; but it will be his job as the Minister in charge
of this Resoludon to see to it that this new system is
introduced as smoothly and as harmoniously asis humanly
possible. It is long overdue, and I give it my support.

MR, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I agree with quite a
lot of what the hon. junior member for St. Andrew has said,
but I am afraid that it is shutting the stable door after the
horse has got out; and I want to make it clear that that is
not reference to any officer of this House.

The hon. member has made a very valuable sugges-
ton which perhaps even at this late stage can be taken
cognisance of by the members on the other side who
comprise the Government, What I envisage will happen is
that shortly after the Local Government Billis implemented
by the institution of the three Councils.and thelelection of
the Councillors, one or more of the officers of these Coun-
cils will be sent away to the United Kingdom on courses
in order to familiarise themselves with the duties which
they have to perform.

Now, since under Section 50 of the 1956 Local Gov-
ernment Amendment Act the power to appoint the first
officers of the Council is vested in the Governor-in-Exe-
cutive Committee, there is absolutely no excuse for the
delay in the selection and appointment of these officers, so
that they may avail themselves of an opportunity to get
some further training in Local Government affairs. That
is why 1 heartily commend the hon. junior member for
St. Andrew on the suggestion which he has made in so far
as suggesting that it can still be done. I can see a great
disruption of the smooth working of the local Councils if
we attempt to send away the newly appointed officers after
the Councillors and Aldermen have been elected to their
offices. Since 1956, this Government has had the power, as
it has now, to select these first officers. If they had to
wait until the Councillors were selected then the Local
Government authority to appoint the first officers, there
would have been some justification for the delay which has
occurred in the interval of time.

But there is another aspect of this Resolution which
is causing the Official Opposition a great deal of concern,
and it is the partinthe Addendum, paragraph 2 which says:
‘‘the former Local Government Adviser having relinquish-
ed his duties for reasons of health, a Local Government
Commissioner has been appointed on secondment from the
Local Civil Service.”’

Now we had Mr. Lightburn as Local Government
Adviser, and most of his time was taken up in rehashing
the Local Government Bill of 1954, and trying, as far as
I can see, to persuade the Executive to accept the
suggestions made on the floor of this House as early as
1953. As a result of his labours, the 1956-55 Amending
Act has been placed before this Chamber, has been passed,
and is now on the Statue Book, and it has certainly gone a
long way towards wiping out some of the anomalies; but
the fantastic thing about the whole situation, Mr. Chairman,
is that the Amending Act is nearly as long as the original
Act itself. I have before me the Laws of Barbados for 1956,
and here you can see theamendments to the Local Govern-
ment Act, 1954. Iwanthon. members tonotice how Govern-
ment stationery is wasted and why thereis so much confu-
sion in the interpretation of the Law, Thereis nothing at all
to prevent the Legislature from repealing an Act which
they find to be unworkable, especially if they have not
attempted to work it, and to redraft a complete new Bill
and place it before this House. The hon. senior member

for Christ Church and myself sat on the opposite side of
this Chamber along with the then hon. junior member for
the City, and pointed out Section after Section of the Local
Government Bill in 1953 which we felt was unworkable.

HON. DR. H.,G.H. CUMMINS: On a point of order,
Mr. Chairman. Allow me to point out again that this has
nothing to do with the Resolution before us. The Resolution
deals with the appointment and salary of certain staff.

MR, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, it isfor you to tell me
whether or not I am in order. 1 asfinitely deprecate the
hon. member for St. Thomas, thekon. Premier, telling me
what I should stick to. I am dealing wita the functions and
duties of the Commissioner, and 1 =m now at the first
phase of my argument where 1 am dealing with the dis-
placed or relinquished Commissioner, Mr. Lightburn, and
I intend to deal adequately with the Commissioner whom
they want to foist upon the Local Government Councils of
this island. It is not for him to suggest that 1 cannot point
out that Mr. Lightburn spent all his time in Barbados
doing that kind of thing when they had the opportunity on
the floor of this House to accept the amendments and
suggestions which were made.

MR, CHAIRMAN: When you made reference to the
amendment to the Act, I took it that you were dealing with
the right which the Government had to appoint these
men at the time.

MR, BARROW: I am dealing with the amendment to
the Act.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You have already made the point
that Government had the right to appoint these officers.
4.05 p.m.

MR. BARROW: Do you mean to say that I can only
make one point?

MR, CHAIRMAN: I am saying that you have made
that point and I am not prepared to allow you to deal with
the Act.

MR. BARROW: Doyoumeanto say thatl can make only
one point and sit down? Do you mean to say that I cannot
mention Section 50 of the Act?

MR, CHAIRMAN: I am not prepared to allow you to
deal with the Act.

MR. BARROW: | cannot hear you, and when I hear
you I do not understand,

MR. CHAIRMAN: You made reference to the Act to
prove that the Government had the authority to appoint
this man. 1 have allowed that, but 1 am saying thatl am
not going to allow you to deal with the Act itself,

MR, BARROW: 1 am not dealing with the Act; am
aealing with the question of the appointment of the
Commissioner and the function of the Commissioner. That
is the point I am trying to make. We are now asked to
vote money for a Commissioner who has been seconded to
a new office or to that office in . new cisguise, because
Mr. Lightburn who was the holcer of tuat post has relin-
quished it for reasons best known to nimself. I was saying
that MrLightburn for all the time ae was here was occupied
in drafting amendments to tne Local Government Act
which he would not have had to co if the Government had
accepted the amendments which were made by the hon.
junior member for Christ Churca and myself in 1954.

Now, Sir, I am asking: what is tads new man Zoing to
do? What qualifications has e got =nd wist is his name?
Let me take the last question first. Tie new Commissioner
is directly related to . prominent member of the party on
the other side. That is point number one. Point number
two is this: what qualifications has he got for this job? I
challenge the Hon. Premier to get up and say that this
man bas any qualifications apw.t from the fact that he is
the son of a Local Government employer under the old
Vestry system. What work is ne going to co? As I have
said, Mr. Lightburn spent his time recrafting the Local

-
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Government Act and sending it down via the Executive
Committee to the House in the form of an amending Act
which was very voluminous.

MR, CHAIRMAN: If the hon. junior member for St.
John will read the Addendum to the Resolution, you would
see what his job is.

MR, BARROW: | have read it.

MR, CHAIRMAN: It is here set out. It says: ‘‘he will
be engaged in training the first Clerks and Treasurers of
the Councils and will advise and assist the councils
during the transition period."”’

MR, BARROW: I say it is not necessary. It is necess-
ary to find out what his job is going to be. If they say that
he will be engaged in training the first Clerks and
Treasurers of the Councils and will advise and assist the
councils during the transition period, I want to say that
he has not got any kind of knowledge of Local Government
affairs at all. He has not got any academic training or
any practical experience. A Clerk of the Council is no boy
in the yard; he is no yard fowl; he is something of the
eminence of the Clerk of this House. Youare going to take
a man who has not got a School Certificate - I can say
that because you have not quoted his name - and take him
to advise the Clerks of the Councils. You are going to put
him over qualified accountants who have spent years in
their jobs. Thatisthepointlamtrying to make, Mr. Chair-
man, and it sort of stinks of nepotism and patronage. You
are taking a third grade Civil Servant to do that job. A
Clerk of the Council has a very serious job to do. He is
not a shorthand writer. He is a man who has to advise the
new Aldermen and Councillors and tell them when they
are acting legally or illegally. He guides the Council just
as the hon. Clerk of this House. Do you see how fantastic
it is to suggest that you are going to take a man out of the
Civil Service who has never worked in a Vestry or under
the old antiquated Vestry system and, without any former
training at all, ask us to vote money to put him to instruct
the new Clerks and Treasurers of the Councils along the
lines of their dudes? We know what Mr. Lightburn did.
He was a qualified legal draughtsman because of the amend-
ments which he made to the old Local Government Act.
That is all that Mr. Lightburn had to do.

Mr. Chairman, what worries me as a taxpayer and
as a potential voter in the Local General Elections and
as a representative of this Honourable House is that Mr.
Lightburn spent all his time doing something which could
have been avoided if our suggestions were accepted. His
time was frittered away and he was a man who knew his
job. You just brought him down here to redraft the Local
Government Act.

If you had brought in Sir John Imrie from Trinidad
and .informed us that he was going to take over the train-
ing of the officers and the junior clerical officers, I am
sure that hon. members would consider himtobe a worthy
successor to Mr. Lightburn. There is not one single
Civil Servant, not one individual, in the employment of
Her Majesty’s Service of this colony, nor not a single one
of themwhois in Local Government, who has the experience
or any Local Government qualifications.

They have already sald that this man has been
appointed and the hon. senior member for the City knows
who it is. He is a person who is directly related to a
prominent member of the Government Party. It is no
secret because he has been appointed. 1 have nothing
against him as a man, but youare going into a new venture
and you should have a trained man. If you are going to
train fellows to be able to take up their new offices, then
to take somebody who has no training and no interest,
apart from the financial interest of drawing his salary, is
not a satisfactory state of affairs and 1 cannot support it.

Mr. Chairman, 1would only suggest thatin future when
they anticipate takinga step of this kind, they consider their
position carefully and at least have the decency to inform
hon. members and the general public when a certain
individual is to be appointed to a post, to come to the

House first and let us discuss, debate and suggest the
functions which we think such an officer should perform.
They have done not only a great injustice to themselves,
but they have also almost committed a crime against the
individual who unfortunately would be burdened with the
dudes set out in this Addendum to the Resolution.

4.15 p.m.

MR. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, after the numerous
attempts which have been made to establish these County
Councils, and the numerous mishaps which have befallen
the Bill in relation to the establishment of these Councils,
it is very encouraging to see that we have reached the
stage where a Resolution has been brought down to
establish these offices.

However, I would suggest that it would have been
better if the Hon. Premier, at this stage instead of
attemptng to recapitulate what has happened up to now
with regard to the implementation of the ‘‘Maude’’ Bill,
had, by means of a prepared statement to the House, set
out categorically all that has happened up to now. There
have been so many mishaps connected with the introduction
of this new Local Government Bill and the establishment
of District Councils generally, there have been so many
amendments and changes made in the last few years, that
it would have been a proper thing if a prepared statement
had been made and read and circulated to hon. members so
as to inform us as to what the present position is. When
you read the Addendum to this Resolution, you will see
that the object of itis to provide money for the setting up of
these various posts. Clause 2 of the Addendum says this;

‘“The former Local Government Adviser having relin-
quished his dutes for reasons of health, a Local Govern-
ment Commissioner has been on secondment from the
local Civil Service .....”

As far as I remember, Mr. Lightburn was a fully
qualified Solicitor, an experienced Solicitor and Town
Clerk attached to one of the prominent Councils, a Clerk
of many years’ experience. Mr. Lightburn has not completed
his work, as has been set out herein the Addendum to this
Resolution, and therefore, you will need a man of the
calibre of Mr. Lightburn to complete the work which he
had set out to do. The Addendum to the Resolution says
that Mr. Lightburn retired for reasons of heaith. He has
done a pordon of his work, and as far as the training of
Clerks for the various offices which are set out here is
concerned, the personnel cannot be trained by any local
person who is not au fait with the runnming of the City
Councils, Town Councils and Borough Councils as in
England.

Therefore, I think it is the duty of the Government
to acquaint this House as to the calibre of the man whom
they have appointed to succeed Mr. Lightburn inthe train-
ing of the personnel for these District Councils. It may be
that the money has run out and they have to find money to
pay this Local Government Commissioner and the Local
Government Clerks, and they have already seconded the
Local Government Commissioner. It may be that they
want to find money to pay the Local Government Commiss-
ioner who has already beenappointed. The power of making
these appointments is vested in the Cabinet, and therefore
this Resolution is merely a means of finding money to pay
people for another year or two. The hon. junior member for
Christ Churchappears to be very happy, although the setting
up of these Councils will not be of any assistance to him.
He appears to be very happy at what is being done, but I
would like to warn the hon. member that the bringing
down of this Resolution to pay these officers does not mean
that this set-up will take place either this year or next year.
For the last three years we have had the Local Government
Bill which is to be implemented; the money has run out
and more money is needed now. They have their special
friends to whom they want to give these jobs; the money has
run out and they want this $33,407 to pay these people.
hon. members are going to agree to pay this money, the
matter is in their hands; the Cabinetwants this $33,000 odd
to pay their favourite people, and in this case, it may be
one person or two persons at least. The Local Government
Commissioner may be the person who has worked with
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‘Mr. Lightburn, but whether he is that person or not, the
fact remains that now thata part of the work has been done,
very few people would have the aptitude to impart what
they knew to another in order that he can perform the
duties of the Leocal Government Commissioner. The Gov~
ernment say that they want this $33,000 to pay for the
training of the staff. I think that the Maude Bill and the
establishment of these District Councils have been very
badly handled, and an explanation is due to this House, A
statement should be given us setting out categorically the
various stages which have been made towards the setdng
up of these Councils. The Premier has been the appro-
priate Minister and he shouldbe ina position to give details
as to the various stages and the progress which have been
made so far,

I think that they have got as far as the appointment
of Valuatlon and Assessment Officers; well, let us hear
something about them. I hope the Premier will see the
necessity for making a statement 4bout them.

MR. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I think I am among
those who quite welcome this set up even sooner than the
end of the year, even although just before I came into the
House it was said that all the old men will be scrapped.
Well, I think the hon. member who said so was making fun,
because if you want to scrap me, you will have to scrap
the whole Island, (Laughter) I am taking a different line
from hon. members in this matter. I should like to say
that very rarely you will find me paying tribute to people
who have been brought down here to go into matters.
Sometimes, 1 find that they have been brought down for a
joy ride and they have no more experience than I have. 1
doubt whether they will find anybody with more ability and
who can discuss with greater ease the amendments to the
L.ocal Government Bill than Mr. Lightburn, As a Vestryman,
1 have found that it was rather refreshing and enlightening
to sit with Mr. Lightburn and discuss matters with him and
I, for one, can say thatl have learnt a tremendous lot from
him. I have spent more time with him than possibly any
other Vestryman in this Island.

4.25 p.m.

I doubt whether you could have found anybody to have given
you with greater ease an idea of the running of Local Gov-
ernment than Mr, Lightburn. I am one of those people who
feel that if youhad someoneas understudy to Mr. Lightburn
while he was here - and if members remember rightly
somebody had been sent by Government to England to take
a course - then that person should be appointed as Local
Government Commissioner. For the benefit of members,
especially the legally trained men who would have me
believe that I must go and read the English statutes and
those of British Guiana, Trinidad and Jamaica to know
about this, I would like to tell them that this is a hybrid.
This is the only Bill of its kind in the area. Mr. Lightburn
has gone and I think I can say that it is not necessary to
have a Solicitor as Clerk.lam notridiculing professionally
trained men, but I must say that I heard legally trained
men attempting to say that laymen of no kind can stand
up to legally trained men on this. I would ask them to look
around and see that I am stillhere. There are some people
with experience and ability that can stand upand advise on
these things as good as anybody else.

This Resolution is for a Local Government Commiss-
ioner. I see nothing wrong in having a Local Government
Commissioner in the first instance, not necessarily a
legally trained man. But looking through the Resolution
and seeing the salary which you are offering, I say there
is nothing wrong in getting a trained solicitor to assist
in advising. There is the question of the general overall
policy, and for the interpretation of the Sections you do
want a legally trained man. As towhether the Civil Service
Commission should appoint these persJas, 1 would be the
first to ask why you spent money to send Ssomeone to Eng-
land to be trained and then appoint somebody else,
unless you are appointing a legally trained man. Let me
say that legally trained men just called to the Bar are
just as ignorant of this as I am of flying an aeroplane.

MR, F.G, SMITH: On a point of order, my suggestion
was to appoint a Solicitor of a number of years’ training.
Nobody is suggesting that you should appoint a Solicitor
because he is 2 member of the legal profession.

MR. MOTTLEY: The hon. member is really earning
the living of three Barristers, as I have observed from
the way he is going around nowadays. These jobs will
attract young men, but as far as I am concerned, 1 would
be the first, if you sent a man from here to be trained and
he was attached to the Commissioner’s office, to criticise
this Government. On the other hand, your L.ocal Government
Officer can be a legally trained man, and 1 am wondering
whether the Premier would be able to tell us whether it
would be necessary to have an all ime man in this office
as adviser; it could be a retired man with experience who
could work for two or three years until it starts rolling
properly. It is not for us to tell Government whom to
appoint, but 1 am definitely in favour of the under-study to
Mr. Lightburn. I cannot agree that because a manis
legally trained he would be more suitable than a person
who is not legally trained.

I should like to draw totheattention of hon. members
that in other countries in this area the Local Government
has to do with water, educadon, harbours, police and
several other things - and I know the hon. member for
St, Andrew will readily appreciate this - but in Barbados
you change the name of Local Government, and say they
must continue to look after the poor, sanitation and street
lighting. Persue the Bill and show meanything else. Do you
want an Oxford man or a Middle Temple man to tell you
how to look after the poor, sanitation and street lighting?
You amended all the Acts long before the Central Road
Board came into being. Because the system is a very old
one and because you cannot measure the conditions in other
parishes by what exists in St. Michael, Christ Church or
even St. Philip, Ithinkweallreadily agree that it is neces-
sary to bring in an amendment to bring this up-to-date and
to have a modern means of administering the Local Govern-
ment.

The Addendum states that *‘it is expected that it will
be possible to hold Local Government elections before the
end of 1958, and that consequently the City and District
Councils as provided forin the Local GovernmentAct, 1954
(1954-51) will be established early in 1959. Itis according-
ly proposed to appoint as soon as possible the first Clerks
and Treasurers of the Councils under section 50 of the
Local Government Act, 1954, as amended by the Local
Government (Amendment) Act, 1956.'° I think itis but fair,
having said here that the Commissioner has be=11ppoinzed,
to say who has been appointed. I look forward to hearing
Government boldly say that the person who was sent for
training and who was an understudy to Mr. Lightburn has
been appointed. 1 was not here at the beginning, but I did
not expect to hear anyone enquire from the Premier who
the person is. The name should be announced, seeing that
you have elected someone. Although the legal luminaries
will agree that you should havea Local Government system
in which you are taking in Police, harbour, education,
housing and other things, I think they will have to look
beyond the average person who could absorb whatwas told
to him by Mr. Lightburn.

4.35. p.m.

The difficulty which is confronting hon. membersisin fact
that when you take the salaries of these posts and compare
them side by side with salaries paid to magistrates and
professional executives, you aregoing to find out that you
are golng to create some dissatisfaction. If you are going
to pay your Local Government Commissioner $7,680 per
annum, naturally, you will get someone in your service
saying: ‘‘Here I am, qualified as a magistrate or a judge,
or Assistant to the Attorney General or Deputy Registrar,
or even the Registrar, andlamnotin this category at all.”
It presents that difficulty and somebody will say that the
House or the Government has hand-picked their friends.

I am satisfied beyond any doubt that if you send out a
man for -training and that man was an understudy to Mr.
Lightburn, that that man should be appointed and I agree
whole-heartedly with that. It does not matter if that man
was my greatest enemy. 1 should not attempt to say what |
have been told by people employed by the Government and 1
know how they feel aboutit. They know why it was done this
way. However, Sir, I do not intend to stray on that part, 1
fee] thartheHon. Premier having said that the former Local
Government Adviser having relinquished his duties for

-
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reason of health and that a Local Government Com-
missioner has been appointed on secondment from the
Local Civil Service, should not have given any member of
the Opposition, who asked who is the personappointed, the
opportunity to ask that question; you should have said who
he is. When you do that, you enly give them opportunity to
criticise and say that you are acting with favourtism and
that you are taking somebody out of your ranks. If the man
whom you have appointed was occupying that position and
has had training and he is the right man, he is the right
man., The Hon. Premier has not mentioned that Mr. Ram-
say or anybody has been appointed; you have not mentioned
any names; you only say that he is appointed.

Now, you know I want to be kind. Mr. Lightburn was
a very experienced man in his job and you know he was a
very able man. He was a trained solicitor and he was so
much considered that even when he retired he was called
back as a Royal Commissioner to work on a boundary
dispute. You can therefore very well see how much they
thought of Mr. Lightburn, In paragraph 2, yousay that this
man, your Local Government Commissioner, will be
engaged in training the first Clerks and Treasurers of the
Councils and will advise and assist the Councils during
the tranSitdon period. I think of Mr. Pearson Scott,
Parochial Treasurer of St. Philip, and Mr. George
Grannum, Parochial Treasurer of St. Michael. You may
discuss something with them, but it is not very kind of
your talking of training them. I have the view that if you
have experienced men in this area, it will go a long way
once you have the right type of Commissioner to solve
this situatdon. 1 do think however that you have putita
bit harshly in this Addendum. You say that he will be
engaged in training them. (A VOICE: If hehas to train them,
he has to train them.) Train whom? I do not agree that it
is a matter of training them. You have an Act and it is
there to guide you.Let me put it this way. There are other
things which have to be done. Youhaveto set up this office
first. The Government must decide whether they are going
to appoint Aldermen before the election; therefore, ou
must have a Commissioner. As a matter of fact, it was the
opinion of Mr. Lightburn that you could not bring into being
your Councils until your Aldermen were appointed. (A
VOICE: He gave that opinion as a solicitor.) I think all of
his ideas and his opinions must have been jotted down and
in the possession of his understudy. [ can well see that he
is there to assist the Government and not so much to train
these people. If you appoint a Clerk, he is a Clerk. What
1 think happened is this: the necessity for appointing this
Commissioner before is for the purpose of advising the
Government, because I can very well see that no member
of the Government is going to worry himself about keeping
himself au fait with the Local Government Act; therefore,
this Commissioner is for the purpose of advising the Gov-
ernment.

Sir, I am voting for the Resolution; but 1 think before
we vote for it that the Hon. Premier should without hesita-
tion answer that criticism by the hon. junior member for
St. John because if you bring a Resolution and say that
somebody was appointed, you should not fail to say who
was the person appointed. You must remember thatthat is
our business. This is a thing which hasalready been done.
It is part of the people's business to ask you who has been
appointed. There should not be any secret to the appoint-
ment, It would appear by the way youhave put it down as if
the Government has appointed some nitwit. 1 am the first
to let academicians know that you cannot assess them by
their qualifications alone. Some people with the biggest
qualifications are the biggest nitwits (A VOICE: Why have
you sent your children to get academic qualifications and
degrees?) say what I say. I have no apologies to make. I
am no Socialist; therefore none of them can ask me
anything. 1 say what 1 have in mind to say on the floor of
the House. I have said that I have seen academic idiots
who could not work by their qualifications, but had to sell
pumpkins and fowls to make a living. There are academic
failures all over the world.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior
member for the City. Address the Chair.

MR, MOTTLEY: I am not addressing anybody else.
It is true that you have just taken the Chair but the hon.

senfor member for St. Joseph when he was in the Chair
never let it be thought that he paid attention to asides.

Mr. Chairman, while 1 think I should vote for the
Resolution, 1 also think that the Hon. Premier is morally
bound to this House to tell us who is the person appointed
and so clear the atmosphere. Ifitisas I say, one whom the
Government has trained and one who has been seconded to
that Department, then actually nothing wrong is done if
that man is appointed. However, if somebody is needed as
Local Government Officer, I think I agree with the sugges-
tion by the hon. junior member for St. Andrew that the
Government should invite applications for that post and if
possible ask that that person be a Selicitor because the
salary is very inviting. Personally I think they should
invite applications from legally trained men, preferably
solicitors.

4.45 p.m.

MR. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, everyone of us in
this Chamber is a representative of the taxpayers and, as
a representative of the taxpayers, each one of us is called
upon in this Resolution to vote the sum of $33,407, Itis
therefore incumbent on us who are asked to vote this sum
of money, to be given all the information which is avail-
able at the moment, and there is no reason why it should
not be given to us. It is nct a matter of War time secrecy
which requires that it be concealed or kept secret from
public information, especially when the Addendum to this
Resolution states, as it does in paragraph 2, that a Local
Government Commissioner has been appointed, and when
it comes to paragraph 4, it is stated that it is proposed to
pay these salaries from the lst June, 1958. There is no
reason why, the appointment of the Local Government
Commissioner having already been made, we shouldnot be
given the information as towhobas beenappointed, because
we are now called upon to vote money in respect of this
appointment and in respect of the other proposed appoint-
ments. After all, we should be givennot only the name, but
the full qualifications of the personwho has been appointed,
and we should be told whether the vacancy had been adver-
tised or whether the appointment was made without any
advertisement calling for applications. Even if a suitable
appointment has‘been made, in the absense ofanadvertise-
ment, one does not know who has applied and how much
more suitable other applicants there may have been,
particularly having regard to the attractive salaries which
are offered to these Local Government Officers. The
appointment of the Local Government Commissioner is
different from that of the Local Government Officer,
because in the case of the Local Government Officer, it is
said in the Addendum that it is proposed to createa
temporary post of Local Government Officer, and the money
will come out of this Resolution which we are now asked
to support. If the Government has in mind a particular
individual for this particular post, as the post itself has
not yet been created, you do not expect them to give an
inkling of whom they have in mind. It is the duty of the
Government to inform us, and it is the right of the
Opposition to be informed as tothepersonwho has already
been appointed and who, presumably, as from the lst of
this month, is entitled to draw this $7,680 per annum.

There is another thing which some of us may have
overlooked, and itis inrespect of the salaries of the Clerks
in the City, the Northern and the Southern areas. I do 2ot
know Sir, if you realise that the salary of the Clerk in
each case is more than that of the Clerk of this House. e
is a Solicitor of repute in this Island and we think thata
salary of $520 a month is reasonable for him and we do not
contemplate giving him any more, Well, we are fortunate
to get a man of this repute at this salary; we must be
anticipating the appointment of some persons as Clerks of
these areas who are more highly-qualified and with more
experience than the Clerk of this House!

The hon. and learned junior member for St. Andrew -~ I
nearly said the hon., learned and gallant junior member
for St. Andrew (Mr. F, G, SMITH: Gallant too.) is quite
right in suggesting that the appointment should be made of
somebody who is well qualified, because we can have
persons with modest qualifications to feel that they are
entitled to draw, in this impoverished island, a salary of
$600 a month. This person must be an experienced person




436

and one who is highly-qualified todothis job. An advertise-
ment should be made for this post and the money which is
to be paid out - of course, we cannot contemplate voting
this money to be paid out toa person who is the protege or
friend of any polidcal party or ofany highly-placed person
or relative of such person in this Chamber, in the other
Chamber or in the Federal Chamber. The salary is too
high for the job not to be givento the best possible person.
Judged by comparable standards, the Clerk of this House
is drawing less money than any of the Clerks of the three
areas in respect of Local Government will draw. Without
saying that our Clerk should not be paid any more, I am
saying that you are going to pay these Clerks more than
what you are paying the Clerk of this House, and therefore,
in making any appointment, you must have in mind that
the person must be a highly-qualified and experienced
person to fill this office. I am not voting against this
Resolution, but I am throwing out a note of warning to the
Government that if and when the money is passed, we expect
to hear some high-class appointments made to these very
well-paid posts from the standpoint of the salaries paid to
other people in this Island who have to be qualified and
have a certain amount of experience. These Clerks are to
be paid salaries which are evenhigher thanthat of a Police
Magistrate, and no one is qualified for the post of a Police
Magistrate who is not a Barrister and who does not
also possess University degrees.

While I am not saying that there are not persons who
are brilliant academically, but who lack commonsenseand
who fill some jobs extremely well, or not as well as some
who have not got academic qualifications, yet, I am saying
that you are paying to these Clerks, salaries which are
higher than those of any Police Magistrate or the Clerk
of this House, and youare really envisaging the appointment
of some very efficient and competent person. You should
advertise widely and make sure that you get the best
applicants for this post at this salary. I would not be
surprised if the Clerk of this House were to apply for
this job of $640 a month instead of $520 a month which he
is now enjoying. Iwould not be surprisedif a Police Magis-
trate were to apply for the post of Clerk of one of these
areas. We would have to consider whether we could get
competent people to apply for the post of Clerk of this
House or for a Police Magistracy in this Island. The
responsibility is that of the Government to see that if this
Resolution is passed the money is not wasted, but that it
is expended on nothing but the very best, having regard to
the handsome and lucradve salaries the payment of
which this Resolution contemplates,

4.55 p.m.

MR. STRAUGHN: Mr. Chairman, 1 was wondering
myself how this Resolution could have excited so much
verbosity, and 1 am inclined to feel that it is just one of
the regular opportunities of making as much talk and as
much ado about nothing as is always possible. However, 1
think the thing that strikes me mostly is the attitude adopted
by certain members in feeling that the Hon. Premier has
refused to mention any names. As far as I can notice, he
may have omitted to mention the name, but I do not think
that he will refuse to mention the name of anybody if asked.

I would only like to contribute to this debate in this
angle, Mr. Chairman; 1 would like to feel that Government
continues to pay careful attention and provide people with
courses in public administration or anything necessary for
carrying on of the Government dutiesas theyare becoming
so immense. 1 believe that would be a much more valuable
and constructive contribution than the talk about who a
person is and whose relative he is. 1 should like to feel
that a more constructive bit of criticism would be that
there should be proper provision for courses in public
administration which would be of some assistance in
doing jobs like these.

MR. F. G, SMITH: Mr. Chairman, I should like to
let the hon. junior member for St. Joseph know that he is
the most junior member in this Chamber, and he has no
right to pass judgment on anything anybody says. Itis
only because he is young that I would not jump into this
debate and open it up again, but I want to warn him that
when members on this side speak, they speakas represen-
tatives of the people, and neither the people nor the hon.

junior member for St. Joseph has any right to talk about
verbosity by members inthis Chamber.1 spoke and there-
fore he refers to me, but the only reason I would not
speak again is because I cannot make any more useful
contribution. He has no right to talk about verbosity. Who
gave him the right to do that? If he continues in that vein,
he is going to run into trouble in this Chamber.

MR. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, 1 agree with the hon.
member who has just sat down. It is all right for the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph to get up and cridcise, but
I am wondering whether he thinks it is right to say that
we get up and speak a lot of words that mean nothing. It
would be infinitely better if the hon. member would sit
down and be considered a fool in a matter like this than
to get up and open his mouth and confirm it. The hon.
member got up and pushed his hands in his pockets and
talked about verbosity. 1 admire the hon. member for
speaking; when I came in here | jumpedinto a debate from
the first day, but you could not be more ignorant than to
say that hon. members of the Oppositionsaya lot of words
but mean nothing by them. He knows nothing more about
this, but wants to let the Government know that he will
support them. Take an example from the hon. junior
member for St. James and you will do better.

MR. DOWDING: Mr. Chairman, 1 hope no hon. member
in this Chamber would ever try to cow a new member who
for the first dme tries to add to the debates of this hon,
House. I agree that the hon. junior member for St. Joseph
has perhaps gone a little too far inthis connection, but the
time has come when ] think he should say what he wanted to
say about members on this side.He should however, take
my advice and mendon whom he is talking about and not
generalise. Frankly I am disgusted at the tenor of debates
in this House. When you can sit here and hear a member,
especially as no appointment has been made, make
indicative insinuations or positive assertions, it is time
that we look into our own minds and find out the reason
why a Socialist M.P. canwrite a book called’‘Dwell together
in Unity” inwhich he says that ‘‘Since the War, Politics has
become little more than a lucrative personal racket’’.
Public life therefore has been almost devoid of the spirit
of service. 1agree that the hon. member has gone a little
bit too far, but his critdcism is not a singular one,

MR. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, as one who has had the
privilege of handling the amendments to the Local Govern-
ment Bill in 1956, 1want todraw to the attention of the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph that what he has heard from
this side of the Table is not all verbosity. I happen to
know the numerous ramifications and the amendments of
this Bill, and I doubt whether the Premier himself knows
much about it up to now. Why not bring down a Statement
setting out the progress made on this Bill up to now? It is
all right to get up and talk about verbosity, but I happen to
know that members on that side know lttle or nothing of
this Bill. The hon. senior member for St. George said that
nobody has been appointed, but it is stated here that
somebody has beenappointed. When the hon. senior member
for St. George runs to the rescue of the hon. junior member
for St. Joseph, he has not read what is written here. This
is to give some friend of theirs a job as has been done in
other cases recently. The object of this Resolution is to
provide money to pay a few peoplefor one or two years; so
you should not be misled that next month or in December
you will have Local Government established. Another year
or two will pass, because from 1953 to 1958 they have
been playing around with this.

Mr. Lightburn has gone back for reasons of health,
but he was efficient and you want a man of the calibre of
Mr. Lightburn to establish this. Is this money to pay Clerks
and certain officers, or is it to pay high-salaried men for
not doing the work? It is all right for the hon. junior
member for St. Joseph supported by the hon. senior mem-
ber for St.George to boost the Government. 1 know that
Government does not know what they are doing up to now.
Imagine paying a District Local Commissioner who is not
trained specially or has special qualifications more than.
Judge of the Assistant Court of Appeal. That is what is
happening here, because you are paying a man in this
post more than a Magistrate or a Judge.

5.05 p.m.
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Too far east is west. That iswhatis happening here today.
Tell me how many posts thereareinwhich the salaries are
that of a Judge. What is the use of qualifying in certain
legal professions when if you become a favoured person
with the present Government set-up you can get a big job?
That is the position obtaining here and I resent the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph getting up and insulting
people. He has just come in here to insult people who
happen to know the inside of these things. Government is
creating sinecures. This job is a sinecure because he is
going to train people and he has not the necessary ability
or education. He is going to train people who can probably
train him. Yet he will get $600 a month to do that job.
You find that there are jobs right down the line for which
persons are handpicked. They are handpicked by the
Executive Committee. Members of that Committee have
the opportunity of helping their friends.

Now, Let me see how many more of their friends they
can heip by this Resolution. The Local Government
Commissioner has already been appointed by them. You
also have to appoint a Clerk and a Treasurer for the City
area. That means two more persons. You also have to
appoint another Clerk and another Treasurer for the
Northern area and two more for the Southern area. Then
you have another Local Government Officer and a Steno-
grapher. That means two more persons; therefore, the
Government has the opportynity of helping eight more
persons in new posts. You have helped one so far and if
an hon. member can come in here anddoes not understand
the game of politics, let him tryandlearn it. I predict that
in another year or two this thing will not be set up but the
salaries will have been voted and they will play the
game for another year or two.

MR. STRAUGHN: Mr. Chairman, 1 do not want to
prolong this debate. 1 am sorry if 1 have been a bit too
inconclusive with the remarks ] have made. I have heard
one or two pretty good contributions made on that side of
the House and if I had used the term verbosity - and I think
the term applies to them ~ I am sorry if it hurts them. 1
heard the hon. senior member for the City say that he
would vote for the Bill. I alsoheardthe hon. members who

claimed that they are the Official Opposition say that ther

was nothing good in this Resolution. I think that it is the
duty of the Official Opposition, if they say that they are
not golng to support something, to say positively what
they recommend. When I hear the Opposition say what they
did and criticised the Resolution and then other people say
that they would support it but the Opposition does not say
what they recommend, I think it is time that the people
become enlightened to these matters.

MR, CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, 1 thipk it is time
that the hon. junior member for St. Joseph takes his
impertinence somewhere else. The Opposition is not here
to take:impertinence from him or fromany hon, member on
that side of the Chamber.

HON. H. G. H, CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, 1 think in
‘‘May’s’’ the word ‘‘impertinence’’ used in reference to
another hon. member is out of order.

MR, CRAWFORD: Do not bother over thinking; you
ought to know. While the hon. member is thinking, I will
go on,

HON. H. G, H. CUMMINS: The hon. member is out
of order.

MR. CRAWFORD: You cannot say that ] am out of
order because you are thinking so, We are glad to hear
that the hon. member can think butlethim get his thoughts
resolved before he tells us about them.

1 say that the hon. member on that side who told us
what to do is impertinent. There is nobody who can tell us
what to do with regard to the Opposition. 1f the Opposition
feels that they are not going to support a Billland they feel
like saying why, that is a matter for them, but they
have not got to say so.

Hon. members who cast their minds backwill see the
length of dme that this matter was hanging fire. I see in
the Addendum to the Resolution that the Local Government
Commissioner, Mr. Lightburn, has relinquished his duties
for reasons of health. I know that Mr. Lightburn was
absolutely fed up and disgusted with the unconscionable
delay on the part of the Government in implementing his
recommendations with regard to Local Government reform.

HON. DR, H. G, H, CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, I rise
on a point of order. In connection with the word ‘‘imper-
tinent”’ used by the hon. senior member for St. Philip, in
May's Sixteenth Edition, on page 474 it is stated that no
member should refer to another member as impertinent,

MR. CRAWFORD: Let us hear exactly what it says.

HON. DR. H.G.H. CUMMINS: Alist of offensive words
is given therc and one of them is ‘‘impertinent’’.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I would like to draw to the attention
of the hon. senior member for St, Philip that on page 474
of May’s, you find certain expressions which a member
cannot use of another and in those expressions, you find
the word ‘‘impertinence”’,

MR. CRAWFORD: To what does it apply? A remark
or a member?

MR. CHAIRMAN: It is set out.

MR, CRAWFORD: What is setout? Wehave to be sure
what we are doing. In other words, is it unparliamentary
to say that a remark is impertnent or to say thata
member is impertinent? Which is wrong?

5.15 p.m.

MR, CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior
member for St. Philip. Rule 129 of the Rules of this House
says this:

‘‘No member may use offensive or unbecoming words
in reference to any member of the House."'

And on page 474 of ‘‘May’s’’ the word *‘impertinent’’
is set out among the expressions which have caused the
Chair to intervene from time to time in the Debate. I am
therefore asking the hon. member to withdraw the word
‘‘impertinent’’ which has been used with reference to the
hon. junior member for St. Joseph.

MR. CRAWFORD: Well, let us say thatit is the height
of presumption on the hon. member’s part.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. member withdraw the
word?

MR. CRAWFORD: 1 do so with the greatest respect
if ‘‘May’s’’ is so ticklish on it.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Is the hon. member withdrawing
the word?

MR. CRAWFORD: | said I withdraw it.
MR, CHAIRMAN: I now hear that,

MR. CRAWFORD: It is the height of presumption for
any member of the Government Party, constituted as it is
now, to presume to tell the Opposition how to carry out
its business. If the Oppositon feels that an issue before
the House is not deserving of its support, it need not
explain anything in detail to anybody as to why it is not
going to support that issue. More often than not when you
explain in too much detail, you talk above the heads of the
Government, as happened last Tuesdzy, and, as you will
remember, with the Markets and Slaughterhouses Bill
which came back here with 53 amendments. Mr. Lightburn
sat on his heels in Country Road for fully three years,
glad for work to do, and told his friends that never in his
life has he had to deal with individuals like those which
comprised the Government. If hon. members had been
following the*‘Maude’’ Report, they would have seenits age.
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Ask the Government what they have done during all this
time. Mr. Ramsay went to England and had a course and
returned; the ‘‘Maude’’ Report must be about five or six
years old. I understand that it was produced in 1952. In
other words, six years have elapsed and what have they
done in that six years? ls it necessary for the Opposition
to come in here and give details for the benefit of hon.
members who have now come, because they do not know
what has flown under the bridge? It is for them to sit and
learn, but to come here and state that we have repeated
all that we said ad nauseam from 1952 untl now is both
stupidity and presumption. I believe it is more a question
of disgust.than ill health on Mr. Lightburn's part, he
having to sit down and do nothingandwe paid him all these
years for doing nothing. If Mr. Lightburn is ill - and we
are sorry to hear that he is ill - it is due to the lack of
acilvity. Some people instead of wearing out, rust out, and
Mr. Lightburn rusted out; the Government sat down and
continued to pay him his salary monthafter month and year
after year for doing nothing. From the beginning of the
current Sesslon’the Officer administering the Governmemt
said that the Local Government elections would be held
later this year and people would be looking forward to
these elections being held this year. The Officer adminis-
tering the Government told us earlier this year that we
would have Local Government elections this year and in-
stead of the Government coming down and saying: ‘‘We are
going to have Local Government elections on a specified
date” what do they say? They say that it is expected that
it would have been possible to hold these elections before
the end of the year. Is that good enough, Mr. Chairman? As
a matter of fact, the entire Island knows that so much has
been done to lay the framework for Local Government
elections that it is almost beyond the realm of possibility
that they wiil be held this year, In spite of the fact that
they have not put downany definitedate for these elections,
they arz going to appoint a number of officers whose duties
are not quite clear. If more work had been done for setting
up a basis for elections and the subsequent formation of
Local Government Bodies, one could well understand the
practicability of beginning with these officials now; but, Mr.
Chairman, I want to ask you something; what will a Local
Government Commissioner, a Local Government Officer,
a Clerk and a Treasurer in the City area, a Clerk and a
Treasurer in the Northern area and a Clerk anda
Treasurer in the Southern area do from now until these
elections are held? One must remember that the Vestries
are stll in existence; each Vestry has a Vestry Clerk
and each parish still has a Parochial Treasurer; therefore
it does appear to me that thisisan unnecessary duplication
of offices. If you still have your Parochial Treasurers and
your Vestry Clerks, what on earth are these additional
Treasurers to do at this stage? Do you mean to say that
we are so well off with money which we cannot find for
essential purposes, that we can afford to squander $33,000
odd between now and the end of the year appointing these
people to Local Government Offices when the Local
Government Offices are so far from even the appearance
of beginning to function? The Government told us last
year that they could notfind money for educational purposes
and we are to remove the Sixth Form at the St. Michael’s
Girls’ School on the grounds of economy; but we can find
money to squander to the extent of $33,000 odd for reasons
which are not clearly defined. Can any hon. member on
that side of the House tell this Committee in reality what
work there will be to keep these gentlemen employed
from now until when these Councils will function next year?
Must we appoint all of these people now? If you, Sir, or
anybody else in this Chamber - as a matter of fact, if all
of us in here had had the pleasureand privilege of hearing
the comments of Mr. Lightburnas to the scandalous manner
in which this Government has gone about the translation of
the local Vestry system into the proposed system, we
would not vote one cent of this money today, and incidental-
ly, Mr. Lightburn is not the only Head of a Department
who is fed up with the Government’s policy in this mauter.
It is a scandal throughout the service; the laziness of the
Government, the indifference of the Government and the
slow, slow dresome process by which anything is being
done in this Island is indeed scandalous.

5.25 p.m.

I am not going to vote this money, Mr. Chairman, because

F-do not see that at this stage it is justifiable to expend
this money for the purposes set out in this Resolution.
For instance, Mr. Chairman, this Bill to set up these
Local Government bodies was riddled with errors and had
to come back before this Legislature. God only knows when
it will become Law. It has to come here in the slow snail-
like fashion in which Government does its duties, then it
may be discussed one of these days, then it has to go back
to the Other Place tobepassed, and Mr. Chairman, neither
you nor I nor anybody else knows when it is likely to
become Law. As a matter of fact, I go so far as to say
that if the amending Bill were before the House now, I
would vote this money; but for God's sake, let us get on
with the local machinery for creating these Councilis before
we begin to spend money on officials of the Council, when
only God knows when the actual Councils themselves will
begin to exist.

HON. DR, H. G, H, CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, there
are a few questions which I would like to answer. The hon.
junior member for Christ Church asked about the amend-
ments to the Bill. The amendments to the Bill, I have
every reason to believe, will be presented to this House in
another four or six weeks. The date of the elections we
cannot say definitely.

Now the hon. senior member for the City asked a
question. When Mr. Lightburn came here therewasa mem-
ber of the Civil Service who who seconded to work with
him. As a matter of fact, Mr. Lightburn chose that
gentleman himself, He worked with Mr, Lightburn all the
tdme he was here and in addidon he was sent on Mr.
Lightburn’s recommendation to one or two of the best
Councils in England for training. The gentleman has al-
ready been appointed; so there is no secret; his name is
Mr. Ramsay. Of course, 1 do not want to answer those
nasty remarks about whose relative he is, Mr. Ramsay
happens not to be related to anybody on this side of the
Chamber. 1 do not usually go to that level in the gutter,
but to clear the air I want to say that he is not related
to anybody over here. Besides the hon. member knows
that we do not appoinc anybody.

MR. TALMA: Ona point of order. Is the Hon. Premier
referring to me?

HON. DR, H. G, H. CUMMINS: After Mr. Lightburn
took sick and had to leave, obviously the best person to

succeed him was the person whom he had trained and who
had been to England for further training.

MR. TALMA: On a point of order, Mr. Ramsay is the
brother-in-law of Mr. D, H, L, Ward and a protég€ of the
present Federal Labour Party Government. I think it was
the hon. junior member for St. John who made the point,
but in his absense I wanted to make things clear.

HON. DR. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Of course, that sort
of thing does not emanate from the minds of this side of
the Table.

As 1 said before, Mr. Ramsay has been trained, and
that is why I am asking for the appointment of these Clerks
and Treasurers as soon as possible, so that he should
have these men trained by the time the new Local Govern-
ment Act is introduced. I really do not see any objection
to that. Everybody knows the difference between the present
Vestry system and the Local Government system. If you
do not know anything about it you should be trained.

Now the hon senior member for Christ Cbhurch said
that he had to do a lotwith this Bill when it was first here,
and that nobody over here knows anything about it. Ten
members were elected to a Seclect Committee and the hon.
senior member for Christ Church happened to be one. As
far as I know he did not handle the Bill in this House; he
did not pilot it through the House for him to say that he had
to clear up a lot of things, and that he is the only man who
knows anything about this.

MR, TALMA: On a point of order. On one occasion
I handled both the Local Government Bill and the Repre-
sentaton of the People Bill when the Hon. Premier had to
attend some Conference either in Curacao or Aruba. The
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present Minister of Communications was out of the island
and the present Hon. Minister of Trade declined to handle
these Government Bills because he was not au fait; the
ex-Premier was ill at Tyrol Cot soonafter the hurricane in
1956, so if the hon. member does not know he should
not try to discredit anybody.

HON. DR. H. G, H. CUMMINS: The Hon. Minister of
Communications who is now the Minister of Trade was
quite right not to handle the Bill because he knew nothing
about it, and obviously a member who saton the Committee
was the person to handle it because he knew more about it.
5.35 p.m.

MR, TALMA: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. The Hon. Premier is trying to make me out a liar.
He saidthatl handleditwhenitwas dealt with in Committee
1 am saying that I handled it in here,

HON., DR, H. G, H, CUMMINS: That is what I was
saying. I am saying that you know more about it than the
hon. senior member for St.Michael. Sir, 1 am sorry that
the hon. senior member for St. Georgeisnot here because
he quoted a reference in answer tothe hon. junior member
for St. Joseph, by John Hatch. It appled to Trinidad. I
have it here before me. Barbados was not mentioned
atall.

MR. MOTTLEY: Before the Hon. Premier sits down,
I would just like him toanswer meone queston. I see here
included in the Resolution the sum of $1,145 for equipment.
Can the Hon. Premier tell me what has become of the
equipment used by Mr. Lightburn? 1 attended that office
several imes and at his office there were typewriters,
tables, desks and chairs.

HON, DR, H.G.H, CUMMINS: Asfar as I can remem-
ber, those bits of furniture were borrowed; a desk from
here and a typewriter from there. Now that we are
establishing the Department, we have to give, them
furniture.

The question that the Resolution do now pass was

put and resolved in the affirmative without division.

On motion of Hon. R. G. Mapp, seconded by Hon.
F. E. Miller, Mr. Chairman reported the passing of one
Resolution in Committee and asked leave for the Com-

mittee to sit again.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported

accordingly.
SUSPENSION OF SITTING
HON. R. G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that
the sitting of the House be now suspendedfor half an hour.

HON. F E, MILLER: I beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division.
5.45 p.m.
RESUMPTION OF COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

On resumbption,

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

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

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1958-59 No. 3
TRADE DISPUTES

HON. R, G. MAPP: The next Resolution, Mr. Chair-
man, is a Resolution to place the sum of $5,500 at the
disposal of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to
supplement the estimates 1958-59, Part 1, Current, as
shown in the Supplementary Estimate 1958-59, No. 3which
forms the Schedule tothe Resolution. As hon. members will
see from the Addendum to this Resolution, the provision
in the Estimates for this item, Trade Disputes, is $2,000.
As hon. members will know, this estimate has been really
based on previous years’ estimates and it is impossible
to foretell what will happen in any one year. It has so
happened, as this Committee knows quite well, that we

have had a Trade Dispute andwe have had to set up a Boar?d
of Enquiry into the Sugar Industry and the result is that it
has cost us $3,000 more than what was estimated, We
have come down for this amount of $5,500in order that we
can have a further amnunt in reserve should there be
further enquiries this year.

Hon. members are aware thatitis the intention of the
Government to have a further enquiry into the Industry as
was broadcast by the Hon. Premier, andwe have therefore
come down for the totalamount which will give us a reserve
of $2,000. We are now asking that this amount in the
Estimates be supplemented by $5,500.

1 beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.
HON. D. D, GARNER: I beg to second that.

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, before you put the
question, I should like to say a few words. This Resolution
has been found necessary, according to the Addendum,
because of disputes in the Sugar Industry, and supple-
mentary provision is now required to meet the past calls
as well as to make provision for possible calls during the
rest of the year. What is fore-shadowed therefore, is the
possibility of further enquiries into the Sugar Industry as
has been confirmed by the Hon. Minister who is in charge
of the Resoludon. This enquiry deals only with Trade
Disputes and one thing which has emerged from the past
trade dispute is that whether you have a Board of Enquiry
or not, the workers in the industry are fairly able to take
care of themselves. Thereis another section of the industry
to which I want to make a passing reference while we are
discussing this Resolution; I am suggesting that the terms
of reference of any subsequent enquiry which is conducted
this year into the Sugar Industry shouldinclude an investi-~
gation into the price which is being paid for canes. It is
not very often realised that the price for canes forms
an umimportant part of the remuneration of Sugar Wrokers,
for the simple reason that a greatportion of these workers
reap canes mostly from the rented land - - - - -

MR, F. G. SMITH: On a point of order. I do not see
wiat relevance that has to the Resolution onhand. Are you
going to re-open the whole dispute now?

MR. CRAWFORD: The hon. member is apparently
very anxious to have himself heard. Ona matter like thiz,

MR, CHAIRMAN: The hon. member said that he wanted

| to make passing reference to the matter; he will recall

that. I am advising him, therefore, not to go very far into
the Sugar Industry as a whole.

MR. CRAWFORD: If the intervener 1sanxious to have
himself heard and if he knows anythingabout trade disputes
or anything about the Sugar Industry, there isample scope
for him to speak later on during the debate on this Resolu-
tion. You must have read here in this Resolution, Mr.
Chairman, that the Addendum says that this money is
necessary, because of a dispute.in the Sugar Industry;
therefore, I am entirely within my right to make a passing
reference to all phases of the industry which are involved
in the dispute. That is what Iwas saying when I was unfor-
tunately and misguidedly interrupted; I was saying thattae
price paid for canes constitutes an important part of ;e
wages of sugar workers. lam saying, Sir, in all seriousnesc
I am well within the scope of the debate to make this
reference and I am not really debarred from talking about
cane prices as such. (Laughter). I can well understand the
joviality of the hon. senior member for St. George, but
not the joviality of the hon. junior member for St. Andrew.
While within the scope of the Resolution, I can talk about
cane prices as such; I can talk about cane prices in so far
as they apply to agricultural workers. The majority of
workers grow canes on theeighthof an acre, quarter acre
or half an acre of land which they rent from the estate on
which they work and you, Mr. Chairman, although you do
not represent a rural constituency, you keep your ears so
closely down to what is passing that I am sure you must
have heard the rumblings of discontent amongagricultural
workers in the dispute not only with regard to the wages
they were paid, but also with regard to the price which
they were getting for canes. Therefore, 1 say that in the
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interest of all who sell canes, and in view of the fact that
the price which is being paid for canes throughout the
Island by all of the factories does not bear any proper
relation to the price of sugar. If the Government is inter-
ested in the matter, the Government would see to it that
any subsequent enquiry into the industry includes an
inquiry into the price peid by sugar factories for canes.
6.30 p.m.

Most of us will welcome the news there is to be a
further inquiry, and we also sincerely hope that no
extraneous pressure will be brought to bear on any
subsequent inquiry, as was attempted last dme, to influ-
ence the decision of the investigation. It is well known,
Sir, that political pressure was attempted on the part of
the last enquirers in the Sugar Industry, and itwasa
scandalous and almost criminal thing; therefore 1 am
justified in sounding a note of warning now that invest-
gations of this kind are expected to be beyond reproach,
and that no outside interference from any level should be
allowed to influence their decisions one way or another,
The Report must be based on the facts which they have
found after a thorough and impartial invesdgation. The
enormous profits being made by the Sugar Industry in
Barbados warrant a thorough inquiry. It is all well and
good for people to disparage a dispute as we have heard,
and tospeakintermsasif theentire issue was unnecessary
but when it is known, Mr. Chairman, or remembered that
the Sugar Industrialists in this island were actually trying
to get away with an extra $4 million profit, then the
justification for the dispute becomes so apparent that one
marvels. In British Guiana last year in consequence of the
wide variatdons in sugar prices as between the price of
sugar sold in the guaranteed market - - - -

MR. F., G. SMITH: On a point of order, - - - -

MR. CRAWFORD: I am not giving way at all, because
what 1 am saying is relatdve to the Resolution.

MR. F G, SMITH: AmI tounderstand that the amount
of money which is being passed is for canes?

MR. CRAWFORD: If the hon. member is not sober or
is sleeping, 1 would suggest thathe wakes up, because if he
is not asleep, he is conveying theimpression that he is not
sober, because I have not said anything about canes in
the last ten mimutes.

MR, F, G, SMITH: Ona point of order, perhaps 1 woke
up when I left the Party towhich the hon. member belongs.
(Cheers from Government Bench.)

MR. CHAIRMAN: Having made a passing reference
in connection with the price of canes, I am asking the hon.
member to stick to the Resolution,

MR. CRAWFORD: 1 am talking about the sugar
industry.

MR, CHAIRMAN: You have already made the point.

MR. CRAWFORD: Which point?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The point about the terms of refer-
ence in the Sugar Industry, and I am suggesting to you not
to go any further into the Sugar Industry dispute.

MR. CRAWFORD: Areyou suggestingthatlam talking
about the price of canes? 1 thought you were listening to
what I was saying. I canunderstand the hon. junior member
for St. Andrew, because he left the Party to which 1 belong
because we could not give him a job; we could not make
him a Magistrate or Solicitor General. ( Laughter)

MR, CHAIRMAN: 1 am asking the hon. member to
deal with the Resolution.

MR. CRAWFORD: Apparently you did not objectwhen
the hon. member made the remark that he woke up when
he left the Party to which 1 belong. The point is that he
still will not get the job.lam saying, Sir, that this Resolu-
tion refers to a dispute in the sugar industry; and if mem-
bers of this Committee realise what we are dealing with,
any of them withanyiota of undersmndingwould understand
the justification for my remarks. If I am not allowed to

comment on the sugar industry or the .unfair conditions
existing in it, I would like to ask why are they going to
appoint another Committee. If everything is now fair,
reasonable and satisfactory, why do they want more money?
You are asking for money to have another enquiry, and I
am telling you that it would take a long time before any-
body can stop me from talking on this. The implication is
as clear as a pike staff; Government itself is not satisfied
with conditions in the industry; and if the Government is
implying here today that they know that thereis still some-
thing wrong in the Sugar Industry, itiscrass ignorance for
me as an elected representative of the people of Barbados
to sit down and not say what is wrong. The dispute this
year was quite justified because of the wide variations in
prices between sugar sold on the guaranteed market and
sugar sold on the international and free market. Asa
matter of fact, I go so farasto say that one of the reasons
for this dispute was because the workers themselves
engaged in the industry realised that there was a record
production and fluctuation of prices, and they were not
gettng a fair share from the price of sugar. I cited the
fact that in British Guiana where the sugar industrialists
made an extra $2 million, they were fair encugh, and
without any dispute, to present the workers with §1 million
out of the $2 million which they made. In Barbados where
so many millions extra were made, they had to have a
row to get their share.

6.40 p.m.

I submit that it is because the Government itself is con-
vinced of the view that conditions are not fair in so far as
that industry is concerned that they themselves arewilling
to spend money to get somebody heretomake full enquiry
int the industry. As I have said before, 1 want the man to
do the job thoroughly and impardally, and I do not want
anybody to influence his decision one way or the other. If
the dissatisfaction in the sugar industry were minor or
settled already, there would be no cause for a further
inqui.'y and one sincerely hopes that the money we have
voted today for another enquiry would be very well spent,
and at the end of this subsequent enquiry there shall be
little cause for dissatisfaction on the part of either the
workers or the small cane producersin the sugar industry.

MR. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, before you put the
question, I rise to endorse the remarks of the previous
speaker and 1 will not dre hon. members in repeating
what he said. I feel very pleased tohear the Hon. Minister
who introduced this Resolution say that a further enquiry
into the Sugar Industry will take place very soon. I presume
that the enquiry would be of an economic nature and in a
way as that which was done by Professor Sheppard. I
would suggest that the Hon, Minister, and the Government,
in appointing an expert of experts to do this job, select
men of the calibre of Professor Sheppard who did a good
job in going into the economics of the sugar industry on
the last occasion and something fair and equitable to the
sugar workers island wide. When you think of men of his
calibre, of his ability and training, you can think of
nobody better than Dr. Jolly of the Imperial College of
Tropical Agriculture; and it is only if you get a man of
that calibre that the workers will feel that they are not
robbed, as they felt this year when we of the Democratic
Labour Party had to go to their assistance and had to
bring pressure to bear on the Government who claims to
represent the same class of people.

Sir, imagine the Board of Enquiry into this dispute
recommending a 7% ad hoc bonous to be paid out to sugar
workers.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior
member for Christ Church. Keep to the Resolution.

MR. TALMA: I am dealing with the recommendations
of the last Commission of Enquiry.

MR. CHAIRMAN: What the Board of Enquiry did is
not in the Resolution.

MR. TALMA: This Resolution is for money to pay
these people, and I am saying here and now that the Board
of Enquiry made certain recommendations which merely
confused the minds of the sugar workers, and Iam
referring to the recommendations with respect to the ad
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hoc-bonus. That is not clear totheworkers. The 7% ad hoc
bonus. means an additional 7%, in wages. Why not say that
and pay it weekly? Why say that itis a bonus ? Up to now
the workers have not been paid the 7§ ad hoc bonus and
the Government should not allow a Board of enquiry to
make recommendations to confuse workers. The Govern-
ment is a Labour Government which claims to represent
the same workers. The members of the Government got in
here on the back of these same workers and cane cutters:
and now that they are in power, they are forgetting the
same people who put them into power. Recommendations
have been made which they cannot understand and which
apparently will never be implemented; and if they are
implemented the workers will never know the conditions
thereof. If you want another enquiry like that, you will have
another confusion: and when that confusion sdrs up again
you will be saying: ‘‘political mongrels’ referring to
members of the Democratic Labour Party. Now that you
are in power, you will say that: but when you are out of
power, you will not say that,

1 am suggesting to the Government which claims to
represent the cane-cutters as they formerly did represent
them, that they see that a man of proper calibre be
appointed to enquire into the economics of the industry.
Only an economic expert should be appointed. He should be
a man who understands figures and who can work out the
economics of this thing. I welcome the statement made by
the Hon. Minister and 1 do hope a proper man will be
chosen; and the man of the proper calibre to choose is
Dr. Jolly. It is only by the appointment of a man like him
who would be impartial that the workers will geta
square deal and a just reward,

MR, TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, unlike my colleagues I
really agree with the Government that they may well have
to hold another Board of Enquiry soon into the sugar
industry because the agricultural workers of this colony
have had such a bitter experience that they are not
prepared to start cutdng canes at the beginning of the
next crop season undl they know where they stand.

MR. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. I do not know if the hon. member is serious about
what he {s saying. He has made a very strong statement.

MR, TUDOR: For the benefit of the hon, senior mem-
ber for the City and his colleagues, I have said that the
agricultural workers of this colony - the cane cutters - are
not going to reap the cane crop at the beginning of the
next crop season until they know where they stand in the
matter of wages and the conditdons of work. Put that in
the Beacon next week. I say that, Mr, Chairman, because
of the bitter experience they have had in the last two
months in this dispute which has just passed, and I agree
with my colleague, the hon. senior member for Christ
Church, for pinning quite emphatically all the blame and
the responsibility for that dispute on the shoulders of the
hon. members opposite. They are the people who even
before they knew or investigated all the facts of the case
ran with indecent haste to the microphones or on public
platforms to take the side of the employers in the sugar
industry against the employees.

HON. DR. H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, I rise
on a point of order, Is that anything to do with the Resolu-~
tdon? This Resolution deals with money to provide
for trade disputes.

6.50 p.m.

MR, TUDOR: As a mattes* of fact, something has
just come to my mind which had escaped me. The hon.
member who has just crossed me tonopurpose, 1 mean the
Premier, made an ineffectiml attempt to stem the tide and
landed in an ants’ nest. (Laughter), That was the Kmit of

his contribution to the debate.

MR, CHAIRMAN: It 18 true thatthis Resolution makes
reference to the payment of expensesin the recent enquiry,
but the Report of the Board is not before us, as I have al-
ready said. I do not agree with the hon. member in going
into this matter.

MR, TUDOR: Withalldue respecttoyou, 1 have fought
many battles in this House with regard to the freedom of

N

hon. members in the debate, 1 hope to fight many more and
1 hope that during Your Honour's regimeyou will not clash
with me. It is a breach of privilege for you to interpret the
matter in that way.

MR. CHAIRMAN: You will not have any ciash with me
as long as I am in the Chair.

MR, TUDOR: If the Chair is right. I am not suffering
any breaches of the privileges of hon. membersin debate. 1
know the Rules of Parliamentaswellasany hon. member of
this House, and 1 propose to debate this Resolution in the
way 1 know it. The trouble with this Resoludon is, Mr.
Chairman, that the Hon. Minister has not told this House
that the money which we voted in the Estimates was not
sufficient to cover the expenses of the last enquiry; he made
an attempt to doit, buthe did not sufficiently make it clear.
If he wants money, both to pay the expenses of the last
enquiry and also for those of further enquiries, then it is
pertinent to this debate to refer to the cause of a trade
dispute, the cause of the enquiry and the enquiry itself; I
will not be beaten off that point. They went to the micro-
phones; they went on public platforms. (MR, MOTTLEY:
They, who?) The members opposite; they intervened into
the dispute precisely in the waythey should not have inter-
vened in it, and onthe side of which they should not have
intervened, in order to make the workers believe that the
dispute never existed.
HON. R. G. MAPP: On a point of Order. The hon.
member is out of order, and he is doing that for mis-
chievous purposes.

MR. TUDOR: 1 take that word “ mischievous’’ to be
unparliamentary and offensive, and I ask that it be with-
drawn.

HON. R. G, MAPP: When the hon. member ........

MR. TUDOR: On a point of Order. 1 deem the hon.
member’s remark ‘*mischievous’’ to be offensive.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Two hon. membersare on the floor;
will the Hon. Minister take his seat?

HON. R. G, MAPP: | am speaking on a point of order.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The word ‘‘mischievous’’ does not

appear in the expressions which are setoutin ‘‘May’s’’ as
being offensive. The hon. member may proceed.

Mr. TUDOR rose to speak.

HON, R. G. MAPP: On what is the hon. member
speaking? You have already ruled, Mr. Chairman.

MR. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman ......

MR, CHAIRMAN: I have already ruledasto the use of
the word ‘‘mischievous’’ and that is the end of it. The word
does not appear in °‘‘May's” as an offensive word.

MR, CRAWFORD: On a point of order ....

HON, R, G. MAPP: How can the hon. member be on a
point of order?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. senior member for St.
Philip take his seat?

MR. CRAWFORD: On a point of Order .....
HON, R, G, MAPP; Mr. Chairman ....
MR. CRAWFORD:; Mr. Chairman ..eee.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The hon. senior member for St.
Thomas is spesking on a point of order; I will hear him.

HON. R. G. MAPP: I am speakingon a point of order.
MR. CHAIRMAN: I am hearing you.

HON, R. G. MAPP; I am saying that this Resolution
here is not to provide for the setting up of a Board of En-
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quiry into any disputes; this Board has already sat, If the
hon. member wants toenquireintoany cause, any perverted
cause that he may have .....

MR, TUDOR: 1 object ot the use of the word ‘‘per-
verted'’ by the hon. member.

HON. R, G, MAPP: 1 am speakingon a point of order.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Objection has been taken to the use of
the word ‘‘perverted’’ by the hon. member,and] am asking
him to withdraw it.

HON. R. G, MAPP: I will withdraw that word and say
that if the hon. member wants to enquire into any cause
which, in the opinion of others, is a righteous cause——if
this Resolution sought to provide for the setting up of a
Board of enquiry, the hon. member’s remarks would have
been in order; but they are now out of order. Fancy, in a
serious matter like this, instead of the hon. member rising
on a substantive motion.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has made his point
of order.

HON. R. G. MAPP: 1 will bow to your ruling, Mr.
Chairman.

MR, CHAIRMAN: The hon. senior member for St, Lucy
may proceed.

MR, TUDOR:Iam mentioning this because you will see
how relative it is to what we have under discussion now.
The Government members had the effrontery to tell the
canecutters that if they did not go back to work, if they did
not do what they wanted them todoand did it quite prompt-
ly, they would be ruining the economy of the island. How-
ever, they did nottell the other side that; they could not tell
them that, because they were afraid to do so. One of their
own colleagues, who was a member of the Other Place and
who is now a Senator inthe Federal Parliament, was on the
point of buying a plantation and was offering £ 35,000 for it;
he was prepared to buy it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Again, what is that to do with the
Board of Enquiry? How does that affect it?

MR. TUDOR: It is simply to substantiate my point that
the Government Party was telling thattoall the land owners
and the big employers of labour, because one of their mem-
bers who was to be a landowner and who has now been ap-
pointed a Senator inthe Federal Parliament held back. 1 am
talking about Dr. Cato and 1 am talking about Clermont
Plantadon.

7.00 p.m.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I have already drawn to your atten-
don that that has no connection with the Resolution, and if
you continue I will have to rule.

MR. TUDOR: They had to set up a Board of Enquiry
because the kind of connection which they had with the other
side made it impossible for them to speak with a clear
volce to both sides of the Industry. They had to take sides
with one and tell the other side to do things to the other's
disapproval, They could not imagine that when they came to
us to ask for money, because they have exhausted what was
given to them because of that enquiry, that we were going
to use our freedom to question them and their policy to the
dispute which has gone. They had a top level conference
at the Ministerial Bulldings to decide whether they should
arrest members of the Democratic Labour Party and the
hon. senior member for St. Peter.

MR, CHAIRMAN: That has no bearing to this Reso-
lution; if you continue to say thingswhichare not relevant,
I will have to rule you out of order.

MR. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, if youchoose to rule me
out of order, I cannot stop you, but I will still speak. They
wanted to have usarrestedalon-gwith the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Peter whois now absent, because we represent-
ed the workers and put them to shame. It is only because
one of them, more cowardly than the othersbut with a little
more foresight, saw through the thing and warned them
against it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I am warning the hon. member for
the last time that the points he is making have absolutely
nothing to do with this Resolution, and the very next ime he
says anything irrelevant, 1 shall rule him out of order.

MR, TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I sympathisewith you for
what must be a difficult task, butyouinterrupt me so often
that it is difficult for me to put my thoughts to you as
quickly as possible; I have to giveyouin bits, That was the
stand they took to their eternal shame and when they brought
the Committee of Enquiry here, the mostimportant of them
did all manner of things to humbug the working of the
Committee to make it give a biassed Report; for itis
reported that a person not now a member of this House but
serving in another capacity, had the Chairman of the Board
of Enquiry to dinner and begged himnotto award anything
at all to the workers.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member isagainstraying.
MR. TUDOR: May I continue, Mr. Chairman?

MR. CHAIRMAN: Just a minute. (After a pause) The
hon. member may continue.

MR. TUDOR: I am thankfultohearthat I am in order.
I was saying when I satdownthat an influential member of
their Party, having the most influence, is reportedto have
put pressure on the Chairman of that Committee of Enquiry
not to award anything at all to the agricultural workers.
Now we find ourselves here being asked to give them more
money to provide for a contdngency which they have not
explained to us, but which they just say is foreseeable. At
what ime, may I ask, duringtherestof this year are we to
have this other Committee of Enquiry set up for the pur-
pose of adjudicating agricultural disputes? If they feelthat
the position is not yet satisfactory, and that soon from now
another Committee will have to sit, whichiswhat they im-
ply, they have a right totell thisHouse that. If, on the con-
trary, they donotforesee any such contingency or if they do
not believe that it would be necessary for another Com-
mittee of Enquiry to sit, they do not need all this money,
and the Addendum itself, as it is worded, is an incitement
to industrial disputes in thisisland. If youfeel that there is
going to be a dispute, you should tell us why you want the
money; if you know thereis not going to be, it is they on the
other side who are irresponsible people who are fighting
perverted purposes and using the people’s money for in-
citng a riot.

I notice, Mr. Chairman, that when the Democratic
Labour Party Has to do anything, thereis always weeping
and gnashing of teeth, and even those people who do not have
so that they can gnash., The hon. junior member for St.
James is the case at point.

7.10 p.m.

Well, our party exists for one purpose only and that is to
see that agricultural workers and all underprivileged
persons in this island get their fair share of the wealth of
this island. 1 am sorry that an hon. member who was a
foundation member of our Party and whoatour last annual
Conference spoke to the assembled delegates in open
session was asleep when all that happened. There was no
member around where we are sitting who did not seem to
like him: so I wonder why he was asleep; but he must
decide what side of the helm and what side in politics is
good for him. I do not think it is a good thing for him to
deprive of his counsel and services the association which
he has enjoyed and which he, when he enjoyed it, found
pleasant and courteous.

HON. D, D, GARNER: Mr. Chairman, I really had no
intention of joining in this debate, but I do so because of
certain remarks which the last speaker made against the
Government. He is playing to the gallery, hoping to get
political recognition, hoping that the agricultural workers
are so gullible as not to know their friends and he is trying
to do the thing which another organisation has done in the
past and failed miserably.

We have all agreed thatthereis need for investigation
into the economics of the sugar industry. We thought that
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it would have come before from the side of the Union. The
Government is not here to initiate a dispute between
workers as such and their employers, but members of the
Democratic Labour Party are trying to fool the agricultu-
ral workers throughout the length and breadth of the coun-
try and trying to mske them believe that the Government
should initiate an inquiry when these negotiations were go-
ing on.

What are the facts? When these negotiations were go-
ing on and the Hon. Minister of Labour was told by the
Labour Commissioner that there was likely to be a dead-
lock in these negotiations and there was likely to be a
breakdown, the Minister of Labour and myself as Minister
of Agriculture—although I had no business really in the
dispute of the workers: it was a labour question and not an
agricultural question coming under my portfolio; but be-
cause | was interested in the matter and the workers, we
met the members of the Sugar Producers Associationalong
with members of the Labour Office and we discussed this
matter most amicably. We asked the members of the Sugar
Producers Association to try and settle this thing at once
and fairly and squarely. They are all alive. They were
anxious to do so but they asked pertinent questions. This
is what they said: ‘‘The Head of the Union who is the
General Secretary of the Barbados Workers’ Union made
an agreement with us. It was a three-year agreement and
this is now tantamount to blackmail that he refuses to
recognise that agreement. They went on to say: “‘It is not
the money which we have to pay out about which we are
worried; we are worried about the principle, because if we
settle it today in this manner the same thing may arise
tomorrow." They were abouttogiveinwhenwe asked them
not to do anything which would harm the industry, but they
insisted on the three-year agreement which, they argued,
existed, ’

MR, MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise on a point of
order. The Hon. Minister said something which might be
misinterpreted and I am trying to put him right. He said
that they were about to give in. That can be understood to
mean that they were about to give more. I am doing this
because I have a great regard for theHon.Minister. What I
am doing for the Hon. Minister 1 would not do for a lot of
hon. members over on that side.

HON, D. D, GARNER: 1 donot think the hon. member
has quite understood me. I am capable of saying what  am
saying. I particularly emphasised that the members of the
Sugar Federadon were concerned over the fact that they
had a three-year agreement in existence anditwas on that
point of principle they became adamant. Therefore, they
felt that all we were telling them in the interest of the
workers and of the industry meant nothing to them save the
principle which they felt was broken.

When it comes to some of these irresponsible state-
ments by members over there about cane cutters, it should
always be noted that a Government exists to maintain law
and order, and there are those who would like to go about
stirring up strife only to get political recognition and to
get responsible places and then the workers would be
scattered. I know a lot of peoplewhoare talking of the poor
worker, the poor agricultural workersand the like, if some
of the people were to know what was done to the agricultu-
ral workers behind closed doors,a lot of people who now
stand up and laugh will not laugh. If1 were to get worthless
and were to tell the workers of this island, as I see 1 will
have to do at a later time, what was done to them by some
of the people who talked of the poor worker and the poor
agricultural workers, I am sure they would not believe it.
I sometimes feel sorry that some people seem to have no
soul, no sense of respect: and lam going to warn people of
this island to be very careful when they hear certain people
talking of the poor unfortunate fellow. I amonly saying: be
very careful.

Mr. Chairman, going back to the Resolution, I want
to say that the money is necessary because the Govern~
ment has decided that it must have another enquiry into
the economics of the sugar industry. We want to know the
facts. We want to know how much the employers in the
industry can pay. Because of that, we must have expert

knowledge. However, do not expect the Government to fo-
ment chaos when in truth and fact the Government is re-
sponsible to all the citizens of the island. A Government
exists to maintain law and order. We could only get at that
time a Commission of Enquiry into the working of the in-
dustry, but the pecple are no: t2ingtold that the unscrupu-
lous politicians whoare hoping toride topower on the backs
of ignorance, ! say that it is not only ignorance, but lies.
Sir, I had the misfortune in my parish to hear a meeting
and from what I have heard, Ananias is small in compari-
son with some members of the Democratic Labour Party.
He is like a Sunday-school teacher,

This is what I am going to say and I say itin all
sincerity. We sit and watch what one man can do. We see
them joining back friends together. When you see that, you
have to be very careful because you know that there is no
real alliance andthere isno realunity; the only thing which
they have in commoh is that they each wish to head the
Labour Party. Sir, I can tell you a lot of things: but what
1 am going to say is that all of the people of Barbados are
not gullible or foolish. They were presentedwitha specta-
cle more grave than thisatonetime or the other, and after
all the riding on the waves, I saw sanity.

7.20 p.m.

MR. F. G. SMITH: Ona point of order. I think that the
hon. member has answered the extraneous matters raised
in this debate and it is ime that we get something done in
this Chamber.

HON, D. D, GARNER: How could I sit here as a re-
sponsible Minister and allow each member ogver there to
get up and say things which are utterly untrue and then it
goes into the Press? The Press reports what the Opposi-
tion says and not what we sayinreply. If they think that we
cannot reply we wiil reply, and we will reply effectively
on the platform and in here.lamnot afraid of anybody; the
day that I am afraid of any human being like myself, may
God take my life! I am not afraid; afraid of whom or what?
All these slanders by all these people who want to get into
power through ignorance and lies must fail. With these
cheap lies, and dirty slanders working on other people's
character are you not ashamed? Doyounotrealise that you
have to enter Eternity? This is a short life, a mere span,
and more time will be spentin Eternity than you will spend
here.

If you hurt your brother’s character by lying on him,
then you are worst than a thief. I would rather be a thief
than a liar. What are you trying to do? When you get here
and make people feel that you feel morefor them than this
Government feels for them, that is a joke., We are not
going to use the reference which they have used. When I
was among the people who constitute the Sugar Producers’
Association they were at pains topress the point that they
did not want to do anything to embarrass the Government.
We do not want to hide anything in the Sugar Industry, but

we asked if there was an Agreement, was there a three
year Agreement or not? That is the answer which they

‘wanted. When you want to slander somebody and say that
somebody did not want the agricultural labourers to get
more money, why do you say that? You say it because it
suits your purpose to say it, butyou should not throw these
things against people. If you do that, doyou not realise that
your own people will reap it? Have younot got a soul? This
malicious slander and allthatis saidis said merely for the
purpose of capturing the Government; butwhenyou capture
the Government, what have you done? Have politdcians not
got any soul?

Mr. Chairman, I am going to stop now, but I will say
this: this money is for the purpose of enquiring into the
economics of ' the Sugar Industry. I want to say here and
now that there is no member here, whether he belongs to
or represents a rural district or otherwise, who has not
got the agricultural workers—and as a matter of fact, all
workers—at heart. We cannot play politics as hon. mem-
bers—at least some of them over there—are trying to play.
Quite recently, there seems to have been a new wave of
resurrection; somebody seems to have resurrected some-
body. I do not know whoitis, but, Mr. Chairman, I will say
this; the workers of this colony after this phase has been
passed will, as in the past, realise who are their friends,
who are inspiring them and who are trying to incite them.




444

Nobody is saying that the Barbados Workers’ Union should
not try to get more money for theworkers, because I have
preached all over this Island that these workers should join
the Union. Some of the people whom you hear talking have
no Union: they do not investigate anything about the con-
ditdons of workers; it is only after the workers could not
get enough or sufficient quota to get his canes sent in to the
factories that he became disgruntled. The quota system,
the loss of factories in this island, is whatis havinga
grave reflection on the industry now. As thecost of living,
we control the cost of items abroad; hon. members say that
we should not do anything about it. Only yesterday, in my
office, a man was discussing the various prices of items.
Beef is the scarest thing—all of these things are said so

irresponsibly as if the Government is made out of tin or

something like that. At Ssome ime or other somebody will
have to answer all of these malicious charges; but we can
debate things as intelligently as anybody else. 1 can only
say that a strange line hasbeentakenin this matter, a line
which was never intended. This Government is doing a lot
to create better economic conditions here and to provide
better social amenites for the workers in this colony.

Therefore, 1 could not sit here as a member of this Gov-
ernment and let these irresponsible things be said about
the Government, when I know the facts.

As to this queston of wages, when the Labour Com-
missioner and the members of the Sugar Producers’ Fed-
eration met, they decided to give workers an increase of
5.95% in wages, but the members of the Sugar Producers’
Federation said that they were going to pay that increase
when the workersresumedwork. The Government had to be
most emphatic on it: “‘If you areingood faith, now that the
men have struck, pay all of it to them now that they are not
working.”” That is what was said. Furthermore, ‘‘the Com~-
monwealth wages increase was 5.5% and to show that we
are in good faith, we will round it off at 6%.”’ That is what
they told us; they did not evenwantto go in for an enquiry;
they wanted to go to arbitration. We began to move before
there was a crisis and the menwhotook part in it are alive
today; they are not dead.

7.30 p.m.

Before the crisis came we had two meetings at Headquar-
ters under the Chairmanship of the Minister of Labour and
1 asked to be called in because 1 was interested in it; so it
is not true to tell the public these things when in truth and
in fact we are still alive. Weasked them in good faith to do
these things because they asked why they should pay while
there was a strike. That was as far ag Government could
go. We made special pleas to save the situation. I want to
say that this wild talking about the Government over here
being opposed to agricultural workers getting more wages
is untrue, unsound and wicked. I can only say that people
reap what they sow. I have faith in righteousness and 1
know that if you sow a grain of corn you will live to reap
an ear of corn.

MR. CRAWFORD:; Mr. Chairman, in view of the mag-
nitude of the distordons with which the House has been in-
flicted, although I cannot hope to equal thedervish gymnas-
tics and the revivalist exhibitions of certain hon. members,
1 hope in a few words to set the record straight, more es-
pecially in view of the maliclous and lying accusations
which have been laid against an hon. member who is not in
his place. More than one aspersion has been cast upon the
Leader of the Workers’ Union in Barbados, and in addition,
Sir, aspersions have been cast on the Opposition Party for
not fighting the Union. I merely want to say, Mr. Chairman,
that the most significant thing about this entire matter is
that the credited Leader of the Union in Barbados, the
Representative of the people in the only Unionin Barbaedos,
thought it fit to align himself with the Opposition Party in
this dispute. Although the Union is supposed to be aligned
to the Government Party, the Leader of the Union found
himself on the platform of the Oppositon in this dispute,
and that is an indication that the Union’s Leader felt that
this Party was equitable and righteous in its cause and
was prepared to assist it. That is the only answer we have
to give them about the business of the Democratic Labour
Party and the Trade Union.

To say, Mr. Chairman, that the sugar producersin this
dispute contended that they were not going to acquiesce to

any demands by the Union or the workers because of the
existence of an agreement is to present only half of the
story. It is a wilful, malicious distortion because the per-
son who said it knew fully well that the Union contended
that there was no Agreement. You cannot present one side
ofanissue and leave out the other side and expect to arrive
at a just conclusion. The sugar producers said that there
was an Agreement and the Union contended justas strong-
ly that there was no Agreement. (HON, R. G. MAPP: What
did the Board say?) The Board was completely impartial
on that point; for the reason that thearguments adduced by
the legal representatives of the Sugar Producers on the
Board of Enquiry were completely nullified. In the Report,
Mr. Chairman, there is no definite statement at all with
regard to the Agreement or its existence; but that is not
the whole point.

Let us assume, Mr. Chairman, for the sake of argu-
ment that there had been an Agreement and that it tied the
producers down to paying 5.95%,—when people want to talk
and rant about righteousness, one has to hope that they
know the meaning of the words they are calling,—$4 million
more than last year that the workers were not entitled to
call for something more? As a matter of fact, as I said
earlier, in British Guaina where the sugar industry made
$2 million more through variations in sugar prices, there
was no dispute and they did notwait on the Union to call for
more money-—and they had an Agreement with the Citi-
zen's Manpower Association, thatis the name of the British
Guiana Trade Union-but in spite of the Agreement they
gave half of the profits to the Union. Normally the sugar
producers here expected to make $5 million; they made $9
million. Even if they had an Agreement, and they did not
have an Agreement according to the Union's claims, don't
you think, Mr. Chairman, they were entitled to say they
made $4 million more than was anticipated through an un-
expected rainfall, and say ‘‘here is your share'’?

A lot of people talk about agricultural workers and
being interested in them and what not, but we know some
of these people have to go to the estates and ask them to
send labourers to cut their canes. We know that the labour-
ers cut their canes and leave them inthe cane-holes. This
is not merely trying to score a debating point or trying to
spread propoganda as has been claimed, butl would ask any
reasonable person in this island what would have happened
in this island to the agricultural workers if some Party,
any Party, did not come out boldly and take their side. The
Union’s administration'was divided in two; one half was in
favour of Government and the sugar producers, and
the other half was led by Frnak Walcott favoured the
workers; but the administration was so tied up that they
could not go out and tell the workers to strike. The General
Secretary of the only Union himself admitted that he was
so bogged down through conflicting circumstances in his
own Union, that even he couldnotgivea definite lead to the
workers in the issue. When that took place, Mr. Chair-
man, what was the Party representng the workers and
fully aware of its responsibility to do? Nobody on this side
of the House was inciting them to riot or anything like
that, but it is an open fact that the Government Party ap-
peared both in a broadcast on the Radio and on public
platforms to come down heavily onthe side of the planters.
For this reason, though it was merely a quesdon of pre-
sentation of the case—it might have been a wilful and
malicious bias or perjury—if you get on a platform and
say ‘‘go back to work, if youdon’t you will harm the econo-
my of the island” and at the same time tell the planters to
meet them half-way, does it not mean that you are putting
the blame on the backs of the workers?

7.40 p.m.

HON. DR. H. G, H. CUMMINS: 1 rise on a point of
order, Mr. Chairman. I have justsaidso. We did so before
the crisis came on when we had a talk with the people. We
particularly emphasised those points.

MR. CRAWFORD:; 1 am not talking of any secret con-
ference behind closed doors:1am talking of speaking on the
radio and by public speeches of the members of the Labour
Party. The Secretary of the Workers’ Union complained to
the Governor of a speech made by the Hon. Minister of
Trade.

HON. DR. H. G, H, CUMMINS: The Governor did not
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stop the Minister of Trade from talking.

MR. CRAWFORD: Let us say that the Premier inter-
vened to stop his own Minister fromtalking because itis a
fact that he was stopped from talking. 1do not care by whom
it was. I am really saying in passing that 1 am pleased to
see the Hon. Premier is so jealous of his constitutional
powers, but the point is this: the Minister of Trade, Indus-
try and Labour found himself in the parish of St. John on one
occasion and his speech was such as almost to incite the
people to riot. The Hon. Prime Minister went to St. George
on the same errand, and, Mr. Chairman, ask him why he did
not talk, Was it because of the popularity of his Govern-
ment? He could not talk for one or two reasons, either he
had nothing to say or was afraid to say what he had to say.
1 say, Sir, that in these speeches emanating from the Gov-
ernment Party, they appeared to be biasedand in favour of
the planters and the workersinterpreted themas such. The
important thing about this disputeis this: neverat any time
did the Sugar Producers Association say that they could
pay more. All they said was that therewas this three-year
agreement and under the terms of the agreement they
should pay more than so and so; therefore, Sir, it is im-~
portant to remember the entire circumstances surrounding
the dispute; what led up to it; theaction of the Government
during the dispute and theimportance of any Party, whether
it be our Party, a Communist Party, a Fascist Party, or
any Party in the island feeling itself in some way obligated
to put the case of the workers. It is important for all the
facts behind the dispute to be put before the public view.
In the ordinary sense of things, any particular organisation,
if it is a polidcal organisation, seeks to influence a com-
munity with the contribution which itis making on behalf of
the people in the island; therefore, not only in s suzar
dispute issue but in any issue any party in this Chamber,
any political organisation, is entitled to come down on one
side or the other and presentthe casefor that side strong-
ly as possible. In this issue, our Partyis proud of the part
it has played and if it did not play that part, it does not
deserve to be in public life. If the workers of this country
were left entirely in the hands of their employers with the
Government sitting on the fence, well then, God help them!

1 go further and say that every responsible person in
this Chamber knows that the allegation made by the hon.
senior member for St. Lucy that an influential politdcal
person in this island endeavoured to influence the com-
mercial body is absolutely correct and the reportcould not
come from a higher source. Nobodyis saying for a moment
that every single member of the Party over there would
have done a thing like that. Some of them might have or
some might not have, and 1 believe a lot of them did not
dream of doing it. There are members of the Ministerial
Bench and backbenchers who would not by any action of
theirs prejudice the conditions for workers in this island
but the fact remains thatitwasdone by someone associated
with that party.

MR, CHAIRMAN: I must ask the hon. member again,
to what action is he referring?

MR. CRAWFORD: The action to which Ihave just re-
ferred. 1 am referring to the tirades by the Government
Bench against this Party and the prognostications and
fooling the people. It is, Mr. Chairman, an unmistakable
sign of fear by the Government Party because the evidence
is there; the evidence of the countryis there for all to see;
and neither the Government Bench nor the Opposition has
any special endowment with the gift of prophecy. I should
be the last person to assume the mantle, but I am willing
in the ordinary course of events, as humans do, to throw
the challenge. I would take ona bet; I will offer a bet and I
am willing to challenge my friends on the other side of the
Chamber without any fear of defeat that the people in this
country know that we capably handled their cause in the
sugar dispute and that was appreciated as such; therefore
none of the fulminations, none of the war dances, none of
the flourishes and dervishes and none of the tunes of the
tom-toms can change their opinion of the contribution which
was made by this Party. And nothing can be said by the
Government which can bring to their minds anything to the
extent to make them forget {t.

7.50 p.m.

HON. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, this debate has
drifted at length into a discussion of the whole dispute in
the industry and the Opposition has been so well answered
by the Hon. Minister of Agriculture that even the kind of
defence made by the last hon. member who spoke from the
other side, cannot blind the eyes or shut the ears of any-
body as to the facts in this case. I do not know if what that
hon. member has said is of such importance or of such
weight that 1 need reply to it. There is only one thing 1
want to say and it is that when the hon. member drags the
name of the General Secretary of the Barbados Workers'
Union into this matter ......

MR. CRAWFORD: On a point of order. I was not the
first person to drag in the name of the General Secretary
of the Barbados Workers' Union; I was merely replying
in the defence of a man who is absent.

HON. R. G. MAPP: Nobody referred to the General
Secretary of the Barbados Workers’ Union; so I do not
know to what the hon. member has replied. From year to
year, since the Domestic Agreement has been made in
this Island, the hon. member, who has just spoken, has
headlined in his Newspaper that the workers were being
robbed by the same gentleman towhomheis now referring.

MR. CRAWFORD: On a point of order. On the floor of
this House when the Agreement came here for ratification
by the Legislature, I said then that theauthors of the Agree-
ment were on thewrong trackandlaccused them of robbing
the workers and he knew that my remarks applied to the
then senior member for St. Joseph; they did not apply to the
General Secretary of the Workers' Union,

HON. R. G, MAPP: From year to year even after
Cabinet Government came into being and the then senior
member for St. Joseph had left the Union, the hon. member
would write the same headlines, Is the hon. member hugging
people to his breast now?

MR. CRAWFORD: Does the hon. member understand
that the basis of the Agreement is the same as it was?
Therefore, it cannot work rightly because the basis is
wrong.

HON. R, G, MAPP: The Agreementis still in vogue and
he sdll says that the workers could be paid more. Every
year, he would write that we were robbing the workers.
There was nothing about the basis of any agreement; he
said that the workers should be paid 17 1/2%. Do not let
the hon. member opposite fool himself; the workers have
known him for too long, and they still know him today; the
hon. member cannot help being dishonest. Even about this
Report .....

MR. CRAWFORD: On a point of order. I object to the
remarks of the biggest traitor ever in this House, a man
who lies to the people of his Party behind their backs and
before their faces, a man who induced his colleagues to
hold a meeting to betray the Premier and then told the
Premier that his colleagues were holding a meeting to
betray him. A man like that is calling an hon. member a
dishonest person; I am not having that at all.

HON. R. G. MAPP: Even that concoction the hon.
member can make.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the Hon. Minister.
Objection has been taken to the use of the word *‘dishonest’’.
I am asking the Hon. Minister to withdraw it.

HON. R. G, MAPP: If the hon. member withdraws his

remarks about my being a traitor, then I will withdraw
mine.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Objection has been taken to the use
of the word **dishonest’’.

HON. R. G. MAPP: 1 object to the use of the word
‘‘traitor’’.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Is the hon. member withdrawing the
word?

HON. R. G. MAPP: I withdraw theword *‘‘dishonest’’.
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MR, CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Minister has withdrawn the
word *‘dishonest’’; I am now asking the hon. senfor member
for St. Philip to withdraw the word *‘traitor’’.

MR, CRAWFORD: According to the Rule 132, ‘‘Every
such objection is to be taken at the ime when such words
are used and not after any other member has spoken.”’

1 have spoken twice since then. (Laughter)

MR. CHAIRMAN: The word which the Hon. Minister
used and to which the hon. member objected, has been
withdrawn. It was my intention to ask the hon. member to
withdraw theword‘‘traitor’’. Anyhow, I willdraw you atten-
tion to Rule 129 which says this: ‘“No member may use
offensive or unbecoming words in reference to any
member of the House''. The Hon. Minister has withdrawn
the word “‘dishonest’’ and I am asking you to withdraw the
word ‘‘traftor”’.

MR. CRAWFORD: I withdraw the word *‘traitor’’, but
as to the concocton referred to by the Hon. Minister,
there are at least three witnesses in this Chamber as to
what | have said.

8.00 p.m.

HON. R. G, MAPP: Mr. Chairman, the hon. member is
in good company, but when a member can get up and call
attention to a Report that is in the hands not only of this
Chamber, but of the entire public .....

MR. BRANCKER: On a point of order, Mr, Chairman,
exception has been taken to the use of the word ‘‘concoc-
ton’’, and I may remind you that thereis action to be taken.

HON, R, G, MAPP; Whatis unparliamentaryabout the
word ‘‘concoction’? Later onwewill be saying things about
the hon. member for St. Lucy, andif he can prove they are
concoctions, he can say so. The Hon. member quoted from
a Report .....

MR, CRAWFORD: lamnothavinganirrefutable state-
ment called a concoctdon because the hon. member knows
in his throat, if he has one, that it is true.

HON. R. G, MAPP: The Ruleis that when an objection
has been taken, no other member must speak, but the hon.
member has spoken. (Laughter from the Opposition Bench).
As ] was saying, Sir, .......

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman. I hope you will
remember that 1 withdrew even after three speeches had
been made.

MR, CHAIRMAN: I hope youwillremember that I was
about to call on you under Rule 129 to withdraw.

MR. CRAWFORD: I cannot read your mind.

MR, CHAIRMAN: 1 intended to call onyou under Rule
129 to withdraw.

MR. CRAWFORD:; What is in your mind does not help
this Chamber.

MR. MOTTLEY: On a point of order, if I must con-
tdnue to respect the Chair, 1 do not consider that as being
very favourable. The ex-Premier of this House when he was
in this Chamber made an hon. member withdraw those
words. You must ask the hon. member towithdraw the word
‘“concoction’’ if you want to retain respect to the Chair.

MR. BRANCKER: I rose on a point of order after ob-
jecton had been taken to the word *‘concoction’ to remind
the Chair that no oversight should take place in the early
occupance of the Chair.

HON., R. G, MAPP: Hon. membersdonot like the word
‘“concoction’’; do they prefer ‘‘fabrication’’? How can'‘con-
coction’’ be unparliamentary? If members charge others
over here with something and it is not true, we say itis a
deliberate concoction. If they object to the word ‘*concoc-
gon::, I will withdraw and substdtute the word ‘‘fabrica-

on’’,

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr, Chairman, I am not objecting
merely because it is unparliamentary .....

HON, R, G, MAPP: What the hon. member speaking on?

MR. CHAIRMAN: 1 am asking both hen, members to
take their seats. I understand that the hon. senior member
for St. Thomas has withdrawn the word. Am 1 right?

HON, R. G, MAPP: Yes.

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, lam objecting to the
word ‘‘fabrication’’ not because it is unparliamentary, but
because the hon. member knows inhis heartthat it is true.
The hon. senior member for St. Lucy, the hon. member for
St. Andrew and the former junior member for the City,
Mr. A, E. S, Lewis was summoned .......

MR, CHAIRMAN: That has nothing to do with the
debate.

MR. CRAWFORD: The hon. member is saying that
it isa fabrication that something took placeand then he went
behind the other members’ backs and told the Premier that
the members were planning to overthrow him.

HON. R. G, MAPP; Mr. Chairman, everybody knows
the hon. member and what has been said about him in the
Law Courts regarding his ability to speak the truth, If that
is not a concoctdon, let him say what it is. I will not ask

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, youhave to rule that
the hon. member withdraws the word.

HON. R. G, MAPP: On what is the hon. member
speaking?

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, lam objecting to the
use of the word ‘‘fabrication’’.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Objection has been taken to the word
‘‘fabrication’’.

HON. R. G. MAPP: If itis not a fabrication, itis a
deliberate untruth.

MR. CRAWFORD: I know that the hon. member is con-
stitudonally incapable of speaking ......

MR, CHAIRMAN: On what is the hon. member speak-
ing?

MR, CRAWFORD: 1 am objecting to the statement
‘‘deliberate untruth’’, because if he had anyidea of what is
true he could not say that,

MR. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior
member for St. Thomas; there has beenanother objection
to the words ‘‘deliberate untruth’’.

HON. R. G, MAPP: I willwithdraw, The hon. member
referred to a Report that is notonly before this House, but
is in the hands of the public. What is said about that Re-
port? The hon. member said that when the Minister of
Agriculture met the sugar producers, they argued that there
was a three year Agreement and the Government heard

their side, while the Union argued that there was no
Agreement. ] asked in a sotto voce remarkwhat the Board

had found. The hon. member replied that the Board was
impartial. (MR. CRAWFORD: And I went further.) Mr.
Chairman, the hon. member made certain remarks, buthe
must think that people who are listening tohim must either
be deaf or stupid. There is a Report in his hands which he
can readas regards the Agreement, and itis not only speci-
fic but categorical in its findings; so he cannot say that
there was nothing definite in it.

The Report reads as follows:

‘“The Board has given the fullest and most anxious
consideration to all the records of the negotiations of the
1957 Agreement in the light of the submissions made by the
Union as to their interpretation, and are clearly of the
opinion that the agreement reached was for a basic wage
rate calculated on a 17 1/2% increase on the 1954 basic
wage rate with subsequent adjustments for the years 1958
and 1959 in accordance with the movement of the Common-
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wealth Wage Index Figure for those years, and that that
movement was to be the only factor to be taken into account
in fixing the 1959 and 1959 wages, other factors having been
taken into consideration in fixing the new basic wage for
1957".

8.10 p.m.

They then give a summary of their conclusions which was
as follows:

‘(1) That an Agreement as to wages was entered
into between the Sugar Producers Federation of Barbados
and the Barbados Workers’ Union in March 1957, estab-
lishing basic wages rates for 1957 1957 based upon an in-
crease of 17.5% calculated on and added to the 1954 basic
wage rates.

(2) That this Agreement was intended to be for a period
of three years, 1956-1959, and toincorporate Clauses i(a),
(b), (c), and (d) of the 1954 Domestic Sugar Agreement.”

The hon. member got up in here and said that so far
as that side of the question is concerned, the Report did
not come to anything definite, They said that this Agree-
ment was intended to be for a period of three years, from
1957 to 1959 and the hon. senior member for St. Philip gets
up and says sofar as this side of the question is concerned,
the Report did not come to anything definite.

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise on a point of
order. I am really at a disadvantage becausel have not the
Report before me, but I am fullyawarein my mind that the
Report by the Board with regard to the Agreement was
conditional. There was some dispute between the planters
and the Union as regard the fluctuation of the figures, ac-
cording to my memory of what the Report stated; but I do
not remember the Board definitely saying whether therewas
an agreement although I am fairly surethatit said that the
wages had something to do with the Commonwealth figures.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Is that the point of order?

‘ MR. CRAWFORD: Yes, of course. I have not the Report
aere.

HON., R, G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I am going to be
short because the Hon. Minister on my right replied at
length to criticisms of hon. members opposite and I think
this debate has taken a very long course; therefore I have
absolutely no intention but to reply to the hon. senior
member for St. Philip on that matter, When the hon. mem-~
ber can get up and say that the Report of the Board of
Enquiry was not definite on that point, all I can say is
““God help us in this island if that is the kind of thing we
will have from supposedly responsible members!” It is
nothing else but twisting the Report.

Sir, 1 can only say this. I hope in the future of
Barbados that industrial matters will be carried on ona
proper footing and that an industrial dispute will be
treated as an industrial dispute, and we will have none of
this political barging in.

Mr. Chairman, there are one or two things which
were said by hon. members opposite which I think I will
just answer, The hon. senior member for Christ Church
used the phrase ‘‘this Government has been robbing the
sugar workers’’ and the hon. member was the Minister of
Agriculture and a member of this Government in 1954 to
1956, Yet he says we have been robbing sugar workers.
Is the hon. member serious?

MR. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. Let the Hon. Minister sit down.

HON, R. G. MAPP: Who is the hon. member telling
to sit down?

MR, CHAIRMAN: The hon. senior member for Christ
Church has risen on a point of order.

MR. TALMA: I am referring to the attitude taken by
the Government this year. The Government is supposed
to represent the sugar workers and they came down
heavily on the side of the planters. They said on the micro-
phone: ‘‘Go back to work’’ without giving assistance to the
workers. They have taken the stand; ‘‘look how you are
representing people.”’

HON. R, G. MAPP: The hon. member said that they
are robbing the people. He was the Minister of the Govern-
ment.

MR. TALMA: I said thatlwelcome the remarks of the
Hon. Minister—referring to the same Minister--in taking
the steps to have another enquiry into the sugar industry
and I recommend Professor Jolly who has succeeded Pro-
fessor Sheppard as a guide to whom they should choose to
hold this enquiry and the type of man to do the investiga-
tions.

HON. R, G. MAPP: The hon. member really has a
very convenient memory. I specifically wrote down these
things when the hon. member was talking. If that is the atti-
tude of the hon. member opposite, what can you do with
them? They do not have the guts to stand up to what they
say. 1 really do not think the hon. members opposite really
deserve being answered by this side of the House.

So far as Professor Sheppard is concerned, 1 am
informed that he cannot do the investigation and we will
have to get somebody else to do it. This matter is very
simple. This is nothing new in the history either of this
island or the history of other countries. It has happened
already in this country, and workers in this country are
not so foolish as the hon. members opposite think, I am
sure that the workers will see through all of these things.
The very fact that weareholdinganinquiry into the econo-
mics of the industry will show that it is nonsense their
talking of our joining with the employers, and it will show
that that is not true. They are justtrying to make political
capital out of the dispute and they are trying to carry ona
political dispute which was carried on in St. John through
political machination because a by-election was being car-
ried on.

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. The Committe is accustomed to the silly fulmina-
tions over a period of time of the hon. senior member for
St. Thomas, but I want to submit to himi that even though he
is a manufacturer of fantasies, heis surpassing himself by
saying that the dispute started in St. Philip and St. John
because of political machinations of this Party and because
of an impending bye-election.

HON. R, G. MAPP: Is that a point of order?

MR. CRAWFORD: My point of order is that the hon.
Minister has distorted the facts.

HON. R. G, MAPP: How can that be a point of order?

MR, CRAWFORD: You are wrong; you are not telling
the truth,

MR. CHAIRMAN: I see two hon. members are on the
floor.

MR, CRAWFORD: I am prepared to stophim at every
polint of his distortion.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Have you finished making your point
of order?

MR. CRAWFORD: I have not made itbecause he stop-
ped me. 1 say that it is not true to say that this dispute
started in St. Philip and St. John because of political ma-
chinatons and because of impending elections. The strike
started in St. Philip and Christ Church and it was a spon-
taneous strike by sugar workers. It was not urged by any-
body.

HON. R. G. MAPP; Mr. Chairman, I think the time
must come when you must stop hon. members rising on a
point of order. You cannot get up on a point of order on
fact.

MR. CRAWFORD: That is all nonsense. If the hon.
member does not know what is a point of order, let him ge
outside and learn it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. senior member for St.
Philip please take his seat?
8.20 p.m.




448

HON. R, G, MAPP: Mr. Chairman, as I was saying,
when I was rudely interrupted by the hon. member, there
is to be an enquiry into the economics of the Sugar Indus-
try. That was announced, and if the hon. member knows
the Queen’s English, he must know thateconomics must be
included in an inquiry llke this. How can you have an
enquiry into the Sugar Industry if you do not enquare into
all the aspects of the industry? These attempts are made
to make people believe that only one side of the House is
interested in the welfare of the sugar workers, when, for
years, this Party, especially under the leadership of the
ex-Premier of this Island, brought the sugar workers and
the workers as a whole from the darkness in which they
were, untl today we can boast of having the best labour
legislation in the West Indies and of having some of the
best labour conditions throughout the West Indies. (MR,
TUDOR: Having the most unemployment.) Hon. members
on the other side got up and spewed out a lot of nonsense
to convince people that they are the only people who are
interested in the welfare of the workers, This matter was
worthy of a debate on a substantive motion more so than
a debate of this sort, but I do hope that in the interest of
the workers, we will getonwith thepassing of this Resolu-
tion and get down this economist to giveus advice in these
matters.

MR. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, I am not going to
have it said without correction that the conditions of the
workers in the Sugar Industry here are the best in the
West Indies. In Britdsh Guiana the conditions which obtain
in the sugar esmtes are much better than ours. There the
agricultural workers get relief in case of sickness and
other benefits, and attempts are made on the estates both
by the employers and by the Government to make living
condidons satisfactory. Similarly in Trinidad, the con-
ditions of the agricultural workers are infinitely better than
they are here, especially withinrecentdays when, as is the
case in Jamaica, the Labour Welfare Board which operates
the Labour Welfare Fund, concerns itself with such things
as the teaching of handicrafts, home economics, the running
of ante-natal and child Welfare clinics, the setting up of
basic schools, illiteracy and recreation groups, the or-
ganisation of councils - all of these things on the estates
organisation of community councils - all these things on
the estates themselves; therefore, when the hon. member
says that the conditdons of sugar workersin this colony are
better than those in any other West Indian colony, he does
not begin to know what he is talking about.

rinally on the quesdon of the Agreement, the mere
fact that the Board of Enquiry under the Chairmanship
of Mr. Lewis awarded an additional bonus to the sugar
workers after the enquiry, i{s enough to convince him or
anybody else that the Board of Enquiry was not satisfied
with the terms of the existing Agreement in the industry.
They were not satisfied with it and so they awarded an
increase in the wage rates over and above what the
Agreement would have permitted. As I said earlier, I do
not remember exactly what the Report said with regard
the Agreement, but I do remember that therewere certain
factors which influenced the Board's decisionastowhether
there was this Agreement or not. | remember reading in
the Report two or three paragraphs in which the Board
appeared to be not completely convinced that there was an
Agreement and the arguments presented by the Lawyer for
the sugar planters, Mr. Jack Dear, in support of his con-
tention that there was an Agreement were said not to
apply here, but to the United Kingdom. With further
reference to the Hon. Minister’'s allegations about my
insistence on the workers being robbed under the Domestic
Sugar Agreement, | only want to say this: itis very
unfortunate that we have to prolong this debate unduly, but
we have to keep therecord straight. When the hon. member
tries to pontificate on matters of which he knows nothing
he bhas to be set straight. When the Domestic Sugar
Agreement was first set up, I, on the floor of this House
refused to accept its conditons entirely. My contention
was supported by one of the biggest planters in the Island
who happened to be running for electioninthe same year -
that 4s, Mr. Lisle Ward - and he said that the Domestic
Sugar Agreement was the result of questdons raised in
this House by myself. He said this: ‘‘Mr. Crawford
raised questions in the House claiming that the workers
were not satisfied,’’ and the Government got Mr. Duffie
to make an enquiry into the sugar industry. Mr. Duffle

presented a report to the Government saying that the
workers were being robbed and suggested that a bonus of
20% be paid. It was as a result of what the workers were
paid that year that they, on that side of the House, rose
into power in 1951, Mr. Ward said that they should have
been paid 21% and they could have been paid even more.
That was reported in the Advocate on the first Sunday in
December, 1951. Mr, Lisle Ward was then runnung for a
seat in this House as a member of the Conservatives, He
said that we could have afforded more. In face of all that
coming from a planter, was I not justfied or reinforced in
my contention that the industry could have paid more and
they were stll being robbed under the provisions of the
Domestic Sugar Agreement? The hon. member does not
know what he is talking about; if the provisions were not
so binding on the workers in the industry, the Commission
which has just sat could not have dared to recommend
one cent more bonus.

8.30 p.m.

When he talks the way he is talking, he is really making
an utter fool of himself, becausethe very Report which he
has quoted substantiates our contentdon that the old
Domestic Sugar Agreement has never worked to provide
the maximum benefit for the workers which the prices of
sugar would afford.

Finally, Sir, 1 want the hon. member to bear in mind
that in spite of this Agreement, the workers took the
matter in their own hands, went on strike and got more
money; and it is part and parcel of what we expect from
him to come in here merely two months after and try to
tell us when he has withheld his own mind so long, that
we called a strike because of elections. We merely went
into it after the workers themselves had withheld their
labour.

MR, MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to
get into this debate, but I would like the hon. member to
give a break down of the figures. I am sure he can. I
think we are entitled to know how much the Chairman and
the other Commissioners were paid as well as the amount
paid to the Secretary.

HON. R. G, MAPP: The Chairman was paid $100 a
day and the other members $50 a day.

MR, MOTTLEY: For how many days?
HON. R, G. MAPP: For ten days.
MR. MOTTLEY: How much did youpay the Secretary?

HON. R. G, MAPP: | do not know the position as
regards the Secretary, because he is a civil servant.

MR. MOTTLEY: I must thank the hon. member.

The gquestion that the Resolution do mow pass
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division.

HON. R, G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move
that you do now report the passing of two Resolutions in
Committee and ask for leave to sit again.

HON, D, D, GARNER: 1 beg to second that.

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-

ative without division, and Mr. SPEAKER resumed the
Chair and reported accordingly.

On separate motions of Hon. R. G. MAPP se-
conded in each case by Hon. D. D. GARNER, the Re-
solutions were read a first and second time and agreed to.

SUSPENSION OF SITTING
HON, R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that
this Sitting be suspended for three quarters of an hour.

HON, D, D, GARNER: I beg to second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirm-
ative without division, and Mr. SPEAKER suspended the
Sitting accordingly.

8.40 p.m.
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On Reassembling,
COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

INCOME TAX BILL

MR. SPEAKER: The next Order of the day stand.s in
the name of the Hon. Premier, to move the House into
Committee on a Bill to amend the Income Tax Act, 1921.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, seconded
by Hon. D. D. GARNER. Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair,
and the House went into Committee on the bill, Mr.

BRYAN being in the Chair.
Clauses 1 and 2 were called and passed.

Clause 3 was called.
HON, DR, H. G. H. CUMMINS: I beg to move that
Clause & stand part.

HON, D. D, GARNER: I beg to second that.

MR. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, this Clause is really
the whole substance of this Bill. I pointed out last week
that the Government surreptitiously introduced it curing
a thin House, the Premier having, asweare told, previous-
ly given the assurance to tie hon. junior member for
Christ Church that he wid not propose to deal with it on
that day. Hon. members on tais side of the House therefore
did not get the opportunity to debate it and discuss its
importance. Moreover, we were not favoured with any
explanation or reasons for the Bill in the speech lastng
precisely two minutes by the Hon. Minister of Finance.
(VOICES: Shame! Shame!) All that we were told then was
that it was a routine matter and s simple matter. 1 felt
then, as 1 do now, thatany matter dezling with amendments
to the Income Tax Bill is an important matter and unlike
the Hon. Minister who introduced the Bill, there are those
of us on this side of the Housewho can only know the right
and wrongs of these matters by studying them. We are not
invested as he seems to be by looking at the dtle, moving
the second reading, and then imagining that we have done
our parliamentary duties. Even when we study the context
of this Bill, we become more convinced thatit is important.

Now, Clause 3 of this Bill, as I understand it, is the
meat and the substance of it. It makes provision for an
amendment to the principal Act and says among other
taings that the Governor-in-Executive Committee may
provide by order that the interest payable on any deben-
tures or stock issued ( whether before ocr after the
coming into force of the Income Tax (Amendment) Act,
1958) persuant to the provisions of the General Local
Loan Act, 1933 or the General Loan and Stock Act, 1935
and in respect of a loan authorised to be raised by an Act
referred to in such Order shall, so long as it is shown to
the satisfaction of the Commissioner that the debentures
or stock are in the beneficlal ownership of persons who
are not resident in the island, be exempt from Income
Tax from the day and to the extent specified in such Order.
It also sets out the conditions under which these exemptions
work.

Now, Mr. Chairman, there is no place in this world,
wherever you go, that a case cannot be made out for
exemptions for persons who are subject todouble taxation,
whether they be in the West Indies or in the United
Kingdom, and a lot has been done to ease the specific
burdens. It is a recognised form of Income Tax adminis-
tration that, wherever possible, persons should not be
subject to double taxation. With that principle everyone
agrees: but what looks simple to the Barbados Government
because they know no better does not turnout to be stmple
in actual practce. Here in Barbados you have Insurance
Companies which, because of the slack attitude in certain
matters of the Barbados Government, are allowed to
accumulate large sums of money which hitherto they have
not been willing to loan to the Barbados Government.
This applies not only to them, but to commercial banks
as well. The last occasion on which the Barbados Govern-
ment issued debentures, it found itself forced to go into
the Government Savings Bank and take money up, and that
is why it was said that the loan was over-subscribed. It
was not over-subscribed because the banks or private
persons ran willingly to lend the Government money, but
because the Government, not being able to persuade the

big holders of money in this island to lend the Government
money for whatever reason it was, found it necessary to
take up the people’s money out of the Government Savings
Bank. They then inaccurately boasted that the loans were
over-subscribed.

We knew why all that happened and that is why we on
this question have sympathised with the Hon. Premier. He
was in the Chair when that controversy was going on and
it was no business of his to follow the technicality of that
debate; he was there in the Chair to keep order.

He has introduced a Bill which he says is all right
on the surface because its purpose is to exempt people
who lend monéy to the Barbados Government and who get
interest on that money from double taxation; but what
about those persons herein Barbados who send their money
out and then get their agents overseas to lend their money
back to the Barbados Government? What happens then? It is
obvious that the people who originally refused to lend the
Barbados Government money here have hoped to avoid
Income Tax by sending it out to their agent to invest for
them - and it is even more important than that. Money
from the Labour Welfare Fund (at any rate some of it) has
been invested in the commercial banks, and the commercial
banks of this island naturally, as their practice is, lend
that money out. It may well be, if this Bill is passed as it
is, and if more careful study is not given to it, that the
Government of Barbados might find itself exempting from
Income Tax the money ostensibly coming in from oversess,
but in truth and in fact, it may be money sent out of Barba-
dos.

When | listened last week to the Hon. Premier who
said that it was just a simple Bill without any complica-
tons at all, I listened quite carefully for the two minutes
he spoke and he gave the House then -~ the hon. members
who were present - the same explanaton which Sir
Archibald Cuke gave to another hon. member in the course
of that day. It is inconceivable and surprising to me that
Sir Archibald’s reasons, whether right or wrong, could be
sufficient for the Hon. Premier and his Ministers, and
that, evenwithout saying whether the measure corresponded
to their own policy, or whether the measurewas their own
idea, they could give to this House through him in two
minutes’ time a resume of Sir Archibald Cuke's idea
which 1 had heard some hours ago.

9.20 p.-m.

The point, therefore, is this. Nobody is opposed to
the idea of people being relieved of paying taxes in two
places, although there are cases when it may be necess-
ary for them to do so. What we do say is this: in the cir-
cumstances of Barbados at the moment, and in the ab-
sence of any guarantees which the Government may give
to us - and possibly this measure has been suggested to
them by persons who previously refused to lend them
money, who are now pressing them to raise the rate of
interest and who, having got that done or when they get
that done, will proceed to send their money out of the is-
land. They will let their friends and or agents overseas
send it back here and lend it to the Premier who will then
say that, as it is loaned to us by persons not resident in
Barbados, any interest which accrues is exempted from
income tax. There is no Saving Clause; and the Clause
which we are discussing now gives all the loopholes for
blackmailing. I have listened to the ex-Premier admitting
the fact that the people who had money in this Island, for
some reason or other, never agreed to lend the Govern-
ment any money. Of course, he only said that when he
wanted to use it and make people believe that he and others
were at logger heads. He has admitted that, and we know
it to be a fact, although not for the reasons which he gave.
We warned that the people who had money also refused to
lend it, because they wanted to carry out a sort of black-
mail on the Barbados Government. They said; ‘‘We re-
fused to lend you money until we get more interest on it.”’
There will surely be a measure which calls for the in-
creased rate of interest and I hope that the hon. junior
member for St. John will have a lot to say on that meas~
ure when the time comes. If and when that measure is
passed, you will notice that there will be a change on
the part of those people, a change which is vastly differ-
ent from the attitude which they have been taking upin
this island. Whereas, they were saying last year and
even now; ‘‘We have no money to lend you'' and at the
same tme they say: ‘‘We cannot afford to lend you, be-
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cause it is not profitable to lend money to the Barbados
Government,’’ as soon as you raise the interest rate,
you will see how easily they will find the money for you.
They will be telling you the sources overseas from which
you can borrow money, and the Government will be falling
into the trap of robbing the revenue of this Island, be-
cause the Government will not understand in that case
that the people who formerly refused to lend them money
are now lending them money and lending it from overseas
through their agents. It is difficult for us, failing a full
expression of opinion from the Government of Barbados
on this matter, failing an assurance from them that no~
body will be able to put it over- itis difficult for us to
give this Bill our wholehearted blessing. If it is a matter
of doing anything to bring money into this island for in~
dustrial development, naturally it will get the support
of all sides of this House, but we are not prepared to let
the Government get away with murder or to land intoa
blind alley merely because we want to see industrial
development here. 1 think the greatest service which the
Premier could have done, would be to have taken the time
which has elapsed between last Tuesday and now to have
acquainted himself with all the possible ramifications of
this Bill, and the possible consequences of it so that he
would have been able to give a full explanation to this
House in this matter. That is what we awaited.

MR. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, 1 do appreciate the
service which the Premier did us on the last occasion
when 1 asked because there was a rather thin House that
the further consideration of the Bill be postponed so that
those hon. members who were not here might be able to
express their point of view. The Premier need not have
done that because he had the numbers. Like the hon.
member who has just sat down, most of us, although we do
not like it, would think twice before we oppose a Bill
which would mean bringing capital into the country for
the purpose of development. This is a Bill which most
of us may not like because it gives us a lot of worry; but
although that is so, we would not like to vote against any-
thing which would be bringing capital into this country.

What is the position with regard to this Bill? I am
quite sure that if the Government's idea is that of at-
tracting investors to this island, we will give them the
right to say that people who invest their money here
would be entitled not to pay any income tax on the interest
which they would draw. Let us put it in this way; a man
lives in London, New York or anywhere at all outside
Barbados; he invests, say, $10,000 in Barbados and gets
5% interest. The real position today is that if a man pays
income tax on $10,00C in Barbados and he secures from
the Commissioner of Income Tax a certificate to prove
to the Commissioner in London that has paid it, then he
gets back that tax. Nobody can argue against that.
9.30 p.m.

1 want Government to study this. When somebody in
London invests money here, it is true that he has to go
through some red tape to get the certficate to get back
his income tax in London; but what you are really doing
here - and I hope you will explain it further for us - is
saying that if you can get loans raised in the London
Market for the Government of £100,000, the interest on
that money will be paid in England instead of being pay-
able to the Barbados Treasury. In other words, for the
benefit of investing your money here, you would have
paid your income tax here and got a receipt to prove to
the Income Tax Commissioner in London that you paid
it and you would get it back. 1 do not want you to take
umbrage to anything I say, but this is saying that if you
pay income tax there, you do not have to pay it here.
None of us would like to vote against anything that would
bring capital here for the purpose of development. I hope
the Premier has seen the point which I have made, and
I am sure that the Income Tax Commissioner, if not the
Financial Secretary, would have advised Government on
that. Therefore what we are doing is passing a Bill to
encourage capital to come into the island, but in the same
breath we are saying that on the capital coming in we are
allowing the tax to be paid cutside. If there is a lot of
mouney in Jarnaica, in London or in New York to be in-
vestaed, instead of your earning the money and paying the
income tax here, youpayitin the respective Countries; that

is, we are giving up that much income tax to the source
where the person is residing and from which he is in-
vesting the money. 1 am wondering whether that is right.

It might be a means of getting capital invested here,
but on the other hand, Government should beable to satis-
fy us that the benefits to be derived from £100,000 so
invested would be so much greater than the small amount,
if you can so call it, of income tax which we will give off
to the person investing.

What the hon. senior member for St. Lucy said is
correct. You are saying that my brother in Trinidad will
be able to invest $10,000 in Barbados and get off income
tax. That sounds good, but what is to prevent him from
taking my money and forming a Company? Have you pro-
vided against my sending money to Trinidad and forming
a Company? What is going to be the position with the
Insurance Companies, the Canadian, North American,
Australian, Indian and others? For a long time I have
been asking Government to pay some attention to them,
but nothing has been done. Naturally they collect a lot
of money here. By War time Regulations you cannot
send money to America or Canada, but Companies come
from these places and register in Bermuda and carry on
a 25¢ a week insurance, and from Bermuda they can send
the money to the States or Canada. What is the position
with Canadian and other companies who do this business
here and by your Regulations cannot send money out? They
have no other alternative than to invest with you until you
relax these regulations, or with the commercial banks
where they get 2 3/4% up to $10,000 and possibly leave
the money there; therefore they must invest with the
greatest security which to them would be the Barbados
Government and get 5% or whatever it is,

1 do not expect the Premier who is not a financial
man to know all these things, but we are paying a tre-
mendous sum of money to a Financial Secretary to advise
Government, and now you are going to pay an Assistant
Financial Secretary a higher salary than the Income Tax
Commissioner - a most important job - to become the
laughing stock of the West Indies. Somebody must have
advised the Premier and he should be able to tell us
something about it. I should like to know how youare
going to get over the Insurance Companies who by force
of War time regulations cannot send money out of the
island? If anyone had to send money to the United States
or Canada, he could only send that much money as al-
lowed by Government under the dollar regulations; so
the money would have to be accumulated here and in-
vested at 2 3/4% up to $10,000, and the reasons for that
are obvious.

I am not accusing Government of being a party to
anything, but I can see what is happening. I am as anxious
as Government to pass any Bill that will bring capital
here for future development, but not such a Bill as we
have in front of us. Are you giving up Income Tax which
you would normally get from Canada, America or London,
for which they could get relief in England only if they
show a certificate from the Income Tax Commissioner
in Barbados showing that the Income Tax was paid in
Barbados? It is true that there is going to be some red
tape, but not for a big company. 1 myself see great dif~
ficulty in this in that you have saidit is for people outside,
and therefore money can be taken up, sent to Trinidad
and from there it can be sent to America or Canada, but
it is not allowed to flow freely between the United King-
dom and Barbados and the other West Indian territories.
9.40 p.m.

When you say that, if I take £500 in Government
bonds, 1 must pay my income tax here in Barbados, that
is all right; but I can send it to my partmer or brother in
Jamaica to invest for me. You cannot stop the flow of
capital to a country within the British Commonwealth,
What incentive I have got is that if I send money to Tri-
nidad or Bridsh Guiana I can get 8%; therefore I would
in turn let my brother or partner in British Guiana set
up a company there; then 1 would send my money to him
and have it coming back here from British Guiama. We
can name it the Mottley Trust Company of Trinidad.
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That is a separate entity. We can then present an order
to the Government saying: 1 am going to loan you £ 50,000
and because it is money coming in, it would be free from
Income Tax.

I realise you have seen your difficulties and I should
do nothing to hinder your passing this Act. I realise that
finance is not actually the calling of the Hon. Premier and
1 do not expect him to answer me in the same way as he
would answer me if it were a question I had put to him
as regards medicine; but I do expect that he will have the
answer from those whom he has got this queston. Sir, 1
myself am somewhat worried over the question which 1
have raised and 1 hope when certain other hon. members
have submitted their critcisms that the Hon. Premier
will get up and clear up things for me.

HON., Dr. H. G, H, CUMMINS: This talk of insurance
companies doing business here and this Bill making pro-
vision for them is not correct. This Billis for the purpose
of preventing double taxation and it emanates from the
fact that the Government within recent years has been
issuing Government stock. Enquiries have been made by
people overseas as well as in the Caribbean as to re-
lieving them of Income Tax on Government Bonds paid
in Barbados. They say that they have to pay Income Tax
on them in their country as well, That inquiry came from
one or two people in the other islands and on further in-
vestigation by this Government, it was found out that this
relief was given in other places in the Caribbean. The
same thing is done in Britsh Guianaaswell as in Antigua;
therefore the Government decided - and it was done even
before my time because the last Premier in his Budget
Speech here this year informed the House that it is pro-
posed to enable interest on any loan to be entirely ex-
empted from payment of income tax, when the bonds are
to be taken from persons not resident in the island.

As 1 have said just now, a similar concession is
granted in British Guiana; I am not quite sure of Trinidad:
but I know it is also granted in the United Kingdom. I
should also point out that has to be proved to the satis~
faction of the Income Tax Commissioner that you area
genuine non-resident of Barbados. It is not a matter of
twisting things; it has to be proved to the satisfaction of
the Income Tax Commissioner that you are genuinely non~
resident in Barbados. That is the information which came
to me and I put this Bill before the House,

MR. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, just that the Hon.
Minister should not think that I am confused between this
Bill and the other Bill, 1 know what exists is a fact. You
have the North American Insurance Company and other
Insurance Companies wanting to send out money to Canada.
Let me ask you this: Do you allow such people to send
out money to Canada? The answer is ‘‘No’’. There are
certain Canadian Insurance Companies which have money
lying here and you ask them to take bonds and so on.
That money is here and those companies are really
foreign companies. The point which I made was that they
are only keeping money here. The other point which I
have made is that you have said that it has to be proved
to the Income Tax Commissioner that you are genuinely
non-resident in Barbados. Can he say that I cannot regis-
ter a Company in British Guiana and be a share holder
in Barbados? I can do that. The Hon, Minister over there
can do that and call it the Miller Trust Company of Bri-
dsh Guiana. You cannot stop the flow of money between
one colony and the other. Do not mind what the Income
Tax Commissioner says; it is not so easy to prove. As
the situation stands now, everybody who paid income tax
here would be entitled to relief of taxation in the United
Kingdom. I am thinking more of the United Kingdom be-
cause you get capital invested here from abroad. If a man
invests money in Barbados and he has to pay income tax
in Barbados, so long as he presents such acertificate in
England, he would not have to pay it twice. And the Hon.
Premier said that any man paying income tax in Barbados
who invested money from London, Bridsh Gulana or
Trinidad and produced the certificate would not have to
pay income tax there on it. That is whatl am saying.
Therefore, all that you are doing is fortifying the posi-
ton here. I agree with you but 1 am wondering whether

it can be done. Let us say that you invested £10,000
here and we can collect £50 from you as income tax.
As a means of encouraging you, we say to you: do not
pay it here. Have you been advised of that? Follow my
point carefully. You say: we are not going to collect in-
come tax from you. The fact that he is in England should
not prevent you from saying that the income from that
investment is derived in Barbados and if it is £50, the
income tax should normally be paid in Barbados, notin
England.

9.50 p.m.

It does not matter whether he gets the income in
Barbados or Honolulu. If the money comes from England
or Barbados, he still pays income tax on it. You are giv-
ing up income tax from here to some othei place. That
is really whatl am saying, and I hope that the hon. mem-~
ber sees my point now. It is absolutely necessary for you
to prove that a case is a genuine one. I can only say that
where cases are registered and they are genuine, whether
a man puts money in the name of his children and esta-
blishes a company somewhere else, the same thingapplies.

Goddards (Barbados) Limited and Goddards (Trinidad)
Limited are different concerns, and Bookers (Barbados)
Limited and Bookers (British Guiana) Limitedare separate
entiies. What you are saying is that Barbados has given
you income tax free and therefore you are not paying it
here; what you are really doing is giving up income tax
to another country.

MR. GODDARD; Mr. Chairman, as I see it, this Bill
is primarily intented to avoid the payment of double taxa-
don on interest. If it went as far as that, and it was clear
that our Government was able to make this agreement
with other countries, then we would not have to go any
further; but I know that when once the Income Tax Com-
missioner gets hold of money it is the Devil’s own job to
get it back from him. I can give an instance of a local
company registered in England; 1 am speaking about the
last Gas Company which we had here. Therewere certain
local sharehdlders and they were paid a few dividends,
but whenever those dividends were paid, they were paid
their amount less the English income tax. The tax was
taken out in England. I can tell you that not a single per~
son ever got a refund. We want to have a reciprocal
agreement between other countries and Barbados with
respect to double taxation. That is the purpose for which
I believe this Bill is intended. Our Government will for-
feit any taxation on the interest on bonds which are held
overseas, but the same holder of these bonds, if he is in
England, will pay the English rate of taxation. He will not
gain anything. The actual thing is that you should make
it easier for him not to go to the Treasury and spend
eighteen months in avoiding double taxation. I believe
that an agreement with the Britdsh Government would
have been better; that is how I see it,

I will put the case in another way; you are going
to borrow something like $30 million in another year,
and most of that money will have to be found outside of
Barbados. Have you computed what you are going to lose
in income tax on that? Suppose you have to borrow that
money at 6%, and suppose most of that money is invested
by companies overseas{ If it is a company, the local rate
would be 40%; you are paying out 8% and you are in no
way profiting by the present Rate of Interest Bill. However,
that is coming tomorrow. I know that you need money -
large sums which will not be found in Barbados; you are
saying that money from abroad is more available than
money from here, whereas, in truth and infact, the money
from here is worth more than that from abroad, because
you will get your taxation from the local money as against
that from abroad. You must always remember that when
you are borrowing money you should try to get it raised
in Barbados, because you will be saving yours and then
you can try and give better inducement. If you can raise
money at 6% from overseas, you can with advantage
raise it locally at 7% and you will be saving something.
That is ordinary arithmetic.

A more amazing matter is this: not so long ago when
the last Premier was in office, he made us believe that it
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was easy for him to get all the money he wanted almost
on call in the London market; he only had to go there and
take it up. It is true that the bank rate has changed, but
it comes back to what I have been saying all along: that
money is getting scarce, not only in Barbados, but every-
where, The Hon. Premier was there when we met the
members of the last Parliamentary Delegation in the
Other Place and one of the comments they made, he will
remember was in warning us that money is not just there
for the asking. You must be in a position to attract it and
you can also drive it away by bad mathematics. When
other hon. members spoke of development, that is devel-
opment on the Government scale; it is not industrial de-
velopment; not one penny is going to be put in a factory.
Do you know whence I would like to see them getting this
money? From the U,S.A, via the Federal Government. We
have friends in North America and the matter only needs
proper presentation to let them know that the money will
be put to good uses; let them know that the people in
Barbados are taxed to the hilt already: It is not a question
of threatening them as how some people threaten and
beg at the same time; you are asking them to do for you
what they have done for other countries.

10.00 p.m.

If that is done, the bigger money which we need here
is for industrial development, and that does not come by
way of Government; that comes from private enterprise.
You need money for two purposes, Government develop-
ment such as schools, hospitals and harbour; then you
need money for industrial development and machinery.
That i8 my contribution, as I see it. This has gone far-
ther than we need have gone. What you needed were
agreements with other countries. Let me put it another
way. Suppose you had somebody with £1 million to invest
and he sent it to England, would they give off tax on his
interest coming back here so that you could collect the
whole amount? When they have taken out tax they leave
you with nothing, but you are leaving it for them to take
all on the other side.

MR, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, the speech which
has just been made by the hon. junior member for Christ
Church has reinforced a conviction which I have held for
a very long time in relation to the management of the
affairs of this colony under the rampant capitalism under
which we are now suffering, and that is, that the best
Government to run a capitalist state is a capitalist him-~
self. The hon. junior member for Christ Church and the
hon. senior member for St. George both display an under-
standing of the machinations of capitalism inallits phases
of which the members of the Government on the opposite
side of the House are completely innocent. I am not going
to say they are ignorant; they are completely innccent of
the matters relating to finance under the rampant capitalists
of this island which they bring to this House from time to
tdme.

No one could belittle the contribution made in this
matter by the hon. junior member for Christ Church,
because taking the situation as it is, no one can gainsay
that he has given a truthful analysis of the whole situation.
As he is a capiulist, I want to congratulate him; butasa
representative now of the people of Barbados, I want to
take an entirely different approach to this matter, under-
scoring everything he has said in the premises. I do not
think that capitalist is a ‘bad word’, any more than so-
cialist is a ‘bad word’ for some people; but if you are
golng to have a half-baked socialism, you cannot bring
in capitalist measures by members of a Government who
do not even understand the simple workings of the bus
fares, let us say, and expect tomake it intelligible to mem-
bers of this House in the first instance, and members of
the general public in the final analysis.

Now, Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to ask a question
which perhaps you can answer for me, since you have
answered one rhetorical question which 1 put to night.
This is not rhetorical, but I expect an answer to this one.
There {s no Act on the Statute Books of Barbados called
a General Loan and Stock Act, 1935. When was this Act
passed? There is no Act on the Statute Books of Barbados
called the General Loan and Stock Act, 1935; to which

Act does this refer? Incidentally, I would like to correct
something said here by one of the previous speakers
when the Minister of Finance had introduced this measure.
If members go back to the Speech made at the opening of
the present Session by the Governor, they will find that
there is no portfolio for Educatdon or for Finance. Per-
haps they felt that they made such a mess of Finance in
the past three or four years that it would be better not to
designate the responsibility to any particular individual.
We know that in the United Kingdom the Prime Minister
may be a Minister of Defence or Minister for War; he is
never Chancellor of the Exchequer ex-officio, but has
some portfolio allocated to him. If noportfoliois allocated
to him, he can look after Foreign Affairs; it has happened
in British history before. We have a wonderful situation
in Barbados of financial measures being introduced by
every Tom, Dick and Harry or the Ministerial Benches
without any final responsibility residing in any member
present. 1 presume there may be a certain amount of
method in that madness. 1 presume when the hon. senior
member for the City referred to the Minister of Finance,
he was alluding to the Minister for St. Thomas, the Premier
of the island.

Now 1 see the hon. member for St. Thomas making
some diligent research, but if he goes back to the debates
of this House in 1953, he will see where I drew to the
attendon of the House, when the $6 million loan was being
authorised by the House, that the provisions of the two
Loan Acts were being entrely confused by that side and
there was the Minister for Finance or somebodyin charge
of the portfolio for Finance (because it was just before
Ministerial status), and despite the warnings of the then
hon. junior member for the City and myself, they per-
sisted in their folly and had to come back to the House
on a subsequent occasion to amend the whole thing. We
have two Acts; you can only raise a loan in Barbados
from two places and not from any part of the world or
the Commonwealth; you can raise a loan in Barbados or
in England. You cannot raise a loan on behalf of the Gov-
ernment of Barbados in Wall Street because it is contrary
to the Law of the land and to the provisions of the Loan
Act. You can either raise a loan here in Barbados or in
England. Now you have the Local LoanActwhich they con-
fused at the time of the Five Year Plan, and the General
Loan Inscribed Stock Act of 1935, which is a different
matter altogether. I know that the Government will have
to postpone this, but it is with regret sometimes that 1
have to get up and point out these things, because I do not
subscribe to the theory of the hon. junior member for St.
Thomas that my function is to congratulate the Govern-
ment on half-doing the things which they are being paid
to do properly. It is like congratulating my gardener
for watering my garden half day when I am paying him
to water it the whole day; $o no words of praise will
drop from my lips as far as Government is concerned.
It must always go on record thatl made an attempt to save
them from their folly. When they can tell you that this
is being done after mature consideration with the Finan-
cial Secretary, Sir Archibald Cuke, and other experts
who have advised them, one wonders whether they study
the measures which they want to foist on the unwitting
public of Barbados.

10.10 p.m.

Right at the beginning of the Qbjects and Reasons of the
Bill they say ‘with a view to attracting investment by non-
residents in Government loans, this Bill by Clause three
seeks to amend the Income Tax Act, 1921, so as to pro-
vide that the Governor-in-Executive Committee mayissue
an order exempting from income tax, either inwhole or in
part, the interest payable on any debentures or stock which
are or have been issued under the provisions of the Gen-
eral Loan Act, 1923, or the General Loan and Stock Act,
1935, and which the Commissioner of Inland Revenue is
satisfied are in the beneficial ownership of persons who
are not resident in the Island.’

I am now going to very briefly endorse everything
that the hon. junion member for Christ Church has said
and the observations which he has made. It is not because
1 subscribe to his political convictions. It is because as
a capitalist, he cannot forbear on the operations of the
capitalist system, even although theimmediate benefitdoes

ig#
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not enure to himself or to his business associates. When
you raise a loan, therefore, inside of Barbados under the
general Local Loan Act of 1933, you are normally issu-
ing debentures which operate by way ofa kind of mortgage,
that is to say, if it were a company it would be the first
charge, that is to say, the debentures are a first charge
of the Government of Barbados. When the Government

raises a loan in the London Market they authorise the
Crown Agents for the Colonies - the name of that office
has been changed and known by another name - to issue
a loan on such terms as they think fit; but there is a con-
ditdon precedent to the issuing of such loan. They have
to get the approval of Her Majesty’s Treasury under the
Inscribed Stock Act, and furthermore they have to get the
consent of a body called the Capital Issuing Committee
in London; but the part under consideration is that they
must have the approval of Her Majesty’s Treasury in the
United Kingdom, under the 1933 General Loan Act, they
do not need the approval or consent of anybody because
the loan is in the first instance raised locally and you
cannot transfer the prospectus from Barbados to London
to raise money in London for a loan which is coming un-
der General Local Loan Act.

Where 1 entirely agree with the hon. junior member
for Christ Church is this. You are encouraging two things.
The Hon. Premier has a very simple means of getting
out of this dilemma. It appears that what I have said has
created chaos and confusion. He can postpone considera-
tion of this Bill and bring down a fresh Bill. All the in-
genuity will not make it right. What you want is a proper
Financial Secretary who would not make you get into this
situation. We have drawn it to the attention of the Govern-
ment and the Governor already that they need advice
more than anybody else in this world. What you need is
sfncere advice; but this Government is badly served by
its experts when it needs sincere advice just as it needs
the grace of God. This Government is getting the worst
possible advice and the worst possible draughtsmanship,
and it is paying more than anybody else for the bad ma-
terial which is put at their disposal. We of this Party
give them free advice because it is our duty as repre-
sentatives of the people to give them free advice: but
if they do not like to follow that advice, then they can
pay for it. Unfortunately, all of us have to pay for it.

As I was saying, I agree with the hon. junior member
for Christ Church and it is the first time thatl can re-
member 1 have got up and said that I agree with anything
he has said or his Party. I am not going to anticipate
any measure coming before the House; 1 will deal with
it in the fullness of dme and that is the Rate of Interest
Act; I am not going into that at this stage.

Mr. Chairman, what I want to point out is this. In
the first place, even if this Bill were correct it could
not attract investment in Barbados; it could only en-
courage dishonesty by persons resident in Barbados, as
the hon. senior member for the City pointed out, because
there is absolutely nothing to prevent an investor in Bar-
bados from sending his money outside to friends and
allowing that money to come back in to be invested in
Government debentures raised under one of the two
l.oan Acts, and then of course, with a secret declaration
of trust or some paper of that kind transfer the money
back to Barbados. There is no law against it, and there
is nothing to prevent a resident of Barbados transfer-
ring all of his income or his capitl to any British pos-
session. The only restriction is on transferring your
property, whether it be debentures, security or other-
wise, to a hard currency area, and then you can do that
with the permission of the Controller if necessity ever
arises. But in so far as the British Commonwealth is
concerned, whether it is England, Australia, Trinidad,
Jamaica, British Guiana or any of the other Britsh
countries, there is no restricton in transferring your
money and re-investng it in Barbados in order to evade
our Income Tax Laws. That is the point made by the
hon. senior member for the City.

Now, it is also acting as a deterrent to the Barbados
investor to invest his money in Barbados , because with
current investment opportunities he can get facilides out-

side of Barbados which would put him in a much better
position than the conditions under which he will have to
lend money either to the Barbados Government or any-
body else in Barbados. If you want to encourage invest-
ment, Mr. Chairman, in the island, you have to extend
these facilities not only todebenture holders of Government
stock, but to industrial investment as a whole; that is to
say, to preference share holders and ordinary share-
holders especially where pioneer industries are con-
cerned. I do not think one penny contributed by way of
debentures is an investment at all other than putting
your money in moth balls as it were because you do not
want to use it.

10.20 p.m.

Anybody who wanted to use his money would not dream
of investing one penny with the Government. Where you
have a well-thinking investor who is a capitalist, a man
who is lving on what his money can make with possibly
no kind of profit in the modern concept of Socialism, you
are prepared to take back from that man unearned in-
come within the definition of the Act, you are taking back
a part as income which should be taxed on a higher rate
than ours, and re-allocating it amongst the most unfortun-
ate members of the community in socialand welfare meas-
ures and Government undertakings which are fruitful and
productive. That is the modern concept of socialism, but
this is now socialism in reverse. You are making people
get unearned income through Government debentures and
giving them a dispensation which you do not afford to the
local residents of tie country. Where you have capitalists
coming in from tae :i:rd currency areas - I would wel-
come any encouragement from those areas, of course, and
people who would normally be on call to get the securi-
tes which the Barbados Government can put on the mar-
ket, because they have surplus capital, and then you are
giving them double protection by telling them: ‘‘you need
not pay any interest on this amount.’’

Mr. Chairman, it is time that we begin to get tough
with the people who are supposed to be helping us. Let
the British Government have reciprocal arrangements
whereby Bridsh subjects investing in industrial under-
takings in Barbados and in the West Indies would be ex-
empt from double taxation. I have not heard this Govern-
ment doing what Trinidad has Jone; Trinidad has taken
actdve steps to try and get the Britdsh Government to
do something about it, and the Chief Minister of British
Guiana is now telling the Bridsh Government that unless
he gets money on the terms on which he wants it for the
development of the Hinterland of Bridsh Guiana, he is
prepared to resign. 1 would welcome the Hon. Premier
getting in touch with the British Government and telling
them that he would resign if he does not get any money.
1 give him the solemn undertaking that the members of
this Party will not step in into his shoes unless they
cannot see the facilitdes for which we are asking. 1 think
1 have the support of my colleagues in this matter, that
we give our undertaking that we will join hands with the
Premier and his Party. (ASIDES).

Mr. Chairman, 1 have the authority on the part of
my parliamentary colleagues to give the Hon. junior mem-
ber for St. Thomas the solemn undertaking that we will
make it a national issue and if he resigns, we will not
run the Government. I repeat, that if he makes a national
issue and resigns, we will not run the Government. We
want industrial development. They are not going to get
any money ; I told them that three years ago. The Gov-
ernment is not going to raise any money, no matter how
many tmes they amend the Income Tax Act. They are
trying to raise money at the most inopportune time; they
were supposed to have $60 million in 1956. They took
the Governor away from his job and flew him to the
United Kingdom and back here, as if it was a matter of
bringing back something like nuts in a paper bag. We
have not seen any money yet; we have seen the figures.
The Deep Water Harbour is being constructed out of the
colony’s current revenue; they have expropriated some
of the funds from the Government Savings Bank and not
one penny has been raised on the English Market,

1 disagree entirely with the hon. junior member for
Christ Church on this point. 1 know that one of my col-
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leagues is very strong on the point that investments
should come from inside Barbados. I feel that the money
which is left over - the margin between expendable in-
come and income which is earned, the excess profits,
the money with which you do not know what to do - few
of us attain that object, though we all aspire to it. In the
case of people who have income which they can invest, 1
think that money should be left to finance mortgages and
matters of that kind and business interests of the Island.
When we go in for any large undertaking, whether it is of
a Government nature or of a private industrial nature, I
feel that that money should come from outside the Island,
because it will generate new purchasing power within the
Island, which purchasing power was not here before.

If 1 may simplify that, 1 would say that when the Gov-
ernment raises money in Barbados, as they are raising
now, they are only transferring money from one sector
of the economy to another sector, and an unproductve
sector at that. It is producing nothing but a lot of private
bills and trips abroad for Ministers. Theyare not generat-
ing any new employment; they cannot deplete the ranks of
the unemployment, because they are shifting about money
inside the Island instead of driving the pump with money
from outside. Whenever loans can bring in $10 million
from outside, they inject into the economy of this Island
a stimulus in the form of $10 million which was not there
before. Let us say that that $10 million provides 1,000
primary jobs in Barbados; theinvestment multiplier, about
which I suppose the hon. senior member for St. Thomas
will probably fulminate, because when I talked about the
dynamic disequilibrium, he has not got out ofit yet - well,
I am now going to talk about the econgomic multiplier.

Wken you bring in $10 million from outside and
that provides 1,000 jobs for people, provided that they
do not send it back out in the form of importing employees
and people who use up money in importing all their ma-
chinery and equipmentfrom outside when local material ex-
ist in Barbados where it would be more fully employed-
provided they do not do that, the influential injection with
the present multiplier effect on the economy of Barbados
which is highly dynamic in a backward community like
this will be felt,because people in this Island are living
below subsistence, and therefore any money which comes
into their possession must be spent very quickly.

10.30 p.m.

They are living below subsistence so thatany money which
comes into their pocket has to be spent very quickly and
$10 million become something like $35 million put into
circulation; so therefore, when the hon. junior member
for Christ Church made the speech, Mr. Chairman, it
was worthy cf the hon. senior member for Christ Church
and that is why 1 was worthy of the hon. senior member
for Christ Church, and that is why I referred to it in its
sanity and analysis; 1 do not mean in its philosophy. When
the hon. junior member for Christ Church says how he
would like most of this to be raised, they cannot subscribe
to that. We want as much money as we can get from out-
side in the stability and the dynamism of the Government
and people of Barbados. But what they mistake for sta-
bility is stagnation, and they think that in order to en-
courage people to invest money in Barbados you have got
to be as reactionary, as retrogressive and as stagnant
as possible. That is the difference in the approach in the
Party to which I happen to belong and the Goverment
Party. I cannot be in favour of introducing measures which
are retrogressively capitalist in content and capitalist
in philosophy. The other bogey which is waved in the
faces of the people of Barbados all the time is that
they must grant this and that concession, because if
they do not grant it people will not provide jobs. For
the ten years, and still recently, for the past six years
during which they have had the economy of this island
under their control, not one single industry has been
set up.

HON. R. G, MAPP: On a point of order........
MR. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, ....c...-.

MR, CHAIRMAN: Please listen a minute. In my
opinion you bhave been making a second reading speech.

I have been waiting at intervals to cross you, but every
tme you seem to anticipate my action; you go back to
the Loan Act.

MR, BARROW: If you give me a chance, I will come
back to it.

MR, CHAIRMAN: I will ask you to stick to Clause 3.

MR, BARROW: We differ fundamentally on the in-
terpretation of Parliamentary Procedure, but I will re-
spect the ruling of the Chair, 1 do not like my ruling
coming from the Ministerial Benches. Mr. Chairman,
anytime you want to rule, you should rule in your own
right, but do not act as a channel or a funnel for pouring
out the rulings of this House.

MR, CHAIRMAN: I am asking the hon. member to
stick rigidly to Clause 3.

MR. BARROW: I am sticking as rigidly as any fi-
nancial measure with such wide-reaching implications
as the present one will afford me.

MR, CHAIRMAN: This is not a second reading
speech. This is Clause 3.

MR, BARROW: There is no definiion in May’'s
Parliamentary Practice of a second reading speech and
a speech in Committee of the whole House. As long as
I do not talk about the quarantine of dogs, I am within
the ambits of this Bill. 1 am talking about the financial
impHlcations of the Bill, and there is nothing to the Bill
but Clause 3; so I am not going to take any interpreta-
don from the member for St. Thomas or from any mem-
bers on the opposite side. Since when have they arrogated
to themselves the duty to interpret Parliamentary Pro-
cedure to me or any other member of this House? The
whole trouble is that any time you mention the unemploy-
ment situation in this island, it is ke a red rag to a bull,
like the tie which the hon. Bolshevik member is wearing.
Unemployment is a ‘bad word’ which they do not want you
to mention. We must just say that we are being nice and
the people will respect us; but it is time that we begin
to have a more realistic approach and see financial pro-
visions from a wider perspective, and not in little piece-
meal legislation Hke this. It is to be an overall policy,
dove-tailing every measure into economic betterment.

I am saying that the effect of Clause 3 of the Bill-
quite apart from the fact that the Bill is not properly
drafted - is directly in conflict with the best interests of
the people of this island, and it is not in the interest of
any Party which purports to advance the causes of the
working~-class people of the island. No working-class
person is going to benefit from this Bill; it is only people
like the hon. junior member for Christ Church and the
hon. senior members for the City and St. George who
will in any way be affected by this Bill. Private industry
will not be affected by Clause 3; only Government invest-
ment, and what Government investment is there going on?
Do you mean digging holes in the ground? That is all the
economic activity going on in Barbados for the last twelve
months; and throwing stones into the sea. If you go to
Trinidad or Puerto Rico and any of those places, you
are immediately struck by the dynamic atmosphere of
expansion which you can see in those countries. In Bar-
bados, all you see is digging up street after street and
filling them back in with earth. There has not been any
one industry of any importance or at all in this island
in the last six years, and suclr ....

MR.CHAIRMAN: Again the hon. member is straying.
MR, BARROW: Do you want me to stick to Clause 37

MR. CHAIRMAN: For the second time, I must warn
you to stick to Clause 3 and leave out industries.

MR. BARROW: That is exactly what Government is
doing. They are leaving out industries altogether. Why
not amend Clause 3 to extend the provisions - I would
agree with you in that - from the Government investment
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aspect and general industrial investment? If you ask me
to leave out industries, 1 cannot do that when I come to
think of the economy of this island.

10.40 p.m.

1 cannot contemplate Government running industries
when 1 look around at the present time within the domains
of the Government and see that the trained material which
we should have at our disposal is incompetent to run it.
What the Government has to do is to train the lower es-
chelons and give them something to do. I am going to
leave out industries in one aspect and bring them in in
another aspect. If we are to be in favour of the Bill it
will have to be in a more comprehensive form where
industrial investments are also afforded the facilities for
being extended by what was just engaging the attention of
the Committee.

Now, Mr. Chairman, at this stage I have tried to
condense all my suggestions and strictures to as narrow
a purpose as | possibly can and there is nothing more
that 1 would like to add at this stage. However I would
like to go back to my first suggestion, and that is that
through the {ill-conceived planning of the Bill by the
draughtsmen or the Executive Committee, or the Cabinet
or whoever is responsible for scrutinising it before it
was brought into this House. They did not seem to under-
stand that there is no General Loan and Stock Act of 1935.
It is not a simple matter or something where you can
stick in a word, because the very fact that they have in at
least two places, the General Looan and Stock Act of 1935,
discloses that they have not read the provisions of that
Act because this is written boldly that it is Inscribed
Stock and 1 am not here to explainwhat is Inscribed Stock;
therefore let them take back this Bill. One cannot teach
them everything in one lesson. It would take them six
years to learn. There is no point in sticking in a word
or saying that we must put in the word ‘‘Inscribed’’ be-
cause it is referring to something which does not exist
at all and you cannot make something out of nothing. How
do you know ‘that another word is not to go in? I can sug-
gest a word, but you certainly cannot amend this by stick-
ing in a word and saying that everything is all right. You
do not amend legislation in that way. When you make
legislation you have to come in with a firm grasp of the
legislation and then you have to dovetail in your pro-
vision what is you general financial policy.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The queston is .......

MR. TUDOR: Did you hear the hon. member just
point out that there is something fundamentally wrong with
the Bill.

HON, DR, H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, I am
asking leave to insert the word ‘‘Inscribed’’ in line 10 of
sub-paragraph (1) of the new section 13 A.

MR. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I object to leave being
granted to the Hon. Minister to do what he wants, because
1 want to be sureif heis sure whether that is what he wants,
and secondly, by the putting in of that word, I want to be
sure whether he is sure that he will have the Bill which
he wants and that that word will remedy the defects of{t.

You see, Sir, much more is involved than merely
putdng in the word ‘‘Inscribed.” If the Hon. Minister
and ,his colleagues had been listening carefully to the
speech of the hon. member who has just sat down, they
would realise that he was suggesting that the whole con-
cept of the Bill was wrong and that there were certain
defects of policy as well as law, and he suggested to take
back the Bill and bring back an amended and better Bill
next week. They have listened to some one who has per-
suaded them that the Bill can be saved by inserting the
word “‘Inscribed’’. Of course, that is for theHon. Premier
to decide.

The question that leave be granted the Hon. Pre-
mier was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division.

The question that Clause 3 as amended stand part
of the Bill was put and resolved in the affirmative, the
House dividing as follows:-

AYES: Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS; Hon. D, D.
GARNER; Hon. R, G. MAPP; Mr. HOLDER: Mr. Thorne
Mr. SEARLES; Mr. L. E, SMITH: and Mr. F. G, SMITH
- 8.

NOES: Mr. GODDARD; Mr. TUDOR; Mr. TALMA;
Mr. BARROW; Mr. CRAWFORD; and Mr. BRANCKER - 6.
10.50 p.m.

HON, DR, H. G. H, CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, I beg to
move that you do now report the passing of the Bill in
Committee with amendments.

HON, D. D. GARNER: I beg to second that.
The question was put and agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN reported to Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER
who took the Chair and reported accordingly.

On motions of Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS seconded
by Hon. D. D. GARNER in each case, the Bill as amend-
ed was read a third time and passed.

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE “DATE OF
PUBLICATION OF THE REGISTERS OF ELECTORS
AND REGISTERS OF LOCAL GOVERNMENT

ELECTORS, ORDER”.

HON. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: Mr. Deputy Speaker,
earlier in the day, I asked for leave to proceed with the
Resolution seeking the approval of an Order extending the
date for the publication of the Registers of Electors to the
31st July, 1958.

I am now asking leave to deal with this Resolution
as the next Order of the Day.

There being no objection, leave was granted,

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
now stands in the name of the Hon. Premier:- To move
the passing of the following Resolution: Resolution to ap-
prove the Order entitled the ‘‘Date of Publication of the
Registers of Electors and Registers of Local Government
Electors, Order 1958".

HON. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Deputy Speaker,
this Resolution seeks to extend the date for the publica-
tion of the Registers of Electors and the Registers of
Local Government Electors until the 3lst July, 1958.
According to the Law, this publication should be ready
on the 30th of June, this year, but it is not far from that
date and it has been practically decided that this publi-
cation will not be ready by then. Permission of the Legis-
lature is therefore being sought to extend the date of the
publication of these Registers to the 31st July. A similar
thing was done last year; the publication of these Regis-
ters was not ready by the time stipulated and an exten-
sion of the date was sought for and was granted by the
Legislature. There are many reasons for that, reasons
which we need not go into just now.

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.
HON., D, D, GARNER: I beg to second that.

MR. BRANCKER: Mr. Deputy Speaker, in connection
with this Resolution which I am not opposing, of course,
1 should like to take this opportunity of saying a few
words. It is the duty of the Government to make it quite
clear to members o the public where and how they should
become registered. There are a lot of people who are
not registered up to 1956, but whoare eligible to be regis-
tered now all over the island, and they are not sure as to
where they are to go and how to achieve their registra-
tion; and the Government is apparently taking no steps
to ensure that they are informed about it. I am surprised
at the inaction on the part of the Government in this matter
because we know the attitude of 99% of the people who were
not of age and therefore were not qualified to vote in
1956, but who are now eager to be put on the Register.
It is the duty of the Government whatever it feels fits
fate will be, to give all the publicity possible to the name
of the places where one must get oneself on the Register
of Electors. There should be this publicity over Redif-
fusion, in the Press and through every possible source
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to let people who have become eligible to register, know
where they may go and make themselves registered elect-
ors, so that in the case of a general election or a by-
election, they will find themselves on the roll of electors,
they having attained the age at which they are eligible
to vote.

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

RESOLUTION re SALE OF LAND TO BARBADOS
DEVELOPMENT BOARD

MR. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day
stands in the name of the Hon. Minister of Communica-
tions, Works & Housing:~ To move the passing of the
following Resolution: Resolution to approve the sale by the
Governor-in-Executive Committee of a parcel of lanc
situated at Grazettes in the parish of St. Michael to the
Barbados Development Board.

HON. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the purpose
of this Resolutdon is to effect the sale of a portion of land
at Grazettes by the Governor-in-Executive Committee to
the Barbados Development Board. In 1956 an area of land
of approximately 2,041,372 square feet was purchased by
the Government for use mainly as a Housing Estate, but
it was anticipated at that time that a part of it might be
needed for the establishment of an industrial estate. This
parcel of land, which it is proposed to sell to the Bar-
bados Development Board, comprisesanarea of approxim-
ately 523,727 square feet and this land is now required
for the purpose of establishing anindustrial tradingestate.
This land is near the main road. all the public utilides
and facililes are there, and the money realised from
the sale of this land will be handed over to the Labour
Welfare Fund from which the funds for the purchase of
the land were made available.

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.
HON. D, D, GARNER: 1 beg to second that.

MR, GODDARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 would like to
ask the Hon. Minister who has introduced this Resolution
if Natural Gas is in the vicinity of this land and how far
away it is from it. If we are to select a site for industrial
development, there will have to be all the services avail-
able. I am not so familiar with the site itself, but the Hon.
Minister is and he could probably telluswhat I have asked
and tell us more as to the selection of the site. He could
probably tell us who has selected the site and what they
envisaged in the turning over, the leasing, the sale or
otherwise of this land.

11.00 p.m.

Do they intend to do what some other countries like
Puerto Rico have done to the extent of building, leasing,
renting and selling? As a matter of fact, thisis so
important that I should not be asking those questions at
all. When it was being introduced a fuller description and
explanation should have been given to members on the
development that is sought. We realise that we have to
begin somewhere, and the siting of industries at one spot
with all the services 1 have mentioned available is
essential. It is nothing new to that. That is done in Briush
Guiana and I understand thatin Trinidad thereis a develop-
ment area. I am not saying this as a critdcism; lam
asking for informadon so that I might know as fully as
possible what Governmant has in mind.

(Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER left the Chair and Mr.
SPEAKER resumed the Chair.)

MR, TALMA: Mr. Speaker, 1 welcome the establish-
ment of this industrial estate which on the face of it does
not set outhow much land will be allocated for that purpose.

The Addendum to the Resolution states thatan area of
approximately 2,041,372 square feet of land is required
for the establishment mainly of a housing estate, and that
funds for the purchase of this land were made available
from the Labour Welfare Fund. It has also been decided
to sell part of this land to the Barbados Development
Board for the purpose of estmblishing an industrial

trading estate, The Addendum does not state how much
land will actually be set out for the industrial estate,
and on what terms will this estate and land be given to
prospective investors.

It is a good thing to see that a start is being made
in this direction, but we are hoping that in establishing
this industrial estate there will still be enough room at
Grazettes to continue the housing programme. 1 would
like to hear the Minister explain further the establishment
of this industrial estate as well as the terms on which
prospective industrialists will be able to secure land for
industrial purposes.

HON, R. G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, 1 do not think the
hon. member read the Resolution carefully, because he
will see that not only is the amount of money embodied in
the Resolution as such; but the amount of land which is
523,727 square feet. We are sellingitat5¢ per square foot
to the Development Board. I do not think that natural gas
is very close in the area, but I think that hon. members
are aware of the way in which these industrial estates are
set up; they are either leased or rented to industrial
concerns. As hon. members know, you set out the land,
build roads and instal water and invite firms in. There
are no terms and conditions that I can reveal, because
none are laid down. Members who have been to Jamaica
will have seen how these estates are laid out. As I said
before, this is being done with the idea of attracting
industrialists in this country.

MR, MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, 1 was thinking along
those lines myself. 1 thought Government would have
waited until they had reclaimed the land in the building
of the Deep Water Harbour and used that land, because it
would have been in easy reach of the various facilities.
I suppose this is a good start, butl think the real attraction
in big countries would have been where there are houses
in the immediate area, and where you can get gas and
other public utilides. I agree with this, but I do not know
that it should be in an area which you are going to develop
and there is no public utiity such as natural gas. 1 would
throw out a suggestion which Government should keep in
mind, and it is that the best place to offer as an attraction
would be the area which is reclaimed inthe building of the
Deep Water Harbour.

MR, CRAWFORD: Iwas amazed, Mr. Speaker, to learn
that a member of the Government, a Minister rather, could
not have told the House whether natural gas was in the
area. One of the prerequisites of an industrial estate is
the accessibility of fuel for power. Nobody is going to site
an industry where adequate power is not readily available,
and therefore the point raised by the hon. junior member
for Christ Church is of tremendous significance. I am not
surprised that the Minister confessed his ignorance about
it because with this entire question of industrial develop~
ment, Government is just deliberately playing the fool.
The mere acquisition of land for industrial purposes does
not mean, as the Minister suggests, that manufacturers
are going to be attracted.

11.10 p.m.

What is holding up industrial development in this country
is the lack of proper pioneer industries legislation, and
the absolute indifference of the Government in so far as
that is concerned is entirely to be blamed for the present
posidon. They have the land there; they are not using it
for housing; therefore they say that they are allocating
it for an industrial estate. Ask the Hon. Minister of Trade
whether he has not a draft Bill for the amendments to the
existing ploneer legislation on his desk for about sixteen
months? It is as far back as January or February last
year that his Government had drafted amendments to the
ploneer industries legislation and it just remains there on
his desk like a piece of blotting paper without his paying
any attention to it while the other islands around us are
being developed to the amazement of visitors. Only the
other day you had Lord Hastings or some member of the
House of Lords who expressed amazement over the rapidity
with which Jamaica was being industrialised and a few
days ago you had representation coming from over tewnty-
two firms applying for industrial rights in Jamaica. Within

-
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the last two years you had between twelve and fifteen
firms in Barbados willing to invest in new industries. You
had a few from America, a few fromVenezuela and others
from Europe and from Britain. Almost all of them left
the country in disgust, either because they got little or no
encouragement from the Minister or the Government or
because of the inadequate faciliies which were offered. The
Hon. Minister knows that you are not going to get a single
investor being interested in a single square foot of land
at Grazettes until the Pioneer Industries Act is amended.
Therefore I want to challenge him, if he or his Government
is really interested in industrial development, to leave
alone a lot of the nonsensical legislation which they bring
here every Tuesday and get along with the amendments
which they had so long to the Pioneer Industries Act.

The important thing, Mr. Speaker, that we in this
country will find in the near future is that we have missed
the bus. In the Federal Constitution it is stated that
industrial development in the unit areas is a matter for
the unit legislatures only for the first five years. After
that, it becomes a matter of the Federal Government and
that is one of the reasons why Trinidad and Jamaica more
especially are racing ahead in the manner they are with
industrial developments before it becomes the obligation of
the Federal Government to allocate industries to the unit
areas or'to planfor Federalindustrial development. There-
fore, Sir, the Government of Barbados with its tremendous
potentialities for industrial development which is marking
time on this important question is guilty of criminal
indifference and criminal neglect to the needs of the
community: and I say, Sir, that the Resolution before us
is merely begging the question of industrial development
undl such time as Government actually concerns itself
with putting on the Statute Book of the Colony Pioneer
Industries Legislation which would really attractinvestors
to the country and which would really make an industrial
estate of some value and importance.

MR. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I share the astonish-
ment of the hon. senior member for St. Philip because one
would have thought in the Resolution that one of the prime
factors considered would be a source of power. I wasa
very relevant consideration proposed by the question of
the hon. senior member for Christ Church when he asked
how far was the natural gas main from Grazettes, because
one of the prerequisites of successful industrial expansion
must be cheap fuel power of one sortor the other available.
The hon, senior member for St. Thomas should be the last
person to confess his ignorance about the availability of
natural gas because natural gas quite apart from the
natural proclivities of the Hon. Minister - - - -

HON. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of
order. 1 think 1 was asked by the hon. junior member for
Christ Church if there was natural gas in that vicinity or
if it is passing along there. The closest point1 know is
Lancaster. Why can't you pipe it from there?

MR, BARROW: The Hon. Minister has disclosed his
ignorance by saying that is the closest point, because the
natural gas passes all through his parish, down Rock Hall,
through Bennetts and down to this proposed estate some-
where in the vicinity of Warrens Factory. He should have
these things at his finger tips. I agree with him. You can
run it from the back of Warrens Factory across by
Clermont Plantation, down Lodge Hill and into Cave Hill
which is over all a distance of about a mile and a half. So
Sir, the question of fuel power is an important considera-
ton: but in view of the distance which the gas would have
to be piped one wonders whether they have taken this into
consideration when they located this industrial estate in
the Grazette area. Perhaps it would be better if they had
taken the estate to the power itself, thatis anywhere along
the pipe line, that is to Waterford or Bagatelle where they
already own land and where they can acquire more land
for industrial development purposes, or they could have
taken it into the constituency of the hon. senior member
for St. Thomas and located it there.

There are other considerations, suchas the transport
factor of the power tobe takenintoaccount. Anyhow, 1 hope
they have all of these things clearly sorted out before they
jump into any undertaking of this kind because the members

of the Government are notoriously unqualified in matters
of this kind; therefore 1 hope they are well advised on
this. 1 am only mentioning some of the factors which they
should take into consideration.

The other thing is that they have taken over this
land from the Housing Authority at a cost of five cents a
square foot which I understand was the price which was
paid for it. I think the totalarea was 44 acres and they are
disposing of approximately 11 acres which is one quarter
of what they originally bought. I ask and enjoin the Hon.
Minister to keep an eye on this business of selling.
11.20 p.m.

I heard some mention made of the selling of land and
industrialists coming in, but I do not think that that is
desirable at all. If a man establishes a trade here, it has
been brought here at the taxpayers’ expense; the place is
erected at their expense and then you are going to allow
him to have the power to speculateand sell to anybody who
may only use the place as a bond house, When you rid
yourself of the fee simple in possession of any property,
you cannot dictate to a person that he cannot sell it again;
it would be contrary to the established principle of develop-
ment under Government auspices, if youallow private own-
ers to buyapartofanestablishmenton which to speculate.
The Board has got to exercise eternalvigilanceto see that
the factory space which has been leased out is utilised
to the fullest advantage, and non-discriminatory practices
of legislation and restriction will have to beput into effect
in order to see that the bestemployment use is made of it,
and not merely such use as a bond house for somebody’s
rum or anything of that kind. Iwasalarmed when I heard the
Hon. Minister suggest that when an industrial estateis set
up, there will be the possibility of the area being sold to
private enterprise. Sir, the very rationale of the establish-~
ment is thatitremains under the control of the Government.

HON. R, G, MAPP: On a point of order. 1 specifically
said that the land was under lease. 1 mentioned that, in
other areas, industrial lands were sold or leased or
rented, and that the Development Board would probably
lease this land. I repeat that the Development Board
would probably lease this land.

MR. BARROW: I want to repeat that the hon. member
said that the land would be leased, rented or sold, and
that the Hon. Minister when he was Minister of Trade
cannot evince ignorance of this. If he cauterises his
brain as soonas he switches fromone portfolio to another-
he has a wrong perspective about history and evolutionary
development. He said that this land would be leased,
rented or sold; 1 would just like to point out to him that in
those countries where they have sold industrial estates
which have been initiated by the Government, it was
because they admitted defeat, in the first instance, or in
the second instance, projects become so unsuccessful that
it was a clear undertaking after a probationary period, the
estates would be sold out to private enterprise. However,
to start off an industrial estate by saying that you are going
to sell it to private enterprise is to begin a venture of
this kind in a wrong prospective. I am not criticising the
hon. member; I am just warning him of what will happen
if he dealswithanimportant matter of this kind in that way.

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

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE CUSTOMS
(AMENDMENT) REGULATIONS

MR. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Minister of Trade, Industry and
Labour:- To move the passing of the following Resolution:-
Resolution to approve the Regulations entitled ‘‘The
Customs (Amendment) Regulations, 1958.""

HON. R. G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, I am asking leave
to take charge of this Order in the absence of the Hon.
Minister of Trade.

There being no objection, leave was granted the
Hon. Minister.

HON. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, the consideration
of this Resolution will not take very long. As hon. members
will see from the Addendum, the Customs Department
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wants to replace the present hand-operated stamp, used for
countersigning the warrants passed by the Customs Officer
in connection with the passing of entries of goods for home
consumpton, for the use of an accounting and numbering
machine. In order to have the authority to do so, we must
change the Regulatdons. These Regulations have already
been laid in the Legislature, and this Resolution seeks to
give effect to these Regulations.

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.

HON. F E. MILLER: I beg to second that.

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

ORDERS POSTPONED
HON, R. G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, 1 ask leave to
postpone Orders Nos. 5 and 6 and to take Order No. 7 as
the next Order of the Day.

There being no objection, leave was granted the
Hon Minister.

REGISTRATION OFFICE (AMENDMENT) BILL.,

MR. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Premier: To move the second
reading of a Bill toamend the Registration Office Act,1903.

HON, DR, H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, this Bill
seeks to amend the Registration Office Act, 1903 as
amended by the Registration Office(Amendment)Act, 1947.
The purpose of this Bill is to increase the rates paid to
certain staff at the Registration Office, The members of
-this staff are not Civil Servants, and therefore, they do not
come under any Civil Service changes for salary increase

‘and so the Act has to be amended to give effect to any
increase which may be coming to them.
11.30 p.m.

As set out here, Sir, the Objects and Reasons read
as follows;:

‘‘Under subsection (4) of section 2 of the Registration
Office Act, 1903 as enacted by section 2 of the Registration
Office (Amendment) Act, 1947, persons engagedin record-
ing or copying documents are paid at the following rates:-

(a) three pence per folio of 90 words for copying
voters Lists; and

(b) five pence per folio of 90 words for recording
or copying any other document.

These rates have remained unchanged for ten years,
and in view of the increase in salaries of Government
employees since the time these rates were fixed, Govern-
ment has agreed to increase the rate for copying Voters
Lists to 8 cents per folio of 90 words, and the rate for
recording or copying any other document to 13 cents per
folio of 90 words. Clause 2 of the Bill seeks to amend the
Registration Office Act, 1903 accordingly.

In order to meet the cost of these increased rates,
Clause 3 of the Bill provides for increases in certain fees
to be recelved by the Registrar as provided in the Schedule
to the Registration Office Act, 1903.

Clause 4 of the Bill contains provisions for the
conversion of pounds, shillings and pence into dollars and
cents in the principal Act.”’

1 beg to move that this Bill be now read a second time.
HON., D, D, GARNER: I beg to second that.

MR. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, I agree with this, but
there is another matter which is of a similar nature which
Government should no longer continue to overlook, and that
is in respect of an increase in the cost of copying proceed-
ings which is done by the Clerks of the Court. The figure
of two pence per folio of 90 words has been in existence
for half a century, and we find thatas a result they take as
long as possible to do them, and sometimes although they
are paid as soon as the order is given, take so long that

they forget they were paid and ask for a second payment,
because the two pence for 90 words is out of conformity
with the present cost of living and other rates of pay.
When it comes to the Assistant Court of Appeal Act, the
cost of these proceedings fifty years ago was fixed at $2.
It is sdll $2 which the Clerks may legally charge. Since
Government has given this matter consideration, thatis a
matter which is onexactly similar lines and which I think is
entitled to similar consideration, and therewould certainly
be a great boon to the Clerks to charge something some-
what in proportion with present day rates than that which
by Law is charged now, and which has been in force for
the past half century.

MR, F. G, SMITH: 1 shall not be long. 1 welcome the
amendment as brought down, but I know for a fact that
the Registrar of the Supreme Court recommended slightly
more than this amount. In one case I know he recommend-
ed 15¢. As you will see, the rates have remained un-
changed for over ten years, and in view of the increase
in salaries of Government employees who have had at
least two increases during the last ten years, you will
agree with me no doubt that the amount as recommended
is extremely small. 1 should like to know whether the
reason for not granting the Registrar’s reasonable re-
quest was financial. While I welcome the increase, 1
must voice my disapproval of the fact that the increases
are so small after ten years of neglect. I think to in-
crease one from ten cents to thirteen cents instead of
fifteen cents which the Registrar recommended, and the
other from six cents to eight cents where he recom-
mended more is really very small and almost negligible;
but this, 1 understand, is just like the pension increase -
a token increase - and does not go as far as I would
have hoped Government would have taken it, because
you have to realise that these persons involved are
doing a job which will remain necessary for quite some
tme. If you have not got the equipment and the neces-
sary legislation to remove them, then at least you should
pay them a reasonable living wage. They get no vaca-
ton when the year comes; as a matter of fact, I think
it was one of the ideas of the Registrar that money
should be provided to give them at least two weeks per
year to which other more humble employees are en-
titled by Law. Their job is such that the moment they do
not work they do not get paid, with the result that some
of them who have been doing this job for years find it
impossible to get vacation at all. 1 feel that for anyone
doing a service for Government, Government should be
in a posidon - just as Government imposes on private
employers the necessity and the legal obligation to grant
holidays with pay - to see that he is enttled to some
sort of holiday when the year comes.

I welcome this increase, but I hope Government in
the near future will find it possible to be a bit more gen-
erous to those persons who under our present system
are doing a very difficult and very necessary job.

MR, BARROW: Mr. Speaker, the Government is in
the habit of introducing in the Twenteth Century legis-
ladon which is more appropriate to the horse and buggy
period of civilisadon. For a long time, along with the
hon. junior member for St. Lucy and other members on
this side of the House, we have been pointing out the dif-
ficulties under which the Central Registry in this island
operates from day to day, and we have been advocating
to the Government for a long time that the method of re-
producing and filing documents is antiquated and obso-
lescent. The ,persons who are supposed to be engaged in
the Registry are not Civil Servants, Mr. Speaker. They
enjoy no pension rights; they are piece workers or task
workers in the same way as a man cutting stones in
Mount quarry or at Chapel Plantation quarry.

HON. DR. H. G. H. CUMMINS: On a point of order.
Is that anything to do with the Bill?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member is describing
the method of work; he said they are not Civil Servants.

MR. BARROW: 1 do not think the hon. member
realises this is a second reading; I think that is his real
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difficulty. When you are in Committee you make speeches
on the second reading, but you do not have speeches on
the third reading.

Mr. Speaker, what I am tryingtopoint out is that this
Bill is to increase the rate of pay for the people whom
we call copyists in the Registry. They have very import-
ant legal documents to enter into the vellum folios, and
also the task of not only keeping documents in the Record
Books, but when a member of the public goes into the
Registry to demand a copy of a legal document, they have
to copy it from the Record Book into which it has been
placed from the original back on to foolscap for sale to
members of the general public.
11.40 p.m.

In other words, this is not a charge on the Treasury
at all and, as a matter of fact, I am suggesting that we
can make an amendment here, if we like. We can suggest
an amendment. Even if the Crown Solicitor is in need of
a document from there, he has to pay for it. They are
not entitled to legal documents as a right. They are not
even entitled to look at them or consult the index. They
have to pay for the privilege of getting copies of these
documents.

1 do not see why the Goverment is being parsimon-~
ious about it, but this is not the observation which I got up
to make at this stage. I am saying that for years we have
been suggesting to the Government that this is an out-
moded method of recording important legal documents
and it is almost like a kind of work which galley slaves
had to do. It is laborious. What I want to draw to the at-
tention of the Hon. Premier is that the Registry is months
and months behind hand and that is the contention which
has been thrown out by anyone who went in there even
wanting a Birth Certificate. It is so because you employ
people to sit down and write out in longhand documents
which are recorded in milligraph in other countries, and
the obvious thing for this Government to do is to imme-
diately investigate the feasibility, if they are not con-
vinced of its advisability up to the present, of incorporat-
ing a photographic machine or a copying machine. The
difference, as far as I understand is that with a photo-
static machine you get the reverse of the print, but the
copying machine is one which can turn out any document
as the original; and the same people who are now em-
ployed in this laborlous process of copying documents
can be the same people who can work this machine and
get what they want copied in three or four minutes’ time.
We have a Clerk of the House. He can tell the Hon. Min-
ister that the same people whom you employ to do this
work can be trained free of cost to work this copying
machine because 1 understand that the firms that manu-
facture this particular machine - [ do not know the firms;
1 have no interest in any particular firms; 1 only have an
interest in seeing that the process of law is expedited and
people do not suffer any disadvantage from the documents
which they need being delayed - will send out people to
train the copyists - or such persons whom the Govern-
ment seems disposed to employ - into the methods of
operating these machines. Therefore, instead of your
going into the Registry and paying five or six dollars and
waiting three or four months to get a document, you will
be able to go in there and get it in ten minutes in the
same way as it was in the original.

I seem to remember somewhere that the hon. junior
member for St. George before he was elevated to the em-
inence from which he now looks down on matters in the
interests of the inhabitants, supported some suchidea, and
1 would have thought that he would have given his col-
leagues some assistance on this matter when they were
deciding on it. I do not know whether it is that since he
is on the Ministerial Bench he has lost his flavour for
progressive matters of this kind as he has become be-
numbed by too long an occupstion on the ministerial
side, or whether it is that his higher technical senses
for matters of this kind have deserted him. Iam sure
that if the Hon. Premier discuss this matter with him,
he will get a lot of technical information about the matter;
at any rate, he will get some information on the matter
from the Hon. Minister.

HON. F. E, MILLER: Sir, 1 happened to be in here
all the time that the hon. junior member for St. John was
speaking and I sat down and listened to all his arguments
and 1 listened with pains to what he said. What the Hon.
Premier is asking for is a change in the rates for the
present compilation of the documents in the Treasury.
The hon. junior member for St. John is talking about
getting a photostatic machine but the Hon. Premier is
not talking of any photostatic machine; that is not really
what we want. We are satisfied that the rates which we
are asking for the compilation of these documents now
are what they should be..

(A VOICE: The Hon. Minister seems to have been asleep).

Sir, 1 am aware of what is going on. We were at
pains to discuss this in Cabinet and long before it was
sent down to the House. If you search the record, you
will see where you have documents which you want to
copy. We have not yet reached the stage where we re-
quire photostatic machines. Of course, if the hon. mem-
ber is speaking in terms of modern ways of doing things
and he wants it to apply to everything, let him say so.
For instance, if you are talking of modern ways of doing
things, you can take out special insurance for members
of the Government for everything, including the loss of
a fountain pen. You can bring almost everything up to
date in these modern times but a photostatic machine is
not necessary yet. For instance, again, you used parch-
ment paper over 3,000 years ago and that is still being
used today. Two thousand years ago, you had filing cab-
inets and you still have filing cabinets today. The hon.
member is talking of photostatic machines to create a
scant image. I do not see what the hon. member is worry-
ing about. If the hon. member believes that since I have
been a Minister 1 have lost contact or lost touch with pro-
gressive matters, that is a mistake. The hon. senior mem-
ber for the City knows this. He has come to my Ministry
many tmes and have seen me. | dislike even taking a
little rest period. I think he knows that I can find some-
thing to do all the time.

MR. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of
order,

MR. BARROW: I too rise on a point of order. The
Hon. Minister said that I made reference tohis character.
I merely asked the Hon. Premier to consult him about
this matter because I had a dim recollection that he had
spoken along the lines that I was advocating that there
should be such machinery for copying and he said they
used parchment. Does he suggest that they should have
caves for filing these documents?

HON. F, E. MILLER: The hon. junior member for
St. John accused me of using the word ‘“‘character’’. 1
have not used the word ‘‘character’’. He seems to be
inventing things. The hon. senior member for St. Lucy
got up on a point of order. I did not understand what he
said. He seems to have had an overdose of saliva which
he could not swallow.

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

11.50 p.m.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House went
into Commiitee on the Bill, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair.

Clauses 1 to 4 inclusive - were called and passed.

On the motion of Hon. Dr. H: G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. D. D. GARNER, the CHAIRMAN
reported the passing of the Bill in Committee.

Mr. SPEAKER
accordingly.

resumed the Chair and reported

On the motlons of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. D. D. GARNER in each case, the Bill
was read a third time and passed.

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS CONCLUDED

HON. R, G. MAPP: The consideration of that Bill
concludes Government Business for today.
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MR. SPEAKER: Government Business having been
concluded, the House will now proceed with the considera-
tion of Private Members' Business.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

PAROCHIAL EMPLOYEES PENSION
(COST OF LIVING ALLOWANCE) BILL

MR. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day under
Private Members’ Business stands in the name of the
Hon. senfor member for the City:- To move the second
reading of a Bill to amend the Parochial Employees
Pension Act, 1944 as amended by Acts of 1947 to 1951
inclusive and the Parochial Employees Pension (Cost
of Living Allowance) Acts, 1953, 1954 and 1955.

MR. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, this Bill is a Bill to
amend the Parochial Employees Pension Act. I may say
at the beginning that this Bill had been duly advertised
and a Petdon in this connection was presented in this
Chamber. This Bill seeks to amend the Act which now
glves a Cost of Living Allowance of 20% on the first £100,
7 1/2% on the second £100 and 5% on the third £100. We
are, in this Bill, asking that the cost of living allowance
be 20§ on the first £100, there are 47 pensioners-and
42 of them will benefit from this Bill, because the other
five retired before the increase in salaries was made.
The highest pensioner gets $279 and the lowest gets
$3.60. At no dme will anybody receive more than £35
per annum. This Bill may vary a little from the Gov-
ernment’s rates, but the number of people who will
benefit from it, is 42, as 1 have said, and the highest
pensioner will receive $279 and the highest he will get
is 5%. 1 do not think that there is anything controversial
about this matter.

1 therefore beg to move that this Bill be now read
a second time.

MR. TALMA: I beg to second that,

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

division.
On the motion of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded by Mr.

TALMA, Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the Housé
went into Committee on the Bill, Mr. BRYAN being in

the Chair.

On the motion of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded by Mr..
TALMA, the Preamble was postponed.

The five Clauses of the Bill were called and passed.

The Preamble was called and agreed to.

On the motion of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded by Mr.
TALMA, the CHAIRMAN reported the passing of the Bill
in Committee.

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

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

12.02 a.m.

THE PAROCHIAL EMPLOYEES PENSION
(COST OF LIVING ALLOWANCE) ACT, 1958

MR, SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands
in the name of the hon. senior member for the City: To
move the second reading of a Bill to amend the Parochial
Employees Pension Act, 1944 as amended.

MR, MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, this is a Bill to amend
the Parochial Employees Act which has been advertised.
There i3 the question of laying the rates in accordance with
local pensions and therefore the cost of living which they

got before up to 24th March must be consolidated before
we can pay them a cost of living bonus on what they are
being paid now.

1 beg tomove that this Billbe now read a second time-

MR. TALMA: I beg to second that.

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

On the motion of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded by Mr.
TALMA, Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House
went into Committee, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair.

On the motion of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded by Mr.
TALMA, the Preamble was postponed.

Clauses 1 to 5 inclusive were called and passed.

The Preamble was called and passed.

On the motion of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded by Mr.
TALMA, Mr. CHAIRMAN reported the passing of the
Bill in Committee, and Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair
and reported accordingly.

On the separate motions of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded

in each case by Mr. TALMA, the Bill was read a third
time and passed.

THE EDUCATION (AMENDMENT) ACT, 1958.

MR. SPEAKER: The next QOrder of the Day stands
in the name of the hon. senior member for the City, to
move the second reading of a Bill to amend the Educa-~
ton Act, 1890 as amended.

MR. MOTTLEY: This is a Bill to amend the Educa-
tion Act. I am sure hon. members will agree with me
that just a few months ago permission was given to the
Parish of St. Philip to do a similar amendment. If St.
Philip with two-fifths of the population of St. Michael is
entitled to more scholarships, certainly St. Michael is
too, because we have as many as thirteen hundred appli-
cations for the few scholarships which we offer. At
present we send 20 boys to Harrison College, eight girls
to Queen’s College, 50 boys to Combermere School and
50 girls to St. Michael's Girls' School, making a total
of 128 pupils. The Vestry is asking to amend the Act so
that it can send 30 boys to Harrison College, 20 girls to
Queen’s College, 60 boys to Combermere School and 60
girls to St. Michael’s Girls’ School, making a total of
170 exhibitdons altogether. I do not think that any hon
member would disagree with this, We have discussed
this with Headmasters and Headmistresses of the various
schools, and arrangements have been made for these
pupils to enter at the beginning of the school year.

Hon. members might ask if this might not present
the same situation as in the Parish of St. Philip where
they had to ask for more money, but it would be interest-
ing to let them know that we supply the other things,apart
from fees, under Poor Relief. As a matter of fact, the
money we spend on scholarships at presentis over $6,000,
and for books and lunch the amount is over $2,000 per
annum.

1 beg to move that this Bill be now read a second
time.

MR. FG, SMITH: 1 beg to second that.

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

On the motion of Mr. MOTTLEY seconded by Mr.
TALMA, Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House
went into Committee, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair.

Clauses ] to 6 inclusive were called and passed.
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On motion of Mr. MOTTLEY, seconded by Mr. TALMA, '

Mr. CHAIRMAN reported the passing of the Bill in Com-

mittee.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reporied ae-
cordingly.

On separate motions of Mr. MOTTLEY, seconded
by Mv. TALMA in each case, the Bill was read a third
time and passed.

THE ADJOURNMENT

The Order Faper having been fixed,

HON, R. G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to move that
this House do now adjourn until next Tuesday, lst July,
at 3 o'clock p.m.

HON. DR, H. G, H. CUMMINS: 1 beg to second that.

MR. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, itwillberecalled that
last week I gave notice of a motionin connection with cer-
tain statements obtaining in the statement made by the Hon.
Premier earlier, but in view of the fact that itis now
Wednesday morning and particularly as regards our em-
ployees who are our greatest concern, we are all rather
fatigued and 1 do not propose carrying on with that motion
this morning. But 1 am giving notice to the Government
that you will expect them to afford us reasonable accom-

modation for dealing with that motion in view of the at-
titude of us this morning. 1 hope the Government will al-
low us the oppertunity of discussing tids matter at ouw
next meeting at a reasonable hour: thatis, either tea or
supper. I am sure that Government would not like us v
carry on business until morning breaks out, This is wp
imporiant debate and we would like ecach point fully ven-
dlated,

MR, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, undev privats
Members’ Business, 1 would like Itemn 10 to be put as
Item 1.

MR, SPEAKER: The hon. member missed the fixing
of the Order Paper.

MR. F. G, SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I would like to avk
the Hon. Premier one question which I bave been asking
in this Chamber for a long time. It is with reference to
the Court in Belleplaine which has been shut for the last
two years. We have expended the taxpayers’ money in
putting np a building and not using it. I am asking bim
to discuss the matter with the Chief Justice and let us
know what is bappening. The last Premier promised us
an answer which we have not got.

The question that the House do now siond adjourn
until Tuesday, Ist July, 1958, at 3 o’clock p.m. was put
and resolved in the affi rmative without division and Mr.
Speakcr adjourned the House accordingly.




