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Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of ~ssembly  
met a t  12 o'clock noon today. 

P RESENT 

H i s  Honour Mr. K. N. R. HUSBANDS (Speaker); 
Mr. J. E. T. BRANCKERJLeader of the Opposition); 
Hon. M .  E. COX, (Minister of Trade, lndustry and ~abour);' 
His  Honour Mr. L. E. SMITH, J.P. (Dep~t~Speaker);  
Hon. R. G .  MAPP, (Minister of  Communications, Works 

Housing); Mr. T. 0. BRYAN, (Chairman o f  Com- 
mittees); Hon. F .  E. MILLER, (Minister of Social Ser- 
vices); Mr. E. St.A. HOLDER; Mr. C. E. TALMA; Hon. 
D. D. GARNER, (Minister of  Agriculture, Lands and 
Fisheries); Mr. C. B. SEARLES; Hon. L. St.A. THORNE, 
(Minister of  Education); and Mr. G. E. S. STRAUGHN. 

Prayers were read 

MINUTES 

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have the honour toinform the House 
that the Minutes of the last meeting a re  not yet ready for 
circulation. 

PAPERS LAID 

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

Hon. M. E. COX for Premier: The Civil Establish- 

,p ment (General) (Amendment) No. 19 Order, 1958. 

Hon. M. E. COX for Premier: Statement showing 
Gross Customs and Excise Receipts for four months 
ended 31st July, 1958. 

i 
Mrs. BOVRNE entered the House and took her seat. 

rc GOVERNMENT NOTICES 

Govemrerrt Nodces were given as follows:- 

d 

Hon. M. E. COX, for Premier: Resolution to approve 
the Order entitled "The Civil EstabIishment (General) 

.# (~mendment) No. 19 Order, 1958". 

& Hon. M. E. COX; for Premier: A 81U to amend the ' 
Foreign Judgments (Reciprocal Enforcement) Act, 1937. 

Hon. M. E. COX: A Bill to amend the Hotel Aids 
~ c t ,  1956. 

Mr. BRANCKER: To enquire of the Minister of 
Education: 

Is i t  the intention of Government within the current 
Session to introduce legislation for the purposes of - 

(a) providing free hot mid-day meals for children of 
public elementary schools in this island? 

(b) providing free secondary education for children 
whose parents cannot afford to pay for same, and 
who are  likely to benefit from such higher educa- 
tion? 

To enquire of the Minister of Trade, Industry and 
Labour:- 

Whether Government has made enquiries, since re- 
plying to Questions asked by me (No. 18 of 14. 12. 54, and 
No. 65 of 11.10. SS), relative to employment of Ba&adians 
resident in the United Kingdom, in the Police Forces of 
England and Wales? 

2. Will the Ministry make active representations in 
respect of the enrolment in such Forces of Barbadians 
who a re  now resident permanently in the United Kingdom? 

Mr. WALCOTT ertered the House and tooh his seat. 

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME 

On motions of Hon. M. E. COX seconded by Hon. 
D. D. GARNER in each case, the following Bills were 
read a first time:- 

A Bill to amend the Foreign Judgments (Reciprocal 
Enforcement) Act. 1937. 

A Bill to amend the Hotel Aids Act. 1956. 
12.25 p.m. 

+ion. M. E. COX: Mr. W k e r ,  1 should like to make 
a statement. 

"The Government proposes to institute an enq* 
into the sugar industry of the Island with the following 
terms of reference- 

To enqulre into the economic state of the sugar in- 
dustry of the island, and to make recommendations as to- 

(1) the method of remuneration and the wage struc- 
ture in the industry for (a) field workers, and (b) factory 
workers; 

\. 



(2) the establishment of a provident fund for field 
and factory workers in the industry and the payment of 
severance pay in appropriate cases; 

(3) the price to be paid to the grower .for sugar cane. 

2. The inquiry will be undertaken by Mr. A. F. MC. 
Kenzie, Agricultural Adviser to the Federal Government, 
and is expected to commence on or about 26th September, 
1958. 

3. It is proposed, with the approval of the Honourable 
House, to meet the cost of the inquiry from Head XXX1, 
Item 18." 

I should just like to say that the House will remem- 
ber that a Resoludbn for $2,000 came before i t  some time 
ago when we were getting somebody to enquire into the 
sugar dispute, and provision was made in that Resolution 
for this inquiry. In view of the fact that the Addendum of 
the Resolution did not set out clearly the purpose of the 
vote for this particular item, we just want to make i t  
clear now that the inquiry will be paidfor out of the $2,000 
voted by this House earlier this year. 

PNVILEGE r e  GOVERNOR'S SALARY 

Mr. SPEAKER: On the Adjournment of the House, 
hon. memJers were debating a breach of privilege. The 
motion was moved by the hon. junior member for St. John 
who is not in his place. If hon. members desire to continue 
the debate on this motion, such a debate takes precedence 
over all other motions, and hon. members will be indulg- 
ing in their right to continue. 

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, since the hon. Mover of 
this motion spoke on it, and since a very brief debate 
which took place in this Chamber on that occasion, hon. 
members will recall having read an explanation which 
was given by theBarbados Advocatein i ts  editorial column, 
I think i t  was two days after the modon was made. 

It is true, Mr. Speaker, that this House generally 
speaking, cannot take Parliamentary notice of what appears 
in a newspaper, although there a re  occasions such a s  the 
one which now comes under our notice when some atten- 
tion has to be paid. As I understand it, the Editor of that 
newspaper or the person writing for him in the leading 
column, set out quite clearly what that newspaper and i ts  
managers conceived to be the facts. They said quite clearly 
that the statement complained of came to them by way of 
a communique handed out from Government Headquarters 
and they mentioned specifically in that connection the Clerk 
of the Executive Committee. The story goes on and most 
of us a re  familiar with it. The Aduocate accepted it in good 
faith a s  they might have accepced almost any other com- 
munique or Press Release coming from such a quarter. 
Some hon. members may feel, i t  is true, that in all cases 
due care and caution a re  to be exercised by newspaper 
editors in printing releases from Government sources, 
not so much because they doubt the authenticity of a par- 
ticular commdqu6, but merely because it is better to be 
doubly assured tbat the prticular bit of information bears 
the imprest and stamp of authority. In that c o ~ e c t i o n  i t  
can of course be argued that the Advoccrte might well have 
enquired a little further from its own reportorf.1 staff a s  
to whether the statement alleged to have beenmade in this 
House had in fact so been made. I find it curious myself to 
see why an important statement U e  that - important be- 
cause i t  comes from such an alleged source - should not 
have aroused some enquiry within the newspaper office 
itself a s  to why the Reporters on duty in this Chamber on 
that pardculnr &y did not carry it, 4 I think to that ex- 
tent, and to that extent alone, the A d v o ~ e  must take full 
blame. 

If an item appears in a newspaper which says that 
the Premier of Barhdoa made such and such a statement 
in the House of Assembly, i t  L perttnentfor the ~~s 
of that paper to see what reason there could be for their 
OWE repordng it, andIdonotthialttheAdvoarrt.crrn 

hope to escape censure and blame for not enquiring long 
before this House made a protest why i t  was that the par- 
ticular statement or the report of i t  was not taken, so to 
speak, from the Horse's mouth; I mean no offence, of 
course. If, Mr. Speaker, that is accepted by this House, 
you can see therefore, that part of the blame must lie there; 
part, but not all. I think the most serious portion of the 7 
blame must lie with the Government itself, and particularly 
with that Department of Government which has the duty of 
releasing statements to the Press. 1 do not know how it  
is done; I do not know whether i t  is done through the Chief A 

Secretary, or whether an individual Minister directs his 
staff to issue statements; I do not think the method of doing 
i t  is very relevant here. 
12.35 p.m. 
What is relevant here is that the Cabinet is ( 7mprised - 
we a re  speaking of something which happene~ about two 
weeks ago - of six Ministers, five of whom at  that period 
were members of this Honourable House. It is inconceiv- 
able that the Cabinet Secretariat which includes, as I must 
imagine, the Clerk of the Executive Committee and the 
Cabinet Secretary, even if i t  were instructed to issue 
such a statement and to pass i t  on to the Press, would 
not a s  a matter of routlne check either with the Clerk C 

of the House of Assembly or indeed with the Minister- 
and, perhaps, i t  might even also be relevant to the issue 
in view of what happened subsequently that the Cabinet 
Secretary or the Clerk of the Executive Committee, again 
a s  a matter of caution, would say to the Premier: "Well, 
Sir, 1 am instructed to issue the Statement made by youto 
the Press on Thursday. Would you just lookit over and see 
if i t  is in order and whether i t  substantiates your views 
and whether i t  is the exact text of what you said?" If not 
to the Hon. Premier, i t  should have been done to the Min- 
isters or  Minister concerned. 

The serious aspect of this matteris this, Mr. Speaker. 
It is not that the Statement was prepared for the Premier 
to be read by him and that he forgot, neglected or other- 
wise omitted to make it. We may have our private judg- 
ment and comment to pass on that and we might ask in 
passing, how did it happen that a statement of such im- 
portance which was prepared for him, perhaps by his own 
direction, should have been ignored by him? We can also 
ask this which gives more ground for our charges. You 
said that the Premier himself neglected to make the State- 
ment. That was not drawn to the attention of the Cabinet 
Office or whatever Department i t  is whose duty i t  would 
have been in the normal course of events to release i t  to 
the Press; therefore you can forgive the Advocate for 4 
printing i t  in good faith although they cannot escape their 
share of the blame. You can also forgive the Hon. Premier 
for choosing not to make the Statement prepared for him 
lf he judged that the statement was not propitious; but you 
cannot forgive everybody connected with him in the Cabinet 
Secretariat for not consulting one with the other to decide 
whether any check should not be made, and you certainly 
cannot forgive the Hon. Premier for not making k clear 
since he has not made the Statement that the routine pub- 
Xication of it was to be held up. I think that is the crux of 
the matter and when you take this aspect of i t  into consid- 
eration you can see  that there is some reason for the mo- +% 

don that the House considers i t  a breach of privilege. 

Look at  the matter from the House's point of view. 
See what an unfortunate trend of events has been set into 
motion. Imagine the Government Printer seeing perhnps 
for the first time on Thursday or Friday of last week, or  
having it drown to his notice, that statement made in the 
Howe by the Premier (assuming that this House or indi- 
vidul members bad not noticed the discn?pancy) a d  by 
Lts being published in the records of the newspaper as hav- 
Lng taken pkcel Imaglne the Government Printer receiving 
the aonscript of the debates of this House of that date 
and feeling t lut  that pert of the debntes or the record of 
that statement h d  been i0ndverWW ieft out and there 
fore deedng that i t  was his duly to put it in. That is a 
situadoa which could well have ulrm, After a& he is 
not to hicm that t h e r e w a s i n a d ~ e o r w i l f u I n e g l e a  
on somcbodyns prt; therdolc you CO- not bkme him 
tor tb.t. His sense of duty and zed, i f  he had any, would 



make him want to include i t  in the records of the House 
and he would be within his right senses to do so  a s  nobody 
had said anything and nobody had raised any argument that 
i t  had been wittingly o r  unwittingly left out. He perhaps 
would have said to himself: "Here is my chance to put 
the records straight by including i t  in the debates," and - he could not be blamed for it. It would not have been a 
rash act on h i s  part; it would be quite within his term6 
of duty to see that the records have everything in them. 
Sir, had that unfortunate circumstance come to pass, the 
records of this House would have suffered distordon be- 
cause they would have included an instance which in fact 
had not taken place, and that is the heart and substance of 
the breach of privilege - the fact that something was put 
in the records as  having taken place in this House when in 
fact i t  had not taken place. 

The motion therefore is h s e d  on this consideration. 
It i s  not enough for the Government or for the Advocate to 
say that they are  sorry although both parties might have 
quite possibly a good excuse for the inadvertence, because 
this kind of thing is the sort of thing that, first of a& should 
not happen at all: but even if it happened i t  should certainly 
not happen more than once and i t  should serve a s  a warn- 
ing both to the newspaper and to the CaMnet Secretariat 
and to the Ministers both individually and collectively, to 
challenge for its authenticity ever-ythhgwhichis tobe pub- 
lished in the newspaper or to be issued over the broadcast 
to see whether such statement is based substandally on 
anything that has taken place in this House. 

With respect to the Statement itself, there is another 
aspect of it which is equally serious. At the end of the 
Statement. the Premier is reported a s  having said that 
the change foreshadowed in the particular bit of legisla- 
tion would invojve an amendment to the Letters Patent. 

4 
May 1 remind, you that in the Statement that is stated; but 
to do the Hon. Premier justice, and to keep the record 
straight, at  no time during that debate when the Hon. Pre- 
mier took part in it did he mention anything at  all about 
possible changes in the Letters Patent. It was the hon. 
junior member for St. John, the inidator of this motion, 
who made mention ofthefactthat the particular proposed 
legislation could not in fact become law because of that 
constitutional difficulty. You get the second distortion 
arising out of that statement. The first is that the Hon. 
Premier made the Statement and the second comes at  
the end of the Statement when ideas andopinions a re  writ- 
ten in the alleged statement which in fact had never been 

r spoken by the person alleged to have made the Statement 
to the House. That is a very serlous thing. The Advocate 
cannot be blamed for that except of course to the extent 
of wondering whether they did not feelit strange that their 
Reporters carried nothing about that a t  all. 
12.45 p.m. 

How can a Statement be prepared to be issued - it has 
not been issued, but released - with that distortion incor- 
porating in i t  an opinion which was never in the mouth of 
the person in whose name the Statement is being issued? 
Here again, that would distort the records of the House, 
because a Statement issued on the date on which i t  was 
alleged to have been issued would have been issued after 
the debate had taken place, and had it been printed in the 
Official Gazette, i t  would have given the impression that 
the Government had had its own mind made up about the 
particular issue and had reached its conclusions apart 
from anything which had been previously said. lnmy opin- 
ion, that would have constituted a dstortlon of the records. - 

A breach of privilege of this House or indeed of any 
Legislature, is a serious matter and hon. members would 
have been doing less than jusdce to themselves if they 
regarded it a s  being a routine party matter on which the 
House should be divided, the majority holding one view 
and the minority holding another view. By i ts  very nature, 
Mr. Speaker, a breach of privilege must affect the whole 
House. It may well be that last week it was a Statement 
released alleging that i t  had been made by the Premier 
In the House; and a Uttle dme from now w e  could d y  
have a similar case occurring in which the Government 

o r  any Minister or member of the Opposition, o r  Your 
Honour or any member d tbis House, for that matter, 
could very well be involved. Our attitude in any such w e  
should always be the same. 1 can quite see thnt the Mbds- 
ters of the Government may feel a little uncomforOble 
about sugporting this motion, because they may argue 
that, in some way, it reflects upon them. Lf the truth must 
be told, Mr. Speaker, I amafraiditdoes reflect upon them. 

There is a p a n  of the blame which they cannot eacape, 
however lententa view we\ may take ofit. T h e  part L just 
this: the whole issue discloses quite clearly that there is 
apparently no firm guiding prlndple existing In the Gov- 
ernment Secretariat itself as to the prindple on which 
public statements a r e  issued, especially statements which 
deal with high policy. 

For the f u m e  - they should bow their business 
better than anybody else - but it would be the best tblng 
for them if some firm rule could be W d  down that the 
Clerk of the Executive Committee must not. on any account, 
even in r o m e  matters which involve this House, do any- 
thing or issue any statement unless he first consults with 
the relevant Mlnister or with the Premier himself. Any 
statement which is issued bya Minister of the Government, 
however controversial i t  may be, so long as  it does not 
involve the House a s  a House, evenif i t  is inaccurate, can- 
not possibly affect this House; it may affect individuel 
members of the House, but not the House so long as that 
statement is not alleged to have been made in the House. 
We do not say that the Government need do anything more 
than they do about their general policy statements which 
can be kade without affe&ng an&n-$ in here, but policy 
Btatements reflecting  government*^ point of view when 
the House is involved, ought to be scrutinised very, very 
carefully indeed. 

The third thing which I want to say is this: the news- 
paper made great play, a s  I understand it, of the fact that 
the Opposition did not wait for the facts before moving the 
motion. 1 think that i t  is the greatest imperthence on the 
Editor's jmrt, even to suggest that. No newspaper should 
be able to tell us how to do anything and to what degree 
any hon. member should conduct his parliamentary busi- 
ness; but in this particular case, the impudence is even 
more startling. The nature of the facts or of the case was 
such that we had to move the motion of privilege; we had 
to do that, in order to get at the facts. Neither the Hon. 
Premier nor any of the MMsters was in a position last 
Tuesday to shed any light on the matter, and I feel that, 
although 1 detected a certain unnecessary apprehension 
on the part of the Premier and 1 believe of the Minister 
of Trade, yet at  the same time, they could not know the 
facts untll they themselves found out in their own offices 
how the Statement had been sent out. Therefore, neither 
the Opposition nor the Govermnent in this one instooce 
could be blamed for speaking without knowing the facts, 
-use the facts could not be given from any quarter 
in thei House. The facts had to come from the office of the 
Advocate and the text of the motion was that the Editor 
be requested to explain the source of the Statement; there- 
fore, to argue that the Opposition should wait for the facts 
is to beg the same question which we a r e  setting out to 
prove. That is why we reject emphadcally and categoric- 
ally the suggestion that we should havewaitedfor the facts 
before moving the motion. 

Finally, in supporting this motion, I should like to 
draw to the attendon of all hon. members of this House 
how very careful we ought to be or how much we ought 
to guard the privileges of this House. Some hon. mem- 
bers seem to think that these matters a r e  small; they 
may think that since the Advocate has published what it 
calls an expknndon showing how they came to publish 
that statement, that that suffices. I do not take that view. 
You can overlook, if you wish to do so, individual neglig- 
a c e s  and omissions because, individually, they do not 
amount to much, but taking the matter together, you an- 
not escape the conclusion that this House ha been very 
wrongly served a d  very roughly used when it appears 
in print that samethlng h s  taken pkce In here whea, tn 



fact, i t  has not taken place,anrl each hon. member must 
ask himself or herself how best we can avoid a repetition 
of that unfortunate and disreputable episode. 
12.55 p.m. 

Where the blame lles, let i t  lle; ht I thlnk the whole 
House, M a House, ought to make sure that if does not 
happen agpin. So strongly do I feel on it that I flnd myself 
randbg .lad crpmlrfDg in suppart of the m o t h  m o w  by 
the hon. jrmior member for St. John. 

Mr. WALCIIIT: Mr. Speaker, on the last occasion 
when we debated this matter, one of the Ministers moved 
a- amendment, and in moving that amendment, the Minis- 
ter jusdfled it by saying that he was not going to be caught 
in a trap. Now I should Ilke to say ........ 

Hon. M. E. O X :  On a point of order. 1 should llke 
the hon member to quote me Correctly. 1 am not a rat to 
be caught in a trap. 

Mr. WALCOTT. Maybe a trap is the most applicable 
thing to describe you. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member cannot beaddress- 
ing hon. members. 1 distinctly heard the hon. member 
say "maybe a trap Is the most appllcable thlng to des- 
cribe you". When he used those words, I could not imag- 
he he was speaking to me as  Speaker of this House; he 
must have been addressing some hon. member in this 
Chamber. The hon. member must not address hon. mem- 
bers in that way, but must always only be addressing the 
QllIir. 

Mr. WALCOTT. I would like to know, Mr. Speaker, 
from you now, when the hon. member got up and made 
the statement he made, what you sald as  to the accuracy 
of it. What did you say when he crossed me? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member will sit. I had no 
reason to say anythfng when the hon. member rose to 
make a correction; so  if the hon. member thinks he is 
censuring me, he is sadly mistaken. The hon. member 
will now continue to address the 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, the censureship of 
any member of this Chamber comes from the electorate. 
The hon. member rose to deny somethlng he said on the 
last occasion and ended by saying he was not a rat  to be 
caught in a trap. If the hon. member says he is not a rat  
to be caught in a trap, my reply is that maybe a trap is 
appllcable to the hon. member. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I want to make i t  clear to the hon. 
member that whenever he is addressing the Chair, he will 
confine his remarks to the Chair, andif he uses the second 
personal-pronoun "you" after an hon. member has spoken, 
1 must naturally take i t  that he is addressing that hon. 
member and not the Chair. That is all1 am trying to make 
him understand and nothing else. 

Mr. WALCVIT 1 appreciate your lessons, Mr. Speak- 
er, on how 1 should address hon. members. I started off 
by addressing the Chair. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member need not try to get 
away from it. When the hon. member said "you", was he 
addressing the Cbd1-7 This House knows that he was not 
then addressing the Chair. 

Mr. WALCXYIT: Mr. Speaker, I do not want to get 
away from mything. Thieves have to getaway from things. 
If you rule on something, 1 bow to your ruling; so it is 
nut a questlm of gettlng away from anything. What b v e  
I got to get away from when the privileges of the House 
have been abused? 

I mpeat that on the the ococcosion when mis matter 
was being debated the han. member mid tht he was not 
gofng to be caught in a tamp by votlng for something he 
did not h. Those words were wed by the hon. m e  
whether or not he likes them. 

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order. I again state 
emphatically that 1 never sald anythlng about being caught 
In a trap, and 1 am definitely sure that the records oi this 
House can show that. 

Mr. WALCO'I'T: Mr. Speaker, there is nothing to 
prevent an hon member from getting up subsequently and 
denylng which he thought he did not say; there is no Rule 
against that; but what 1 am saying is that when the motion 
was made, the hon. member said that he was not voting 
for the motion made by the hon. junlor member for St. 
John because he did not know whatwas written, and he was 
not g&g to be caught in a trap. What did he m'ean when he 
said that he did not want to be caught in a trap? It is qutte 
an understandable phrase; if something is done and you 
a re  not clear about it, you should not support i t  until it is 
made clear to you; but if someone takes offence at what I 
regard a s  ordinary terms, i t  does not matter to me. What 
matters to me now is that a statement was made with the 
allegation that the Premier had made i t  In thls House. 
Whether or not the Ministers like it, or whether it was a 
statement they would have Uked the Premier to haw made, 
is beside the point; the fact is that a statement was made 
in the newspaper to the effect that a e  Premier had made. 
it In this House. Hon. members felt that that was not a true 
statement and the communlqd stated that it was made In 
the House, whfch is not true. 

I agree with the hon. member for St. Lucy that what 
has aggravated the matter is that the same newspaper in 
its editorial columns, did not apologise for making the 
statement, which in truth and in fact was not made In the 
House; but if there is anybody who is hiding behind any; 
thing, it is the newspaper hiding behind the communique 
which came from the Government purporting to bea state- 
ment made in this House and that the w t o r  of the news- 
paper is duty-bound to pubJish It. Unllke the hon. senlor 
member for the City who spoke on the last occasion, I do 
not care how high up or  low downit came from; as  long a s  
I am a member of this House, 1 do not care who is offended 
by anything I say in here; it is absolutely immaterial to 
me who is offended by what I say. If the amendment was 
made by the Minister to shelter them from blame, 1 am 
not going to be party to that especially after thelr imper- 
tinent statement to the effect that we have no right to dis- 
cuss somethlng in here which in our judgment is a matter 
of prlvilege, a s  if when we come here we have to wait on 
the AdwcateDs columns to decidewhatisa breach of privi- 
lege. It may suft Government to wait until such time, be- 
cause i t  is llke Fascist Italy where you have a system of 
the people getting together to form a coalition to perpetuate 
their own power. 
1.05 p.m. 

I do not want to tell any person how to utilise their powers 
nor am I attempting to usurp the powers of anybody, but 
a s  a member of this House1 haw a perfect right to discuss 
thls matter. What has been proven t o  be a fact now is that 
this thing has reached the stage where some person in the 
Government Department has asked some member of the 
Government to make a Statement and that shows the type 
of people whom we a r e  deallng with in this island. That 
Statement which was supposed to have been made In this 
House was not made but was published in the Advocate. It  
shows that the type of people with whom we a re  deallng 
wil l  go to the extent of lying andmaking a statement which 
they know was not made in the House of Assembly a t  all. 
I do not care who the Government Officlal is. Whoever is 
that Government Official that can take orders to send some- 
thing to a newspaper when he knows that its substance is 
not true, he can commit a crimlnal offence too. No publlc 
servant is in duty bound to carry out something which he 
knows is not COReCt. CIlIl you tell somebody to do some- 
thhg which you h o w  IS wrong and compel them to do it? 
Here i a  a p u b k  servant saying that something was done 
in the House of Assembly which he knew did not take place. 
Along with that, the Advocate or the controlling elements 
of the newspper did not check with their Reportorfil 
h f f  to see whether such a thing had taken place. Some- 
dmes y o u ~ t h e r e m u k f n h c r e t h a t y o u a r e t a W s g  
to the Press or to the Wery. If the Ministers would not 



talk for the Press  o r  the Gallery to hear them, then you 
can say that it is unfortunate that the Press  did not hear 
what was said and, may be, if you put somebody on oath 
it may be proved that the Statement might have been made 
but the Reporter of the newspaper did not hear it. You can 

C 
very well see that one can go through a long examination 
on the point that one did not hear it. You can get these 
things happening if you go to court. 

Sr, what we in this House know is that no such state- 
ment was made at all and the Hon. Premier himself said 
that no such statement was made by him. What is very re- 
grettable is that on the front page of the daily newspaper 
you have in very bold print that this statement was made. 
So far as  l am concerned, a s  anlndtvidual i t  would not mat- 
ter  to me if sometNng was printedafterwards in the Press 
which was not spoken in the House but I am not in here in 
the capacity of an individual. 1 am here to represent a con- 
stituency, and in this General Assembly it does matter if 
a Statement purported to have been made by the senior 
Cabinet representative in the person of the Hon. Premier 
appears in print, but really in truth and in fact such a 
Statement was not made by him. 

. h  

What the hon. senior member for St. Lucy said is 
something with which anyone must agree and that is that 
such a Statement is likely to have found its way into the 
Hansard of this Island and nobody would be able to say how 
it got there. 1 too can see that the independence of people 
who work in the Public Service is challenged. In this very 
Chamber attempts a re  made by Ministers to do things in this 
House with respect to its administration which happen 
not to be their business whatsoever, and when you get a 
situation like that, you do not know what else is going to 
happen. 

- I will go further and say thatthe Statement which was 
alleged to be made bytheHon. Premierand the last article 
published by the Advocate on that matter were more or 
less adding insult to injury. Not only has the Advocate not 
apologised for making the Statement which they know was 
not true, but in that leading article they have gone on re- 
cord saying that we have no right to discuss it, which means 
that they a re  free to publish anything a s  long a s  these 
statements come from the Government and that there is 
no breach of privilege a s  far  a s  this House is concerned. 

Sir, 1 think the time has come when this House being 
a separate part of the constitution of this island should be 

h indicated. This House is one part of the constitution of 
this island, the Other Place is another, the Cahinet in 
recent times is another and the Governor another, there- 
fore, if anything takes place a t  the Government Head- 
quarters, Bay Street, which Infringes on the privileges 
of this House, every hon. member of this Chamber has 
a right to get up and speak on it. 

I feel today that the hon. senior member for St. L u ~ y  
did not go a s  far a s  he should when he was dealing with 
the Advocate and I am speaking a s  regards what they 

L" 
published in the leading article of their Sunday newspaper. 
That is the sort of thing which we have to stand up against 
and 1 intend to stand up against such editorials because 
the Editor did not set  about to make it quite clear that 
the Statement wNch was published by them gave a wrong 
interpretation of what had taken place in the House and 
therefore constituted a breach of privilege of this House. 

Now, Sir, no member of theGovernmenthas said that 
C' this was done 4 error  or that i t  was not intended a s  it 

turned out to be; like the AdvocrrteL the atdtude of the 
Government seems to be that this was a statement which 
somebody rofsed in the House of Assembly and the Minis- 
try went a s  far a s  to say that they a re  not going to be 
caught in a trap. Well, Sir, I am very glad that nobody 
was caught in a trap but the only body who seems to be 
caught in a serioud trap is the whole House because it 
seems to me a s  if we a re  gradually surrendering our 
rights to a newspaper. I t  seems to be working under the 
idea that because you put certpinpeopleona Board or two, 
it uutomatically means that those people are p u t  of the 

Government and therefore any criticism of the Govemment 
means a criticism of themselves. Sir, I am satisfied in 
my mind that this statement came fromGovermnentHead- 
quarters a t  Bay Street and therefore the Govemment 
should ~mlre an apology for it. The Advocate newspaper 
unfortuMtely has not made any apology for publishing it; 
their whole attitude being, a s  was stated, that they do not 
have to say from what source they got it, and even they 
went a s  far a s  to say that we have no right to deal with 
the matter. They said in words like these: why should we 
worry with this matter? And it is on those grounds that 
I voice my disapproval. As 1 have said, I hold no brief 
for the Advocate newspaper or for the Government. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, a s  I have said on the 
last occasion when the motion was made for the vote of 
censure - and incidentally 1 am speaking on the amended 
motion - I would be rather reluctant to vote for the vote 
of censure because I felt myself then that responsible peo- 
ple like the Editor of the Advocate newspaper would not 
have published such a statement without checking it. 
1.15 p.m. 

Apparently, i t  has turned out that I was right. Now, 
what is most reprehensible in this endrematteris the fact 
that this is a Statement which appeared in the Press pur- 
porting to have been made by the Premier, and the Premier 
Nmself on the floor of this House gave the lie to the Press  
by saying that he never made that Statement. Then, of 
course, the right of hon. members came into play and 
that is the right to raise the question of privilege, which 
Your Honour rightly allowed, so as  to find out how that 
Statement got into the Press. I said then that 1 felt that 
rather than have a vote of censure, the ~ d v o c a t e  be called 
upon to find out whence the sWt4nent came - I reminded 
hon. members tbat it WM BtUf the right of a newspaper 
not to disclose the source of its informatton or the source 
of the writer, whether it is under a nom-de-plume, or 
otherwise, of an article. Since then, we have discovered 
in an article in the Press wNch is really not an apology 
but a part of what we called for up to a point, that is; 
"Will you tell us where you got this information from?" 
1 think that i t  has been made quite clear by the Editorial 
in the Advocate that that information came from the Clerk 
of the Execurive Comrnitee. It was made clear that the 
Advocate understood that the Statement had been made by 
the Premier in the House on a particular date and i t  had 
not been published. 

The hon. senior member for St. Peter, in the course 
of his remarks, wondered whether theA4vocvltehad checked 
with its Reportorial Staff. 1 understand from the Nghest 
authority that they did check with the Reportorial Staff 
and they discovered that the Statement was not made, o r  
a t  least it was not made withany of the Reporters present. 
However, i t  is possible, a s  has happened on several oc- 
casions, that Statements can be made or  might be made 
In the House when the Reporters of the Advocate or 
other Press Reporters have changed late a t  night, or 
early in the Session before the Reporters comein- 
to the House. As a member of this House, I am accept- 
ing the view that the newspaper pubiished the Statement 
purporting to have been made in this House in good faith 
and they accepted i t  from such a high authority a s  the 
Clerk of the Executive Committee. I accept the view, I 
repeat, that the Advocate published the Statement in good 
faith. I feel that whether i t  was the Advocate o r  any other 
newspaper, the newspaper could say: "These a re  the 
facts; we got this Statement and we published in good faith. 
I t  was nat brought in to us from the street, but a s  a result 
of a telephone call requesting that the statement be pub- 
lished and as a result of a statement in writing from the 
Clerk of the Executive Committee, we published t h t  
statementD *. 

I should Ilke to say that I have not got to defend the 
Advocate. I do not agree with the Editoriel in the Adwcate 
where somebody has allowed them to blind themselves 
to what was justice. I t  is the right of hon. members if 
something pupartlng to be said in the House and it was 



not said - it is the right of hon. members to question how 
that Stutement got into the Press. Nobody will take that 
right from me. For the Editorial to end on that note could 
only be so stupid and impertinent that i t  would tend to 
prejudice the whole s i ~ t i o n .  What newspaper Editor. 
seeing this note written from the Clerk of the Executive 
Committee, would not have published that statement in 
good faith? Let us assume that a s  a result of the debate 
in this House - and there were certain confusing state- 
ments made by the Premier and other Ministers over 
there; one Mlnister was saying under what circumstances 
a Governor could get his salary. Some of them said that 
he would get i t  from the time he got on the boat or plane 
and others said that no Governor could receive the salary 
until he arrived in this Igland. 1. can quite see the reason 
for this statement and above all, 1 would like to say that 
a t  no time did any member of the Gowrnment make any 
reference to the Letters Patent. It was the hon. junior 
member for St. John who made a statement about the 
Letters Patent. If hon. members are  not altogether ac- 
quainted with the facts of a Resolution or a Bill, or any- 
thing which they a re  putting forward and they make a 
statement, though not wilfully misleading the House, I 
think i t  L somkhlng to be admired if they would come 
back to the House and correct that statement. 

This statement which appeared in the Advocate come 
from the highest authority - the Clerk of the Executive 
Committee. If it is an offence to publish that statement, 
I would say that the Advocate published the statement in 
good faith, because they can produce in writing the fact 
that the statement came from the Clerk of the Executive 
Committee. What is more reprehensible than anything 
else, however, is that the Premier said that he did not 
make that statement. Both the Premier and the Clerk of 
the Executive Committee are  housed in the same building. 
A meeting of this House was held on Thursday night; neither 
on Fridry nor on Saturday, did anything appear in the 
Press about this statement. I t  is assumed that the Pre- 
mier attends his office every day unless he is ill. No 
statement was made that the Premier was ill or that he 
was out of the Island. Let me showwhere the irresponsib- 
ility is; my cridcism is not that of a young man who must 
do what the Chief Secretary or some of the Ministers tell 
him to do. What else could Mr. Blackman do if he is told 
by the Chief Secretary or a Minister: "Get this Statement 
published in the Advocate". In the same building where 
everybody is housed, what happens? They telephone the 
Aduocuzr saying that the Premier made this statement; 
if there had been any honesty of purpose, could they not 
have asked the Premier: "Wd you really make this state- 
ment"? Csn you think of anything pointing to a greater 
lack of honesty and a wilful disregard for the rights and 
integrity of this House? 
1.25 p.m. 
The Premier is in the same building and is seen by the 
Chief Secretary and other Mintsters. I have no doubt that 
i t  was suggested to him that the statement should be mode 
in the House. Would to God, Sir, that when mieleadlng 
statements, though not wWIW, are made by any Minister 
and i t  is discovered that they are wrong, that such an 
attempt would be made on other occasions toclarify them, 
because I remember well when the hon. junior member 
for St. John made reference to the fact about not amend- 
ing the Laws until you had amended the Letters Patent, 
everybody over there laughed md sneered a t  him. What 
is worse is that not one person went to the Premier and 
asked whether he had made the statement, but they sent 
i t  down to the Advocate saying that it was nude. 

Do you know whom we have to condemn here today, 
S W  Let me say here and nrnv that we curnot condemn 
Mr. Blnckxnu~, the Clerk of the Executive Committee: he 
could not have done it. It was the Chief Secrem~y or the 
Acdng Chief Secretary who t~lephrmed the Advocate to 
get this statement made. The Premier should bve made 
the statement given to him, bra his  senior staff realised 
tht  although the Premier is not a very able poliddan, 
a t  l a s t  he shows signs of integrity and honesty. 1 can m- 
derst.lld why he dld not make that stat4nent; he made 
a condllcting statement before and he could not cmmadla 

himself in the phraseology which they used. I would not 
be surprised if the Premier made a statement s ~ y i n g  that 
he was asked to make this statement, but that he wa8 not 
prepared to use the phraseologywhichthey usedand there- 
fore did not make it. As the hon. senior member for St. 
Peter has sdd, what we have to be careful about ond what 
is likely to happen is thathaditnot been seen by any of us, 
it might have got into the Hansard, because i f  people in 
responsible positions can be dishonest enough to send a 
statement to the Advocate saying that i t  was made, i t  is 
not impossible that they would try to get it into Hansard. 

I feel that the explanation made by the Advocate ts 
one which we should accept, with the exception of the end 
of it. No matter how people may feel about lndividunla, 
justice must prevail and you cannot allow prejulice to 
rule the mind in publishing a matter of this sort. There 
i s  no need to censure anybody here, and I want to say, 
like the hon. member for St. Peter, that neither the1Ad- 
m a t e  nor any other paper however much they may criti- 
cise me, will cow me into giving away my rights or ex- 
pressing my views on the floor of this House. Anybody 
who takes upon himself the right to say that we should 
not criticise this matter, that i t  would be a waste of time 
o r  that we would .be making a mountain out of a mole hi11 
is either rude or dishonest. Suppose it was something re- 
flecting the dignity of the Chair, would you have no right 
to question it? When the hon. member for St. John said 
that ;-U could not amend the Law until you had amended 
the Letters Patent, everybody over there sneered and 
jeered like hyenas. I am not votlng for the modon to cen- 
sure the Advocate because 1 accept their explanation. 
What were they to do with a shtement coming from the 
highest authority? The Clerk of the Executive Committee 
sent them somethin& but whom are  we to censure? Mr. 
Blackman sent this statement to the  advocate saying that 
it was published in the House. The Hon. Premier was not 
in St. Lucia: he was not a t  Bathsheba, and even if he were 
they could have telephoned him; he was in the same office. 
I s  it not a direct attempt (a) to undermine his authority 
and (b) to be dishonest aboutwhat transpiredin this House? 
We have to censure those who a re  responsible for doing 
it. Like the hon. member for SL Peter, I would say that 
if they do that, they a re  capable of doing anything. As 
soon a s  people a re  vested with a little authority, they 
apparently lose a11 sense of balance and responsibility. 

I cannot imaglne, Sir, that the Committee will vote 
to censure the Advocute if we accept in good faith that 
they published it a s  coming from the highest authority. 
We do criticise the Editorial, however, for having the 
temerity to tell us that we should not question a matter 
of this sort. I have been in here long enough to know, Sir, 
that unless you watch things carefully - and this is no 
reflection upon the Reporters or anybody else - you will 
get things creeping into the Hansard that never happened 
in this House. We bave seen attempts made here, and you 
have been very strong over the interference or insertion 
of anything in the debates. 1 am not interes t4  in seeing 
any report of what 1 have said. The fact remains tlmt I 
have been elected here and that I did not pretend to be 
a schoohaster, an English schohr or a historion; 1 told 
them that I was an ordinary citlzea, so I am not one of 
those pretentious fools who want to walk around. I will 
not vote for censuring or  for a Cornmi-. I feel that 
the people who should be censured a r e  those who sent 
down the statement, because they had ample opportunity 
for checking it. The a e f  Secretary and the Minister had 
sufficient tlme to check with the Premier whether he had 
made the statement and find out why it was not published. 
1 curnot imagine the Reportera in this island leaving out 
a SOItemenr; s o m e e s  statements are  made atthe beg&- 
ning of the meeting, but Your Honour grants the right to , 
make them a t  other times dur@ the meeting; therefore 
the Adwcrrte acted in good Wth. 1 am not speaking in de- 
fence of the Advocate or any other newspaper, but can 
you imagine the ckirk af the Executive Cormnittee issu- 
tag a statement .nd the newspapers not publishing it? 
The Ha. Premfer redhed tbat his authority was bebg 
undermine utd that he ww m u 8 e d . s  a p q p t  Premier. 
You want to run hlm aromd Ilte B marionette instead of 



allowing him to put it in his own language. I do not blame 
him. 

1 am not supporting the motion of censure, neither 
am I voting for a Committee to go into this matter, which 
was raised to let the Government know that the Opposi- 

d don was wide awake. We want the Government and the 
Advocate to know that they muat take no chances in al- 
lowing things to appear in the paper, because there are  
those of us who, although we do not take everything we 
read in the newspaper, read c e w  things and do not let 
them pass us. 
1.35 p.m. 

We want them to know that we had implicit faith in the 
Clerk and the Reporters of this House. When all of us 
on this side questioned them a s  to whether the statement 
was made in this House and they said no and there was 
no statement in the Minutes to show that such a statement 
was made, there was no alternative for the Hon. Premier 
to do than to get up and say that he did not make that 
statement. He could say nothing else nor nothing else 
could be said. Sir, I hope a thing like this will never occur 
again and 1 hope that Your Honour will always from that 
Chair support the rights and privileges of this House. Sir, 
the position might have been the reverse in two ways. 
This is  no criticism of the Opposidon; this is a criticism 
of this Honourable House. 

The Advocate has shown us its responsibility. It has 
been able to show us that they had done no wrong and that 
they got this statement from the nearest if not the highest 
authority. Sir, I am not supporting the motion for the vote 
of censure because the Advocate has given an explanation. 
I think that it is sufficient that i t  goes into the records of 
this House that we deplore the idea of the Government of- 

-*. 
ficials not checking when they had opportunity to do so 
before putting a statement like that in the Advocate. It is 
not merely their causing that statement to be published 
when i t  was not made on the floor of this House but they 
could have done something which might well have under- 
mined your dignity in the Chair by not checking up on 
statements. Sir, I also think that no hon. member in this 
House can be blamed: the person to whom you should 
attach the blame is the person in the particular Govern- 
ment Department, if he i s  Mr. Blackman, who caused this 
statement to be published in the Advocate before checking 
on it to see if i t  was made by the Hon. Premier. 

A Mr. BRANCKER: Sir, the amended modon proposed 
by the hon. senior member for St. Michael seems to me 
to have this disadvantage that i t  recommends the appoint- 
ment of a Committee of the House to consider an alleged 
breach of privilege and report what action should be taken 
thereon, but in view of what I believe i s  the considered 
opinion of every hon. member of this Chamber and from 
the statement pronounced from the Chair at  the last meet- 
ing that there is no question of i t  being an alleged breach 
of privilege but beyond all reasonable doubt, i t  constitutes 
a breach of privilege of this House; therefore, if we are 
satisfied that a breach of privilege has been so committed 

L and as  we have had our experience of Committees of this 
House being appointed but no action taken, and with our 
experience of these Committees and the length of the time 
they take to report and the fact that we soon a re  going into 
recess, I do not think that the appropriate step to be taken 
on this occasion ih respect of this breach of privilege is 
to refer i t  to a Committee and for that Committee to re- 
commend the action to be taken. 

So far a s  this pxtlcular newspaper is concerned, it 
cannot escape censure because it is the only daily news- 
paper of this island aod throughout the proceedings of this 
Chamber, from the beginning to the end, there .re one 
or more representadves of the newspper reporting 8nd 
they were  in a positim to say whether o r  not thie state- 
ment had been made or whtever else had taken p- 
during the &y in this Cbmber. It, therefore, was the 
duty of the authoritlee of thia newspaper when thcy re- 
ceived this 8mtemeot from the Gownmeat Hea-a 

to check up with their newspaper reporters and if they 
had any confidence in them to ascertain whether or not 
the statement was in truth and in fact made. As I have 
said, they always have one o r  more reporters conthously 
on duty. 

In consequence, I am go@ to propose a s  an amend- 
ment to the motlon proposed by the hon. senior member 
for St. Michael, the Deputy Premier, the followin&:- "That 
the publication on page 5, column 5 of the issue of the 
B*ob&s Advocate, newspaper dated 2nd September, 1958, 
under the captlon: "Governor Gets Half Salary on Em- 
barkation" constitutes a breach of privilege of this Hon. 
House." That, Sir, is my motion. We have in effect put 
on record that the publication was a breach of privilege 
of this Chamber and a s  this is the first of this offence of 
which we have taken cognisance, we just put on record 
that a breach of privilege has taken place but woe be it 
to that newspaper if it makes a second breach of privilege. 

Mr. STRAUGHN: Slr, I take pleasure in seconding 
the amendment moved by the hon. junior member for St. 
Lucy. I do not know if I am in place to speak on i t  but 
it is a fact that there was a breach of privilege and there 
is no doubt about i t  whether our tempers rise or fall. 
However, 1 do not think any member in this Hon. House 
can tolerate, condone or in any way approve of a breach 
of privilege of this House; therefore, we shall never do 
it. 1 do accept the cridcism that in this particular debate 
there was confusion. I take i t  that this statement was a 
kind of clarification. If i t  were for clarification, let it 
have the right kind of communication. Let us  just decide 
that it was a breach of privilege and I do not think that 
we need to take into account whether the Advocate was 
right or wrong. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Sir, before you put the question, 
I just want to say this. Onthe last occasion when this mat- 
t e r  was being discussed, I said then that1 was not prepared 
to accept the motion a s  i t  stood when i t  was made by the 
hon. junior member for St. John and I went further and 
said that to my mind i t  merely wanted to enquire the source 
from which this statement was made. I think I was justi- 
fled in saying that and more particularly since I have lis- 
tened to the speech made by the hon. senior member for 
the City. He is not prepared to censure the Advocate for 
the publication but he is censuringtheGovernmentor some 
of the Civil Servants or the Chief Secretary. 

Of course, the crux of the thing is as  was spoken 
by the hon. senior member for St. Lucy when he said that 
the hon. junior member for St. John brought out something 
which no Minister brought out during the debate that haa 
sort of cleared the air by his pointing out that the Leners 
Patent would have to be changed before we carry out this 
Bill or before i t  could be put into force. I regret that the 
hon junior member for St. Joseph was not here or perhaps 
was not listening when the EIill to amend the Governor's 
Act was being debated, otherwise he would not have made 
the statement which he made just now. 
1.45 p.m. 

Now, Sir, 1 should like to say that if there was con- 
fusion of the interpretation of what we were saying on this 
side of the House, the confusion was on that side. 1 pad- 
clllarly stated, in support of the Premier's motion, that 
we would not be paying three salaries, a s  was suggested 
or remarked by the hon. senior member for St. Lucy. I 
pointed out and I made it crystal clear that the Governor 
Designate would only receive salary when he got aboard 
the boat o r  the plane, and he would be paid one-half the 
salary rmdl he landed here. 

The report states ex8ctiy what we said. The Olief 
Secretuy would be drrwing full p y .  AS soon .S the Gov- 
ernor is on leave and the Cbief Secretary ------ 

Mr. WALWIT: Oa a point of order. Is the Hon. 
LUnister in order to go back .rddiscuss in detail a matter 
which h s  already been dalt with in the Houee!?fs he in 



order to go back and say what he said then? Is the hon. 
member permitted to do that? 

Hon. U E. COX: 1 quite understand why the hon. 
member has interrupted me, but he forgets that the hon. 
senior member for the City has referred to exactly that 
to which 1 am now referring. 

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order. 

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member is only interrup- 
ing me. 

Mr. WALCOTT: I only want to show you the net re- 
sult of that, but 1 will leak the matter to Your Honour. 

Hon. M. E. COX: The only thing which was not re- 
ferred to from this side of the House was the question of 
amending the Letters Patent. We hod put the position a s  
clearly a s  possible; we made i t  crystal clear that the Gov- 
ernor would receive his full salary only ------- 

Mr. WALCOIT: I rise to a point of order. For the 
last couple of weeka we have beensittingfor a lot of things 
from that side of the House. On every occasion that I have 
risen on a point of order there is objection from that side 
of the House. I want to know what Rule permits the Hon. 
Minister to continue something which has already been 
disposed of. 

Mr. SPEAKER: It is my right and privilege to give 
hon. members as  much latitude as  possible and to pull 
them up when I feel that they have had sufficient latitude. 
I have always done that during my tenure of office. That 
holds good for the hon. senior member for St Peter. On the 
other hand, I think1 have giventhe Hon. Minister a reason- 
able latitude in this matter; the Hon. Minister must not 
be making what has already been dealt with a point of de- 
bate a t  this stage. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I appreciate that. I should just like 
to say that the only addition which was not made to what 
we said on this side of the Table as  regards the position 
of a Governor who goes on leave or a s  regards a Governor 
who gets ona boat cr phne to come to Barbados or the per- 
son who acts a s  Governor --- the only thing which we did 
not say was that the Letters Patent would be changed. We 
presumed that that was something which was not for us; 
our duty was to getthe Bill passedand i t  was then a matter 
for Her Majesty to change the Letters Patent. 

As regards the motion which is before the House, I 
have considered it, and after consultation with other m m -  
bers of my Party, I will  say that we would be willing to 
agree to the amendment, but not on the same ground a s  that 
on which the hon. senior member for the City spoke a t  all. 
We do not accept anything which he has said along the 
lines on which he has spoken. We are  not here to censure 
any Governor or any Civil Servant for committing any 
breach; we cannot do that. This is the ground on which 1 
am prepared to support the amendment made by the hon. 
junior member for St. Lucy; that i t  is the duty and the 
sole responsibility of any newspaper to make sure, before 
it publishes anythins that what it publishes is correct and 
that the publication is actually what happened. 

We will all agree that there was a misunderstuding: 
we also agree that i t  was nothing which was done wilfully 
a d  that it was just one of those mistakes which any nor- 
mal human being would make. It is therefore onthat 
grouud alone that we a r e  prepared to agree to thls very 
mild motion. 1 repeat, however, that i t  is not that the 
Government or any servant of the Government has done 
anything wrong; that Statement was one which the mender 
was to have made but he did not make it. All the nameme 
which was talked a s  to why the Premier did not make the 
Statement was mt correct a t  a& Tht &atemm was not 
made and the Advoute newspaper shouldhvenvdesure 
that the Sartement was made in the House before it u d e  
that publicatloa The newspaper should bve made sure 
that the Premier did, in fact, make that h t e m e n t  in the 

House before publishing it, even if the Government De- 
portment concerned had sent the Statement to the news- 
paper. All the Advocate had to say beforehand was this: 
"We have nothing from the Clerk of the House or any 
official record to show that this Statement was made in 
the House and therefore we a re  not prepared to publish 
it." In that case, nobody could do the Advocate anything *r* 
for not publishing that Statement. As far a s  1 can see, 
i t  was the duty of the Advocate to make sure that the 
Statement was actually made in the House before publish- 
ing it. 4 

1.55 p.m. 

Again 1 differ from the hon. senior member for the 
City, and I feel that the amendment made by the hon. junior 
member for St. Lucy, the Leader of the Opposition meets 
this particular case, and therefore, Sir, we on this side 
a r e  prepared to support it. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, speaking on the amend- 
ment made by the hon. junior member for St. Lucy that 
we regard this matter a s  a breach of privilege, l would 
not have spoken again if the hon. member did not make 
reference to the fact that we cannot criticise or censure 
any Civil Servant. "?r 

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order. 1 did not say 
we cannot criticise; anybody can criticise. 1 said we can- 
not censure anybody. 

Mr. MO'XTLEX: I do not know what the hon. member 
thinks he can do, but I know what I can do.. Let us analyse 
his argument very carefully. The hon. member said 1 was 
not going to vote for censuring because1 was defending the 
Advocate. If last week we said he was defending the Advo- 
cate he would not have liked that. The hon. member said 
that the Advocate went wrong and that they should have 

4 
first found out whether or not the statement was made in 
here when it went to them. The 4dvocate said that they 
received the statement from the Clerk to the Executive 
Committee, but the hon. member says that is not good 
enough, and they should not have published i t  without find- 
ing out from the Reporters and the Clerk of the House. 
The Clerk of the Executive Committee is closely assod- 
ated with the Premier, because he works in the same build- 
ing with him everyday. Was it not his duty to find out from 
him whether the statementwas made? Itwas the Advocate's 
duty to find out after Mr. Blackman told them i t  was made 
and asked them to publish it, but let me say that 1 am not 
defending the Advocate nor am I criticisingMr. Blackman. .U 
1 hope that the Adwcare will publish that the hon. member 
said that they should publish anything that comes from the 
Governor-in-Executive Committee, so high an authority. 

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 was talking about anything that 
i s  brought before the Legislature. 1 am not saying that 
they should not publish any statement from the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: The hon. member qualified it. If a 
statement comes from the Premier or from the Clerk of 
the Executive Committee, it is the duty of the Advocate 
to check it. Isn't the hon. member being grossly rmfoir 
to attempt that with the Clerk of the Bxecutive Committee, 
who is Clerk or Assistant Clerk to the Cabinet over which 
the Pranter  presides? You cannot assume that because 
they pepared a statement md gave it to the Premier that 
it was made, and 1 am saying, Sir, that the way the motion 
is worded constitutes a breach of privilege. I think any- 
body would pass this motion because (a) the statement 
was published in the paper, llld (b) it was not made in the a 
House and therefore is a breach of privilege; but l am 
not gafng to vote for thia on the same grounds a s  the Hon. 
Minfster. He is vottng for a b c h  ofprivilege purely be- 
cause although it a m e  from the Execudve Committee, i t  
was the duty of the Adwcrrt. to M out whether it was 
made, but he accepts no blame for those persaos who 
seat it to the Adwcate. The hon. memberaccepts no blame 
for the Clerk of the Executive Committee or the Chief 
Secretuy, but he wants to say tb.t we cannot censure any- 
body. Who cumot censure anybody? Do you mean that 
hon. members sitting over there cannot censure anybody? 



Do you mean to say that I got elected here and I cannot 
censure anybody in here? The hon member forgets his 
censuring and crit idsm of members in here, and that he 
has practically run people out of here. The hon. member 
wants to cMm that everything that was said in the state- 

I 
ment was sald In the House except for the point about the 
Letters Patent. If that was done, why did you prepare a 
Statement for the Premier to put inthe paper? Hon. mem- 
bers over there confused themselves over the matter, 
and I remember that in reply the Minister of Commulli~o- 
dons s d d  that the Governor on retirement would get Ns 
salary and the Governor Designate would get his 8alary 
a s  soon a s  he got aboard the ship. When the Hon. W s -  
ter of Trade sald that, 1 got up and sald that if that was 
so, then we dkl not need an amendment because that ap- 
plies to every Civil Servant. 

  on. M. E. COX: on a point of'order.1 did not say 
that the Governor would get his mkry ;  I s d d  he would 
get half Ns salary. 

Mr. MOITLEY: I am sorry, the Minister of Com- 
muniations said that. Do not let us forget that the Premler 
was in charge of the Bill, and you wlll recall that I told 
the Premier that If he would give me the assurance that 
he would not p y  the Governor Designate a salary, I would 
vote for the Bill against everybody over here, and he said 
that he would tell the Secretary of State thattheGovernor 
Designate would not draw one cent of salary until he came 
to Barbados. That is recorded in the debnte. The whole 
issue became so  confused that when i t  appeared in the 
Press, naturally you tried to do something about it. How 
therefore can the hon. member justify hls reasons for 
voting for what we consider a breach of privilege? 
2.05 p.m. 
I am sufficiently analytical to say thaE (a) i t  appeared in the 
Press; (b) i t  was not said on the floor of the House; there- 
fore It constitutes a breach of privilege; but a breach of 
privilege can be made fn good faith and a breach of priv- 
ilege in good falth is a different matter. TheAdvocare 
did not walk down the street and said that this thlng h a p  
pened. It was not like that a t  all. They got the statement 
from the Clerk of the Executive Committee. The Hon. 
Mintster said that even if the Advocate got the statement 
from that source, before they publlshed it, they could have 
checked on it. He wouldnot say thatthe Clerk of the Execu- 
tive Committee who was responsible should have checked 
with the Hon. Premier to see whether he had made the 
statement. The truth is that the Hon. Premier did have 

\ that statement to make in the House and he was not pre- 
pared to make it a s  i t  was worded. I know that. I t  was p e -  
pared to be made by him but it was not made. S w l y  the 
Cabhet Secretariat could have enquired from him whether 
he had made the statement. If the Hon. Minister believes 
that the Advocate should have enquired, 1 say that the 
Cabhet Secretariat could have enquired. Sir, I am sure 
If you were on the floor of the House, you would be bound 
to see it in that way. 

Sir, I have made i t  qulte clear that neither qf the 
motions would I vote for. I am satisfied that the ~dvocate  
published that statement in good faith, but a s  this state- 
ment was pubUshed and it was not stated on the floor of 
the House, 1 do agree that it technically constitutes a 
breach of privilege. I do hope that it would be a lesson 
not only for the Advocate but for the offlcers in charge 
of the Cabinet t o  check to see that statements are made 
on the floor of the House. It is a f.ct that when you get 
statements from the Chief Secretary or the Secretary of 

C the C a b e t  that you seldom would quesdon it. 

Mr. W A L r n .  Mr. Speaker, 1 am asklug for the 
same privilege to speak on the amendment moved by the 
Hon. Leader of the opposition. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The h a  member b s  tbat right. 

Mr. WALCrrrr: Sir. I agree with the Hon. Minister, 
the Deputy Premier, d 1 hope that I may be able to shed 
a little light from w h t  1 am going to m y  and tbat the Hon. 
Minirrter would not belleve tbat he ie above mklng d v k e .  

I agree that he should have made it clear and so justified 
the position 1 will go further and say t h t  the Advocate 
must understand that the House of Assembly is not run by 
the Executive C o d t t e e .  The House of Assembly is a 
dfstinct body Pad although the Clerk of thb House may be 
small in stature, yet, he was the person who should have 
been acquainted when it comes to the publication of any- 
thing tbat takes place in this House because it is no point 
to ask Your Honour; the Clerk Is there for that purpose. 

Sir, I agree with the Deputy Premier that before 
the Advocate published any statement purported to be 
made in thls House of Assembly, they should have en- 
quired but where I do not agree with the Hon. Minister 
is that he is covering i t  up by saying that a s  long as  i t  
was done in good faith, nothing wrong has happened. 

Now, Sir, it is clear that the statement really and 
truly came from the Cablnet. You cannot censure a Civil 
Servant a s  the constitution stands: whenever you censure 
a Clvil Servant, it means that the Minister is responsible 
for that Civil Servant, therefore, he must take the blame. 
As I sald sometime ago in this House, the MMster of 
Agriculture in the British Government had to resign from 
the Government. He did not do anything, but the Civil 
Servant had done it, and the Minister of Agriculture had 
to take the blame. The first thing that should have been 
done a s  soon a s  thls question was ralsed was for the Min- 
i s ter  responsible to get up and say that it was a mistake 
and a s  i t  was a breach of privilege of thls House that he 
was going to make an unreserved apology for the state- 
ment reaching thk Press. It is no point for the MMster 
to come today after a long debate and the facts show that 
a breach of privilege has been committed and saying what 
he did. I hold no brief for the Advocate or  for the Govern- 
ment, but for parliamentary sh.ictures which we should 
maintain. Slr, only this year, the House of Commons de- 
bated a breach of privilege in wNch a member was in- 
volved and the House went against the member who was 
claimlng privilege. It  does not matter that we are  going 
against our own when it comes to a breach of privilege. 
As regards privilege, there is a popular belief that If you 
belong to a Party, the position of party transcends privi- 
lege of this House. If our association or party alignment 
is going to transcend privileges of this House, then, 1 say 
we should tear up the Rules of thls House. One of the 
Ministers should have got up and made an apology and 
that is why I say that the Minister should be Mg enough 
on the last occasion to do that Instead of flghdng the issue 
If he had known what he sald today, and, of course, what 
he said today a r e  not facts which came to hand since we 
met last Tuesday. He knew all of that last Tuesday night. 

Sir, what was done on the last occasion was known 
to them and knowing that it created a breach of privilege, 
they should have made an apology then. What is the good 
of fighting it out until you come down to the last ditch? 

1 further blame the Government In that If they wanted 
a statement to be publlshed a s  coming from the House of 
Assembly and they wanted to get the verodty of their 
statement they themselves should have acted first and 
should have consulted with the Clerk of the House. I t  is 
no point the Hon. Mhlster saying now that the Advocate 
should have checked with them. When a Minister takes 
action on something i t  is done with their collective re- 
sponsibillty but it was the Minister's responsiMllty for 
getting that statement down to the Advocate. The MMster 
was responsible for that; therefore, he cannot now come 
in the same breath .nd say that the Advocale should not 
have publlshed it before checkhg it. You too, were re- 
~poslslble : therefore you should have che&ed and seen 
whether thot statement was made in the House. 
2.15 p.m. 

I would m y  that when the Press publishes a report 
of something alleging or  pupordng to be something which 
we h v e  slid and we didnotsayit, that is a different tMng. 

when you come to inidate somethiug --- 1 m y  
8- in the Bswspper a report purportingto be a statement 
which took pkce ia theHouse, b if tbe Government mem- 
bers were not mtlsfied with me report which was made 



by the Press, then a lerter should have been written to 
the Press explaining the matter. Before 1 sit down, 1 
would like to say this: we a re  coming very close to the 
point affecting Cabinet Government where Ministers have 
to resign. If Ministers come to this House and admit that 
a mistake was made by a Civil Servant, then that Civil 
Servant has not made the mistake, but the Govenrment 
has made the mistake, and therefore the Ministers must 
be prepared to pay the Parliamentary penalty for such a 
mistake. 

Let us not beat around the bush; it may be a matter 
involving something which i s  more important than what is  
now before us. When you discover that something was not 
done a s  i t  should have been done, who is going to be blamed? 
The Ministers must be prepared to say that, in view of the 
mistake having been made, they must go home. If we accept 
the conventions of the United Kingdom, then a Minister 
makes an apology on the floor of the House for any mistake; 
he accepts the full blame for what has gone wrong. He says: 
" I am the person who i s  tobe censured." The Prime 
Minister of Great Britain has to answer for statements 
which have been made in the United Kingdom; if a mistake 
has been made, i t  is not Mr. Butlerwho has to be censured 
for it; i t  is Mr. MacMi1la.n who has to be censured for it. 
The Ministers must say: "This is our responsibdlity and 
we accept the blame for it even although it was done by 
a Civil Servant. It should not have been done in that way 
and we apologise to the House for any breach of privilege 
which has been committed by someone else." If i t  is a 
breach of privilege in good faith by the person who did it, 
then the Ministers did it. 

1 will end by issuing a warning; 1 am warning the 
House what we a re  coming very near to the border line 
where no Minister will ever resign under any convention, 
because you can very well see that nothing today can be 
worked out by a vote. You have a breach of privilege ad- 
mitted by the Minister on behalf of the Government itself 
and he makes no apology for it. 

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, when I spoke to the sub- 
stantive motion sometime ago, 1 was purposely very mild 
and restrained, because what I wanted then most of all 
was that whatever decision was reached by the House i t  
should be a unanimous one. 1 saw then that if we had di- 
vided the House on the original motion, we would not have 
got that unanimity. I asked the Hon. Leader of my Party 
whether, with the help of Your Honour and the Leader of 
the Government, a formula could have been found which 
would express the intendon of the House a s  well a s  all 
sentiment in this matter. I was glad when agreement was 
reached between the Hon. Leader of the Opposition and 
the Hon. Leader of the Government and a modon was 
worked out which proved acceptable and i t  was shown to 
Your Honour and to the House. So acceptable was that 
motion, that i t  gained the allegiance of the hon. senior 
member for the City who was not prepared to vote either 
for the original motion or for the amendment last week. 
However, since the Hon. Minister has spoken things which 
were not clear to my mind are  now clear to me, and it is 
entirely in consequence of his speech that I am convinced 
that the blame for this matter must rest fairly and squarely 
on the shoulders of the Executive Committee. If we say 
only that a breach of privilege has been committed, they 
might meon one thing by that, but I will  mean by it that 
the blame for this pat ter  connot properly lieendrely with 
the Advocate. The Adwcute i s  wrong in this respect, that 
it has, in fact, published something concerning this House 
which did not take pIace. We have argued that a t  great 
length. If a Government Department sends a release to 
the Press, I do not know exactly what the custom is with 
regard to these things, but I cannot imagine that it would 
be the normal thing for a newspaper Editor or the staff 
of a newspaper to question the authentldty of it. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: On a point of order. W e  this 
matter concerns the House as  a House, I think it is above 
party m d  above dl other considerations in visw of its 

importance. I was not here for a great part of the debate, 
but it does seem to me that a lot of misunderstadng 
could be saved if I just ---- 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is maldng a point 
of order. 

rq 

Hon. R G. MAPP: I was just about to say that in 
fairness to the Hon. Premier, there was a statement pre- 
pared by him, but which the Hon. Leader of the House was 
not allowed to make. P 

Mr. TUDOR: I do not think that the Hon. Minister 
can read that Statement; he really rose on a point of order. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister cannot refer to 
that statement because he has toldtheHousethat I have not 
allowed the Seatement to be made. I should just like to in- 
form the hon. members that if they want to conclude this 
matter, they have only flve minutes more to go. 

Mr. TUDOR did not continue his remarks.. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The motion reads as  follows:- 4 

"That the publication on page five (5) in the issue of 
the Barbados Newspaper dated 2nd September, 1958, mder 
the Capdon 'Governor gets half salary on embarking' con- 
stitutes a breach of privilege of this Honourable House." 

The question is that this motion do now pass. Hon. 
members in favour of that will please say "~ye",those 
against will please say "No". I think the  y yes" have it. 

SUSPENSON OF STTWG 

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 2.30 pm. o'clock, 
this Sitting now stands suspended until 3.00 p.m. 
2.30 p.m. 

On resumption 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I should like to draw 
to your attention that there is no quorum, and ask that you 
direct the Clerk to ring the Bell. 

The Bell was rung and a quorum was obtained 

Hon. M. E. W: Sir, 1 wouldsuggest that we resume 4 
Committee on the Natural Gas Corporation Bill. 
HOUSE RESUMES COMMIT'I'EE ON NATURAL GAS 

CORPORATION BILL, 1958 

Mr. SPEAKER' The next Order of the Aay - Order 
No. 2 - is to resume Committee on the Bill to a m 4  the 
Natural Gas Corporation Act, 1950. 

Mr. SPEAKER ;left the Chair and the House went 
into Comdt tee  on the Bill, Mr. BRYAN in the Chair. 

Clause g was called and passed 

Clause 9 was called and passed 

Clause 10 was cal led 

Hon. M. E. COX: I beg to move that Clause 10 stand 
parr of the Bill. 

Hon. 4 D. GARNER: I beg to second that. 

Mr. F. G. SMITH: Sfr, I have an Order Paper which 
shows me Order No. 1 which is to resume Committee on 
the Bill to amend the Quarries Act, 1951. Has that Order 
been postponed or what? 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Speaker called Order No. 2. 

Mr. F. G. MTH: Do yaumeanttut you do not have to 
teIl the House of that? 1 think ttut you ought to hve asked 
leave to postpone OFder No. 1 and to deal with Order No. 2. 



Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Speaker intimated to the 
House that we deal with Order No. 2. 

Mr. F. G. SMITH: The Hon. Leader of the House has 
to ask permission to postpone O d e r  No. 1 and to deal with 
Order No. 2, and we wouldallagreebut do not just jump to 

.- Order No. 2. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I have to ask apology of the Commit- 
tee for not applying for leave to postpone Order No. 1. I 
should not allow you to lay the blame on the Speaker. 

The question that Clause 10 do now pass was  
put and resolved iw the affirmative without division. 

Clause 11 was called and passed. 

Clause 12 was called and passed 

The Schedule was called and passed 

On motion of Hon. M .  E. COX, seconded by Hon. 

D. D. GARNER, Mr. CHAIRMAN reported the passing of 
the Bill in Committee. 

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported a o  
cordingly. 

On separate motions of Hon. M .  E. COX seconded 
in each case by Hon. D. D. GARNER, the Bill was read 

a third time and passed 

HOUSE RESUMES COMMITTEE ON THE QUARRIES 
BILL 1958 

Mr. SPEAKER: We a r e  reverting to Order No. 1: to 
resume Committee on the Bill to amend the Quarrles Act  
1958. 

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House re- 
sumed Committee on the Bill, Mn BRYAN in the Chair. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. (=hairman. speaking generally, 
when this Bill was last postponed in Committee, certain 
hon. members raised two questions: one was the question as 
to whether the option should be given to the owners of 
quarries to fence them, to put upa notice or to remove the 
overhang. Some hon. members felt then that it should be 
made compulsory for the quarry owner to fence the quarry 
instead of giving him the option of deciding on the other 
two or three points. 

The second point was that some hoa members felt 
that in these quarries in which soft stone is cut they 

r\ should be mechanised. The matter was postponed and, of 
course, I should say that a t  the time I pointed out that a 
provision was made under the Act which gave the Com- 
missioner of Labour discretionary powers; inother words, 
if the Commissioner feels that it is necessary to cause the 
quarry to be fenced, he would instruct the ownerso to do 
and if he feels that the putting up of a notice is sufficient 
to protect the safety ofany persongoingaround the quarry, 
he will instruct the owner accordingly, and if he feels that 
the overhanging cliff should be removed, he wouldalso give 
instructions so  to do. 
3.15 p.m. 

It  may be necessary sometimes to remove the over- 
hanging cliff and also to cause the quarw to be fenced. I 
made that point clear a t  the t h e ,  and a s  to the second 
point about the mechanisation of the quarry, I pointed out 
that a hardship might be experienced by persons who 
operate small quarries if this provisionwas putinto force. 
A man may owp a quarter of an acre or half an acre of 
land from which he cuts a few stones and if he is compelled 
to construct mechada l  apparatus for the purpose of U t b g  
stones, according to the old saying; "the play may not be 
worth the coadle.". 

In that case, we may be preventlngthat poor man from 
getdug a little bre!ad from h t  solace. I promised hon. 
members that I would gointothematter anii I have done so; 
I invited owners of quarries andper"sonswhowork in these 
quarries to a me- which 1 held and these points were 
discussed a t  length. In the case of krge quarries, I was 
nude to understand that there are two large quarries - one 

a t  the Mount andthe other a t  Chapel. As far a s  the Mount i s  
concerned, I have been told that that quarry is no longer in 
operadon and a s  far a s  Chapel is concerned, there is 
absolutely no difficulty in getting out the stones. The road 
is cut to the base and the lorry goes right down underneath 
the c m  it is loaded from that point and there is no question 
a s  to the hoisting of the stones to the top of the surface. The 
question to be resolved now, is whether or not we should 
compel small people with small hits of land and who get a 
little livelihood from that soil to construct this mechanical 
apparatus. I am not in favour of that, especially, when it 
comes to the question of putting that provision into 
legislation. 

As I have said, l have discussed the matter with these 
quarry owners and quarry workers. I hadabout elevenDer- 
8 ons there, comprising quarry owners and people who\;ork 
in these quarries, and there was a unanimous decision that 
the discretiona j power which now exists inthe Bill before 
us and also in the Act which this Bill seeks to amend, is 
quite satisfactory to them. As to the question of mechanis- 
ing the quarries, all who were present a t  that meeting 
agreed that i t  was not in the best interest either of quarry 
owners or of the persons who work in these quarries to 
mechanise them. 

With that assurance, 1 have dedded to bring back this 
Bjll or  rather to carry on with this Bill a s  it now stands. I 
hope that hon. members will believe me when I say that I 
have made every effort to get whatever information was 
necessary o r  which I thought would be helpful to this Com- 
mittee from the gentlemen who came to the meeting, and a s  
I have said, I do not have to add anything to that. The deci- 
sion both of those who a re  quarry owners and of those who 
work in quarries was uninamous. In the first place, there 
is no question of hoisting any stone; the lorry goes down to 
the base of the quarry and the stone is rolled on the lorry; 
secondly, as  to the question of mechanizing the quarries, the 
financial burden is too much for these small persons to 
bear. I sincerely hope that I have been able to sadsfy the 
pubIic on those two points. 

Mr. WALOTT': Mr. (=hainnan, I was not here when 
this Bill was discussed, but what1 have now heard the Hon. 
Minister say calls for a contribution from me. Quarry 
legisladon is a part of the Report submitted to the Govern- 
ment on proposals for a Labour Code by the I. L. 0. What 
is strange to me today is to hear the Hon. Minister say 
that he invited employers or owners of quarries and people 
who work therein to a meeting. What I want to draw to the 
attention of the whole Government is that in respect of the 
Report of the I.L.O. it is emphasizedthatwherever organ- 
isations representing workers exist, the point of view of the 
organisations must be soughh and not the point of view of 
the workers themselves; therefore it is not a question of 
convening a meeting of the workers. I see that the Hon. 
Minister of Agriculture is laughtin& butthis is no laughing 
matter; this is something of which1 madea study. We have 
given our view a s  to things in this whole Labour Code and we 
a re  expected to discuss them when it comes to the fmple- 
mentation of legislation. We have come to one point where 
we a re  going ahead with quarry le@slation. 

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order. 1 am sure that 
the hon. member will agree with me that soon after this 
Labour Code was written, the Barbados Workers' Union 
had a copy of it. We asked for comments to be made and 
the Union wrote beck to us accepting generally what was 
in that Labour Code. NI this Bill seeks to do is to put 
into effect what Mr. Matthews has recommended. 

Mr. WALCOTX? Th.t is not the paint which I am 
making. Subsequent to that, the Hon. Minister has said 
that he had a discussion with owners of quarries and peo- 
ple who workin quarries in cormectionwith this amexbent. 

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order. I do not want 
to interrupt the hon. member, but I should just like to 
m y  t h t  I did not discuss anything about this amendment 
with the qurry owners. I said that t h e e  were two paints 
raised by the members ob the qppositlon; the m e M -  



zation of quarries was not in the Report made by Mr. 
Matthews, and the other point was that i t  should be laid 
down compulsorily that quarries should be fenced instead 
of giving the owners the option of deciding what should 
be done. That is something which members of the Op- 
position wanted inserted in the present Bill. 

Mr. WALCQTR What I am saying is that the Hon. 
Minlster sought the advice of the two sections of the 
industry; he sought the advice of the workers. What 1 am 
saying is that the Trade Union represents the workers. 
3.25 p.m. 

The hon. member said that he saw the workers and 
the owners, but I am saying that whenever anything like 
this cakes place, you should seek advice from the Or- 
ganisations from which these workers come. In these 
matters the hon. member should get the Organisation's 
point of view if he is satisfied that these people come 
within the ambit of the Organisation,. and not go willy-nilly 
to workers, because the Organisation would have a gmeral 
over-all policy a s  far a s  the workers a re  concerned. 

This is an old Clause which is taken from the pre- 
vious Act, and I do not know if  the lawyers can help me 
here, because it reads a s  follows:- 

" Every owner or  occupier of every quarry shall operate 
the said quarry in such manner a s  not to cause any undue 
risk of bodily injury to any person employed or working 
therein". Then i t  goes on to the Penalty Clause. How are  
you going to penalise a man in this Clause? What will 
the Labour Commissioner do or say? The other Sections 
a re  definite about overhanging roofs and things of that 
nature, but this Section is so wide and vague. 

I do not know from what has been passed already 
whether there is anything stated about Workmen's Com- 
pensation. I know that in the old Act people a re  entitled 
to Workmen's Compensation, but what 1 would like to 
know is whether you a re  giving licences to these people 
irrespective of whether or not they have people working 
for them who a re  insured, because there was an incident 
in which a man working in a quarrv lost his life and he 
was not insured. 

I do not know if the lawyers can shed any light on 
the first point I made a s  to how you can penalise a man 
in this Section. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, with reference to 
the o b s e ~ t i o m  of the hon. member with regard to the 
mechanisation of quarries, I want to say a few words. The 
Committee has been told that the Minister has had dis- 
cussions with quarry workers a s  wellas owners of quarries 
on this matter, and that in the case of the workers them- 
selves, they claim that a hardshipmay be created on small 
quarry owners if they were compelled to provide hoists 
and so on, and then he named specifically two large 
quarries, The Mount in St. Georgeand Chapelin St. Philip. 
He said that a s  regards Chapel, the lorries go down into 
the bottom of the quarry and take out the cut blocks of 
stone. I want to suggest to him that he could not have 
spoken to a single worker a t  Chapel quarry in St. Philip. 

I do not know what he has been told by workers a t  
the Mount, but 1 want to state most emphatically that 1 
cannot conceive of a single worker, male or female, a t  
Chapel in St. Philip agreeing not to mechanise the quarry. 
I am nothfng a t  all  to do with the Matthews' Labour Code 
in this respect. Mr. Matthews came here in 1956, and 
i t  would be expecdng much too much to expect Mr. Mat- 
thews to how in detail the difficulties and obstacles under 
which q u r r y  workers work in quarries in Berbrdos. He 
came here merely to suggest improvements in Labour 
Laws or the inserdon in our Statutes of Labour Legis- 
&don for improving the conditions d workers where 
such legislation did not exist. 

As far back a s  1952, the Minister may recall tbat I 
raised this questLon an the floor of this House. When the 
dehte ensued bere ia July, unfortunately I was out of the 

island for a few days, and therefore I could make no con- 
tribution to it; but I am profoundly grateful to the hon. 
senior member for Christ Church (in which parish there 
a re  also quarries), who, 1 understand, proposedanamend- 
ment to this Bill which would compel quarry owners to 
provide hoists and winches to b+g up the quarried stone, 
either quarried block stone or  debris, marl, fine stone and 
what not, because we have to bear in rnind that if  even a s  
he says lorries go down in the quarry for coral block 
stones, the debris still has to be brought to the surface, 
and this is done by women If a quarry is supplying quar- 
ried block stone and the lorries go down into the quarry, if 
that is practical, and transport the stones to the surface, 
the mar1 and small stones and other materials dislodged 
by cutdng the block stones a re  brought to the surface by 
women in baskets or some container, and 1 want to submit 
to the Committee that it is inhuman to ask women to con- 
tinue to bring loads of quarried mar1 or  debris from quar- 
ries on their heads to the surface all day in and all day out. 

In answer to his point about small quarry owners 
finding i t  a financial hardship to mechanise their quarries, 
I should like to say that i t  is the small quarry owners who 
provide the winches. If he goes to St. Philip tomorrow 
morning to investigate the conditlons in quarries adjacent 
to Chapel which he says is the biggest quarry, he will dis- 
cover that the small quarry owners like Mr. Rogers and 
others provide. winches; and they do not cost any fortune. 
Mechanising a quarry is not like mechanising a plantation; 
all  youneedis some sort of fan belt or rope and block and 
pulley with a container to haul the dkbris or  the mar1 to 
the surface, and I am telling him without the slightest 
fear of contradiction that the small quarry owners in the 
parish a re  more prone to mechanise than the large ones. 
3.35 p.m. 

Now, of the small quarry owners, I only mentioned the 
name of Rogers because his name came to my mind. He 
installed a winch: and if a small quarry owner like Mr. 
Rogers could install a winch, well then, a plantation like 
Chapel could install one hundred winches because the out- 
put of Chapel quarry is about one hundred times more 
than Rogers' quarry. 

The Hon. Minister must bear in mind that we must 
not sit here and wait for a specific recommendation from 
an expert. We have to use our own commonsense and allow 
our own vision and humanitarianism to guide usas to what 
is right and just for human beings in doing this job of 
work. What I say most emphatically is that neither the 
Minister of Trade nor any member of the Government could 
have discussed this matter with the quarry workers of 
Chapel because in the year 1952, the quarry workers a t  
Chapel asked me to come there purely to discuss this 
question of mechanisation of the quarry at  Chapel. After 
discussing i t  with them, I came in here and tabled this 
question before the House and this question was &&led 
on the 20th May, 1952:- 

"To enquire of the appropriate member a t  the next 
m e e w . -  

"In view of the general conditlons under which the 
majority of the stone quarries in the colony a r e  operating, 
will the Government introduce without delay legislation 
to make it compllsory for a11 owners and/ or operators 
of quarries beyond a stated minimum depth to provide 
emdent  mechanised assismace for the workers employed 
to bring the stone and gravel to the s ~ r f o c e ? ~ '  

In other words, if you get a q u r r y  which is eighteen 
to twenty feet deep, you may not need mechanised equip 
ment to bring the quarried stone or  mar1 to the surface, 
but the minute you a r e  going down thirty o r  forty feet you 
need it. I want to tell the Hon. Miuhez that there is not 
every Mg quarry in which a lory can descend to brhg 
out the quuried stone. 

Therefore, Sir, 1 am preprPd to support the amend- 
ment moved by the hon. s- member for Cbrist Cburch 
beam he himself knows tht inhtr cosmkmm of cEu?.t 



Church there are  quite a few quarries - a d  I can think of 
some deep ones in certain parts of that parish - and he 
must have had the same experience which1 have had in my 
constituency of St. P W p .  1 want to submit to the Commit- 
tee that in this matter they should usetheir judgment. The 
installadon of a hoist or winch in the Wggest quarry would - cost less than $100 to provide and it can be done in some 
cases for $40 or $50. That sum does not represent any 
deterrent to the smallest quarry owner and certainly in 
the case of the large quarry owners or operators, the 
amount involved is Infinitesimal. 

The Hon. MMster of Trade must bear in mind that 
even if in order to avoid having to install equipment certain 
quarry owners said that their lorries could go down and 
bring up the stone, that is not the beginning or end of the 
story. 1 am prepared to meet the Minister on the spot at  
Chapel any time he likes for him todiscover whether I am 
right or I am wrong, because unless every single qmrry 
worker who worked at Chapel is no longer there and there 
is now a breed of quarry workers completely inured to the 
hardship of bringing stones from the bottom to the surface, 
I am prepared to tell him that he will find that any informa- 
don he might have had about Chapel is  absolutely incorrect. 
The hon. junior member for St. George can talk with au- 
thority about quarries in St. George, but I am prepared to 
say to him without the slightest degree of contradiction 
that since the smallest quarry owner in Church Village, 
St. Philip, has installed mechanised equipment in his 
quarry, there is even greater demand from the workers 
a t  Chapel for similar assistance. 

The Hon. Minister of Trade must also bear in mind 
that this Government is supposed to be a Labour Govern- 
ment. I t  does not propose to come down on the side of the 
employer, be he small or large. In other words, if a small 
quarry owner finds that i t  creates a hardship on Mm to 
install mechanical assistance, the Government is not sup- 
posed to concern itself unduly with that because it is sup- 
posed to protect the rights of the workers; therefore, if in 
the Government's opinion mechanised equipment is essen- 
tial, whether it is a small or large quarry owner, it is the 
duty of the Government to see to i t  that the conditions of 
work in all quarries a re  whatis humanly tolerable and that 
those conditions do not impose unfair hardship or any sort 
of injustice on the people working in them. 

Sir, the amendment proposed by the hon. senior mem- 
ber for Christ Church is quite in order; and provided that 

L you make i t  clear that over eight or ten feet a quarry owner 
must have mechanised equipment - in other words, provided 
you impbse the qualification of depth, youcannot under any 
conceivable circumstance impose a hardship on quarry 
owners or operators. 

Mr. T A U .  Mr. Chairman, I Ustened carefully to the 
explanations glven by the Hon. Minister of Trade who is 
in charge of the Bill. When one considers it, the object of 
this proposed amendment is to my mind the interest and 
welfare of the workers and that is of pramount importance. 
It i s  for them that I made this amendment and 1 would con- 
ceive that the Government would have in mind the welfare 
and wellbeiug of the workers over and above that of the 
quarry owners. What is more, the quarry owners would ex- 
pect fair treatment fromthe Government: but if, hs the hon. 
senior member for St. Philip has said, providlngmechani- 
cal device would entail only a reasonable expenditure ohd 
not anything beyond the means ofthe avenge q u r r y  owner, 
I think that tht interest and the welfare of the workers 

A- should be taken luto accormtuidweshouldallow the quarry 
awners to bear the small costininstplbgwinches or such 
mechnical devices. 
3.45 p.m. 

I do not care to question the Hon. Minister a t  this 
stage a s  to the composition of the delegation of quarry 
workers whom he consulted (Ham M. E. COX: I can glve 
it to you.) but I presltme that it was comprised of small 
quury owners not only from the parish of St. Michael, but 
also from other pns  of the Isluad including the p r i s h e s  
of a. a e o r g s  st.  hil lip, st. john .nd such in 

which parishes I think the majority of the large qumrries 
a r e  situated. If that delegation were truly representative of 
the body of quarry owners and workers, well then, the 
Deputy Premier's exphnation a s  to the hardship which 
will be entailed by these workers will carry some weight; 
b& spealdng on my own behalf, I feel that the welfare of 
the vast majority of quarry workers would out-weigh the 
little financial expenditure which may be involved in set- 
ting up a winch. After all, it is a question of human Me, 
human freedom and human excess of work 

I feel that from our position in this House, 1 should 
say this; the average quarry worker, whether i t  be a man 
or  a woman, would expect better treatment from a repre- 
sentative body such a s  this. I hope thst the Hon. Minister 
will see some wisdom in agreeing to a slight adjustment 
of my amendment. I am trying to adjust my amendment so 
a s  to cope with what the Hon Minister has reported. i 
should U e  to insert in my amendment the words "as 
the Labour Commissioner may thlnk fit" after the word 
"quarry", so that the amendment will read a s  follows:- 

"Every owner or occupier of a quarry a s  the Labour 
Commissioner may think fit shall provide the quarry with 
a suitable winch or  other device for the purpose of hauling 
the quarried materfnl to the surface.... .." 

If the amendment read like that, that would give the 
Labour Commtssioner a dtscretlonary power. Where a 
quarry owner is not required to use a winch, the Labour 
Commisdoner would not insist on the use of it, but where 
the quarry owner is required to use this equipment, then 
there would be the insistence an having the use of such 
equipment. My amendment In full will  now readas follows:- 

"Every owner o r  occupier of a quarry a s  the Labour 
Commissioner may think fit shall provide the quarry with 
a suitable winch or other device for the purpose of hauling 
the quarried material to the surface and duringthe opera- 
tion of such winch or other device shall exercise or cause 
to be exercised due care and caution for the safety and 
welfare of the workers employed therein." 

If the Hoa Minister and the Government a s  a whole 
were to accept that slight adjustment which puts a dis- 
cretionary power in the hands of the Labour Commissioner 
who is the affidal of the Government to administer this 
Bill, then no hardship would be done to the small quarry 
owners where it is not essential to have this device; but 
where it is felt that this device is essential, this discre- 
tionary power would be vestedathe Labour Commissioner 
who would insist that the quarry owner install a winch or 
some other mechanical device so a s  to protect the workers 
under these hard working conditions. I donotthink that any 
hardship would be created on the small qmrry owner if 
the Government were to accept this amendment. I do not 
see that any hardship could be meted out either to the 
small quorry workers or to the occupiers. 

I beg to move that amendment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 beg to second that. 

Hon. M. E COX: I can quite see the point made by the 
hon. senior member for Christ Church even although I do 
not appredate it. At the present time, we have Section 5 
of the Bill which provldes for the safety of persans who 
work in these quprries. As I have already pointed out, the 
Lab& Commissioner has the dlscredonary power to 
compel a quury owner to adopt such measures a s  he con- 
siders necessary for the safety o r  otherwise of the open- 
tion of quarries. In reply to a point made by the hon. 
senior member for St. Philip who has admitted that the 
lorry goes down to the base of the quarry and brings up the 
soft stone when it is cut (Mr. CRAWFORD: In some 
qu~r r ies )  in some @es, the hon. member says, I 
should like to say that in some cases women have to bring 
up the dbrls in baskets on their heads, and clearly they 
a r e  not cases which call for any mechanisation. 1 thlnlt 
rht the hon. member will appreciate that the same lorry 
only needs a art on itanditwill bring up the debris in the 



same way as  it brings up the stone; it is therefore not 
necessary to have this mechanisation. As the hon. member 
knows, mar1 is not given away; it is sold and it realises 
good money too. 

As to the second point raised about this Government 
representing the workers, we are not ashamed of saying 
that with all the emphasis i t  cancarry; but as  we have said 
before, our whole point now is that we are not prepared 
to make conditions so hard for employers that they will 
find it impossible to hire workers. That is something which 
we have to take into consideration. We are a Labour 
Government as  we will always be, but if Labour enforces 
certain restrictions which make it impossible for em- 
ployers to carry on, then neither employers nor labourers 
will benefit from these restrictions. The point about our 
being a Labour Govermnent need not be raised in this case, 
because, as a matter of fact, the amendment to this E U  
is as  a result of the d41Wui which was made by this Labour 
Government for an expert to go into the whole conduct of 
labour in this country with a view to drafting a C-- 

hensive Labour Code for the benefit of the workers of this 
COMWY. 

I have pointed oub and I still mainmiu the view, that 
I do not agree with the hon. memberwho said that mechani- 
cal apparatus or equipment will cost in the neighbourhood of 
$100 or anything like that. Some hon. members say that it 
wil l  cost about $40 or $50. An hon. member has said that 
the small people who operate small quarries are those 
who are willing and ready to install mechanical equipment 
just as  in the case of large quarry owners. 
3.55 p.m. 
If that is so and if youagreethat in their own interest they 
are willing to install this mechanical equipment, then why 
is it necessary to force them by an Act of the Legislature 
to install this equipment when you have already said that 
they are willing and ready to install the equipment? If they 
can find the money to do it and it appears to them feasible 
and reasonable, I am definitely sure that from the point of 
view of convenience and speed they will inStall this equip- 
ment. Again I repeat, If you force a man who is not in a 
position to purchase this equipment - and he may be cut- 
dng one or two dozen blocks a day and only getting a 
roytalty from it of so many Cents - it means that he Unmt 
find the money to install the equipment, and neither the 
worker nor the owner will getanything, and the quarry wi l l  
have to be abandoned. 

The hon. member referred to Mr. Rogers. 1 should 
Uke to tell him that Mr. Rogers is not a q w r y  
owner. He is in the line wfth the Mg fellows. 

Mr. CRAWFORR Mr. ChPirmPn, on a pointof order, 
am I to d - d  the Minister is finished? I want the 
Minister to understand that I spoke of Mr. Rogers as  
being a m d l  qrprry owner in the contextof a comparison 
with Chapel Pknbtion. I saki that small quarry owners 
like Mr. Rogers had installed mecholdal equipment, but 
a big operadon like Chapel refused to do it. That does not 
mean that Mr. Rogers is a small quarry owner; it means 
he is small with regard to capital. 

Mr. F. G. SMITH: Mr. ChirmPn,itis really interes- 
ting to see how the Hon. Deputy Premier puts his foot into 
it. A s  a Socialist, I do not share half the views he expressed 
in that short speech todny, as his wgument is purely an 
argument for exploitation, bemuse it suggests tht the in- 
terest of the worker is not so hportant a s  to force em- 
ployers to put in machinery. I feel that if you can run a 
business md keep it going, you must not run it at the ex- 
pense of the working-ckss of this country, and by dut  
I mesn that his argument is an argumrslltagdn8t mMmum 
wage legisktlon. If a man is nmntng a small business and 
he cumot p y  so mwh, would youlet him continue to run it 
and pay starvation wages to people? 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. ChirmPn, m a point of order, 
I am sure tht could nu have been interpreted by this Com- 
mittee. What I s8id had absolutely nothing to do with wages; 
so the h m  member must nat misquote or misinterpret what 

I said. I was dealingpurely witha man who would be opera- 
ting on a small Mt of land, and if you forced him to put in 
equipment which cost a lot of money and which he could not 
purchase, the quarry would have to be closed down. 

Mr. F. G. SMITH: Mr. Chairman, if a small quarry 
owner is forced to put in machinery in the interest of the - man who is working in that quany, and he finds it econo- 
mically unprofitable, let him close that quarry. I would 
not allow him to make his margin of profit to keep the 
business open at the expense of the man who is cutting the 
stones. That is how I seeitasa Sodalist, and the MMster 
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need not tell us that that wouldmake conditions so difficult 
for employers in Barkudos that they would have to fire 
labour, because the employers are living happier today 
under them than before; we know that. We know that con- 
ditions are so prosperous for employers today, that not 
only can they continue to exploit the working class people, 
but they are making more profits under the Labour Govern- 
ment than they used to m k e  under their own Conserva- 
tive Govermnent. I heard the hon. senior member for St. 
George say that he could not buy five estates unless this 
Government was in power. 

Let us get down to the amendment moved by the hon. ..L 
senior member for Chdst Church. What harm is there in 
accepting that amendment? I think the time has come as in 
the sugar industry when you hove to bring down mechanical 
equipment which throws workers out of work to some ex- 
tent, but you did it in the interest of efficiency. Similarly 
with quarries, if it means efficiency and will ease the 
workers, by all means put it in the Law so that it can be 
carried out. You did not argue that you should not bring 
down tractors and ploughs; therefore in the quarry industry, 
whether it be a small or large querry owner, he should be 
forced by Law giving the discredon to the Labour Com- 
missioner to install mechanical equipment. l am interested 
in the worker in any small or large quarry, the man who 1c- 

is cuttlng six square feet or 100 squire feet; so the mo- 
ment an owner is making a profit, just as  in the case of 
goods passed on to the consumer, then let the increased 
cost for putting in this machinery b e  passed on to the 
builder. When they put money on food in Bridgetown, we 
buy it; therefore the builder is buying the stones and you 
should force a quarry owner to put in the equipment and 
let him get his margin of profit. Do not tell me that you 
will not force him to put in machinery on the grounds that 
he is a small owner. Has he shown you his books to show 
that he is a small owner? If heis doing it at the expense of 
the worker, there is where you must draw the line. 

r, 
1 am taking the hon. senior member for St. Peter to 

task, because with the Deep Water Harbour, more quarries 
are  going down in this country", so how can he allow the 
Workmen's Compensation to remain as  it is without prod- 
ding Government? In addition to this, that should be on the 
Order Paper by now. You are allowing people to brdld a 
Deep Water Harbour, they are blasting stones and digging 
quarries, but what would be your Workmen's Compenslrtion 
if a man gets killed in a q u r r y  or working with the Deep 
Water Harbour? Do not let ue p~ss Legidationpiece-meal. 
We talk about representlng the workers; so let us get 
down and do a job for them, instead of introducing mmey 
Resolutiaae to increase the Governor's salary. 

Mr. CRAWFORa Mr. CbeiTmPn, allthe paints raised 
by the hon. junior member for St. Andrew have been very 
well taken, but I want totell the Mintster this: I have heard 
the hcm. member talk sense in this House, but he has 
never talked such utter rot; he has never descended to such 
depths of absurdity as  he descended today. If he were an 
Eskimo from Lapkld, from Iceland or from Greenland, I 
could understand him talking the rubbish he talked in here 
today, but there is no excuse for a Barhdian to talk the 
nonsense he W e d  this ofternoaL Imcglne him getting up 
and 8.yhg that when the lorry goes down to bring up the 
quu-ried stone, they could put on a little art  to Mug up 
the marL 
4.05 p.m. 

H ~ L  M. E. a. Mr. (3mirman, 1 rise on a point of 
order. Surely the hon. member can credit somebody with 



more sense than that. l did not meon that the same dme 
the same lorry could be used as  a cart to bring up the 
marl. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: You are ta-g more foolishness 
now. A lorry cannot bring up stones unless it has sides. 

m This is the point. How do lorries operate? The Hon. 
Minister is a Borhdion. If being a Mfnlster means that 
you are an Australian or a Hindustpnt, let us understand 
that when you are a Minister, you do not know anything 
of the conclittons in Barhdos. The Hon. Minister should 
know that a lorry that goes for block stones has n o t h 3 ~  
to do with the quarry operadon. What the Hon. Minister 
does not seem to know is that the people who are employed 
in quarries are employed purely for the purpose of 
out the mar1 and they are  paid for it by the day. The wo- 
men are paid by the men who cuthe stones and these men 
have no lorries. What nonsense is the Minister talking? 
Has he come from the Sahara Desert? A stone cutter gets 
so much for cutting a stone. In cutting a stone, there is an 
amount of marl. These q u a q  workers employ women to 
clear away the mar1 s o  that they can cut more stones. 
There is not a single quarry worker in St. Philip who has 
got a lorry. What is the Minister talking about? He began 
by saying that the Bill provides that a quarry is to be 
operated without causing any undue risk or bodily injury 
to any person therein. He went further and said that the 
Labour Commissioner is empowered under the provisions 
of the Bill to take action to ensure that the quarries are 
operated in safety. That has nothing to do with the safety 
of quarries. 1 do not know if 1 heard him correctly. This 
amendment is purely concerned with relieving the burden 
on the workers who are human beings who have to bring 
the stone and the marl up to the surface. They are not 
donkeys; they are not mules. In any civilised community, 
should a Government tolerate sucha thing particularly after 
it is brought to their notice? SLr, if the Hon. Minister of 
Trade went to St. Philip, he could not talk that nonsense; 
they would run him out. They have complainedto me about 
the intolerable hardship imposed on them by llfdngup this 
marl all day long and bringingit to the surface. It is merely 
that you are transforming human beingsinto beasts of bur- 
den and we are asking them as human beings, assuming 
that they are, to put a stop to it. 

Sir, the undue risk in a quarry is a different matter. 
The quarry should be propped at certain pofnts i f  certain 
excavations are to be done. If that is not done, you run the 
risk of stones falling in and injuring the workers. l do 

\ know that two men were killed some time ago on account 
of that in a quarry in the Sherbourne area by the quarry 
falling in because the quarry was not propped; but that is 
a different thing entirely. 

We always say that the people who work in the Gov- 
ernment Service get certain exaggerated opinions in their 
minds as  to the cost of doing things and it seems to me 
that this is a disease which affect9 certain people a s  soon 
as  they become Minfsters. If the Hon. Minister for T n d e  
Industry and Labour had a small quarry operadug and the 
people working in that p r r y  had asked him to install 
mechanised equipment, do you mean to say that he would 
not spend $50 on it? He comes in here and tells me that I 
am talking Ponsense because 1 said thot this equipment 
could be puf in for less than $50. Sir, all you want are two 
pieces of railroad iron and a pulley with a piece of c m  
and block. When m empty &Ice$ is g- down, a full one 
is comfng up. You can instnll two such devices for $50. 
The instalkdon of mechudal devices of this sort fn any 

-- quury  ia not Ikyond the f b n c k l  a p c i t y  of any qu~rry 
owner Pnd, as the hon. junior member for St. Andrear said, 
if you could not tnsbll that, you should get out of the 
business. The podnt is that the Hon. Minister of Trrde is 
so fond of drawing a red herring across the t r a i l  that he 
cannot see the wolvw from the sheep. When1 say tht  Hr. 
Rogers could provide a mechonid winch. how m ~ h  so 
then could Uupel? 1s the Minister here to defend Chapel9 
Qupel did not do it out of mere spite. At the time when I 
talked d it, Qupel was pylng its workers less tbnn what 
the Mount was pylng its workers and because the workers 
at Qnpel refused to cut my stone mless they got w k t  

the Mount was paying and because Chapel had to pay that 
price evenhully, the owners of Chnpel refused to give the 
workers tbe mechanised equipment which the Mount 
workers were given. 

As 1 have said, the quarry workers have to pay women 
to hrfng the m u 1  to the surface in order that they can get 
the stone to cut. That is no concern of the quarry owner. 
The Hon. Mtnfster of Trade is completely misguided and 
misinf~~l led  if he persists in m a h & d q  the atdtude 
which he main- now. He does not understand what we 
.re Mving at and what he h.s soid shows that he knows 
as much of quarries in Barbados a s  he knows of. c a l  
mine in the Zaar or in the RhinelPnd. And that is not good 

Sir, there is nothing at all wrong with this amend- 
ment. It con- every single thing - justice, consideration 
of humanity; and the hct that this is a Labour Govern- 
ment, by the amendment tPldng all these things into ac- 
count it should encourage you to support it and not even 
to support it but to initlate it. 
4.15 p.m. 

This is not the first time that the Hon. Minlster has 
heard me raise this matter in this House; 1 d s e d  it 
in 1952 when 1 tabled a question in connection with it. 
I am annoyed to think that in 1958 he could repert the 
same reactionary arguments which he used to bring 
forward in his refusal to swport this amendment. To be 
quite candid, 1 do not that the mistake has arisen 
on his put at al& what has happened is that he has been 
wrongly advised. 

Mr. WALCOIT: Some new arguments hove arisen 
with regard to this Bill and I must say that we are not 
fortunate in having the debotes printed a t  an early dme. 
I did not know that this matter was postponed for any 
amendment; there are some things which the Hon. Minister 
should have corrected and 1 think that the hon. member 
for 3. Philip has corrected one of them. The Hon. Minis- 
ter has said that the Labour Commissioner has a dis- 
cretionary power, but he has been quite correctly in- 
formed by the hon. senior member for St. Philip that the 
Labour Commissioner would not have any power whatso- 
ever to deal with a matter such as this, because it is a 
question of the provision of safety. You cannot refuse to 
give a man a licence because he doesnotinstalla winch 
in his quarry or anything Iike that. l do not think tht  the 
Hon. Mfnister should examine this question on the narrow 
ground which he has emmdated a hardship being created 
on the small man; l believe that any Socialist would agree 
that in any business enterprise where the capital forma- 
don is small, it does not matter a s  to the sort of cm- 
cessions which you give. 

The h a  inrroducer of thia amendment states that he 
wants to give the Labour Commissioner a d i s c r e d a r y  

power in such circumstances a s  would seem tlt. 1 quite 
agree wlth the hon. j d o r  member for St. Andrew tht 
the Hon. Minister has used a very dmgemUB argumem 
on the floor of this Houseaditcomes closely on the heels 
of a dangerous argument which was used by the Hon. 
Minister of Agriculture kst week. That argument comes 
so close on the heels of the argument wed by the Hon. 
Mlnieter of Agriculture, that 1 have to take hlm to task. 
He said that they are not going to IuwuwtMngwhich 
forces the m a l l  man out of business, because eventually, 
you are  likely to create a situation where that rmtn is 
unemployed. Thts is a quesdm where you are asldng for 
the P~ovisfon of a mechanical device, not M a merns of 
~uctlng people out of employmenq but as a meam of as- 
sistlng people in employment under ce- c o n d i t i ~ ~ ~ .  
You hear the wgurnent .boa people being put o u  of em- 
ployment, but why is it that people use machinery in 
big empbyment llke fictories lad peopleuefarced 
out of employmed what an you do about that? They say 
that you have to be very a refu l  tkt you are not Qtas any- 
thing wbich forces employers out of bueiaess; hut some- 
t he#  when m employer has forced people OS of employ- 
ment, he is still in employment. 



I am a Trade Unionist, but in my opinion l would 
advise that in any enterprise where a man is stardng 
business for the first time you should adopt an attitude 
different from thnt which you would adopt where people 
are employed in quarries in themanner inwhich they were 
employed from the time t h t  Adam was a I.& Do you not 
consider that there are quarries which are in need of 
equipme-nz and that they should have this kind of equipment? 
The Hon. Minister's statement is conuected with a low 
standard of living whtch is exemplified in this commdty 
where you have a man holding on to a bucket or pushing a 
handart with a rope attmched - the Hon. Minister is saying 
that if that sart of thing is removed, then you are Plldng 
food out of that man's mouth. Last week, you had this 
back-to-the -land talk which 1 critidsed from the point of 
view of outlook. Who would argue thot a man should be 
forced out of business? I a s k  is it not sdll a primidve 
method of asking people to work under present conditions in 
a quarry and whether @ose conditions should not be re- 
moved? There is inter~lptioml labour legislation dealing 
with the way you operate a crane. (A MEMBER: How long 
has he realised that?) Some hon. member has asked: how 
long did I realise that? But what they do not realise is that 
you have to live and learn, but they have learnt everything 
alre8dy. 

So far as we are concerned, we could as  well die now, 
because they hjlve not changed their outlook. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member must not mind the 
"Asides". 

Mr. WALCO1IT: I must mind them. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I did not heas them and I will ask 
the hon. member to keep to this Clnuse. 

Mr. WALCOTR It seems to me that there is a matter 
of serious partiality where you are going to get a situation 
h which the members on the other side of the House can 
speak as  loudly as  they like and nothing is said about h r .  
but when a member from this side says anything by way of 
a joke, it becomes an interruption. I want to say that YOU 

do not work on the basis of creating a hardship on the 
small man, but on the basis of how you regard this amend- 
ment. Did you have this amendment ten years ago? If you 
have something before you today to be examined, are you 
not prepred to examine this thing whichis now before you 
or are you going to deal with antiquity? It  is an ignorant 
idea of having somethfng to deal with today, but you look 
h c k  to 1938 when the issue did not arise. 

The hon. member spoke about workmen's CO-- 

don. Th.t matter was addressed to the Governmenttwelve 
months ago. We have written asking the Government about 
workmenss compensation. I spent quite a lot of time on it 
and I pressed that it should be nm on a hsis different from 
that upon which the Government is now nmning it. What is 
serious, is that the Hon. Minister should make this state- 
ment on the smrll-man hsis. I believe that the Hon. In- 
troducer of this amendment is a representative of the 
small men; when he spoke about the small taxi man, he is 
a representative of the &l taxi man and the srmll 
businesses. 
4.25 p.m. 

I doubt very much that he would bring an amendment 
tht  would militate aIpinat the interest of the class he 
represents: so 1 do not think it is done with the kle8 
of drivhg muall men out of business.Thtsis done with the 
idea of rellevbg a little bit of the drudgery that exteol in 
the quuries. You haw put in louispeakers to make it 
easier for everybody tn here to hear. Wffl samebody ask 
why you did not think of that before? When1 cune to the 
House mkteen years ago, you did not lmw l odepde r s .  
T h e s u n l m s n a t g o t . n y l l e u e r t o t h e c u t h , h b ~  
places have been .ir-co~tlomea; so you cannot h e  the 
hrmun hnin for knowledge a d  txaproycment. If the hon. 
member sees something tb.t a n  give asadnureto qurry 
workers, should the h a  memkr m k  why he tild mt men- 
t l o n i t b e f o r e ? I s i t w r a n d ) T h e p h U o s o p a Y d ~ ~  

of Agriculture seems to be not to put a small man out of 
business, hut soon we have got to get down in Barbados to 
stopping this small man talk. Some people do not like the 
Senate inquiries, but if we had some of the U.S. Senate 
invesdgadom here, some people would commit suicide. 
Wha t do you mean when you talk about a small man? You 
mean a man who is doing business in a private way, but 
lacks the vision of expandtng andis content to make a little 
money or a reasonable profit working on that basis. Some 
people do not like joining with other people in a compeny. 
It  is one of those things with Africans, and that is why 
A f r i c a ~  have not caught up with the world's economic 
situation, because they have not reached the stage of put- 
ting money with others and investing on a big basis. 

I d d  not know that this amendment existed, and it 
brings me to the poht which I made to the Minister tbat 
when you are discussing these matters, you should dis- 
cuss them both with the employers and the workers, and 
you are likely to arrive at a decision which is more in 
keeping with what you desire. The Minister said that he had 
ebmined this amendment which has been put forward, but 
the net result is that it would force small men out of busi- 
ness. I am saying that the hon. member's amendment does 
not intend to do that; it is intended for those businesses 
which the Labour Commissioner thinks should have it. 
Do you know that a man can go down in a well and there 
is nobody to test the depth of it befote he enters it? He 
may descend into it and come back out dead. If somebody 
initiates something, you should not say thot i t  would hurt 
the small man, because there are improvements which you 
must have. A man nearly died digging up the road; we do 
not have leglshtlon which says that before a contractor 
undertakes digging up the earth that there must be men 
around who know safety measures; that man could have 
W e d  twenty people. 

My view of a matter like this is that you should 
examine the amendment and see if it is reasonable and in 
the interest of the worker. I was a t  Seawell two days ago, 
and I saw one worker giving another man a prop with a 
stone, rolling it on to some improvised thing, and I won- 
dered how many they could roll away in a day. You kW. 
pmductivity on the basis of employing three more people1 
I feel, Mr. Chairman, that if there is a proposal to remove 
drudgery from people without doing any harm to the in- 
dustry, the Minister and the Government should examine 
it. I do not think the Minister could mean that this amend- 
ment would make the employer spend more and drive him 
out of business. Are you saying. Mr. Chairman, that a man 
should not be endtled to these things? A change of thinking 
along these lines would be good, because we accept too low 
standards a s  a way of life, and that is why when these 
changes come about we annot view them h the light in 
which they should be viewed. I would be more concerned 
when a Mg employer puts in a lot of equipment and 100 
workers become redundant without the provision being 
made for them, because if you do t h t  through technical 
improvemem, you have to give them something to relieve 
the shock. That is why I say, Mr. Chairman, that it is 
necessary to examine these proposals. 

I am sorry that 1 have to support it in this way, be- 
cause it appears to me that the Government might have 
been unwilling to pss the amendment if some of us did 
not support it. If they are willing to accept this amend- 
ment which does no harm to the Government, it seems 
quite reasonable and can do no harm to the small q~ 
owners. 

Mr.TUIX)R: Mr. ChirmPn, the Minister of Trode 
mid after the proposed amendment was read out to this 
Committee that he quite errw the point which the hon. mem- 
ber for U~rist Church WM mLfng but did not apprechte 
it; I think what he m e a t  was tht  he appreciated it but 
d d  not agree wtth it. It is a distinction with a difference. 

Now, Sir, it may perhaps be thought t h t  we are of- 
fering this amendment merely b e a w e  it is good politlcs 
to do so. Tht could be true, butit L true politlcs beawe 
it L something which i s  in the interest of hurmn beings; 



md since i t  is something beneficial, this Committee ought 
to lose no opportunity of doing it. Any proposals to stop 
women from putting mar1 on th& heads to trudge up the 
sides of a quarry with it should have exactly the same 
appeal a s  the proposal, for instance, to stop women from 
climbing lorries with bundles of canes a t  crop time to 

C throw them on the lorry. If you speak of the dignity of 
labour, you do not only mean the fact that people should 
get remunerative work and enjoy it, you mean that the 
work itself should be such a s  does not degrade. 

There was a time some years ago when the Minister 
of Soda1 Services, the hon. junior member for St. George, 
used to regale his audiences a t  public meetings with some 
of the lesser known facts of slavery, and he used to point 
out how the slaves in olden days used to dig through rock 
with their bare hands to make the roads on which we now 
walk and drive. 
4.35 p.m. 
Well, we all wept and sympathised with them and those of 
us who could give him a vote, gave him one and he is 
where he is now. He played upon the strength of the people 
and upon our inward feelings and better nature. It is the 
same prindple today. The time has come when this Govern- 
ment should not have to be pushed or exhorted to remove 
all these restrictions and hardships on these people who 
work in these dangerous occupations. It should rather be 
the case that they initiate them with their opponents trail- 
ing behind them. As i t  is now, we a re  put in the position of 
having to make a song and a dance about something which 
should be accepted a s  soon a s  it is stated. If i t  i s  true that 
the Hon. Minister of Trade consulted opinion among the 
small quarry owners,I think we should cry shame on him 
for not drawing that to their attention because i t  is not 
a matter on which he should ask their opinion; he should 
be in a position to tell them that the Government feels in 
the interest of themselves and the workers and the industry 
itself that this particular device for bringingmarland soft 
stone to the surface should be instituted. 

It has been argued that it may put quarry owners out of 
business because they might not be able to find the capital 
to put in winches. I do not think we heard the Hon Minister 
correctly. What has he the Development Board for71 think 
this would be a good case when they raised objection and 
said that they were not able to put in these devices for 
him to say immediately to them, so much we want you to 
put in this particular device that we are prepared to re- 
commend to the Development Board that they recommend 

L all these small quarry owners the necessary funds for that 
purpose; therefore, the argument that they could not find 
the capital could have been offset with the assurance from 
the Government that the money would be forthcoming to 
all of them who could not find i t  possible to do so finan- 
cially; therefore, there would be no excuse and that is the 
only way in which i t  should have been attacked by the 
Minister. 

Now, Sir, this amendment does not even say that 
everybody must do i t  regardless of the circumstances. 
From an administration point of view, i t  quite wisely leaves 
a wide discretion to the Labour Commissioner to exercise 
his own judgment in these matters and if after doing an 
inspection i t  was discovered by him or his subordinates that 
a particular quarry did not require it, that is covered by 
the amendment. You cannot argue today that since a few 
of the people are  willing whenever it is convenientlf' possi- 
ble to insmll this device that the House of Assembly must 
wait until they do i t  and, therefore, do not be in a hurry to 

h 
pass a law to make them do it. That is no argument a t  all 
and it defeats the very purpose we have in mind. We feel 
therefore, that 'it is better to write the provisions in the 
stotute and to make i t  flexible enough by giving the Labour - Commissioner discretion to impose the regulation as  and 
when he thinks i t  flt to do so. Certainly we should make it 
strong enough to serve notice on the q u r y  owners what 
the intention of the Legislature is and it is the intention 
of the Legislature that they pursue this practice. It is for 
that reason the amendment has been urged. 

I do not how how other hon. members feel but l 
know, for instance, that there is a considerable body of 

opinion engaged in this pardcular industry in St. Philip 
which feels very strongly on this matter. At once, I ima- 
gine the Hon. Minister will say: what right has another 
member to say what is felt or not felt in St. PhiUp. He 
may say that every Tuesday but it is for this House of 
Assembly to know how1 feel onthis pPrtfcukr matter. What 
I feel about it is that I would always like to be able to go 
through St. Philip without let or hindrance and wfthout 
suffering tbe sneers and jeers of the hundreds of people 
who would have a grievance ifwe do not help them with this 
equipment. For that reason 1 am votingfor the ameadment. 

Hon. F. E. MILLER: Mr. Cbainnan, I would like to 
make a point or two. The Bill which is before the House 
seeks to provide safety measures for the protection of 
the public a t  large as  well a s  the workers in the quarry 
industry. We a r e  not now thinking of making provision 
for the economy of the industry; that is a different matter 
and in several respects. The hon. senior member for St. 
Lucy in discussing this amendment could have asked for a 
diamond blade saw to take the stones out and a machine 
spray to ellminote the dust which is found in the cutting of 
stones in every quarry. It  is all right to make nice speeches 
and to discuss about slavery but I would like to be sure if 
non. members want to be practical about this matter. It is 
no use our making political speeches in here when we can 
do so outside. You a re  thinldng of a quarry 60 feet deep 
and having one winch to remove stone. Whatwould you ex- 
pect one winch would do? The hon. member is only dis- 
playing a lack of knowledge of whk he is talking about and 
may be, a study of the industry. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, before the Hon. Minister goes 
off on a tangent, let me tell him that nobody suggested a 
winch for removing quarried stone. 

Hon. F. E. MILLER: That was the discussion. The 
hon. senior member for Christ Church introduced the 
amendment to provide for mechanical equipment and the 
hon. seniar member for St. Philip a s  well a s  the hon 
senior member for St. Lucy talked of having a winch to 
remove the stone from the quarry. 

Mr. TUDOR: I never said anything like that. 

Hon. F. E, MILLER: You talked about removing rub- 
ble and marl from the base of a quarry. Would you remove 
marl and rubble from the base of a quarry without a winch? 
(Laughter). 

Probably, Sir, the hon. m e n e r  has now come around 
to the folly of the whole idea. Primarily we a r e  concerned 
with the safety of a quarry andthe protection of people who 
work in the industry. We arenotnow concerned in this Bill 
with the mechanics of the industry. 
4.45 p.m. 

Let us think of the small quarries. In the case of a 
man who is operating a quarry on about a quarter of an 
acre or half an acre of land and about ten to fifteen feet 
deep, it is difficult to get the lorry to the base. The equip 
ment of the quarry is a service to the worker and a small 
quarry is difficult to operate, because of the outlay. Where 
you have an individual operating on a half acre of land, 
do you tbink i t  is reasonable that we should make it com- 
pulsory by law that he should install expensive equipment 
to say nothing of the maintenance andthe recurrent cost of 
the equipment? It is a question of the recurrent cost of this 
equipment to the operator. If we want to get down to the 
question of operating equipment, if we want to change what 
a re  out-of-date and obsolete methods, that is something 
which is endrely different; and we would need an entirely 
different type of legislation from what we have here. 

As regards the sugar industry, we cannot make a law 
that a factory operator must buy a mill which will grind 
so  much an hour and on the same bads a s  a smaller man; 
you cannot make that compulsory. 

Mr. TALMA: I should like to draw the attention of the 
Hon. Minister that I have inserted in my amendment addi- 



tional words which wiil cause fhisprovisionnotto be made 
compllsarily, but wbich will make i ta t  the discretion of the 
Labour Cammfssloner. 

Hon. F. E. M U E R :  If the matter is left to the dis- 
credon of the Labour Commissioner, is that not making it 
compulsory? What discntion would the Labour Commis- 
sioner have If he s l id  that youmustput in some equipment 
and you failed to Q so?Is i t  not fudal to my that there is 
discretion glven to the hbour Commissioner anti there is 
no means of enforcing it? That would come either through 
the Magbaate or you glve the power to the Lobour Com- 
missioner, but you would have to make i t  the law. Is that 
dght  or  wrong? For hon. members on the other side, 1 
think i t  would be good if they would pay attention to safety 
measures in a quarry, and that is the matter with which 
we a re  concerned. It is a question of providing 
safety measures for the people who workin these quarries 

Mr. W A L m  I do not think that the hon. member 
should be allowed to get away with that. There a re  things 
other than safety measures dealt with in this Bill. I have 
said that in Barbados we a re  getting too much accustomed 
to low standards and we a re  accepting them a s  if they a re  
something divine. In the same way the hon. member speaks 
about that - If we had brought downan amendment affecting 
places where food is sold, somebodywould say that we a r e  
nmning the small man out of business; but i t  did not mat- 
ter how many people have to be run to the Hospital. The 
cheap talk you will get is that you a re  running the small 
man out of business, but nobody knows how many people 
you a re  running to the grave. When you a re  dealing with 
the question of removing a primitive idea -the hon. mem- 
ber talks about putdng something on two sides of the lorry; 
there is a LW that no ship can set out to sea unless you have 
8 winch onthesides; youputawinch not only for safety, but 
you want to get away from this primitive idea. 

This is not any new legislation to show that you a re  
creating 8 quury  industry; the mere fact that you a re  pass- 
ing legislation for safety in these quarries is based on the 
length of time during which these quarries were being op- 
erated without these things. Does the hon. member not 
know that there is an aspect of safety, that although you 
h v e  these things lifted in this manner, this provision 
would be 8 m a n s  of safety? Do not let the hon. member 
t8lk about driving people out of business; the very Trade 
Union Act exists on the same ground. I hear an hon. mem- 
ber say that we do not live in 1870. The Trade Union Act 
brs restrained trade, but i t  has prevented people from 
trading in their own street will.The hon. member says that 
from his examination, it would appear that this provision 
w i l l  drive people out of business, but let us know the facts. 

The quarry a t  the Mount Plantation is a famous quarry 
in this island. When the Minister of Labour referred to the 
workers, I have to record that, in many instances, when i t  
comes to  certain matters, workers would not press for cer- 
tlin things, because I say they have all accepted a low 
standard of life. Sometimes you initiate somethingwhich is 
better for all the workers but they do not clamour for it 
mdl they begin to use it. The hon. member says that if it 
kp something discretionary, you do not have to enforce the 
kw, but I should like to say that there a re  things in con- 
aectlon with which you give the Labour Commissioner a 
dscretion. What the Labour Commissioner would do in 
some cases he would not do in other cases. You do not 
define what you mean by safety. In this connection, this is 
what was suggested by Mr. Matthews:- 

"Upon receipt of an application for a licence to o p  
erate 8 quarry, tbs Labour Commissioner shall satisfy 
Mmself that the boundaries of the quarry in respect of 
which licence to operate has been applied for u e  clearly 
u x i  -fly defined; the applicant is in factin control of the 
quuy and shll within seven days of receipt of the a p  
pUation glve notice in writlag of such requirement a s  he 
may deem necessary for the safety of persons employed in 
such quarry and shall refuse a licence to operate until such 
requirements have been fulfilled." 
4.55 p.m. 

Thrt is what Mr. Matthews recommended but you have not 
accepted it. He was even giving the L h u r  Commissioner 
discretionary powers to decide on the necessary safety 
masurea  for this. The reason for this is that there is no 
list of definite safety measures which you can put down in 
anyoness life to say 'these shall be the safety measures 
for aU t h e , '  because they vary from time to h e ,  and 
i t  is infortunate that more attention is not paid to them. 
You glve the Labour Commissioner power to change them 
from time to time, because what you do today in a quarry 
you did not do 25 years ago. What appears to be stupid 
on behalf of the Government is that if they come down 
with any Bill and a suggestion has been made by the Opposi- 
tion, they feel that they would be making the change for 
members of the Opposition. We do not work in a quarry, 
and when you change legislation to make improvements for 
people, you do i t  for the community which we represent. 
If somebody says something and you realise that i t  is good, 
you should get'down tc doing it a s  quickly as  you can. I do 
not know why the Minister of Social Services should re- 
gard this a s  a measure which would be difficult to adminis- 
ter. What you have to find out is whether a t  the present 
moment the industry a s  a whole requires this sort of 
facility which you a re  providing, and then youmay see that 
you can do it. 

1 agree with members in a general way that it is not 
the best thing to legislate for these things, but the mem- 
bers on the other side like legfslation. I hope you will see 
that the suggestion is one in keeping with business, and 
hon. members should realise that in process of time they 
will have to pass legislation which appears to be hard on 
people making money. 

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, there is a reservation 
which 1 have on the amendmentwhich has been proposed by 
the hon. senior member for Christ Church, and i t  is in 
Clause 5 (1) where the Government has seen fit to intro- 
duce something which is absolutely unnecessary for 
reasons which I will explain. That error  has been repeated 
by the hon. senior member for Christ Church in the amend- 
ment which he proposed. 

Clause 5 (1) reads a s  follows:- 

"Every owner or occupier of every quarry shall op- 
erate the said quarry in such manner a s  not to cause any 
undue risk of bodily injury to any person employed or work- 
ing therein." 

Now, Mr. Chairmsn, a s  far  a s  the present state of 
the Law of Barbados is concerned, every owner or oc- 
cupier of a quarry must operate such quarry or any other 
business undertaking for that matter in such a manner a s  
not to cause any risk a t  all of bodily injury to any person 
employed or working therein, and the only effect of a 
Clause such a s  Subclause 1 of Clause Swould be to qualify 
the nature of risk to which a person engaged in the quarry 
may be subject. We a re  now talking about undue risk and 
that is going to lead to legal complications, because the 
present state of Law is that they must operate it so  a s  not 
to cause any risk a t  all of bodllyinjury. You cannot qualify 
risk and talk about undue risk; i t  means then that you a re  
exempting quarry owners and quarry operators from that 
ordinary duty of care which one dtizen owes to another 
citizen in the country, and I will go further and say that the 
question of risk and the question of duty of care extend not 
only to people employed in the quarry industry, but any 
licensee or any person coming into close contact with the 
workfngs of the quarry or  the peopleworkingin the quarry 
from time to time. That is the stoteof the common Law of 
Barbados. 

If I go into a q u a r m  although I may not be working 
therein, to speak to 8 friend, to observe the operadons of 
the quarry o r  to purchase a quantity of mar1 or sandstone, 
and .ny accident happens to me a s  a result of the working 
of that quarry, the quarry owner would have under the 
normal process of the Law to pay me compensation for 
failing to exerdse that duty of care which every citizen 
owes to another citizen, regardless of whether or not he 



worked in the quarry. The hon. senior member for Christ 
Church has repeated the error  by smtlng in this amend- 
ment that "every owner or occupier of the quarry shall 
Drovide the quarry with a suitable winch or other device 
for the purpose of -haulbig the quarried material to the sur- 
face, and during the operation of such winch or other device 
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shall exercise or cause to be exerdsed due care and cau- 
tion for the safety and welfare of the workers employed 
therein." 

The latter part of the amendment is completely 
unnecessary; i t  is not only unnecessary, but is likely 
to give rise to unnecessary complibtions, becausewenow 
seem in Barbados to be qualifying the ordinary duty of care 
owed by one person to another in the question of employ- 
ment. It may sound a bit pedantic to those who a re  un- 
acquainted with the Law and those people who have not 
come into close contact with the Law of negllgence te which 
I am referring. If we insert a provision like that In the 
Statutes of Barbados, k appears to me that any other mem- 
ber of the public who may suffer any injuries a s  a result 
of the working of a quarry may have put up as. a defence 
that there is a Statutory duty to provideagainst risk of in- 
jury In so far a s  employees and workmen a re  concerned, 
but there is no such Statutory duty inreladon to the mem- 
bers of the general public. Not that I am saying that that 
would necessarily be a good defence a s  far a s  I am con- 
cerned, but I can see where such cornpllcations may possi- 
bly arise, and therefore I would counsel the hon. senior 
member for Christ Church not to fa11 into the same error 
which the person who drafted thls Bill has fallen Into, and 
to delete that part of i t  from theamendment which he pro- 
poses. 

On the general principles of thls Clause, I do not 
want to repeat anything that has been said by the hon. 
members who have sat down, but 1 would like to say this: 
the hon. senior member for  St. P u p  made reference, 
I belleve, t o  the Mount Quarry in St. George. It i s  high 
time that we in Barbados examined the economic state 
of quarries in thls island. To the best of my information and 
bellef, the Mount Quarry is owned by a gentleman by the 
name of the Hon. Gerald Lascelbs; that quarry is owned, 
in other words, by an absentee proprietor. It has recently 
been closed down causing unemployment to a large number 
of workers in this counay. 
5.05 p.m. 
What the Government should do is to take over the land 
which forms the quarry from the Lascelles' family and 
operate it a s  a model quarry so setting an example to the 
other quarry owners and operators throughout the country. 
1 would like to say that the question of the prohlblted cost 
of putdng in a winch, as  the hon. senlor member for Christ 
Church proposes, is not an argument which in thls en- 
lightened age we should be giving voice to in a democratic 
chamber of thls sort. 

Suggestions have been made a s  to how any hardship 
can be alleviated t o  these small quarry owners. Let me 
say that any small quarry owner is some klnd of land- 
owner and he is eating his cake and having i t  too because 
he L wasting the assets of this country everytime he ex- 
cavates sol1 from the earth. He pays no specific tax for 
excavating the soil of the country and he gets the fruits 
from i t  and glves the miners justa small pittance for their 
subsistence. 

The Government therefore has to seriously consider 
the geaingof royalties from these large undertakings, such 

I 
a s  Chapel and the Mount, and It should be enacting legls- 
lation a s  is done In Jamaica in the bauxite m industry 
so a s  to rehabilitate the areas where thls soft stone has 
been excavated. - 

- The j d o r  member for §C. George has sald that i t  is 
- not necesmry to have a hoist or winch to Ilft the stone from 

the earth on to the platform of a lorry but surely I belleve 
the Labour C o m m i s s i ~  under the amendment would 
have s h e  dfscretlon to say wMch type of quarries would 
necessitate the employment of a winch. There are many 
quarries of this country which are ofa considerable depth, 
the approaches to the bottom of which involve your going 

down a very steep grade, brD there are other quarries like 
the Mount Quarry in which you u n  approach them from 
the bottom along another road. There a r e  contraptions 
and devious things like caterplllam small trucks and other 
meehonical devices for llftlng goods, which I believe have 
been employed by the merchants for stocldng goods, which 
can be employed to Ilft the stone from off the surface to the 
crone and on to the surface of the lorry and I think all  
quarry owners should avail themselves of such mechanised 
equipment because it is  not my idea for a working man to 
have calluses on his band caused not only by using a drill 
but then by havfng to epandllft these stones on to the plat- 
form of a lorry. He does not get anything extra for that. 
Why cannot you have these stacldng machines? 

I am saying thls in all seriousness. When you con- 
sider it, the quarry a t  a p e 4  In the parish of St. Philip, 
or the one at  the Mount, ton for ton of earth excavated, 
is more profitable than any gold mine in the Witwatersrand, 
South Africa, which is the richest gold bearing area In the 
world because when they Ilft 200,000 tons of earth out of 
the Mount Plantation, they a re  getting more money out of 
that than what they get out of Witwatersrand when they 
llft the same tonnage of earth, and the quarry owners over 
here do not have one-fiftieth of the capital outlay as  what 
i t  takes in the gold mlning area. Because of that alone, 
you should be getting some sort of royalties out of them. 

I wonder if  the Government of Rarbados is consider- 
ing acqulrlng the Mount Qunrry in that light. Here i t  is, 
you have people taking out all the assets out of the land 
and you a re  getting nothing. I t  is a fantastic situation. 
There you have somethinglbut just becauseitis soft stone, 
you do not consider the economy of it and the wasting as- 
pect of it. Just a s  the people in other c&es consider 
gold mining, 1 think the time has come when we should set 
up a Cornmlssion to review the whole situation in so far 
a s  stone quarrylng is concerned. We can make a start 
right now if we belleve in the dlgnity of labour not only 
by accepting the amendment but by taking over the Mount 
Quarry even on the basis of a lease or on the basis of ac- 
quisitton of the land under the Land Acquisition Act and 
then installing there all  the innovations and all  the mechani- 
cal equipment suggested by members on the floor of the 
House. Certainty it would be a means of knowing the whole 
economics of quarrying operations. We can also experi- 
ment wfth slabbhg stone by mechanical means such a s  
those which were done a t  Bayfleld by a firm which carried 
out certain experiments there a few years ago. I do not 
thtnlr that the experiments received enough encouragement 
from the Government because I do not think i t  was fully 
appredoted that quarrylng so to speak for soft stone and 
coralline stone b the basis of the building industry in thls 
island. We are  now importing a tremendous amount of ce- 
ment from a neighbouring colony when we have excellent 
building rnaterlal and i t  is not put to the best advantage. 
Sir, what we must ensure In this country is thot the re- 
sources which we have a r e  not placed a t  a disadvantage 
by having to resort to labour which we associate with pull- 
ing Ilghter oars and Chapel slavery and that klnd of thing. 
1 do not know of any human task whkh is more exacting 
and more devastating in its effects on the frame of a per- 
son than having to Ilft block stones and the quarrying from 
the fnce of nature such building materials with an Iron 
drill. 

Sr, in conclusion, I would llke to suggest that the 
latter p r t  of the amendment by the hon. senior member 
for Gblst Church is unnecessary because i t  only em- 
phasises something which has been already established 
and which is a law of the island and, that is, that every 
citizen owes a duty tothe othernotto be negligent, remrd- 
less of whether there is a contract ofemployment existing 
between the person who is negligent and the person who is 
iafured. I suggest that you delete all the words after the 
word "service." 

m. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, I am wlllmg to accept 
the amendment a s  proposed by the hon. War member for 
St. Joha My amendment will then Stop a t  the word 
"service." 
5.15 p.m. 



HotL M. E aDx: Before thatquestionis put no doubt 
the Hon. MinLater of- Sod.1 Servlces has expioiaed quits 
fully the purpose of tbfs Ckuse and of the Bill as  a whole. 
As the Hon. Mfnister hs pointed out, this Bill derls with 
the safety ef the operation of qtmdes  md not with the 
mechanisadoar of quarries. The unendment proposed by the 
hon. senior member for Chrtst Chmhhas somethingto do 
with the mech.nisldon of qurrles, or rather a p u t  of the 
amendment has samethlng to do with the meciunlsation of 
quarrles. The point was rrised by the Hon. Mlnlster of 
Soci.1 Services in respect of the use ofdlamond saws, and 
the use of these saws would relleve the people who cut 
these stones much more so than the erection or Instalk- 
don of mechanical devices; because no doubt the Mlls 
which are used by these people are heavy Mlls and the 
cutting of stone on the whole is therefore a bit of drudgery 
work. Since that point has been raised, I would be willlng 
to have a further postponement of this Clause so that 1 can 
go Into the whole quesdbn in so i r  a s  these quarries are 
concerned. 'Phis is no easy matter. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a paint of order. When the Hon. 
Mfnister spoke about the mechanisation of quarries, not 
much of what he arid seemed to 5 to the point. The 
mechanhdon of quf i i e s  would meon the actual cutting of 
stone by machinery; the mechanisation of qurrries will 
mean, where the device is installed, large-scale machinery 
for cutthg the stone. If it is a quesdon of using a diamond 
saw, then that is notmechanfsation. Let us understand what 
we are talking about and do not let us be confused by the 
stupidity of people who do not know what they are talking 
about. The mechanisation of a quarry is an endrely dif- 
ferent nutter both from the provfsions of this BW. and from 
what the amendment of the hon. senior member for Christ 
Church proposes. None of us would sit here and agree to 
any mechnimtion of the quarry Industry, because itwould 
put people out of work entfrely. 1 am amazed that a lot of 
the tommy rot talk by the Hon. Minister of SociPl Services 
could Influence this debate, because if I thought so at the 
time, I would have w e r e d  him. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Surely, Mr. Chairman, that is not a 
point of order. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: If the hon. member wants me to 
give way to him, I wi l l  do that and speak after him. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I feel very strongly on the pdnts 
which h v e  been made, but this is a matter to which very 
serlous comIderation will have to be given before any de- 
cision is  taken on it. I do want to emphasise that, In my 
opinion, it is much easier to getthe stone to the surface by 
a rope than it is to cut the stone with a drill all through the 
day. Hon. members have not suggested that workmencould 
get saws with which they could cut the stone. 

Mr. BARROW: On a p& of order. So much did I men- 
don the questfan of extracting stone from the soil by some 
means other thoahanddrillfngthat1 was almost .froid, Mr. 
CkWmm, you were going to tell me that I must sdck to 
the amendment. If I deal with the matter only in a cursory 
manner, youwill understand that1 want to be parlhmentslry. 

Hon. M. E. COX: That is something which we should 
not stick in a Bill, because that would mean that every 
quarry owner should be equlpped wlth these mechanlcd 
devices. (MEMBERS: What is wrong with that?) Not only 
for cutUng the stone, but also for llwllgthe stone from the 
quarry. Everybody cilnnot work for money d y ;  same 
people h v e  to work hard for it. However, I am prepred to 
agree to a further postponement of this Clausewith a vlew 
to going further into this matter. I am prepued to accept 
a postponement. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: Mr. Udnnm, I beg to move tht 
the fiwther consideradon of this Clause be ps@omd. 

H a  L. St. A. THORN& I beg to secand that. 

Mr. MDTIZEY: I am agreebgwimthepoetponement, 
h If there is crw hon. member who, 1 how,  w i l l  berr me 

out, it is the Hon. Minister of Sock1 Services to whom I 
referred tbis question when I was a member of the Housing 
Board 
5.25 pm. 

One thing I agree with In this is that the whole thing 
should be taken in a comprehensive way. While I agree with 
the amendment, whether or not you postpone it, I would 
have voted for i t  with one sllghtfurztieramendment. There 
are qurrries that can dowitboutawlncb, and 1 was going to 
suggest that quarries below a certain depth should have 
a winch, no matter by whom they are owned. I agree with 
the postponement for the reason that you should go into 
this matter from every angle, because it is not only a 
question of getting the stones out; it is a quesdon also of 
quarrying them. The MMster of Soclal Services and I 
Faised the question when we were on the PQousing Board and 
we suggested that Government should brlag somebody from 
Italy - that seems to be the best place to get an expert on 
this matter - to go into this question of quarrying stones 
here, because the present system is dying out, and with 
the materlal we have, we should try some means of getdng 
i t  out easier. You cannot expect that a man of 23 or 24 
years will go into a quarry and work as  he did twenty-five 
years ago; it is a very hard job, but it is very important to 
Barbados if we must btdld houses that will last. 

I agree strongly with the postponement, because on 
more tban one occasion 1 have askedtheHouslng Authority 
to send tNs up to Government, and in my speech on the 
second reading of this Blll I ralsed the question of gettlng 
a winch to get out these stones from the quarry as well as  
the question of hewlng the stones, because if you make a 
survey you will find how much money we spend in the im- 
porpldon of lumber to this island. I think I have discussed 
with the Minister of Social Services a type of drill for 
these quarrles. As a matter of fact, it will be recalled by 
hon. members that one flrm got down some machhery, 
but h was found that it was the wrong kind and only suitable 
for working in con1 mines. It has been suggested dme and 
again that you want a diamond saw; none of us know what 
w U  happen, but we would Ilke to see you get some me- 
chonical mlt that could get the stones out, and 1 belleve if 
you want to get any advice on that, you must go to the 
cowmy where you can get the best advice, and that is 
Itnly, where you have people deallng with marble quarries. 

I am supporting the postponement but I would havc 
supported the amendment. I hope Government has not 
moved the postponement because of the numerical strength 
on this side. As I watch the smile on hon. members' faces, 
I am convinced more than ever that this postponement is 
merely pollladve because they feel that the amendment 
would have been carried, let us hope it is not really that and 
that they are genuinely Interested in maklng a compre- 
hensive survey of quarrying in this country with a view to 
providing more stones, thereby building more substantial 
houses and making it easier for the workers who must 
toil day after day in these quarries, and consequently lm- 
porthg less lumber. 1 have very much pleasure in second- 
ing the motion for postponement which1 belleve was moved 
by the Hon. Mlnlster of Communicadons, Works and Hous- 
ins. 

Mr. L. E SMITH: Mr. Choirman, I am very pleased 
tht  further consideration has been postponed, because 
I know that the concrete block industry is being given pre- 
ference over the soft stone industry. A soft stone quarry 
owner approached me one day axi asked if we could not 
pass a LPW to stop it, but1 saldtbltwecouldnotpassa 
Law to prevent a man from earning his bread. 1 always 
felt that one of the hardest jobs in this country is cutting 
soft stones, and If the Minister can see flt to implement 
or  Introduce saws which will emdlcate the drlll system, 
1 am sure this hiustry fl be ableto stand up to the con- 
crem block Wwtry. Somedmes after the cutter ha 
formed the stolDe and goes to block it, it breaks in b.lf and 
he loses tht gtoae, and in my opinion if he used a saw he 
would be able to nave MS kbur by not bavfng these stance 
b redhg  at the kst moment. By this method he would not 
m so much dun either, beause the drill h s  to make a 



channel and that creates a lot of marl, while in the saw 
system there would not be so mueh mar& and you would not 
have to hire so many women to head it off. 

As far as  the winch is concerned, after a cutter has 
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cut the stone he will have to rollit to the winch, unless the 
lorry can go inside a* he will only then have to lift the 
stone. I am glad the Minister has seen fit to postpone tNs 
for the purpose of mechanising the whole thing so that the 
industry will be able to stand up to the concrete block in- 
dustry, because there are  very few stone buildings going up 
because of competition with the concrete block industry. A 
concrete building is much cheaper, but I do not how if it 
will be able to stand a storm a s  can a stone building.Untilwe 
mechanise the quarry industry wewillbedoingno good, be- 
cause the concrete block industry will surely Wlit. I hope 
when the Minister returns with this Bill that he will have 
every thing in order. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, the last two hon. 
members who spoke raised the point ofcheapeningthe me- 
thod of cutting quarry stones. 

Mr. M W L E Y :  On a point of order, I was one of 
those two members and I never raised that point at  all. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: The point of mechanising the cut- 
ting of stones from these quarries has beentaken up by the 
Ministry with the West lndian representative of the Inter- 
national Corporation which administersTechnica1 Aid Pro- 
grammes to the United States. I got in touch with him and 
the matter was discussed with the Permanent Secretary, 
the Manager of the Housing Authority and myself, and since 
then, he has asked us to sendsomesamples of stone to the 
United States which we have done. 
5.35 p.m. 
The whole point is  that it has not been lost sight of by the 
Government and we a re  doing something about it. I do 
hope in the near future that we would have a reply from 
this Technical Aid so that I can let this House know what 
prospects they are  in the future for introducing this me- 
chanical device in quarries. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, just one smallpoint 
1 want to raise. I was very pleased that the hon. senior 
member for St. Joseph raised tNs question of soft stone 
now being supplanted by concrete blocks. The hon. mem- 
ber may recall that about three years ago I pointed out fn 
here that the Government was the biggest offender in this 
respect because even for foundations the Housing Board 
was using concrete blocks while the average builder out- 
side even if he built with concrete blocks would lay the 
foundation with soft stone. 

Sir, I am not amused or impressed by the Govern- 
ment's parliamentary dodge today because the modon for 
postponement i s  only a parliamentary dodge. Sometimes 
I wonder whether this is Parliament o r  a Punch and Judy 
show. Do you really believe that the hon. Minister who 
was talking about mechanising the industry was one of the 
same hon. members who opposed the amendment? They 
got there and argued for hours ad lib that if you make a 
small qurry owner furnfsh mechanical equipment, you 
would run tbem out of business and now the Hon. kUnister 
is saying that they want the same small quarry owners 
to mechanise the industry. 1 have never in my life heard 
more tommy rot. When you sit down and listen to them 
and see the asinine spectacle which they make of them- 
selves every Tuesday -- ..-. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I object to those re- 
marks. They a re  unparliamentary. - 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am askhg thehon. senlor member 
for St. Phillp to withdraw the word "asinine." 

Mr. CRAWFORD: If .you want me to withdraw that 
word, I withdnw it. Mr. Q1Pirrmn, I wmt to ask you in 
a11 seriousness and with all due respect to the Ch.ir what 
would be the appropriate word to apply to their attitude 
hem t&y. A mere $4O-win~h we were asking 

owners to install and the Government Bench is saying that 
if you make quarry owners put i t  in, i t  would put them out 
of business. Sir, i t  cost them over £20,000 toinstallthe 
plant a t  Goddard's and the land was leased from Dacosta 
81 Company. Well now, Mr. Qlairman, let us assume that 
the average small quarry owner would not attempt any 
large scale mechanism scheme like that but certainly, 
Sir, large scale mechanism or small scale mechanism 
must be completely beyond the means of the small quarry 
owner or operator if they cannot even put in a $40-winch. 
All that i t  means is that the Government would haw to 
subsidise the industry, that is to say, the Government 
would have to import the mechanical equipment and give 
i t  over to the quarry owner or operator, large or small, 
which might put possibly more people out of work. 

The position is this. The Government can pursue 
its further enquiries into mechanising the task of cutdug 
soft stone without prejudice by accepting this amendment 
if, a s  the Hon. MMster of Soda1 Services points out, 
this Blll is purely concerned with safety measures. The 
Hon. Minister of Trade and Industry professes to welcome 
his enlightenment a t  persons engaged in quarries being 
safeguarded from harm and injury. He went so far a s  to 
say that it would be dubious. The Hon. Mfnister professed 
to be v e j  appreciative of his enlightenment that the same 
Bill was purely concerned with the protecting of workers 
in quarries. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior 
member for St. Philip. We a re  now dealing with the ques- 
tion of postponement. I would ask you to refrain from 
going into the principles of the Bill. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: What are  we postponing? 

Mr. (;WAIRMAN: I am asking you to refrain from 
making comments on the Bill itself. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. What I am doing is to comment 
on their modon for the postponement. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Stick to that. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, I began by telling the Com- 
mittee that that motion was merely a parliamentary dodge 
and should not be taken too seriously and 1 began to give 
an explanation of that allegation. I am going on to say that 
the Hon. MMster of Social Services said that he could not 
accept our amendment because the Bill was only concerned 
with the protection of workers from injury. Now, Sir, if 
in this Bill you cannotinsertanamendmentmaking i t  com- 
pulsory to provide a winch, can youputin this Bill clauses 
to mechanise the industry? It is as completely far-fetchea. 
They say that any proposal to mechanise theindustry must 
be the subject of an entirely new Bill. 

I say, Sir, do not let them call for postponement', 
throw out the Bill. They a re  not fooling us with their kind 
of nonsense that you cannot in this Bill insert anything 
for the mechanisadon of the industry. 
5.45 p.m. 

They have found themselves in a completely bide- 
fensfble position, because of the stand which they have 
taken on the Bill. Our arguments were completely unan- 
swerable a d  they cannot defend their case a t  all. Instead 
of saying so, instead of accepting the amendment and 
admitring that they were wrong, they have resorted to all 
sorts of parliamentary dodges so a s  to exculpate M- 
selves. In PIrliament, dodges a r e  somedmes to be ex- 
pect& but & not let them talk nonsense about the me- 
chPnisatian of an industry and say therefore, dutthey wtll 
postpone the M. We know tbot they a r e  poapodngthe 
Bill, because they do not wont to accept our a r n e e n t ,  
and because they do not want to vote for it. 

Tbe question that the further corrsiderotwr of tbis 
Clause be postponed was put a d  resolved in tbe affir- 
w i v e  witboa division. 



Hon. M, E. COX:I b e g t o m o w  Mr. Chlrmwbthot 
you Q now report progress urdurk for @ve for the Com- 
mitteet8eitogJn. 

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

The q nestion was put a d  agreed to. . 

Tbe CHAIRMAN reported a d  Mn SPEAKER re- 
sumed the Cbair a d  reported accordingly. 

MESAGE FROM THE OTHER P U C E  

Mr. SPEAKER: I b8ve the honour to inform the House 
that I have recejved from the Hogourable the Legisktlve 
Councll a Messgae retumlng with amendments the BlU 
to repeal the Publlc Of£lcersD Housing Act, 1952, to make 
certain amemtrnents to the Housiug Act, 1955, and to pro- 
vide for otber lnckienta! matters. 

I UIViersPrnd t h t  copies of the amendment are being 
drculated as well W coptes of the o r i g b l  sectloa 

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, uoforturytely, a t theprop 
er time a t  tod.yDs sMmg of the H o w ,  1 could not glve 
notice of my @OM. I am therefore asking the leave 
of tbe House to glve notice of those questions. 

There being no objection, leave was granted the 
bo*. aeaber. 

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon. Premier:- 

Will the Minister state what moneys, if any. remaln - in the Rural Amenities Fund? 

Wi l l  he further state what current or future projects, 
if any, are  to be financed from this Fund? 

Wffl he consider issuing a "white paper", setting 
out the full d e a l s  of pst Expellditure from this Fund, as  
well ss the current and prohiably future charges upon it? 

d' To enqulre of the Hon. Minister of Educatloa- 

Will the Minister state what the Government's policy 
L with respect to the following? 

(a) gxth form teaching in the grant-dded Secondary 
Schools. 

(b) The age h i t  for writtugthe Ehrhiados Scholar- 
shfp Exambtlon. 

j To enquire of the Hon. Minister of Educatim- 

Is the M s t e r  aware of the grave dissatisfaction, 
now existing am- Secondary School Teachers, with their 
present salary levels, a s  compared with the levels in other 
branches of the establishment? 

Will the Minister conslder the early appointment of 
a representative Commfne to investigate this dissatisfac- 
tion curd to make approprkte recommendations for salary 
8dJupbnent tn the light of its tlndkrgs? 
J 

To enquire of the Hon. Minister of Eduatiax- 

Will the Minister mte what Certificates, lf any, of 
the London College of Preceptors, glve their possessors 
sremptba from the exami~t lon  for Cerdflute "A" or 
"B" or  both for Prirrmy School Teachers? 

WIU he also what qulli lution dter~tlve to 
CerrlFlcrte "B" i a  rd#lute for the entrance of Prlmuy 
School Tachers  to Brdiston College? 

of the& salaries, d not one-half, a s  now appears to be 
the case? 

J To enquire of the Hon. Minister of S o d  Services:- 

Wffl the Minister state whether there is a Chpel  at  
the Menu1 Hospiml? "*r, 

If the answer is in the negadve, will he state what 
provision, lf any, exists for Religious observance and 
worship in t h t  Institution? 4 - 

If the answer is in  the affirmative, will he state the 
dirnd011s of the Chapel, its l a d o n ,  and the number of 
persons i t  can conveniently accommodate at  any single 
sitting? 

To enquire of the Hon. Mfnister of Communications, 
Works and Housing- 

I s  the Minister aware that it is the desire of the re- 
sidents of Cllnketts Housing Scheme in the Parish of St. 
Lucy to own the lands on which their aided self-help 
houses were constructed? *. 

Will the Minister undertake to to t ruc t  the Housing 
Authority to enter into negotiations with these householders 
with a view to gldng effect to their desire? 

Will the Minister further direct the Housing Authority 
to defray, from its own resources, all the necessary legal 
expenditure artsing out of the transfer? 

Mr. Speaker, 1 desire an oral reply to these questions. 
5.55 p.m. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 
that we hope to have a longadjournmentfrom thls evening, t 

we would like to have these amendments passed today. 
This is very important, because we want these public 
officers in the meantime to get the loans which they so 
long desired; so I am asklng that the amendments to the 
Housing Amendment Act, 1958 be taken a s  the next Order 
of the dsy. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister is asking leave 
to take the amendments to the Public Officers' Housing 
Loans Act a s  the next Order of the day, and unless there 
be any objection, leave will be granted. 

4 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 

COUNUL AMENDMENT r e  PUBLIC OFFICERS 

HOUSNG LOANS ACT 
Hon. R G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, copies of the amend- 

ment have been passed to hon. members, and I should like 
to say that it is simply a matter of drPftlng. 1 do not thhk  
there is any fundamental change in the Clause whkh reads 
a s  follows:- 

"On the coming into operation of thls tic& there shall 
vest in the authokity by virtue of this Act and without fur- 4 
ther assurance all  estate or interest in, or charge on, 
any Ipnd, building, policy of assurance o r  gratuity, con- 
veyed or assigned to the Governor-in-Executive Com- 
mittee by way of mortgage for securlng advances by way 
of loans and interest and expenses under the provision 
of the Public Officers Housing Lams Act, 1952 and all  
other properties, rights, UMllties and obligations of 
whatsoever nature which immedkteIy before the coming 
into operation of this Act were vestedinor were the p r o p  
ertles, rights, llddlttiea ond obligations of the Pub& 
Officers* Housing B a r d  or the Governor-in-Executive 
Committee acquired or incurred under, or otherwise fn .M" 

p u r s w c e  of, or for carrying out the purposes of, ths 
Publlc Officers' Housing Lane Act, 1952, including q 
monies smading a t  tht  date to the credit of the P&Uc 
Officers' Howdug Fuud and my knds and hereditament. 
acquired for such purposes." 

As 1 saki, there Lnohmd.ment8lchnge.ndIbeg 
to move that this amendment be now read a first time. 



Hon. D. D. GARNER: 1 beg to second that. 

The question was put and resolved in the ajfir 
mative without division, 

On the separate motions o f  Hon. R. G. MAPP, - seconded in each case by  Hon. D. D. GARNER the 
amendment was read a second time mad agreed to. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I am asking leave to 
take Order No. 8 a s  the next Order of the day, 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister is asldng leave 
to take Order No. 8 a s  the next Order of the day, and un- 
less there be any objcktion, leave will be granted. 

There being no objection, leave wqs granted 

THE WIRELESS TELEGRAPHY (AMENDMENT) 
REGULATIONS, 1958 

Hon. F. E. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, this is a very 
simple amendment to the Wireless Telegraphy Act, and 

h seeks to change from wired broadcasting a s  we have 
a t  the moment. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Regulations have not been dr- 
culated, and therefore the Hon. Minister may not proceed. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, if the Hon. Leader 
of the Opposition agrees, I think we can move the adjourn- 
ment now. 

1 beg to move that this House do now adjourn until 
Thursday, 9th October, 1958 a t  12 noon. 

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I beg to second that. 

The question was put and resolved in the affir- 
mative without division and Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the 

House accordingly. 

6.05 p.m. 




