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Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of Assembly
met at 12 o'clock noon today.

PRESENT

His Honour Mr. K. N, R, HUSBANDS, (Speaker); Mr,
J. E. T. BRANCKER, (L eader of the Opposition); Hon, Dr.,
H. G, H. CUMMINS, C.B.E.,, M.D., CM., (Premier);
M. E. COX, (Minister of Trade, Industry and I abour); His
Honour Mr, L, E, SMITH, J.P., (Deputy Speaker); Hon, F.E,
MILLER,.(Minister of Social Services); Mr. C. E, TALMA;
Hon. D. D. GARNER, (Minister of Agriculture, Lands and
Fisheries); Hon. L. St. A, THORNE, (Ministerof Education),

Hon,

Prayers were read,

Hon, R, G. MAPP and Mr. H. A, DOWIING entered the
House and twok their seats.

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have the honour to inform the House
that the Minutes of the Meeting of the 26th July, 1960, have
been printed and circulatedamongst hon. members, and un~
less there be any objection, those Minutes willbe taken as
read and confirmed. ( After a pause,) There being no objec-
tion, those Minutes are now taken as read and confirmed.

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR

Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I have the
honour to present Message No.6/1960 fromHis Excellency
theGovernor,regarding the further constitutional changes
in Barbados. There are some copies of the Message which
1 hope to circulate fo hon. members later in the day.

The Message is as follows:-
MESSAGE No.6/1960

HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR
TO

THE HONOURABLE THE HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

His Excellency the Governor hasthe honour to forward
for the information of the Honourable the House of Assem-

bly coples of the Secretary of State’'s despatch No. 267 of
the 22nd July, 1960, on the subject of further constitutional
changes in Barbados discussed during his recent visit.

J. M. STOW
GOVERNOR,
GOVERNMENT HOUSE
BARBADOS.
2nd August, 1960.

WIS, 64/2/01 Colonial Office,
Church House,
BARBADOS Great Smith Street,
London, S, W, L.
No. 267
22nd July, 1960,
Sir,

1 have the honour to refer to Mr. Lennox Boyd's des-
patch No.379 dated the 15th September, 1959, addressedto
you on the subject of further constitutional changesin Bar-
bados.

2. 1 was happy to be able to take advantage of my visit to
The Westlndiesin June, 1960, to spenda short time in Bar-
bados and have personal discussions with yourself, mem-
bers of the political parties, representatives of the Legis-
lative Council and other persons representative of opinion
there. I have subsequently given very careful consideration
to the views expressed on that occasion and in previous
correspondence, and I think it may be usefulif I set out my
conclusions on the more important matters that were
raised.

3. The constitutional changesproposed in my predeces-
sor’s despatch under reference have commanded general
support, though it is appreciated that they do not go so far
in some directions as the Democratic Labour Party and
other groups might wish. As these proposed changes have
been non-controversial, and are conducive to the introduc-
tion in Barbados of a stage of full internal seif-government
on a par with that reached in Jamaica and recently agreed
in Trinidad, I do not think thatany useful purpose would be
served by delaying their {ntroduction. The agreed changes
should therefore be made as soon as the necessary legal
instruments can be drawn up and brought into operation.

4. 1 have also decided that it is consonant with the intro~
duction of full internal self-government to amend the pro-
vision in the Letters Patent relating to the disallowance of
laws in such a way that {twill relate only to the provisions
of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900. The Ministers represented
to me that this, like the arrangements referred to in the
previous paragraph, would place Barbados on a similar
footing with Jamaica and what has recently been agreed in
Trinidad. Provided there is general agreement, 1 propose
to advise Her Majesty accordingly.

S. It was represented to me by the Democratic Labour
Party, and the view had some support from members of
the Barbados National Party and certain members of the
Legislative Council, that it was desirable that there should

" be some representation for the Gpposition in the Legisla-

tive Council. This body had traditionally been of a non-par-
ty nature and represents, as ] am satisfied it should con~
tinue to represent, general interests rather than political
affiliations. Since its membership must however include the
Minister without Portfolio who is ina position to represent
Government policy, I was impressed by the argument that
the views of the official opposition should also be made
available in debate in the Upper Chamber by the presence
of a recognised representative of the Official Opposidon
there, | am aware, however, that feeling on this point is
by no means unanimous, and the Legislatdve Council has
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ancient traditions which I would not wish hastily to disturb.
1 have therefore decided to defer consideration of the pro-
posal that there should be a representative of the Official
Opposition in the Council until after the nextGeneral Elec-
tion. A contributory reason for this decision isthat, in the
absence of general agreement, I would not wish to make a
change of a somewhat controversial nature in Barbados
when a General Rlection is due in a relatively short time.
6. It was also represented to me by the Democratic La-
bour Party and by others that the present electoral system
was antiquated and unsuitable. The delimitation of parishes
on which the present representation is based datesback to
the earliest days of the settlement, and the distribution of
population now among the various constituencies is mani~
festly unbalanced. Furthermore, there seems to be consi-
derable force in the argument thatwith the growth of Party
government it would be more appropriate to conform with
the general practice in democratic countries to elect can-
didates to the representative instdtutions of the country on
the basis of single member constituencies.lamaware that
this question has been much in the minds of Ministers and
it will be recalled that in the Speech from the Throne de-
livered by the then Governor, Sir Robert Arundell, in 1958
it was said that consideration would be given to the ques-
tlon of electoral reform including the abolition of double
member constituencies. In all these circumstances I sug-
gest that there is now a case for the early establishment
of a Commission charged with the task of investigating this
question, and of making recommendations.
7. 1 shallbe gladif youwillacquaintall concerned with my
views as set out in this despatch,
8. 1 am sending a copy of this despatch to the Governor
General of the West Indies.
1 have the honour to be,
Sir,
Your most obedient,
humble servant,

(Sgd.) IAN MACLEQD

PAPERS LAID
Hon. L, StA, THORNE: Mr. Speaker, I am commanded
to lay the Report on the audit of the accounts of the Higher
Education Loan Fund for the financial year ended 3lst
March, 1960.

PETITION

Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of
the hon. junior member for St. Joseph, I beg to present a
Petition from the Barbados UnionQil Company Ltd. praying
the House to pass a Billamending the provisions of Section
12 of the British Union Oil Company 0il Station Act,
1919-12,

The Petition is respectfully worded andl askthat it be
taken as read.

The Petiion was taken as read,
Mrs., BOURNE entered the House and took her seat,

GOVERNMENT NOTICES
Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to give notice of a
Resolution to place the sum of $7,972atthe disposal of the
Governor-in-Executive Committee to supplement the E sti-
mates 1960-61 Part | — Current, as shown in the Supple-
mentary Estimate 1960-61, No. 12, which forms the Sche-
dule to the Resolution.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H, CUMMINS: I beg to give notice of a
Bill to make provision for the imposition of duties on sales
of land in areas where the Government undertakes or pro-
poses to undertake substantial expenditure from public
funds to impose betterment charges on development of lands
in such areas and to provide for matters connected
therewith or incidental thereto.

Mr. Speaker, 1 would like toinform hon. members that
this Bill takes effect as from today’s date.

Hon. M, E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to give notice of
my intention to move the House into Committee of Supply
at its next meeting in order to deal with the Money Reso-
lution of which | have just given notice.

Mr. F. L, WALCOTT entered the House and took his
seat,

— ]

PRIVATE MEMBERS' NOTICE

. Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: On behalf of the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph, I begtogive notice of a Bill
to9 a;mend the British Union Oil Company Qil Station Act,
1919~12,
BILL READ A FIRST TIME.
On the motion of Hon. Dr, H. G. H. CUMMINS, second-

ed by Hon. D. D. GARNER ¢ Bill to amend the British Uni-
on Oil Company Oil Staion Act 1919-12, was read a firse
dme,

Mr. TUDOR entered the House and took his seat,

ACTING CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES
Hon. M. E. COX: 1 beg to move, Mr. Speaker, that the
Hon. senior member for St. Andrew be appointed to act as
Chairman of Committees during the absence of the Chair-
man of Committees.

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

The question was put and agreed to,
Mr. MOTTLEY entered the House and took his seat,
12,25 p.m.

Hon. M. E., COX: Mr. Speaker, I begto move that Your
Honour do now leave the Chair andtheHouse go into Com-~-
mittee of Supply.

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

The question was put and resolved in the affimative
without division, and Mr, SPEAKER left the Chair and the
House wentinto Committee of Supply, Mrs. BOURNE being
in the Chair,

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1969-61, No. 10

Hon. M. E. COX: Madam Chairman, as hon. members
will see, this Resolution isfor the sum of $1,150 to supple-
ment Head XXXI, Item 26 - Barbados Immigrants Liaison
Service. Members will remember that some time ago — 1
think it was by a Resolution of 11thNovember, 1955 — this
House provided a service to look after Barbadians going to
the United Kingdom. That service was more or less com-
plementary to the British Caribbean Labour Welfare Ser-
vice which was then situated at the Colonial Office under
the headship of Mr. De Souza, but for obvious reasons, the
Government realised the necessity for havinganindepend-
ent service because of the ever increasing population and
the difficulty which is experienced from time to time by
persons seeking gainful employment in Barbados.

1 should like to say, Madam, that the Liaison Officer
is doing a first-class job. You will see from the figures
which 1 will quote later on that the service is expanding,
employers accept and apprecjate the service rendered, and
the workers in general have the highest regardfor the ser-
vice. You will see from the Addendum to the Resolution
that we have reached the stage whenitis decided to have a
permanent office and the persons employed therein esta-
blished in their various offices. On three occasions on
which 1 have had the privilege of visiting the United King-
dom, 1957, 1958 and 1959, ] held discussions with the Secre~
tary to the British Caribbean Welfare Service to which we
subscribe, and 1 made our position quite clear on each oc~
casion that as far as we were concerned, we had absolute-
Iy no intention of merging this service, or in other words,
having the Barbados service integrated into the British
Caribbean Service, because, I repeat, Madam, this island
is not expanding so to speak, with our lmited area and
limited economy, and it is absolutely essential and necea-
sary for us to seek avenues of employment for Barbadians.

We intend, Madam, asyouwill see from the Addendum,
to establish a Liaison Officerata salary of $5,760 rising by
$240 per annum to $6,240, a House Allowance of $1,920, a
Representation Allowance of $2,400, and, as the Addendum
now reads, an Entertainment Allowance of $960.1 am going
to ask leave, Madam Chairman, to strike out the word ‘‘En~
tertainment’’ and to insert in its place the word ‘‘QOver-
seas’’, and that part of the Addendum willalso be amended
to read ‘‘Overseas Allowance’’ instead of ‘' Entertainment
Allowance’'. I will give my reasonsforthatat a later stage.




With these changes, the Assistant Liaison Officer will
be established at $4,560 to $5,520, he will receive a House
Allowance of $480, a Representation Allowance of $1,200
and an Overseas Allowance of $240. An Administrative
Assistant will also be employed for the first time — this
is a new post — at $3,000 to $4,392, with a House Allow-
ance of $480. The Secretary/Welfare Officer will receive
a salary of $2,640 to $3,360andaHouse Allowance of $480;
then a Stenographer /Typist who will be paid at the normal
rates existing in London of £10 per week.

12,35 p.m.

Let us see the justification for these increases. The
office has expanded considerably since it was established
in 1956. In 1956, the number of persons sponsored by the
Government was 835, In 1957, 658; in 1958, 355. This was
the year when hon. members will remember that there was
the London Bus Strike and as a result of that, no recruit-
ment was done that year. Recruitment was suspended by
the British Railways and because of that the figures fell to
355, In 1959 the figureswere increasedto 462 and that gave
us a total of 2,310. Today, in 1960, the number of sponsored
emigrants in 520.

Before 1958, small remittances by way of repayment
of loans were passed to this service. The Minutes show
that $480 or something like that was handled. In 1958, this
office handled something like $10,398 by way of repayment
of loans and in 1959 the amount was $15,065,

As regards persons using the service for onething or
another, the figures are; In January of 1959 there were 49;
in February, 42; in March, 30; in April, 33; in May, 30; in
June, 35; in July, 36; fn August, 34; in September, 49; in
October 48; in November, 28; in December, 148; That
gives us a total of 562 in 1959 calling on that service.

As far as non-sponsored immigrants are concerned,
in 1956, there were 2,933; in 1957, 2,622; in 1958, 2535; in
1959 2,700 and up to today in 1960, 1,296.

The total amount advanced by way of loans from the
time we started in 1954 was $1,498,029.20. The number of
persons to whom the loans were granted is 4,711. The
amount repaid is $1,016,653.21, The amount outstanding
$481,377.99. The proportional amount in arrears is
$189,189.49. That is the position as regards these loans
which were advanced to the emigrants who left this island
since 1954,

Now, as far as our training schemeisconcerned, hon.
members will remember that that scheme wasinstitutedin
November, last year. We have traineda total of 354 persons
and with the exception of 42, all have already left the island
for employment in the London Transport Executive.

1 would like to make this point although I may say at
the outset that I pay little ornoattention to what is written
in the newspapers because you get so much distortions at
times. Someone wrote a letter quite recently in the Daily
New spaper complaining that persons were betrayed inthat
after they were trained, persons who were not trained
were selected in their places. That is not correct at all.
The position is that as far as the scheme is concerned you
will only train persons who fail to measure up to the re-
quirements in the first place. In other words, an individual
will express his or her willingness to be recruited in the
London Transport Executive Scheme. That individual is
given a test - a sort of examination. If that individual proves
satisfactory there is no question of the individual going to
any class to be trained. Asa matter of fact, we do not have
the time for that. We cannot geta sufficient number to meet
the requirements for the London Transport Executive, jet
alone keeping somebody six or eight weekstobe trained in
what the individual already knows.

1 think the House will remember whenl came back from
England last year that I told theHousel had discussed this
question with representatives of the London Transport
Executive and that they were of the opinion that we were
scraping the bottom of the barrel because the quality which
we were sending at the time was below that which we were
accustomed sending to the United Kingdom. I promisedthem
then that ] would find ways and means of improving that
quality in order that they may be able to take more and
more people when the dme comes. That training acheme
was insdtuted by the Department of Education as a result
of that, and I must confess that they have done an arduouf
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and very good job indeed. They were very co-operative
and ready to assist in the problem. We had to institute
this training scheme in order to provide the London
Transport Executive with the number of persons of the
required standard. Again, I repeat that there is absolutely
no truth in the statement that oneis compelled to be trained
and then to find that untrained persons get the first pick.
That is not true at all,

12,45 p.m.

1 know of quite a few chaps whohave had a secondary edu-
cation but who did not get School Certificates, who have
approached me from time to ime on this question; I have
told them that all they have to do is to sit an examination,
and if they can pass that examination, then they are re-
cruited. That is the position as it stands today. An individ-~
ual may not be selected for more reasons than one be-
cause there is also the question of a medical test; and an
individual has to get a surety for the money which the
Government is going to advance to him. 1f he passes the
various tests and is able to get this money, that individual
is recruited and is sent out to England. I want to make it
crystal clear that it is not a queston of any individual
being compelled to be trained only to find that he is not
selected as against another individual who had not been
given training. If the individual passes the examination,
then it 1s unnecessary for him to go through any further
training,.

Madam Chairman, I do not think it is necessary for
me to say much more on this matter because I anticipate
questions being asked from the other side; however, in
arriving at these allowances, we looked up the allowances
which are now granted to the Secretary of the British
Caribbean Welfare Service. Of course, you will see that
our allowances are a little more generous than those that
are given to the Secretary of that Service.l feel that as
far as they are concerned, ours is a case where we have
to do everything which we consider reasonable and fair
S0 as to assist that office in carrying out its work effici-
ently and well.

The Secretary of the Migrant Service gets a salary
of $8,880 and, in addidon to that salary, he gets a Repre-
sentation Allowance of $1,920, a House Allowance of $480
and an Overseas Allowance of $1,960. In our proposals,
we are making increases; we are givingaHouse Allowance
of $1,920 and a Representation Allowance of $2,400. That
is the difference between the Head of our Service and that of
the Caribbean Welfare Liaison Service. It has to be borne
in mind that the Caribbean Service hasbeen integrated into
the Commissioner's Service andthatindividualisno longer
regarded as the Head of a Department, but is controlled
by the Commissioner; whereas in the case of our Liaison
Officer, he is solely responsible to this Ministry and to
no one else, That is the reason which influenced our de-
cision to offer, so far as allowances are concerned, more
favourable terms.

Madam Chairman, 1 do not think it is necessary for
me to say anything more at this stage. I am sure that hon,
membersonthe other side of the House will willingly sup-
port this Resolution, and there can be no question of one
referring to any point about duplication. As 1 mentioned
earlier, while the Caribbean Welfare Service looks after
the social side of the set-up, our service seeks primarily
to place people in jobs; the Cartbbean Welfare Service
does not do that. Qur Service hasbeen primarily instituted
to look for jobs wherever possible for Barbadians in the
United Kingdom. In addition to that, italso performs social
services; it looks after various grievanceswhicharise
from time to time. As a matter of fact, people who are in
need of jobs regard this service as almost the only ser~
vice which ig provided for them. 1 have been present at
the office on quite a few occasionswhen some of our people
went to the Officer so as togetinformation on one thing or
another.

As | have already said, there can be no question of
saying that this is a duplication because the functions are
different in the first place and, in the second place, some
of them are the same. With those few remarks, Madam
Chairman, I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass.

Hon. L. St. A, THORNE: 1 beg to second that.
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Mr. WALCOTT: Madam Chairman, I am glad to read
the full notes on this Resoluton; but as comprehensive as
they are, there are still some things which will have to be
answered, The Hon. Minister said that he doubted very
much whether anybody would be against this Resolution,
but it just depends on how you phrase that.l am not
against the Resolution in its totality but I am against it in
some of its important details. [ feel that the ties of colo~
nialism must cease: and if these tes must cease, then all
the trappings which go with colonialism, the Ministers, in
1960, must be prepared to let go. There is absolutely no
reason in this Resolution for this fantastic provision which
is known as a House Allowance. It is ludicrous to give a
Stenotypist whom you are recruiting in England, a House
Allowance. For what reason are you giving this House
Allowance? You recruit a man in Barbados but you do not
glve him any House Allowance.

12,55 p.m.

1f I am wrong, I hope the Ministerwill tell me so; but what
you are giving to the Lialson Officer is fantastic. Are you
going to glve a man a salary which represents an amount
of £1,300 ayear? Do youexpectaman at a salary of £1,300
in London to pay £400 out of that salary for rent? Now you
say that is an allowance, What kind of flat do you want a
man who is drawing £1,300 to live in? If he is going to get
£1,300, let us analyse it. Who is going to pay that percen-
tage on his salary living in London? This is an amount
of $160a month or roughly £8 aweek. Now if a man is given
an allowance for rent of £8 a week, what does that allowance
connote? It connotes that youare helping him to get a house
or to pay his rent.

You have another thing here - and I want to know if |
am right because 1 heard the Minister reading something
- known as a Representation Allowance., This manmust be
an Ambassador]! In addition to that, he gets an Entertain-
ment Allowance; so his total emoluments are roughly
$11,000 per annum which is more than the salary of the
substantive holder of the post of Labour Commissioner
in a community where you say you are recruiting people,
and where the Labour Commissioner has a labour force of
nearly 100,000 people in Barbados from whom to select
people for work in the United Kingdom. There can be
absolutely no justification for creating this postin England.
If you establish this post and it becomes part of the
establishment of the Barbados Civil Service, the only per-
son who will be higher than this will be the Chief Justice
or the Attorney General. You do notneeda sledge hammer
to crack a nut.

The hon. senior member for Christ Church last week
quoted figures of men needed for the London Transport
Service. I have in my possession a Bulletin from the In~
ternational Transport Federadon published on the 16th
June, 1960, and in this publication dealing with the London
Transport Executive it is stated in emphasising the pro-
blem inBritainin sofarasconductorsand drivers are con~
cerned that the shortage of driversand conductorson Lon~
don buses, operated by the London Transport Executive,
has induced this body to consider the introduction of an
incentive scheme. The Executive has estimated that it
needs at least another 4,000 men. The hon. senior member
for Christ Church said 3,000 men. The London Transport
Executive has introduced a bonus scheme as an incentive
to men.

Hon. M. E. COX: Ona point of order, Madam, when did
1 mention anything about 3,000 men?

Mr. WALCOTT: The hon. senior member cannot in~
terrupt me if he {8 not listening.1 said that the hon. senior
member for Christ Church last week spoke about the
shortage of people there and ] said that it was 3,000 men,
and I think | am right in saying that if tomorrow the Lon-
don Transport Executive decided to lower its recruit-
ment, we would have to revise our whole scheme because
the main job in this scheme at present is the facilities
which the London Transport Executive offer and the work
which has to be done there. The work done elsewhere is
infinitesimal. Now ] have drawn that analysis to show that
though the comparable situation can be made for a Wel~

fare QOfficer to see about Barbadians employed out of
Barbados, they are more or less on a migratory system
out of Barbados apart from the people who are employed
in London, and you do not want to be cheese-paring nor
do you want to be so lavish inyour treatment that you give
people these salaries and allowances which put their sala-
ries out of proportion of what you say you are at present
paying people in your own establishment.

Let us look into the history of this service. Mr. Pick-
woad who was former Labour Commissioner of Barba-
dos was pushed into this post and for some given reason
or other he was capable of getting the Minister at the time
to see certain things favourable to himself, because the
substantive post of Labour Commissioner did not appeal
to that officer as much as other things did. Now, Madam,
the salary of Labour Commissioner in the establishment
of the Barbados Civil Service is $7,680. Now, if you want
to bring this within the structure of your Civil Service, or
if it i8 your intention to have this as an established post,
you cannot so establish this post that it is a more im-
portant post than the substantive post of Labour Commis-
sioner of the whole island of Barbadoswhen it comes with-
in the Head of Labour. For example, this item deals with
Item 26 under the Labour Commissioner's Head. Are you
going to say then, Madam, that the Government feels that
the Liaison Officer in the United Kingdom as an estab-
lished post is more important than the substantive post of
Labour Commissioner? To say that is to say that the Am-
bassador to the United Kingdom of the United States of
America or the United Soviet Republic i8 more important
than the Prime Minister of Great Britain.

1.05 p.m.

Structurally that is madness. You have a Labour Commis-
sioner and I am going to speak later on the Labour Com-
missioner so that the Public Service and the Ministers
will know what is happening because Barbados is now be-
coming the laughing stock of the whole Caribbean. In all
the Caribbean islands they can find a person suitable to
be Labour Commissioner but Barbados has to find money
to train a Labour Commissioner. Each time you want
somebody as Labour Commissioner you send that person
out. In Barbados it is like the Bahamas. You cannot find
a substantive holder of the post of Labour Commissioner.

You create these posts in the United Kingdom giving
the Liaison Officer a salary of $10,000 and the Labour
Commissioner here is a post of $7,000. Let us see what
the Minister condones! He is going to establish a post and
is saying that the man who is to fill that post should get
$6,240 as salary, $1,920 as House Allowance, $2,400 as
Representation Allowance and $960 as Entertainment
Allowance. He is saying that he must get House Allowance
because Mr. De Souza gets a House Allowance. That is an
aspect of Colonialism because a man who is recruited in
the United States of America or the United Kingdom needs
no House Allowance. The Englishmen carriedthis Colonial~
ism to Africa and we are following this bogus colonial
pattern so much so that in 1960 we are still perpetuating
a system which gives a man a House Allowance when he
is living outside his country and which connotes that you
are not paying him sufficlent for House Allowance.

Now the other thing which is ridiculous is this: you
drop your House Allowance of $1,920 which you are giving
to the Liaison Officer to $480 for your Assistant Liaison
Officer, your Administrative Assistant and your Secretary
/ Welfare QOfficer. 1 may say that it looks as if there is a
mistake in the salary structure of the Assistant Liaison
Officer. He was getting $5,280 per annum according to what
1 see here, and now the salary as proposed is $4,560 to
$5,520. Then the Administrative Assistant in now being
put at a salary of $3,000 to $4,392and the Secretary/ Wel-~
fare Qfficer at $2,640 to $3,360. You have this ridiculous-
ness of saying you have dropped from $1,920 as House
Allowance for your Liaison Officer to $480 as House Al-
lowance for your Assistant Liaison Officer. There is no
question of what is the ratio between the salary of
$6,240 and the salaries of $5,520, $4,392, $3,360 that would
justify the difference in House Allowance from $1,920 per
year to $480 a year. What kind of house do you expect
your Assistant Liaison Officer to live in as distinct from




=

586

your Liaison Officer? Let us bear in mind that it is not a
question of houses; it 1s a question of one obtaining a flat;
8o it would be how many rooms you expect your Assistant
Liaison Officer to be living in and what type of person
your Liaison Officer isfrom your Assistant LiaisonOfficer
in so far as sociability isconcerned.] take it that the Liai-
son Officer and the Assistant must of necessity be people
of the same social structure and stratum, but the difference
in salary is one as regards the hierarchy of the post. It is
not the case that one is the yardboy and one is the gentle-
man, and that therefore you cannot have the yard boy
living alongside the master,

To anyone going to London it is ridiculous to say that
you are glving a House Allowance to the Secretary of the
Liaison Officer. What can be the justification for taking
up our money and spending it in this fashion? I know the
people who work in the Liaison Office in London. One
of the ladies was seconded by the Barbados Government,
not that she was seconded from over here and sent there,
but the lady happened to be in London at the time and they
asked her to come and do the job.

1 would say this: if 1 am settingup a Barbados Liaison
Service in London, of course, if there are any Barbadians
in London capable of holding the post, by all means 1 would
give the Barbadians the first chance; but why should]
give them a House Allowance when I recruit them from
England? Of course, if there were anybody in the Govern-
ment Service there I would get the permission from the
Chief Secretary to have that person seconded so that that
person would not lose their pensionable rights. Whatis just
in glving some person in that post a House Allowance?
Are there not Reporters in this House of Assembly struc~
turally who are people of higher calibre than the person
who would be recruited as Secretary/Welfare Officer
because the standard of reporting debates of a verbatim
nature in this Assembly has to be higher than that of 2
person who works as Secretary/Welfare Officer? 1 am
sure if anyone comes in here with a Resolution to give
the Reporters of this House of Assembly a House Al-
lowance - and God knows that theyneeda House Allowance
more because they work for low salaries for the type of
work they do and some have to livein Barbados and under-
go the high rates of House Allowance as some of us do -
it would meet with some sort of protest. 1s anyone of the
Barbados Civil Servants living in Barbados entitledto a
House Allowance?

1 do not know if this is the thin edge of the wedge. 1
may say that the Hon. Premier should Hve in a house
provided for him. When it comes to this ridiculousness
that a Cabinet sat down as if it had nothing to do and took
our money and dished it out in this stupid mamner to
people in the United Kingdom, what can you say? Are
the Ministers getting crazy? Of course, this is no bait for
me but the Hon. Minister says that they are recrulting
people in the United Kingdom. I wantthe Minister to under-
stand that it is more vital to recruit people from here be-
cause the economy of this country is in need of sending
people out to find work; but when we are doing that we are
maintaining the economy of the United Kingdom while
it 1s the Barbadian economy which you want maintaining;
therefore, full employment here is more important than
emigration. All that you are doing now is lessening the
population problem) but it does not add anything to the na-
tional economy of the country.

Now, Madam Chairman, so far as the officers are con-
cerned, 1 am not suggesting that you might not need what
you have here proposedbecause in Barbadosas soon as you
show a little success you can multiply the number by ten:
therefore because you can show that more peopleare going
up to the United Kingdom, it would mean that you would
need more officers. I know the mentality of Civil Servants
in the middle class group. They have not emerged to the
standard where they think in terms that they have to build
a country up. Their mentality is: ‘‘Let us see how much
we can get now because this thing may come to an end."’
And on that basis you are going to multiply this office.
1.15 p.m.

You have here a Liaison Officer, an Assistant Liaison
®fficer, an Administrative Assistant, a Secretary/Welfare
Officer and a Stenographer Typist at normal rates which
are prevailing in London of £10 or $48 a week. You are
going to recruit a Stenographer Typist in London at £10
a week which is £520 per annum. The salary structure be-
tween the Stenotypist and the Secretary/Welfare Officer
is not much different from each other. He or she shows
ability for secretarial work and they are graded in this
other type of work; you do not need any particular degree
for that. In this Resolution the Stenotypist is not entitled
to any House Allowance; what is the jusdfication for this
House Allowance unless you can show that itis impossible
for this officer who isworking for the salary which you are
giving, to have a house or that in order for this officer
to be able to do this job he must live in certain quarters.
Mr. Brewster was recruited in Barbados; he was sent to
London by air to take up this job. An Assistant Liaison
Officer is not a Trade Commissioner of the West Indies;
he has not got to live in the flat in which Mr. Gordon
lives; he is not called upon to entertain the emigrants.
He is dealing with poor people who are in search of em-
ployment. He is not dealing with any ambassadors; his
main function is to meet employers who are in need of
labour and to meet them at their level. He has not got
to meet them at home. In England you do not have to meet
a man in your home, neither is that the case in New York.
You have a luncheon for him and therefore there is the
question of a Representation Allowance which includesthat
sort of thing.

We are not suggesting that you should not give an En-
tertainment Allowance, although this is nothing at whichto
smile. 1 want hon. members to bear in mind that Repre-
sentation Allowance in this context is part of a man's
salary. It is eligible for income tax purposes so that the
Income Tax Commissioner can call uponyoutopay income
tax on this Representation Allowance, because this is an
amount of money which the QOfficer can draw every month.
It is not a queston that he drawsit on the principle that he
entertains somebody; therefore the salary here has been
increased by the amount of Representation Allowance. My
objection, my serious objection, to this matter is this:
what is the justificadon for a House Allowanceon a salary
of £1,3007 A man who is working for £1,300 has not got to
pay £400 out of that for House Allowance. 1 cannot see the
Government providing £400 for 2 House Allowance to this
Officer and providing £100 to othersasaHouse Allowance.
Even if these people are recruitedin Barbados, what would
be the justification of recruiting an agsistant in this way?
If you second the Labour Officer and you send him to
England, the most you can think of askinghim to get would
be a House Allowance which would not make his position
worse off than it was before. If he owns a house in Bar-

‘,bados and he goes to another territory, he rents out that
house.

The Minister said that he wants to establish things,
but where does he want to establish them? If you establish
this post at $10,000 a year - the Labour Commissioner’s
post would have to go to $12,000 and the salary of the
Governor and that of the Chief Justice would have to go up

and we will soon have these famtastic amounts. I would
not agree with these allowances which are being given at
all; 1 feel that they are out of proportion with common~
sense and reality. Moreover, if this Government is looking
for employment, they have been to Dominica and they say
that they are looking for emigration facilides. If you
bave to do this thing in Dominica, it looks to me as if you
are looking for an expensive affair. This Resolution is
not one which is only confined to the Liaison Service in
the United Kingdom; it deals with a Barbadian Immigrants
Liaison Service. I would like the Minister to state if there
is any truth in the alleged statement about workers in the
United States of America in which he has a Liaison Ser-
vice - I would like to know from the Minister if, at this
time, he has embarked on a mission to Dominica, he can
tell this House about this scheme, if he can make a report

and let us know something about it. Also, I would like to

know if he can tell this House if the arrangement to send
cane-cutters to St. Kitts was with the knowledge of the St.
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Kitts Trade Union and why was it that the Minister felt
that cane-cutters should leave Barbados to go to St. Kitts
to cut canes at a rate which is lower than the prevailing
rate in Barbados. In the interest of employment, does the
Minister think that it helps the economy of Barbados for
Barbadian workers to be used in another territory where
the wage level is lower than it is in Barbados?

1.25 p.m.

My comment on that is that it is a very serious state of
affairs that the Barbados employment situation and the
Barbados Government in 1960 has to seek employment
for Barbadians not in markets higher than the Barbados
market, but Barbadians are now recruited in a market
where the labour market is cheaper than the level of the
market in Barbados. That is to say, Barbadians are cut-
ting canes for non-Barbadians at a lower rate than Bar-
badians are cutting canes for Barbadians.

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order, Madam, that is
totally irrelevant to the Item under discussion. If the hon.
member wants to deal with that question, he can deal
with it on a subsequent occasion. Thisisthe establishment
of officers; as a matter of fact, the establishment is not
even before us. This is a Supplementary Resoluton to
carry out the work of that office, and has absolutely
nothing to do with St. Kitts, Dominica or anywhere else.

Mr. WALCOTT: Madam Chairman, 1 agree with the
hon. member, but you would always think thatif a sensible
Minister is dealing with questions of such vastnessand has
spoken about getting work for Barbadians he couldnot con~
sider it as irrelevant, The service is more than a Liaison
Service; it is a service of looking after employment oppor-
tunities, and as 1 said, I only took the opportunity of bring~
ing this to the Minister's attention. It does not matter to
me if it is irrelevant to Barbados becauseall ] have asked
are things that occur in Barbados and the Minister of La~
bour happens to be the person engaged in it. The Minister
went to Dominica, and I thought in an issue like this, even
if he did it en passant, it would not be anything improper;
but if he regards it as irrelevant tohis own Ministry, then
I accept that. Some other occasionwillarise in which it will
be more properly dealt with. At the same time however,
I think in the interest of Barbados whenever an occasion
arises for a Minister to answer such questions, not by a
Statement to which 1 cannot get up and reply, I will let you
know. That is the only opportunity I have to make a state-
ment where an issue comes within the member’ s portfolio,
and [ feel that as the Hon. Minister has appealed that he
does not want to answer these questions because they are
irrelevant, I have made the point as to how I consider that
Barbados has gravitated gradually to be regarded in the
eyes of the West Indies asthe place where you can look for
cheap labour as distinct from a country where the employ-
ment forces are so virile that you have to think twice be-
fore you ask people from Barbados to come and work for
wages in a market that is lower than that in which their
colleagues are getting more in doing the same job in Bar=-
bados.

As1 said, Madam, it is most unlikely to find it occur-
ring in most of the other places. It may be possible to get
people from Montserrat to go to St. Kitts to cut canes at
$1.15, but it would be difficult to get people from Trinidad
though the rates there are not as highas the rates in Bar-
bados.

I think, Madam, that I have dealt with this matter as1l
see it. The scheme in itselfisonein which 1 agree that the
Barbados. Government should have its own Liaison Office.
There is nothing wrong with that and it is as it should be.
1 believe.that Barbados shouldhave its own Liaison service
within- the: context of West Indianism. Barbados is neither
big nof small, but is regarded by Jamaica and Trinidad as
a small territory, and in anything in which it can show its
importance and show that it is not hanging on, it should do
so because invariably if we have a WestIndian Liaison Ser-
vice, the QOfficer may be a Jamaican or a Trinidadian with
a Barbadian bringing up the rear, may beas a messenger;
but in a service that is Barbadian — at least they did not
start with a Barbadian and Barbadians always liketo start
with expatriates first to show that we are so liberal — 1

would like toaskthe Ministerifitis his intention or the in~
tention of the Government that such persons who are re-
cruited for these posts will be recruited in Barbados as
distinct from someone livingin Englandand being recruited
in England. 1 want to know the basis of recruitment.

The reason why I want to know thatis because I do not
think the Minister can justify theallowances. His justifica-
tion cannot be on the basis of whatMr. De Souza gets. The
justification is that with the salary you are paying it will
be impossible to get @ man at this salary as a Liaison Of~
ficer and rent his own house. My view is that if the salary
cannot afford him to pay rent, therefore something is
wrong with the salary. Do not let us get this idea that we
are going to pay people money and then add on something
for housing. That is for when you are dealing with Doctors
and school masters who have to live in a certain type of
house, but not for a man who can go anywhere in London
and rent a8 house. Nobody is compelled when he is living
in London to go into Mayfair to rent. Nobody can re-
strict you to where you have to live. A man has to get
a decent flat where he can get one in England. I do not
think he has to go where the Ministers and those high
executives live, because some of them live in Surrey and
have to get a train in the morning; but we do not expect
a Liaison Officer to live in Surrey; therefore he must
live within the salary which he is being paid.

Moreover if we are going to pay a total amount of
$10,000, I want to say this to the Minister if he does not
know it: the $10,000 which is being paid here as salary
can attract apart from the Chief Justice the whole
Civil Service of Barbados. A Permanent Secretary gets
$8,160, and that {is the hierarchy of the Service now;
the Director of Agriculture gets something like $9,000
and the Attorney General $10,000. You are creating a
$10,000 post in England, but it does not take a sledge
hammer to crack a nut. If you establish these posts
at these salaries and allowances, you are creating a
serious precedent and a vicious circle for Barbados in
that the Civil Service is going to pounce down on this,
and bring all the analyses - because all these boys are
very good at analysing things, as their whole education
is based on analysing one post with other posts within
the structure of the Civil Service. If you can justify
a salary with the total emoluments of $10,000 to the
Liaison Officer in the United Kingdom which is a post
under the Labour Commissioner of Barbados, then you
have to give serious thought and consideration to the
post of Chief justice which is a supreme post as compared
with that of an Assistant Labour Officer.

Mr. TALMA: Madam Chairman, 1 rise to support the
passing of this Resolution and 1 should also at this stage
like to commend the Minister for the manner in which he
presented the various details of this Resolution together
with a resumé of the history of the manmer in which the
post was created and matters connected therewith.

1 would say,Madam, that having had the privilege of
residing in England for eleven months within the last
year, and having been able to view at first hand the work
of this Department - the Barbados Liaison Immigrants
Service - and having had numerous consultaions and dis-
cussions with Barbadian workers inEngland, I think I am
qualified to some extent to make some sort of contribution
here today.

1.35 p.m.

More especially, it is a matter on which I would be able
to make some sort of proper assessment., 1 say that for
the ones who may not know of my past activities. I re-
fer to my activities of a similar nature and my exper-
ience as an organiser in the labour movement and things
of that sort.

1 would say that the proposals as contained in this
Resolution, whereas they may appear enormous or too
high to certain members of this Committee, whereas
they may appear fantastic, if 1 may use the word of the
hon. member who has just sat down, in my humble opin-
ion if you are going to expect Barbadians to leave their
comfortable homes here to go and stand up to the climate
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in England - and I am not trying to scare prospective
emigrants - that is to say, to face a climateina cold
country with all the complications attached thereto and to
establish residence there, you cannot expect the sugges-
tion that, let us say, $11,000 in England would be too high
as compared with a salary of $9,000 here. Althoughl
agree with you in part, yet at the very outside you would
hardly find anyone who is getting a salary of $6,000
or $7,000 per annum over here leaving that to work for
$8,000 in England. If you want them to take up residence
there, the salary you give them will have to be sufficient-
ly attractive and the differential would have to be sub-
stantial. I think that is some sort of answer to the point
which was raised by the last hon. member who spoke.

1 feel that the proposals in this Resolution are en-
tirely in order; 1 do not consider them as going too far.
1 must say that an attempt is being made to remedy the
situation and to relieve the oneswhoare carrying on under
that pressure since the vacancy in the postofLiaison
Officer has occurred. It is true to say that the present
staff owing to that vacancy is working under great strain.
The Liaison Officer has been gone for a few months and
they are experiencing great difficulty in coping with the
work. There are thousands of Barbadians scattered all
over England in all the cides and some in small dis-
tricts, and even the new structure of the staffis not
sufficient to expect them to cope with the work. To expect
that of them is expecting too much. That is my view.
Even with the new structur-;, as it is proposed in this
Resolution, when you consider the thousands of Barbadians
who are scattered all over England, and the amount of
travelling entailed to solve the grievances of those people,
and then the amount of travellingentailedto see them when
they first land, in my view the time has come when this
Government should consider the advisability of appointing
not one Assistant but two more Field Secretaries or
whatever you call them to this Service, whether they are
called Field Secretaries or Administrative Assistants.
What you want there is a competent man to help the
people, to relieve the Liaison Officer and his Assistant
of this volume of travelling which they are now called
upon to do. It is well known that Mr. Brewster who was
the Assistant Liaison Officer, and Mr. Pickwoad had to
‘devote much of their time in travelling to one city and
another in order to see new emigrants coming into the
country. They had to travel day and night intermittently
and throughout the week with the result that other im-
portant administrative work would have to be left undone
or held up, certainly the time which has to be devoted
to their securing employment opportunities for Bar-
badian workers who are here and who want employment.
The more important part of their work is to secure more
employment opportunities :but they now find themselves
bogged down and tied down in travelling from one state
to another, whether it be from Plymouth to Southampton,
in receiving recent arrivals and placing them in accom-
modation and putting them on their feet when they arrive.

1 am pleased to see that an additional assistant is
tacked on to this service and 1 amhopingthat the right
type of individual will be recruited, one who has the
interest of the workers at heart and who will go out of
his way to try and assist them, especially the ones who
have recently arrived.

In my view, this serviceisperformingina way just as
useful service as the Labour Department of Barbados, and
I think the emphasis should be placed on this service be-
cause, in any case with our redundant population, with our
thousands of unemployed and with mere seasonal employ-
ment for three or four months, if we have an avenue for
employment abroad, we should pursue itwithall our vigour:
and if we set up this service in England and put it on a
firmer footing we would be doing the workers of Barbados
a great good. I do not regard the structure as proposed in
this Resolution as being extravagant. 1 do not regard the
salaries as being extravagant either.

1.45 p.m.

The hon. member who has just sat down is more conver~
sant with labour problems than I, as he happens to be the
General Secretary of the Barbados Workers' Union and he

has a wealth of experience in labour matters in big coun-
tries, in CADORIT, etc. and he is therefore competent
to make his observations on this matter. However, 1 fear
that, on this occasion, although 1 respect his views in
matters of this nature, speaking from my own experience,
the question of giving a House Allowance is perfectly in
order. When we consider the heavy rateswhich are charged
for room rent and when it is realised that these officers
would be living in England, 'wehave to maketheir lives
as comfortable as possible so as to encourage them so
that they, in turn will encourage the immigrants. You can~
not expect any Liaison Officer or Assistant Liaison Offi-
cer to live in a room from week to week or from year to
year; you must subsidise his house, room or flat rent —
and the hon. member would know that, in order to secure
the rental of a flat in England, according to the prevail-
ing rates, the least youcanpayfora flat — | speak author-
itatively on this matter ~ is seven guineas; and if you
want a comfortable flat you have to pay ten guineas for it.
1f you assist the Liaison Officer with the sum of $1,920 as
a Hovse Allowance and the Assistant Liaison Officer with
$480 as a House Allowance, it is a question of subsidising
the rent because rentals are high, and comfortable flats
are not easily obtainable.

Madam Chairman, 1 aminagreement with the provision
of this House Allowance, butl think the time has come when
this emigration to England must be placed ona firmer and
stronger footing. This is nothing of a temporary nature;
this emigration is something which will go on for years and
years unless it is affected by the atom bomb. If anybody
thinks that emigrants will soon be coming back from Eng-
land, he is living in a fool’s paradise. We should therefore
attempt to make the Liaison Officer comfortable so that
he can do his work properly; we should grant similar faci-
lides to the Assistant Liaison Officer as we are granting
the Liaison Officer so as to encourage him to do his work
and, indeed, to encourage both of them to do their work un-
der the difficult conditions under which they have to work.
The Minister should consider the acquisition or the pur-
chase of a suitable house where the Liaison Officer can
have his flat and the Assistant Officer can also have his
flat; the Minister should acquire a house in England where
the office can be on the groundfloor.(Hon. M. E, COX: We
are doing that now.) The Minister certainly did anticipate
the question which might have been put to him; this is the
first time thatl have ever hearda Minister present a Reso-
lution with such thoroughness.(y aughter),I am gladto hear
the Minister say that they are now doingwhat I am suggest-
ing; that shows that ] am on solid ground and I know what1l
am talking about. Apart from the acquisition of a house for
the Liaison Officer and his A ssistant, let the Minister make
it his duty also to acquire at least one other house in each
large town in England and calli it the Barbados Centre to
which Barbadians can have access, whether it is in Bir~
mingham or in Liverpool where the coloured population
lives. 1 refer now to Shepherd’s Bush and Brixton, two
places which occur to my mind. Not only should the Gov~
ernment acquire suitable houses for the LiaisonQfficer and
his Assistant and suitable offices attached thereto, but at
least there should be one house acquired in the important
places where you have thousands of Barbadiansatpresent,
and where they are employed on a permanent basis,

If you have the welfare, happiness and interest of the
Barbadian workers at heart, no better contribution can be
made by any Government than in putting into effect the sug-
gestion which 1 am making. The houses acquired should be
under the control of the same Liaison Officer, with a house=
keeper and so on. 1 am not suggesting that there should be
a house of refuge, buta placetowhich Barbadians, on their
arrival in England)would have access; 1 am suggesting the
establishment of a Barbados Centre in the big cities in
England where Barbadians will feel that they willbe assist-
ed in every way possible until they geta footing. We want to
encourage Barbadians, when they leave their homeshereto
go to England, to regard that country astheir home and do
not think of rushing back here as soon as they get a few
pounds. We must assist Barbadians in establishing them-
selves and in what better way canyouassist Barbadians in
establishing themselves in a foreign country thanin finding
accommodation for the new-comers? I am not suggesting
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that these places would be places where Barbadians would
be living permanently, but only for the first month or six
weeks until they can get a footing. Whenthat is done, 1 feel
that the Minister would be making a big contribution to-
wards the success of Barbadian emigrants going to Eng-
land.

1.55 p.m.

1 do not care to elaborate on several other points which 1
should like to draw to the Minister's attention, because if
1 give him too big a dose at one time, nothing will be done.
It is probably better to give him in small doses; but what
I would like to see the Minister donow that the hon. senior
member for St. Peter has read fromhisfiles, records and
reports relative to the vacancies in the London Transport
Service — and the hon. senior member for St. Peter has
said that there are 4,000 odd jobs and not 3,000 which I
mentioned — is to take one of his regular runs to London,
and with his personal presence there together with experts
and whatever assistance he canget, hewillbe able to press
a case for abigger quota of Barbadian workers, and try and
get 1,000 of those 4,000 vacancies. Atthe time when I heard
about these vacancies, and 1 got it from the inside, there
were 3,000, but since then the number has increased to
4,000.

1f I were a Minister, Madam Chairman, ] would get the
consent of the Cabinetandthe Premier inparticular and let
them see that this is the movetomake at this stage. [tisa
question of sending a Minister or a delegation, but unless
some prompt action is taken or unless resultsare attained,
you will be opening yourself to an attack. It is well known
that there are 4,000 vacancies and unless you have an in-
creased quota you will be opening yourself to an attack.
There were many points which I made, but before] sit
down I want to stress this point:

SUSPENSION OF STTING
Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair,

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 2 o'clock p.m. this sitting
now stands suspended until 2.30 o'clock p.m.

On Resumption,

Hon. Dr. H, G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I beg to
draw your attention to the fact that there is no quorum,
and ask that you direct the Clerk to ring the bell.

The bell was rung and a quorum was o btain ed.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,I am asking
leave to move the first reading of a Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Premier is asking leave
after presenting a Petition to move the first reading of a
Bill. He is now asking that it be read a first time.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, you did
refer to a Bill following a Petition, but what I am really
after is a Government Bill. This is a Bill, Sir, to make
provision for the imposition of duties on sales of land in
areas where the Government undertakes or proposes to
undertake substantial expenditure from public funds to
impose betterment charges on development of lands in
such areas and to provide for matters connectedtherewith
or incidental thereto.

1 beg to move that this Bill be now read a first tme.

Hon. L.

The question was put and resolved in the affimative

St. A. THORNE: I beg to second that.

without division,

QUESTIONS
Mr. BARROW: To enquire of the Minister of Labour:-

Whether he can say how many unemployed carpenters
there are presently in this Island?

2. 1s it true that there is a number of non-English
speaking foreign carpenters or other workers instantly
employed with the Sandy Lane Scheme in the parish of
St. James?

3. 1f the answertoQuery 3aboveis‘'Yes’', will the Min-
ister state -

(a) how many of such carpenters are there?

(b) what is the remuneration of such carpenters as
compared with that of Barbadian~born carpentersemployed
on the same project?

(c) whether these foreign artisans were granted per-
mission by the local Immigration Authorities to land in
this island for the purpose of working here, and for what
period of time in each case, and under what conditions?

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon. Minister of Health
and Social Services:~

How many patients in the General Hospital, for whom
oxygen was part of their treatment, have died in the last
five months, through the inadequate supply of this gas or
of oxygen tents when required?

2, Will the Minister publish the facts. of each case as
soon as he has investigated them?

3. Will the Minister take whatever immediate action
is necessary for a speedy investigation?

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give notice of
the following Resolution:

‘‘'WHEREAS the necessity for establishment of Single

. Member Constituencies in this Island hasbecome increas-

ingly apparent, particularly in view of the imminence of
the next General Election;

AND WHEREAS the Lord High Chancellor of Great
Britain has appointed an Electoral Boundaries Commis-
sion consisting of a Judge of the High Court of Justice as
a single Commissioner to fix BritishGuiana’sBoundaries;

BE IT RESOLVED that this Government seek to avail
itself of the services of this Commissioner - who is expect=
ed to arrive in the Caribbean area early next month for
the purpose of de-limiting constituency boundaries ~ in time
for the next General Election here.’’

Mr. SPEAKER: | understand that no answers to QOral
Questions are ready today.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, I am asking for eight
weeks' leave of absence from my duties as a member of
this Chamber commencing from next Tuesday.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is asking for eight
weeks’ leave of absence from his duties as a member of
this Chamber as from next Tuesday and unless there be
any objection, leave will be granted.

There beingno objection, leave was granted the hon,

member.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

RESOLUTION re NO CONFIDENCE IN MlNlSTRY

OF COMMUNICATIONS
Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day under
Private Members' Business stands in the name of the
hon. junior member for St. Lucy: to resume debate on
the Resolution Re Lack of Confidence in the Ministry of
Communications.

On the last occasion the hon. senior member for St.
Lucy was addressing the Chair,
2,35 p.m.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, on the last occasion when
we were discussing the motion moved by the hon. junior
member for St. Lucy which I had secondgd, I had reached
the point at which I was adding my own criticisms to those
already made by the mover of the motion for the way in
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which the Government acting through the Minister of Com-
munications ‘and his department has brought unnecessary
worry and anxiety to the owners and users of those vehi-
cles known as ‘“‘pick-ups’’, and when we were discussing
the matter last Tuesday, we had reached in a way one
stage of the old issue. At that time we were all looking
forward to expecting that the decision which had been
passed on to these people whoare owner s of pick-ups some
months previously to the effect that their licences could
not be used after 3lst July, would stay, and it was, if I
may say so, because of the hardship and injustice which
that decision has spread upon the owners and users of
pick-ups that this Opposition Party stood to challenge the
policy and decision of the Minister of Communications on
that and other points.

It is curious to note, Mr. Speaker, that since we met
here discussing this issue last Tuesday, there has been a
temporary change of heart by the Government. Within the
last few days - 1 believe on the 28th July, - that is,three
days before the scheduled time for the decision to come
into effect, the owners of these vehicles received commu-
nications from the Department concerned to the effectthat
they can have until the 31st October to operate, What the
letter actually suggested was that whatever decisionitwas
to come into operation on the 3lst July would certainly
not now come into operation before the 3lst Qctober.

Mr. Speaker, that is significant, to say the least, and
there are certain aspects of it which it will do well to re~
call. First of all, these people were told that because they
did not comply with the RegulationsGovernment wasforced
to cancel their licences; at any rate, not to allow them to
renew them. Some of them asked to be told in writing, in
what way, if at all, they had offended against the Regula-
tons. They have not been told. No replies have been given
to them on that particular question yet, but the same Gov~
ernment Department under the charge of the same Minister
of Communications which has accused the people of not
complying with the Regulations andtherefore warning them
that their licences could not be renewed after the 31st July,
that same Government Department, at least the same offi-
cers of it have changed their minds and given an extension
of three months.

Now, between these two outstanding landmarks in the
whole controversy something intervened. It was the notice
given and the starting and communication of the motion of
‘‘no confidence’ which was moved in this House by the
Leader of the Opposition; and our Party was not only con-
templating Parliamentary methods of protest but we were
also contemplating methods of protest which though per-
fectly constitutional and legal would be entirely outside the
range and scope of Parliament.

We fee], therefore, that we are entitled to take full
credit for this respite which hasbeen grantedto the owners
of these vehicles, for we are convinced that if we did not
make and announce the moves that we made and announced,
the Department of Highways andTransport and the Minis-
ter of Communications would not feel it incumbent upon
them to start in the direction of doing the right thing.

I wish to say here right now on behalf of my Party -
and 1 know my Party will support me in this ~ that glad
as we are in the first instance to learn that the pickups
would not be disturbed for the next three months, we do
not consider that that is entirely satsfactory. We wish
these . people to have the assurance that so long as they
are playing their part in the economy of the island and
doing their bit in that form of public transport in which
they have been engaged and that as long as other forms
of transport are not yet up tothe standard which we should
all like to see, the pickups must not be disturbed. There-
fore, if the Minister has taken fright or if the Department
of Highways and Transport of which he isthe Head has got
at least the understanding that we were really serious
about our protest, let them understand that we are stll
serious about it and we still feel thatto hang a threat over
the heads of these people for three months' respite is
not good enough and is not doing justice to them. If you
can let them stay for another three months you can let

them stay for six months, and if you let them stay for
six months you can let them stay for a year or two. We
have said through the mouth of our Parliamentary leader
that this matter can be left over entirely as far as they
are concerned for a year, because if it is argued, as
Government seems to argue, that the very existence of
the pickups operating in the form in which they operate
was a deterrent to the proper running of the Transport
Board, well then, it would take at least a year before we
see the benefits of these new economy units which are
now taking the place of the old ones among the Board. It
would be a foolhardy attempt on the part of the Minister
to disturb the pick-ups before the Transport Board was
really giving satisfaction. .

‘Therefore, however you look at it, there isno reason to
disturb the pick-up owners at all; but if there are reasons
for disturbing them, at least those reasons could not be-
come apparent for a year, and | say this in this connec-
tion. If Government has changed its mind and is extending
the time for this, it is largely due to the rantings, grumb-
lings, and the anger which were manifested by the people
against whom this particular measure has worked, and it
is an object lesson to the people in this country not to sit
on their rights and to allow them to be taken away from
them. 1 go further and say that the pick~up owners should
not regard this respite as being something that has drop-
ped down out of the clouds or the munificence of the Gov-
ernment. They are experienced enough to know thatif they
had never been a protest and if the Oppogition Party had
said not a word about it, there is no question but that the
order would have come into force, and they should not
wait until the 25th October to wonder or ask whether an
extension of time would be given or whether Government
means business on the 31st October.

2.45 p.m.

They should feel that so long as the Government has
admittedly seen that its policy needed some overhauling,
the same reasons which would prompt the Government to

" give an extension of three months, should be the same

reasons urged upon the Government to go further and give
a more indefinite extension; they should not feel that they
have anything for which to thank the Government. It is
because we were prepared to fight for their rights - and
they had, luckily for them, an Opposition Party to cham-
pion their cause - that the Government has had to eat its
words in this matter, The fact that the Government has
had to rescind an order which it made, far from being a
reason for us not to press the motion of **no confidence'’,
is the very best reason for doing so. If the Government
had really reached a decision where it could not retract,
it would have said: ‘No matter what agitation is made or
how much quarrel and resentment there is, these pick-ups
are coming off the road on the 3lst July.”

We have seen from what is happening that the Govern-
ment’s reason for fixing 31st July was not a good and suf-
ficient one, because they have extended the date. Even if
with good reason the Government had changed a matter
like that, it does not know its mind and it has forfeited
the confidence of this House. As I say, the fact that they
have extended the date is furnishing even more proof that
the Department of Highways and Transport with the Min-
ister who is Head of the Department, does not yet know
its own mind. The Minister has not made any realistic
assessment of all the issues which are involved; it is not
good enough for him in the course of the debate in this
House, to interrupt the Speaker as he did in the case of
the Mover of this Motion, to point out something which we
had already known. It is not enough for him to pretend
that by merely interjecting a reply he has prevented the
issue from being debated as fully and as pungently as it
should be. The whole policy of the Government stands con-
demned in this matter. If you fix a date when something
must happen, and then within three days of its happening
you change your mind, you show that the date you fixed
was not done in consequence of a real appraisal of the
situaticn. In my opinion, the Minister deserves even more
censure, In addition to the concern and anxiety which he
caused these people to have, he bas plainly shown to them
and to the public that he does not know his own mind, and
his Department has not yet made a proper assessment of




the Transport problems of this island; therefore he is not
yet in a position to say whichformsare allowable for what
time and which formsare not.1f youhave this dilatory atd-
tude which this Ministry and the Department show, you are
bound in the end to reduce people to such a state of tension
that they will not know from one month to another what
the Government's policy is. Even this respite of three
months, although it represents a moral victory for the
-forees opposing the Government, does not really help the
people concerned. The man who ownsa pickupand who was
contemplating changing it for a newer or a better one,
might find his plans somewhat awry because of the un-
certainty hanging over the whole situation. He might find
himself having to ask himself: ‘‘When mayl get a new van?
Suppose 1 do get a new van and the Government 'does not
permit me to get back my licence in October; what guarantee
have 1 got that having made further investment or re-in-
vestment | would be able to see my money through?”’ That
is the uncertainty which artses out of that,

More important than that, Mr. Speaker, the Govern-
ment should not put these people in a position where they
cannot make their own plans or anything like that, or look
forward reasonably to at least one year to go on working
as they have been working. It is curious to know that, with
all the talk and with all the alleged dissatisfaction about
the ‘pick-ups and their rutining, almost all of it comes
from the offfcial side.’ The people who use this means of
transportation have nothing but praise for it. It only falls
to the lot of the Government to findthat they will find fault
with this service, not because there is anything wrong
with it, but because the existence of the service would not
allow the service of the Transport Boardtomake the profit
which they feel it should make. But, of all the reasons for
tampering with a service such as that which the pick-ups
render, that reason is the most objectionable. That is why
1 say that the reason for the ban, so to speak, for three
months, does not solve any of these problems. Hon. mem-
bers of this House should be in a position, as well as the
Government, to reassure the pick-up owners that so much
do we appreciate the service which is rendered by these
people in difficult circumstances to such a wide cross -
section of the community, we would be preparedto do any-
thing which would assist them to render a more efficient
service,

2.55 p.m.

That {s the line which all sections of this House should
take, but I am afraid it is a line which only one side of the
House appears to want to take. Onthis side of the House we
would be prepared to do whatever should be done to make
the pickups more efficient, to enable them to continue giv-
ing the service they are giving, and our point of view is
that taking everything into consideration they need atleast
one full year before the situation can be reviewed. On the
Government side there is a wide difference, a vast differ-
ence of approach. They appear to regard the pickups as a
nuisance and something which spoils in their view the tdy
outlines of the Transport system, and without even weigh-
ing and assessing fully and realistically the contribution
which this form of transport'makes not only to transport
but to the very economy of the island, they are prepared
to lay down arbitrarily rules and say you shall goupto a
certain date under certain circumstances and no further.

Mr. Speaker, the difference between their point of
view and ours is vast; and the more the situation develops,
the more we become convinced that whatever elseGovern-
ment may do, the one thing it should not do at this time or
in any forseesble time is to interfere with this particular
means of transport. At the moment, we all know that the
Transport Board isnotyet onitsfeet, and the era of sweet-
ness and light prophesied by the Minister with the bring-
ing of the new buses, turnstiles, new management and in~
ternal re-organisation - we are to see the benefits of that,
we hope; but we cannot see them immediately. The very
last thing we should do is to upset and overturn all the
auxiliary services which in the days when the Transport
Board was almost near chaos were sdll pulling their
weight and contributing to the convenience and comfort
of the people of this island.

In strengthening the points which have already been
made and amplified by the Mover of the Motion, Mr.Speaker,
1 say that this Government is not entitledto take any com-
fort or any credit for the improvement which might have
been given, because it wasa change of front forced on them
by. the agitation of the pick-up owners themselves and by

the protests which have been made andare stll being made

by the Officlal Oppositdon; and we wish to say that our
view is that even the respite is sufficient argument why
confidence should be withdrawn from the Minister of Com~-
munications by thisHouse, because Mr. Speaker, the change
even in consequence of publicand parliamentary agitation
is proof that his original intentions were not good and that
his policy was hasty and ill-advised, and that he had acted
without a due realistic appraisal and assessment of the
matter under consideration. A Minister or a Department
which acts like that does not deserve the confidence of a
Legislative Assembly. '

Mr. T. W. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, speaking on this
Resolution of censure on the Government or the Minister
of Communications, I find myself somewhat in a quandary.
1 know that there are thousands of people {sland wide who
are being misled by somebody. The hon. junior member for
St. Lucy tabled this Resolution, and I am dealing with one
aspect of the Resolutionandthatisrelative to the pick-ups.

* Not only as a member of the Government Party but by my

understanding 1 never understood that there wasany inten~
tion, to the best of my knowledge, tohave the pick-ups re-
moved. Mr. Speaker, I am the type of person who at times
is so head strong on anything that appears right to me that
I would be one of the first to vote against the removal of
the pick-ups, thereby finding myself maybe in hot water
with my own Party. | say that merely to say that it was
monotonous to me to sit down and hear the hon. junior
member for St. Lucy speak at length on the removal of
the pick-ups, and it is most surprising tome today to hear
the hon. member now say that the Governmentis extending
the time until the end of October, thereby giving them three
months’ grace,

Mr, Speaker, you will remember that the hon. junior
member for &t. Lucy was actually pleading that rather than
remove the pick-ups altogether, we should allow them to
remain at least a year longer. Again, 1 never understood
or knew that they would be removing the pick-ups at all,
let alone for him toaskthatconsideration be given to these
people for the extension of a year further.l happen to know
that it has actually become the knowledge of many people
that the pick-ups would be removed even thoughl repeat it
is not true.

Mr. Speaker, not so long age over Rediffusion we had
a statement made by the Information Officer that no pick~
ups would be removed. If he makes a statement like that
to the general public, you can only take it that the pick-ups
would not be removed, and that was before the motion of
censure was tabled by the hon. junior member for St. Lucy.
Hence, Mr. Speaker, you would realise that [ would be
within my rights if I came hereand voted against my Gov-
ernment, so to speak, after hearing that information made
publicly by the Information Officer.
3.05 p.m.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise on a point of
order and for the enlightenment of this Chamber, particu~
larly the hon. member who i{s now speaking. The modon
which is now before the House was tabled on the 24th May
this year. The Minister's Statement was made on the 16th
June this year and the Government’s Information Officer’s
Statement was given over Rediffusion on the Friday after
the laying of the Statement in this Chamber by the Hon.
Minister of Communications.

Mr. T, W, MILLER: Mr. Speaker, the hon. junior mem-
ber for St. Lucy might havetabledhis Resolution before,
but to the best of my memory, before he actually spoke in
this Chamber on that Resolution and spoke for the long
hours which he did, the information came from the Gov-
ernment Information Officer over Rediffusion asl have
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aforesaid - that is an indisputable fact - that no pick-ups
would be removed and I was under that impression all the
time. I would go this far now.

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order, is the hon. junior
member for the City saying that the Government Informa-
tion Officer's function is to issue statements of policy
which have not been given on the floor of this House?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member, in my opinion has
not said anything of the sort as to what are the functions
or the misappropriation of the functions of the Government.
He is speaking on this debate.

Mr. T. W, MILLER: Sir, it is actually a matter of in-
difference tome as to what right the Government Informa-
tion Officer has or has not. What matters is that a public
statement by the GovernmentInformation Officer was made
to the public of Barbados over Rediffusionto the effect that
no pick-ups would be removed. That is what matters and
the junior member for St. Lucy did not elaborate or speak
at all on that Resolution until after that statement was made
by the Government Information Officer. That is an indis-
putable fact. That in itself was enough to satisfy me that
there was no intention to remove pick-ups. 1 go this far.
1 would be one of the first who would have the guts and the
courage if 1 did not hear that statement to come here and
take my seat and vote against the removal of pick-ups.
What is said by the Opposition is said so that the general
public who hears that it is Government's intention to re-
move the pick-ups would say that it was true; but that it
was only because of the moton tabled by the hon. junior
member for St. Lucy that it has sort of scotched the in~
tention of the Government.

Sir, I am not the hon, Minister in Charge andI am not
taking it upon myself to defend the Government or him as
such. He is quite capable of doing that. 1 may be a young
member of this Chamber but this is how it appears to me.
If any member of this Chamber jumps to his feet and says
anything to mislead the public, Minister or otherwise, and
1 have the facts, 1 am going to jump to my feet and deny
that.

1 do not think that this debate on pick-ups should have
gone thus far when it is not the Government’s intention to
remove them. 1f I were the Hon Minister, I could not wait
until so many members of the Opposition had spoken to say
that it is some sinister notion of the Government to remove
the pick-ups,and when they had rubbeditin for me to come
and say that it is not the intention of the Government to
remove them. It is weeks now that I know it is not the in-
tention of the Government to remove the pick-ups; there
is some misconception going around by some people who
do not understand party politics as such. There are some
people who think that because every backbencher on every
debate does not jump to his feet and add his quota he is
a “‘yes’’ man and a man of limited mentality: but that is
not true. What is true isthatthere is no point of their get-
ting up one after the other and speaking; and rightly so,
it is the duty of the Opposition however right this Govern-
ment may be, to make this Government appear as if it is
wrong. That is the duty of theOpposition.l wanted to make
that clear. If they think because we, the backbenchers, do
not speak on everything that we are muzzled, if it were so
in the past, it is not so now.

Mr. Speaker, like all other Parties, we of the Govern-
ment hold discussions onany matter before we come to this
House. 1f 1 am dubious onany matter, I put my point of view
to the Party so as to let them know that I am not in agree-
ment with what is proposed. I say to them thatl do not
know what decisiorn you have reached at Cabinet level but
these are my views and feelings and if I am not allowgd to
express them in the House, I had better not be there. We
are put in the position to thresh out things together and
then come to a decision one way or the other. In this case
with the pick-ups, that is what I have done and it was at
such a meeting that] got the under standing that the Govern-
ment will not be removing the pick-ups. What may be the
case is thatinthe{ssuingof licencesto owners of pick-ups,

it may be a little more stringent than it was in the past. ]
am not going that far; the Honourable Minister will deal
with that at length. He is responsible; so it is not my in~
tention to go into details of that matter. But I do not like
the idea of member after member getting up in different
phraseology and just repeating when the first one said and
therefore misleading the public. There is not the slightest
atom of truth that pick-ups would be removed.

Mr. STRAUGHAN: Mr. Speaker, in seconding the mo-
tion which has been moved by the Honourabie leader of the
Opposition, his colleague, the hon. senior member for St.
Lucy, said that he will make a few remarks on seconding
the motion but he will leave a more detailed contribution
to another colleague, the honourable junior member for
St. John. I do not know if the hon. junior member for St.
John heard all that had been said by the mover and seconder,
but it is just as well that the hon. senior member for St.
Lucy did say that somebody else from among their Party
would be making a more detailed contribution, because
seldom have ] heard a poor case more poorly argued than
that presented by the Hon. Leader of the Opposition and
his colleague, the hon. senior member for St. Lucy. As
a matter of fact, | think that itwas more than ironical that
the hon. senior member for St. Lucy should have been
seconding this particular Resolution moved by hiscolleague,
the hon. junior member for St. Lucy, inasmuch as it is on
record in here that they themselves have rather divergent
views as regards to the transport policy in this island.
They themselves do have divergent viewsand when the hon.
senior member for St. Lucy was saying last Tuesday that
one of the things which we need to take notice of is that
nobody in this House knows what the policy of the Minister
is as regards transport, 1 think actually he was showing a
reflection of his own condition because nobody in Barbados
knows yet what is the Qfficial Opposition’s policy as re-
gards transport in this island. They do not know them-
selves and certainly nobody knows; because the Hon. Leader
of the Qpposition has said that as far as he is concerned,
Government should be owning all the buses and his col-
league has actually said in this Chamber that Government
should be giving back the buses to the former concession-
aires.

3.15 p.m.

Mr. TUDOR: On a point of order. 1 would like the hon.
member to say where, in what debate, under what circum-
stances, the date, time, place and everything connected
therewith that I made that statement.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, that is easy enough.
It is on record and unlessthe recordsare changed or tam-
pered with, when the debates afe issued that will be seen.
1 do not know if the hon, member has forgotten, but he has
said it. .

Mr. TUDQOR: If what the hon. member allegesis on
record, then it should be easy for himto quote the records;
that is what ] am inviting him to do.

Mr. STRAUGHN: That is nonsensical. The records
are there and everybody will see them when they come from
the Printery.

Mr. TUDOR: The hon. member made a categorical
charge that I advocated the Government giving back the
buses to the private concessionaires. 1 would like to ask
him to supply - as a matter of fact, I challenge him to sup-
ply - the facts to support his allegation.

Mr. STRAUGHN: As I said, Sir, when the debates on
that particular occasion come back from the Printers the
hon. member will see what he said. It was actually the
occasion when we were debating the question of the Gov-
ernment underwriting any loans that the Transport Board
may have entered upon. It was on that occasion that the
bon. member made those remarks. If he wants the date,
he can go back to it.

Mr. TUDOR: On a point of order. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not
usually lose my temper, andl wouldnot like to tell the hon.
member that he is lying.
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Mr. SPEAKER: 1 ask the hon. member not to use any
language which may seem to be offensive to another hon.
member,

Mr. TUDOR: I challenge the hon. member again here
and now to provide the proof of the allegation which he is
making.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has said that the
proof is not yet ready; the debates are in the hands of the
Printers.

Mr. TUDOR: How does he know that they are in the
hands of the Printers?

Mr. STRAUGHN: They are records takeninthisHouse
and the Clerk wouldbe able to tell us whether they are here
or in the hands of the Printers. The records will prove
what the hon. member said.

Mr. TUDOR: The hon. member not only made the alle-
gation but he has said that support for him will be found in
the records, that the records will proveit.I challenge him
to produce the records.

Mr. SPEAKER: The records have been taken of the
debate but this particular debate is not yet ready for cir-
culation to hon. members. There isnothing more than that,

Mr. TUDOR: I would like to know from the hon. mem-
ber if he has the records or a record of what was said. It
is all very well for him to do this, but this is a serious
matter. Any hon. member who make s such an allegation
should have his allegation challenged.

Mr. SPEAKER: If the hon. member is making refer-
ence to the records which are taken down and they are not
in the printed form of the debates, what more can the House
do? 1 donot think that we should further worry on this point.

Mr. TUDOR: I concede to the hon. member that the
debate has not been printed, but he should say in what de~
bate that statement appeared Thatis the least he should do.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has given theHouse
some sort of description. He has mentioned a particular
debate andalso described it. That should be enough to satis~
fy the hon. member.

Mr. STRAUGHN: 1 do not know if the hon. member
wants to get more legal advice from his legal adviser.

Mr. SPEAKER: Let the hon. member address the chair.

Mr. STRAUGHN: What has amazed the hon. member
and the hon. member in his more sober moments ......

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order. Mr. Speaker,
never in the nine years or so since 1 have been a member
of this Chamber have 1 seen any hon. member, who had
any respect for the Chair, address the Chair with his
jacket open and with his hands in his pockets. 1f that is the
kind of decorum which is going to be maintained well, I
know that Your Honour would be too embarrassed to draw
it to the attention of the hon. member.

Mr. SPEAKER: Why did the hon. member say thatl
would be embarrassed?

Mr. BARROW: You Honour would rather talk to the
hon. member outside than embarrass him in the Chamber.
(Laughter.)

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 should just like to say this: there
are ways and means of doing things. 1 have seen occasions
when hon. members wear their apparel not in the standard
way, but I have not yet openly tried to show up anybody by
getting on my feet and drawing any hon. member’s atten~
tion to his disorderly appearance. I do not know that any
hon. member would welcome that. I would just send the

Marshal around to an hon. member hinting his appearance
to him. '

Mr. BARROW: 1 should like tomake thisclear; I do not
object to the hon. member's red tie. After an exposure of
eight weeks in Jamaica he will learn more about Parlia
mentary appearance.

3.25 p.m.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Well, Mr. Speaker, let us say that
the hon. member has the dignity on this occasion to point
such things out to the House. Again, Mr. Speaker, the
seconder of this Resolution mentioned that perhaps the
difficulty with this House and with the Chamber as far as
understanding the Minister’s transport policy is because
the Minister and the Government have not been keeping
Ppeople sufficiently informed about their transport policy
or any changes, regulations or rules that might be issued
about transport, and yet it is surprising to note that the
Hon. Mover of the Resolution himself ‘was attempting to
castigate the Government for having made a statement
through the Government Information Officer. Actually they
were castigating the Government Information Officer for
saying something about transport, and yet the other one of
them is saying you are not giving the people enough in-
formation about the same transport.

I mentioned in the beginning that the mere fact that
this Resolution was seconded by the hon. senior member
for St. Lucy made the whole thing 2 most ironic and bur~
lesque show. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not myself possess the
very latest bit of information which the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Lucy appears to have had about the recent bit
of communication that came from the Director of Highways
and Transport with regard to pickups, that is, that there
would be some time given to the end of October, but I do
know, and this is a statement which has just been em-
phasised by the hon. senior member for the City, that in
the very last paragraph of the Minister's Statement it is
stated that special permits will be issued for the operation
of goods and other vehicles. If this is purely an adminis-
trative matter in which you are actually issuing these
special permits for the operation of these goods and other
vehicles, I see nothing myself to be alarmed about, be-
cause it does not in any way affect the Minister’s policy.
It is purely an administrative matter whether they get the
permits ready by the end of July or by the end of October.

Of course, Mr. Speaker, the most contradictory thing
about it is that the Hon. Mover of the Resolution was say-
ing not that he wanted the pickups to remain on the roads,
but he is saying, ‘‘Take them off the roads but after a
year’'. It is tantamount.........

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order,
I never said anything of the kind about putting them off
the roads altogether. I said that what we are urging and
pressing for immediately, because 1 was speaking in the
month of July, was that the directive notifying them that
as from the 31st July, their permits would not be renewed
should be withdrawn, and at least one year given the re-
cipients of the directives in question to have the situation
reconsidered and reviewed.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Again, Sir, that proves that all he
wants is a year more for somebody to consider the situa~
tion, and not that they themselveshave any policy on trans-
port at all. They have no policy as far as transport is
concerned; so allthathappensisthatthey want the Director
of Highways and Transport not to talkabout the withdrawal
of licences at the end of July or October, but to talk about
them at the end of July nextyear, and that would give them
a chance to make up their minds asto what their policy on
transport would be.

I would like to make an observation, Mr. Speaker,
because 1 would personally like to quote from some of the
files of this Chamber, and the observation is that neither
the Clerk not the Librarian could tell me where the trans-
pgrt file of this Chamber is. It does not seem to be avail-
able,
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Mr. SPEAKER: That is a matter thatdoesnot concern
this House. Any information like that has to be brought to
my attention in my private Chambers and not on the floor
of this House.

Mr. STRAUGHN: I appreciate that, Mr. Speaker, but
nevertheless it is, I am certain, the privilege of members
of this Chamber tohaveaccesstothose files, and they were
not available and apparently they might not even be in the
precincts of this House.

Mr. SPEAKER: I should like to tell the hon. member
that there is no such thing as a Transport File kept by the
House of Assembly. What happens is that in the way in
which debates are indexed a considerable amount of in-
formation may be gleaned from contact with the Librarian
who would be able after looking at the index to say what
members spoke on the Transport Services, the hon. mem-
ber for So-and-so, etc., but there are no such things as
Transport files here.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, it is purely a matter
of terminology; the Librarian himself referred to them
as files on Transport, and I was only repeating the ter-
minology quoted by the Librarian. I thought I would make
the observation en passant

I take it that by now this House would be quite clear
that the Minister’s statement on the policy of the future
of the Transport service of the island was itself explan-
atory and quite elucidating. It did not say that it is the be-
all and end-all; it gave a clear indicationas to what efforts
the Government is making with regard to the transport
service of the island and that is knownto every member of
this Chamber and is being divulged perhaps all too gradu~-
ally to the members of the general public; but there is
nothing to say that the Government's policy on transport
at this moment can in any way come in for any strong
criticism by members of the Opposition, because they
have not shown - certainly not by the arguments they have
brought up to now - that there is anything they would want
to criticise from the policy standpoint. The arguments
that have been given by the Official Oppositionon this par-
dcular Resolution of censure do not show that they were
in any way pointing out that the Government policy as such
on transport was wrong or that they were even advocating
a better policy.

Again, Mr. Speaker, it would appear that sometimes
statements are brought out or bits of evidence are brought
into debates that could be quite questionable, and I wonder
if the hon.Mover of this Resolution when he gets up to reply
may be a lttle more specific in telling us the number or
who are the owners who wouldhave come to him during the
LocalGovernment bye-election in St. Peter to make their
complaints, because he did make the statement that these
gentlemen did come to him during the bye-election and
said that somebody from the Transport Board didtell them
not to pay any attention to this letter which they had re-
ceived from the Director of Highways and Transport. He
deduced that the reason was that they didnot want the pick-
up owners to be offended during the bye-election; but since
the bye-election has ended, nobody from the Director’s
Office has told them anything, and therefore he is saying
that this was just a matter of keeping the pickup owners
quiet during the Local Government bye-election. Well, I
do not know how many pickup owners might have gone to
the hon. member with that particular kind of story. He did
say that it happened and perhaps he could enlighten us as
to how many there were, The hon. senior member for .
Lucy said that he knows that even I at times would use the
pickup for transportation and that I was doing it some two
weeks ago.lwould like him to know that 1 was not only doing
it justfor the idea of transportation, even though if the pick-
up comes before a bus 1 would use it as long as 1 am per-
mitted to, but that 1 was also getting first hand information
from the pickup owners asto the authenticity of some of
the remarks of the pickup owners by the members in put~
ting forward this Resolution.

3.35 p.m.

1 would say that it would be very remarkable . if the
Hon. Leader of the Oppositon could bring the evidence in

to say that two or three pick-up owners would have given
him any particular information of the ground to which he
was referring in this debate. It would be a most remark-
able thing if he could do it.

However, Sir, the Resolution also talks about Seawell
Airport, and 1 think the presentation of the Hon. Leader
of the Opposition was very pathetic. I would certainly wish
thatinhisreplyin this House he would be able to strength~
en his argument a little more.

1 am quoting from the notesl made when he was speak-
ing. He wanted the Minister to answer: ‘‘Is there or is
there not the exclusiveness of a very few persons who
would go on the tar-path.”’ He wanted the Minister to con-
firm or deny that. Now that is like asking a question. It is
like saying in a question: ‘*Will the Minister confirm that
there is the exclusiveness of a very few names of persons
who can go?'’ In asking that question, he thinks that the
Minister should be censured. Qbviously, the Hon. member
should be able to say if that was the case or not and then
criticise it. Certainly, it should not be put in the form of
a question.

The Hon. Leader of the Opposition also said,as far as
people accompanying passengers to the plane wasconcern-
ed, that he is not in favour of any particular veto but he
says this: “‘If there is going to be a veto'’ - I take it that
he means a restriction on people going out to accompany
passengers - ‘‘let it be the same for all.’’ In other words,
he means this. He is notinfavour of everybody at any time
accompanying passengers to the airplane. He also men-
tioned that the Manager of the airlines would tell a visitor
that he can go and at times one visitor was allowed and
not another. As far asl know, at no airport can any man-
ager of any airlines give to anybody permission to go out
with a passenger to the airplane. In a case like that, it is
controlled by the Control Tower; and even if you can get
permission to accompany somebodyelse, you are doing it
with the sanction of the Director of Civil Aviation; and if
anybody from the Control Tower deems it necessary to
restrict you, you have to listen to that person. If you want
to take a passenger to an airline, no manager or at least
nobody like him can tell you that you can do so. You can
only get that authority through the Control Tower itself.
1 believe that this House would not think seriously of en~
tertaining a motion of censure on somebody askinga ques-
tion like that. I do not think it is worthy of the attention
which we are asked to pay.

There is ancother question about this Resolution and it
concerns a matter of procedure. The Hon. Leader of the
House tackled the seconder of the motion of this Resolution
on it last Tuesday when that Hon. member was speaking
and the seconder of the motion took shelter and avoided
the issue. 1 was wondering if the Hon. Leader of the House
would not incorporate it in his reply. Here it is that you
are moving a Resolution of ‘‘no confidence’' in a Minister,
and the question is how technically correctyouare because
the only person who can withdraw confidence from a Min-
ister would be the Premier himself if he considers that
‘Minister is ot carrying out the policy of the Cabinet,

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I rise ona point of order,
It has been said that if youtalk enough long enough you will
enjoy that contempt for your audience.

1 am not really rising on that point, but I wonder if the
Hon. member is in order to even query in his own bewild-
ered mind the technical rightness of this Resolution of
“no confidence’’ because the way it appears to me is that
all Resolutions and questions must come to You first for
scrutiny before they are put down on the Order Paper and
Your Honour as Speaker endorses or rejects such ques-
tions or motions. I wonder if Your Honour should permit
him even in his own bewildered mind to question the tech-
nical rightness of a motion of ‘‘no confidence'’ such as the
one we are now discussing.

Mr. STRAUGHN: There are some peculiar points of
order which come from Hon. members on that side. I am
certain that Your Honour would take due notice of it. Sir,
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the Honourable members of the QOfficial Qpposition areyet
to show that this Resolution of ‘‘no confidence'' in the
Minister even has any precedent as such,, but perhaps,
they may be able and it would be enlightening to us. You
have a motion of ‘‘no confidence'' against a Government.
The whole Government stands condemned if the Minister
stands condemned, as far as the transport policy is con-
cerned. I just mentioned that as a matter of procedure
and the fact that Your Honour allowed a Resolution which
has nothing at all to dowith the way in which members want
to debate it because it was bandied by the members of the
Opposition on last Tuesday and nothing was resolved.

I was saying that the records of the House would show
that the hon. senior member for St. Lucy took flight when
he was asked if there wasever a motion of *‘no confidence'’
in a Minister. Even May's was quoted. That hon. member
took flight on that occasion because he could not answer
the Hon. Leader of the House when he rose on a point of
order in that respect.

Mr. SPEAKER: Almost any question thinkable is in
the Resolution.
3.45 p.m.

Mr. STRAUGHN: We all agree with that fully and that
is why I thought the hon member was so much off the line
when he was asking whether my comment on the motion
itself was in any waya disregard of the ruling of the Chair.
It is debatable and we debate it, but again ] am saying .....

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order. Nobody takes the
hon. member seriously, but I definitely resent the patron-
ising manner in which the hon. member is treating the
Chair. I did not think he is so deficient in understanding
that when he says no motion should be discussed, he wants
to challenge Your Honour in allowing this debate to pro-
ceed, because he would have to do that on a substantive
motion of ‘‘no confidence” in the Chair. If he saysin
answer to Your Honour that no motion should be discussed,
that Your Honour had no right to allow this motion, he is
challenging Your Honour's right to allow a Resolution like
this to come forward for debate, I think that is quite im-
proper and out of order.

Mr. SPEAKER: ] did nothearall theimplications from
the hon. member. In fact, they didnot register; but I do not
think that they should be taken seriously.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Evidently, hon. members will find it
rather difficult to justify their stand in this debate and
they are trying to see if any hon. member can be accused
of questioning the authority of the Chair. Certainly, that
was not done in this debate except when the Hon. Mover
of the Resolution was quoting from the newspaper and
Your Honour ruled that he was out of order. Up to now,
however, nobody has run counter to the authority of the
Chair, but there has been the typical red herring drawn
across the trail because there must be the question to
be decided in this House as to where the Official Opposi-
ton stands in regard to this matter of the transport policy
of this island. They have no policy and they have contra-
dicted themselves in this Chamber on the same transport
policy, not only on the floor of this House but in asides as
well, If the hon. senfor member for St. Lucy says that this
is not true, I will withdraw it; but on the first day when
the Hon. Leader of the Opposition was moving the passing
of this Resolution, when he made mentionaboutthe Trans-
port Board and ownership of the buses, he said that he was
of the opinion that the Government should own all the buses
and his colleague said: ‘‘I am notinfavour of such’’. If his
colleague says he did not say thatfor me to hear and see -
1 say ‘‘see’ from the motion of his mouth - I would with~
draw it. But I wonder if he would really say he did not say
so?

Mr. TUDOR: On a point of order. We know that the
hon. member is indebted to his imagination for his facts.
1 have no recollection whatever of having saidanything like
:hat either in an aside or on my feet. I now therefore deny

\ 8

Mr. STRAUGHN: Well, the hon. member denies it but
he will say it again before long. He cannot change what he
has said on his feetbecause italready exists in the record,
When this motion is fully examined itwill be seen not to be
a motion of ‘‘no confidence' in the Government or in the
Minister; but a clear examination of the facts which would
have been before this Chamber and of the situation of the
Transport service of this island, will prove that thisisa
motion of *‘no confidence’’ in the Qfficial Opposition as to
the transport policy of this island.

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Speaker, I was sorry to hear so
much wangling in this debate. I could not find out in which
latitude the last speaker was. (L aughter). We are speaking
relative to the removal of the pick-ups off the road,l
would say that they are our godfathers; they have given
a good name because they have picked up many of us when
the buses have left us (L aughter.) I will tell you the value
of a pick-up. 1 have seen big lorries go to freight canes
and if they have six tons they would take up five and leave
one; they failed to return for the one ton which they left and
we have to depend on the freightcartsand pick-ups to take
up the remainder of the canes. Wewould really suffer with-
out them. We have the pick-ups, the lorriesand the buses.
The buses have their own service to carry out. Let us say
that the bus isthe big manandthe pick-up is the little man;
both of them want bread. I heard the hon. junior member
for St. Joseph say that some of the pick-up owners have
said they have not received any notice about the removal
of the pick-ups off the road,

Mr. STRAUGHN: On a point of order. I certainly did
not say that either in this debate or in any other. The hon.
member must have misunderstood me completely.

Mr. CORBIN: 1 wasat my homeandthe pick-up owners
came and asked me; ‘‘What are we going to do? We have
received a notice that we cannot runour pick-ups after the
31st July."” The pick-up owners have come to me from
various parishes; they have also met me in the streets
and asked me to come to this Chamber and make a plea
for them because the running of their pick-ups is the only
possible means of their existence. The pick~up owners say
they have received this notice from the Department of
Highways and Transport: ‘' Special permits will be issued
for the operation of goodsand other vehicles’’ It does seem
to me that after the Oppositon brought forward this mo-
tion it has caused the Transport Board, or whoever it is,
to change their disposition. They have not changedto some~

" thing else.

3,55 p.m.

1 am saying, Sir, that it would be very hard for any man
in this island to take up $66,000 and buy three buses to
make a living and compete with the transport services of
this island, and then to allow the pick-ups to go inside the
stand: or wait at the bus poles to collect passengers. That
would be doubly wrong because any man can go and buy a
motor car for $25 and take off the top, put in two or three
seats and run around and collect passengers and bring to
Bridgetown. We would not like to see these poor men invest
all they have,then for the pickups to wait at the poles and
in the bus stands to stop them from getting passengers;
but I would say that the pickupshave played one of the most
important parts in this community for many years along
with the buses.

At the present time, Sir, we want an adequate and up-
to-date service, andwe havetohave proper rules and regu~
lations for that. I noticed in times gone by that we had
plenty of donkey carts all over the island bringing food
from the country; but since we have changed up the system
of our roads and have tarredthem, the donkeys cannot grip
the roads: so we have to depend on pickups to go into the
parishes to bring the vegetablesinto the markets. The pick-
ups take up sometimes six, ten or twelve women and take
them to the fields, and 1 would not like to know that that
privilege is taken away from them, because we would all
suffer as we cannot ourselves go tothe fields for our food.
These people supply us with our food: so they must have
the privilege of bringing our breadfruits, yams, eddoes
and various products to the markets. If anyone tries to




596

stop that privilege, that would be trying to stop the wheel
of progress in this island.

Now, Sir, when we look back to see that the pickups
bring in the cows, sheep and pigs to the slaughterhouse,
we would all suffer if we did not allow such things to con-
tlnue. We are bringing down large buses, but these buses
cannot carry the large baskets with the breadfruits, pota-
toes and yams; they refuse to take a few bundles of shin-
gles and a few feet of lumber because they say these things
will disturb the passengers. If a pickup owner picks up my
lumber or the next man'’s lumber, potatoes, yams, rice or
cornmeal to carry home, we would not like to know that
the man was left behind while his luggage went by itself.
I would like to see the man travelling with his luggage and
I will give you my reason for sayingthat. I remember when
I was a boy the railway train used to run and there was
a van attached to the back of the carriage which carried
the luggage while the passengers were inside the carriage;
but whenever the people got home they wouldbe crying out
for their parcels. There was a van porter on that train -1
used to hop the train myself - andthat porter was a cooper
and a saddler; he had hisneedlesand cord and his hammer
and he would open the people’s luggage and take out what
he wanted and mend them back, because the passengers
were not there with their articles. 1t would therefore be
hard for the pickups to come to Bridgetown and take up
John's, Mary's or Sclomon's baskets with his articles and
take them home without their owner, because he would not
have time to reckon the items with the pickup owner, and
so he could not make any claim for anything that was miss-
ing. 1 would like to know when on Fridays and Saturdays
these poor people are coming into town with their baskets
that the owners can travel with their luggage. Anybody who
tries to stop that would be stopping the wheel of progress
although I would like to know that the buses are running
properly. If the Government allows these things to con-
tinue, both the bus owners, the pickup owners and all of
us would prosper, and we would be performing our duties
to the whole community.

Mr. Speaker, I am not here to criticise either side of
the House. 1 am giving my own feeling on the matter, be-
cause the poor people are suffering up tonow through lack
of proper transportation in this island.l hope that in future
we will have proper transport so that the people will be
able to praise God and thank man.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, this debate has been
very long and tiring, more so for you because you have
listened to so many interpretations of what it should be.
We had an exercise in ‘‘can there be a motion of no con-
fidence in a Minister’ or *‘should there be a motion of
no confidence in the Government as a whole?”’ 1 think you
have set the records straight, because there can be a mo-
tion as long as there is a Minister in charge which comes
within the ambit of Parliamentary rules.

1 do not think that this debate is one of a vote of ‘‘no
confidence’’ in the Minister per se; I regard it as an op-
portunity owing to the new rules to discuss certain things.
I have expressed my view on the motionwhich is against the
Minister of Transport. 1 think the Qpposition would find
themselves on happy ground there, because the Minister
is struggling against a very difficult task within his own
Government. It is an open secret that the Government as
a whole is not clear on this matter owing to the composi-
tion of the Government; they are a collection of individuals
without any serious philosophy about public life; so when-
ever there is a challenge in any serious matter, there
must be conflict because some of them are miniature capi-
talists. I heard one Minister say on the floor of this House
not so long ago that as a Minister he makes less than he
would make in his own business, while on the other hand
you get another Minister saying in another breath that they
are poor people slaving and doing everything, and now
everybody seems to envy them; 8o you get these two ex~
tremes making up a Government, so that when it comes
to any matter which deals with trade or commerce or
where money is involved you are going to get these con-
flicts.

4.05 p.m.

You get the capitalist, on one side having one view,
the non-capitalist would have another and the emerging
capitalist would have another view. That is the type of
thing which the Minister finds himself in. That is an open
secret. The hon. junior member for St. Joseph said
what the hon. junior member for St. Lucy had said;
but I think he would be more positive if he went on to say
that they know as a fact that members of their Government
were in favour of giving back the buses to the people also.
That is no secret, If that is a secret, the sun which is
shining is a secret also.

Sir, 1 spoke in here on the transport of this island
in a debate, and 1 believe, coupled with what the Opposition
was likely to say if I had backed the side of the Opposition
may be all the buses would have been given back to the
concessionaires by the Cabinet. It is well known that the
Opposition was strong on this opinion and some of the
elements of the Cabinet were also of a similar view.
The hon. senior member for St. Andrew is a very cour-
ageous man. Of course, courage is not always couched
in language which is likely to be eloquent. He was a very
courageous man to say what he did say inrelation to
the evolution of the transport problem. There are two
parallel systems growing up and you have to reacha
conclusion as to how these two systems can operate
together; that is to say, how what is regarded in Bar-
badian colloquialism as pick-ups are going to operate
against the regualr "uses. There is the undoubted fact
that owing to the old system where there was a break-
down in your transpcrt, you did not mind people using
the pick-ups when yot had your oldbuses. It is just like
now that you have your slums. We do not like the slums,
you cannot abolish them over-night but the situation is
that you cannot smile on them.

b

The sooner the Minister and the Government be more
positive about what they want to do as regards transport,
the better; but I believe that they may not be ready to
give their veiws on it, They are politicians and] was
reading in one of my political magazines that the phil-
osophy of a political party is that you wish to be elected.
That is one of your first commandments, and it has to be
because if you are not elected all the other commandments
must go by the board. That is one of the things which
makes it so that the Government cannot come down
positively one way or another about transport. Thereis no
point asking anybody to put $100,000 ina business and then
todo something detrimental to that business. There is no
doubt, anybody would say that the pick-up is’a great
competitor to the buses. You may have a heart of angels
but there is a limit to that sort of thinking.

Sir, we have to get down to a system of regularising
transport and knowing what is adequate. 1 do not subscribe
to the idea that in whatever field 2 man wants to make a
living - and what people regard as an honest living - you
should allow him to do so, because Mr. Speaker, some
people run brothels and in so far as making a living, they
are making a living: but they are making a living on the
immorality of people. Of course, some countries condone
it because their concept is different from ours. They say
that the people go in for itanyhow; therefore why not make
it legal. It is a question of how you look at it. In this case]
feel that there isno point your pleading with people on
a basis which is unscientific and which does not add up
to common sense. If you do not have any check on the
pick-ups, you know as well as] do that you will have the
whole of this country inundated with pick-ups.

This Government has to pay the legacy of whata
former Prime Minister said. The former Prime Minister
of this island made one of those statements which you
can only make in Barbados and which as Minister he has
a right to make on thatbasisthat’‘thou shalt be / elected.’’
Therefore no busfares would be raised. They knew,when
they were saying so, that it was political froth and that it
had no substance in it; but what happened was that it
was a very good statement to make at the time. A pol-
ircian is not interested in the scientific aspect of his
argument; he is interested in what happens at the poll;
and if saying that would help him to be elected, it is just

—
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like saying, as long 5 yougetinor'so long as you get the
thing which you want, you do not mind if the devil brings
it. . ,
This Government is sending people to the London
Transport Executive which is losing money, butthe people
there do not think what the people of Barbados think
about the transport service. They say that it is a ser-
vice which you mustrunfor the people.. If it were not so,
Mr. Frank Cussonswqould notallow themn to run. The British
Railways lose money and they still increase the wages of
the workers. The American Railways also lose money
and they too still increase wages. The rolling stock of
transport all over the world is a difficult problem to
handle and I must say that the present Minister of Com-~
munications had a bad legacy in that he took over the
transport system of this island and when it started, they
wanted to look for political stooges to put on the Transport
Board who knew nothing of the operation of transport.

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise on a point of
order, 1 will not sit and allow that statement to go un-
challenged. 1 strongly object to it. 1 would like the hon.
member to say who were those stooges. 1 am definitely
sure that from the inception of the Transport Board,
there were people appointed to that Board who had no
connection, politically or otherwise, with the Government.

Mr. SPEAKER: Before the Hon. Minister sits, let me
ask him this. Does the hon. member wish to indulge this
House in a revelation of what he knows!

4.15 p.m.

It is all very well for the hon. member to deny it and the
House to accept his denial; but the hon. member should
not indulge in any revelation of personalities.

Hon. M. E. COX:I accept that, butl would like hereand
now categorically to deny that statement which is false,
misleading and has no foundation of fact whatsoever.

Mr. WALCOTT: I thank you for your guidance, Mr.
Speaker, but 1 never intended to be caught in that trap.
The expression ‘‘political stooge'’ needs no definition
now. A ‘‘political stooge’’ isnota personwho is necessarily
a member of a political party, but he will do what the poli-
tical party wants him to do. I said that the legacy that
the Minister has.......

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order, I would like
to make this position quite clear. That Board was es-
tablished by the Government and all Boards which are
established by the Government have to carry out the
policy of the Government.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 will still make the point that a pol-
itical stooge is someone who is not possessed of any par-
ticular ability, or he can be possessed of ability, but he
is still, though not a member of the Party, willing and has
to carry out the wishes of the Party. There is a distinct-
ion between the Government and a political party. In the
United States of America they run their affairs differently
from how we run ours. If Mr. Kennedy or Mr. Nixon
wins the election, what are regarded as political stooges
of the parties will be brought into power; but in the British
system it is not so. It is a question of the administra-
ton starting whereitis. 1 believe that the Minister ob-
jected to my statement because he is an arch-prota-
gonist of the political stooge who, in their appointments,
can only go on Boards of which he has control.

Hon. M. E, COX: I object to that.

Mr. SPEAKER: I really did not catch it; will the
hon. member repeat that?

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 said that the hon. member isan
arch-protagonist of the type which will put a political
stooge on any Board over which he has control. He is an
arch-protagonist of that type of stooge.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 object to that.

Mr. SPEAKER: Well, it is not unparliamentary. It
is couched in very parliamentary language, but the hon.
member can make his point.

Hon. M. E. COX: We have been appointing to Boards
people whom the hon. member has recommended from the
Barbados Workers’ Union. .

Mr. WALCOTT: That still does not say that he is not
an arch-protagonist of that type of political stooge. What
the hon. member says is true in cases where other
people like the Trade Union have been asked. From the
hon. member’'s very statement he regards it as part of
the Government's policy to appoint people who will carry
out the Government'’s policy. In his enthusiasm to see that
the people carry out his policy.......

Hon. M, E. COX: Ona point of order. The hon. member
is twisting what 1 said. I did not say that we appoint
people to the Boards to carry out our policy; 1 said that any
Board which we appoint has to carry out the policy of the
Government, which is something completely different.
It does not mean that because an individual is opposed
to your policy, you will not appoint that individual.
As to the Gas Board on which the hon. member said
that a member of the Union should be placed - well,
the hon. member knows nothing about whatis going on. The
Gas Board is composed of all Conservatives, but the policy
of the Government has to be carried out. Why then should
the hon. member make it appear that these people are
our friends and we appoint them because they subscribe
to our view? That is absolutely different from what we
do.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 am on holiday and I am very fresh,
having had some sea baths. The hon. member is wrong;
it was not a question of the Gas Board, it was the Indus-
tiral Board; but for the hon. member’s informationl
would like to tell him that Sir Alfred Roberts who is
a Trade Unionist is a member of the Bank of England.
In the United Kingdom you will find that a Trade Unionist
is appointed on every Board in which the public is in-
volved. There is no partisanship as was the case before.
The hon. member said that the members of a Government
Board must carry out the policy of the Government, I
am not suggesting that the hon. member should appoint to,
or should select for Boards people who are opposed to the
Government; what ] did say was something which is more
positive, that is, that the hon. member is an arch-pro-
tagonist of the political stooge philosophy in which he
sees to it that appointments are made to these Boards
of people who will do what the Party wants done. (Hon.
M. E. COX: Name them.) The hon. member wants me to
name the persons but I will leave them unnamed; I will
deal with that as an issue. When we speak of these things,
we do not speak about them in any personal sense.
Which of us would not like to see the Transport Board
succeed? But we must be courageous. 1 have suggested
if it comes to that point, that turnstiles be put in buses
and that you pay conductors to sit down -1 said that.
I was not afraid of any driver orany conductor or anything
like that.

4,25 p.m.

1 say if it pays you better to make a change, you can
do it. I should like to tell the hon. member that he should
not take the word ‘‘arch’’ to mean something vulgar.
You are a strong believer in putting people whom you
feel you can trust on Boards, because you know they are
your men, but they let you down and that is what has been
happening. 1 am saying that this is a legacy that has been
handed over to you because the Minister was an arch-
believer of that philosophy that he could not see people
other than those who come withinthat purview.(Hon. M. E.
COX: Namelyl) The whole set. The hon. member would
like me to go in for something which would not be in my
province, because he knows that it is for the Minister
to approve even of names that are put to him; that is to
say even if it does not stem from the Minister, it is for the
Minister to approve of them, and 1 am going so far in
this Constitution to say thatl do not want the Minister or
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any Minister to say that this was put up to him and he
had advice. That is the reason, Sir, why 1 want full self-
Government to the maximum. Whenadvice isputto you and
you accept it, it becomes your policy or philosophy
and not that of the other person; so the hon. member will
see that if there is full internal self~Government he must
accept it with all the errors his Departments make, and
must be prepared to go down with them.

When it comes to the question of ‘‘no confidence'’, it
is not based on the assumption that you do not like the
person; it is a question that apublic error has been com-
mitted and therefore the Minister responsible must pay

the penalty.
HOUSE REVERTS TO GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Mr. SPEAKER;: It now being 4.30 o’clock p.m., this
House will now revert to Government Business.

Mr, SPEAKER left the Chair and the House resumed
Commi ttee, Mr. BRY AN being in the Chair

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1960-61, No. 10

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the Suspension, the hon. senior
member for Christ Church was speaking.

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, on the Suspension, we
were discussing this question of the re-organisation ofthe
Barbados immigrants’ service in the United Kingdom, and
I had reached a point where I was making certain addition-
al proposals and suggestions to the Hon. Minister in con-
nection with certain innovatons which I thought should
be considered by the Minister; and I had also reached
the point when I had suggested that suitable houses
should be bought for providing accommodation for the
Liaison Officer himself and the AssistantLiaison Officer.
1 went further and suggested that houses should be bought
in each of the different Cities, andl referred to London,
Birmingham, and Liverpool where there are thousands
of Barbadiansat present employedand residing. Anyone who
has been to this place will know that no better contribu-
ton could be made inassisting in settling Barbadians there
and finding employment for them than by providinga Centre
in each of these large Cities where on arrival the average
Barbadfan will be able to find a resting spot for the first
few weeks - which is more or less the most important
period - until he should have found his footing and until
he has learnt his way around sufficiently to secure al-
ternative accommodation on his own,

Mr. Chairman, I happen to know that a good job of
work is being performed by the Barbados Liaison Ser-
vice, and Mr. Brewster in particular, and all the en-
couragement should be given to them both by way of the
House Allowance and the Representaion Allowance; and to
suggest that the Liaison QOfficer or the Assistant Liaison
Officer would hardly need proper housing accommodation
and to suggest that he can lve in a room from year to
year and be in a position to carry out his duties credi-
tably is not doing that in the proper light, because the
Liaison Officer will be required to meet employers on a
proper footing. For instance, if an employer had an
occasion to visit not only the office but the home of the
Liaison Officer, he could not go to a worker's room or
flat; you must have proper accommodation to meet the
employer on an equal footing. It is all right to adopt a
cheese-paring policy down here and suggest that our
Liaison Officeror Assistant Officer does notneeda proper
flat in which to live or proper accommodation, butl am
doing it in the light that not only will the LiaisonQfficer
be called on at his residence or flat by the average Bar-
badian worker, butalso by the employerin England who will
have occasion to visit his flat or residence or office from
time to time, and we should not put our Liaison Officer or
Assistant Liaison Officer in a degrading position. We should
have him established in such a way that he has a certain

} amount of dignity attached to his office and home.

Mr. Chairman, it is on that ground thatl argue that
the House Allowance is adequate and necessary not only
to the Liaison Officer of $1,920 and to the Assistant
Liaison Officer of $480. The Representation Allowance
is necessary in that a certain amount of entertaining will
have to be done. The Qverseas Allowanceisalso necessary.
1f you wanted to carry this matter further, you could
probably have included a travelling allowance. (Mr. WAL~
COTT: That is a condition of employment.) In any case, 1
am saying that if you wanted to carry this matter further,
you could have put in travelling allowance, because day
and night these officers have to travel. Anyhow I would
like to hear the Minister on that point. I was a Minister
when this service was set up in 1955, and I happen to know
something of what I am talking. Recently I have checked
a lot of things, and I want to know if the Liaison QOfficer and
the Assistant Liaison Qfficer receive travelling, because 1
know that half of their time is spent in travelling in
trains from one city to another, going to boats to meet
various people who are coming in. Unless this office is
strengthened here and now and additional staff is put
on, and unless the vacancies are filled, it means that the
Liaison Officer andthe A ssistant Liaison Officer will prob-~
ably spend most of their imeintravelling, and their higher
duties of securing employment opportunities for the thou-
sands of Barbadian workers who are waiting for oppor-
tunites for work will be disappointing, because the Liaison
Officer and the Assistant Liaison Officer should devote
the greater part of their time in securing employment for
the thousands who are sitting idly by and waiting their
chance.

4.35 p.m.

1 am glad to see that additional administrative staff
is tacked on to the present service and [ think that the
time has come when this service should have at least
another Fleld Secretary or two to do the travelling. They
should be leaving free the LiaisonQfficer and his Assis-
tant to pursue avenues of employment and to find work for
the unemployed here. What better contribution for the
people of Barbados at this stage than for these two officers
to secure employment for the thousands who cannot find
employment of their own inthatnoemploymentis available
locally? Even when the crop seasonisin, you still have low
employment:and when the crop is over, some will receive
employment two or three days a week, but for thousands
there will be no employment. The money spent in training
some of these people is money well spent and nothing
too much can be done in making these officers of this
service happy and to give them the drive and incentive
to pursue their tasks for the benefit of workers,

What 1 would like to see is that persons of the proper
calibre are enlisted. Mr. Brewster who is now carrying
on the service is of the proper calibre andl would like
to see more like him enlisted. 1 would like to see enlisted
men who would take a genuine interest in their work
and who would spend their working hours devoted to that
service because it will be no point in creating these
posts and improving the working conditions andincreasing
the remunerationandallowances of the staff unless you have
men of the highest calibre appointed - men who are
genuinely interested in Barbadian workers. Whenl] say that,
you. can hardly find men who are more interested in the
plight of the Barbadian workers than a Barbadian himself
and it is for that reason that I would like to see the top
post filled by someone from Barbados who has the in-
terest of the working class people at heart. 1 would also
like to see all the other posts in that office filled by Bar-
badians who have the interest of the working people of
Barbados at heart.

The West Indlan Welfare Service, as far as l can
gather, although it embodies the entire West Indies and
is on a federal basis, yet, when you compare the hundreds
of thousands of Jamaicans who are in Englandwith the few
Barbadians that are there, you can very well see where
the emphasis would Ude. The emphasis is on Jamaicans.
In other words, the Jamajcan workers are taken care
of to the exclusion of the Barbadian workers; therefore
I would like to see this Barbados Liaison Service con-




tinuing and being put on a proper and bigger scale in
that it is serving a proper purpose. It is all right to talk
about colonialsim and things of that sort, but Barbadians
in England welcome this Service: and it is a good thing
to have Barbadians who are interested in the plight of
their own Barbadians in a far country employed in that
office. You will not have to rely on Jamaicans, and, as
you. know, Some Jamaicans are very hard to rely on
sometimes. It is a good thing that Barbados has its own
independent service to seek the interest of Barbadian
workers; therefore 1 do hope that Mr. Brewster and the
other assistants who are appointed with him would co-
operate and make the Barbadian workers there as happy
as they can be, and take thatinterestin them and the other
multifarious duties of the Liaison Office. By virtue of the
work of that office and the service andassistance rendered
generally in the UnitedKingdom, the Barbadians there would
come to regard the United Kingdom or England or which
ever part they happen to be astheir second home and Bar-
badians are known wherever they go abroad as persons
who never forget their relatives in their island home,
Barbados. Therefore, when one speaks and thinks of the
benefits, he has only to go to the Registered Letters
Department of the Post Office and the Government
Savings Bank and one will see the remittances which
are coming through those Departments from the emigrants
who are settledabroad. Let ushope thattheir stay there will
be long and they regard England as their second home.

1 agree with the Resolution, and speaking for myself
I commend the Hon. Minister for the action he has taken
in attempting to put the Barbados Liaison Service ona
proper footing and to serve as anincentive and inducement
to Barbadians abroad and who are fighting to keep the
good name of Barbados up. There is no doubt these
Barbadians have been admired as some of the best workers
from the West Indies.

Mr. WALCOTT: It is nowonder in South America when
a Government has fallen from office, as it so frequently
happens, that they have been able to produce men who can
come to Parliament, and before they come to Parlament,
agree to what they are going to say before they discuss it.
Fortunately for me, I go to the United Kingdom about four
times a year and 1 do not promiseanybody to support any-
thing., What 1 say today 1 can say to any officer. 1 was not
old enough to be put on these Boardsin the old days where
nepotism used to flourish. The hon. member wants to say
that this is an ambassadorial office which you are setting
up. You do not believe in the hierachy of things. This is
a third rate office. Go back and look at the Resolution
and you will see that what I am talking is correct. ]
happen to go many places. 1 know a man who used to be
in the Ambassador’'s office, Sir Oliver Franks. When he
left that American embassy, he went back to England and
held a post which was considered as one of the top
flight posts in that country and he was counted as one of
the top flight peoplethere, That was after the war. 1met
the Labour Attach€ in Washington and thatpost is a higher
post than anything we are sending out from here. The
hon. senior member for Christ Church is backing the
Hon. Minister for Trade for explaining. If he does not
explain the Resolution, he is incompetent, Now, what the
Hon. Minister cannot explain and what the hon. senior
member for Christ Church tried to explain and could
not explain is that £400 per annum in Englandis a mod-
erate allowance to be given a man for house allowance.
4.45 p.m.

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order.] have not
yet had the opportunity of replying to the hon. member.
When 1 have that opportunity [ will reply to him.

Mr. WALCOTT: What point of order is that? If
you are going to reply you should reply.

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order. The last speaker
challenged me about the house allowance. The average
flat in England is rented at ten guineas a week andl
suggested that the Government should utilise that money
in the purchase of a property so as to avoid having to
pay rent.
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Mr. WALCOTT: If the remt of an average flat is
ten guineas a week, why do you pay this allowance of
$480 if you are paying a man a salary? What justification
is there to pay rent for a man if you are paying him an
adequate salary? Even on the hon. member’s argument,
of a flat at ten guineas a week, if you are paying a man
a salary of £1,300 a year, why should you pay his rent?
Is it not on the hypothesis that you are not paying the man
an adequate salary? Are you saying that you will intro-
duce that into the whole structure of your Civil Service?
It means that the provisions of this Resolution will become
part of our Civil Service structure. When you add up
this salary it will amount to $11,000 a year and the only
person who is above that is the Chief Justice. This
office cannot come near to that of the Chief justice and
other offices like that. You cannot work on the hypo-
thesis that if a man can read and write you will pay him,
but if he cannot read and write you will not pay him; or
that because 2 man has a first class degree you must
pay him something in addition. You will work on the
assumption that a man can spell, but if you find that he
cannot spell, then you have made an error. The hon.
member’'s premise is wrong. 1 do not know if the hon.
senior .member for Christ Church was living in a ten-
guinea-a-week flat. 1 was in a flat in London and it was
not a ten-guinea-a-week flat; it was a very decent flat
with four rooms and I do not know what the hon. member in
a poor community like ours is telling us about meeting
employers on an equal footing, as if youhave to meet them
in your bed-room or drawing-room. In England or in
America you do not meet anybody in your private home as
a general rule; anybody who has been to a big country will
know that a man will meet you at a luncheon. In the heart
of Piccadilly, at Strand Palace Hotel, you only pay 37/6
a night and that is a hotel with all the services of a hotel.
I am talking about the West End, not the East End or
Notting Hill. You are telling me that for an officer to work
as Liaison Officer you must pay him a salary of £700 and
nearly one third of that as a houseallowance. ] always like

" to sit down and think. Let ustake the Minister in Barbados;

do you think he would be wise in paying nearly one-third
of his salary as house rent?Only madpeople do that, When
a man is working for £1,300 do you suggest that he should
have another £400.....

Mr. TALMA: Rents in England are expensive. For
one rdom which has a toilet and bath and kitchenette,
the charge is seven guineas.

Mr. WALCOTT: Well, the hon. member hascome down
to seven guineas. Why should the Government pay an
Officer’s rent for him?f you say that such and such is the
salary on which a man should live, what then is the jus-
tification for paying his rent for him? 1 pay rent too
because nobody wants to live in the Almshouse, and
whether you own a house or not you still have to pay be-~
cause you have to pay taxes. If a man in Barbados is
working for £1,300 and you send him to England for the
same £1,300, I say that that is not fair; but here the Gov-
ernment is creating a post. Quickly after the hon. mem=~
ber's return to Barbados he said in a debate that things
in Barbados are so expensive that it is more expensive
for a man to live here thanforhim to live in England. Now
the hon. member does not realise that it is the same
England.

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order. I never said that;
that is an untruth,

Mr. WALCOTT: Welll can quote him; Ican givehim
chapter and verse. We were talking about pioneer status
about socksand stockings coming duty free.....

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order. I have always said
how high rents are. It is an absolute untruth for anybody
to say that ] said that rents are not excessive.

Mr. WALCOTT: The hon. member said that when it
comes to these things in Barbados, you can buy socks and
tdes at one~-half the price you pay for them in Barbados.
(Mr. TALMA: We were talking about rents.) Are rents the




only part ofaman’scostof living? You eat food every day
and the rent is not higher than the food. Do you know how
the cost of living is computed?

Mr. TALMA: 1 am not discussing the cost of living;
1 am talking about rent. I am not the Minister to defend
it, anyhow.

Mr. WALCOTT: What benefit would come to me by
twisting the hon. member’'s statement? Far from that, the
hon. member has my fullest sympathy. I have known him
for years and therefore he has my fullest sympathy in
anything which he says and does. 1 have not got to twist
his statements; the hon. member talks about colonialism
and if it does not mean anything tohim it means something
to me. Youare givinga manahouse allowance in the United
Kingdom at £400 per annum on the basis that rents in
England are high; therefore the allowance on his basis
should be the difference between what the man’s normal
salary would be and what he receives.

4,55 p.m.

For argument’s sake, {f youhavea manin Barbados getting
this salary and the rent he would have been called upon to
pay would be £200 per annum, youcannot get a house in the
United Kingdom for £200; therefore youwouldgivehim the
difference between what he would normally have to pay as
rent as an allowance, That would connote anallowance just
8s you give a man a motor car allowance, because you do
not give him a car, and that is the sort of thing that would
put him back. The idea of giving a motor car allowance is
because he would not be out of pocket in using the car, but
a man cannot be out of pocket by paying rent; he gets a
salary on the assumption thathehastolook for somewhere
to live.

Mr. Chairman, the Governor comes here and lives in
a house, and therefore he does not pay rent, but the other
officers do. What percentage would an officer coming into
the Service in Barbados at £1,300 pay asrent? I challenge
the Minister to say what rent is taken out of the salary of
the Director of Education for Codrington big house. 1 am
sure you are not taking out £400 per annum. Ask the Min~
ister how much is paid in rent by the Director of Agricul-
ture, by Doctors and by other people in that grade. The
Labour Adviser to the Secretary of State for the Colonies,
a gentleman by the name of Mr. Foggen who was Labour
Commissioner in Nigeria getsa salaryin England of some-
thing like £2,700 per annum. This salary is now £2,500.

Now Mr, Chairman, the hon. member does not get his
facts right. He may have been in England and seen these
things; I go to England frequently, butlam a busy man and
I do not go to interfere in Barbadians' business; but nor-
mally when you go and see these people they want you to
take up something or get something done back home. When
I see them 1 say ‘*hello’’ and goand ‘‘fire’’ a drink around
the pubs and that isthat. When the hon, member talks about
these people having to travel and asksthe Minister to ans-
wer that, the Minister cannot answer it any more than to
say that it is a fact that these people get a travelling allow-
ance, Mr. Brewster, Mr. Pickwoad andanybody elseis en-
titled to a travelling” allowance, because that is a normal
condition of employment in the Government Service. If the
Government asked me to go upto some place, 1 am entitled
to a travelling allowance; but what] pointed out and the hon.
member does not seem to get clear is this Representation
Allowance. This Representation Allowance isnotanEnter-
tainment Allowance, because as you will see next to it is
“Entertainment’’, and that is the sort of thing given when
you are away from home. When it comes to these posts
you do not have to pad them up because this is enough mon-
ey. Does it mean that because we have agreed to this ser-
vice, youare proposingtoaddall these things to his salary?
When you add up all these allowances youwill see that they
amount to something like $11,500 andthe Premier’s salary
is about $12,000 per annum. Can you have anything more
ridiculous? We are running & bogus Government where a
third rate Officer in England is getting $11,000 while the
Premier of Barbados is getting $12,000. The Government
forms policy, and this is just like paying the British Am-
bassador in the United States more money than the Prime
Minister. Can you have that sort of madness and a struc-
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ture Hke that? You have padded out the salary with these
things, and no matter by what name you call them, when
you pay a man in the United Kingdom Entertainment Allow-
ance, he draws it; similarly he draws the Representation
Allowance and the Housing Allowance; therefore the amount
which you are paying isfantastic; but the hon. member says
it is not fantastic because he ig out there seeking employ-
ment for workers.

Do you realise, Mr. Chairman, if thereisany slump at
all in Britain, where the West Indians standin any of these
jobs they hold? Being in the Trade Union Movement I know
what 1 am talking about; we have to be prodding the Trade
Unionists in England all the time to allow West Indians to
remain there, because what you read in the newspaper is
not there by chance. There {sa move on foot, and any Min-
ister who has been to England and met any Englishman
will admit that they ask what we are doing in the West In-
dies to keep WestIndians here.No matter what his philoso-
phy is, the average Englishman, whether heisa man in the
House of Commons or outside, doesnot welcome these large
numbers of West Indians coming there. The hon. member
may not know that there are more WestIndians in the United
Kingdom than have been recruited. I do not tell people to
rush off to England, but as 1 have said, there are 4,000
vacancies in the Transport Service.

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, this
service is not only for the ones who have been recruited
by the Barbados Government; this service is available to
all Barbadians no matter how they get there, even if they
Stow away,

Mr. WALCOQOTT: Mr. Chairman, 1 am dealing within
the context of the hon. member’s speech when he spoke
about this service being there to supply work, because
when we talk about a service like this, no Government in
the worldcan set upa service which can take care of every-
body who leaves the country. I am not even taking the hon,
member’s suggestion that ina place like England you should
have a Barbadian house in every industrial city and at the
same time ask the Barbados Government to subscribeto a
West Indlan house in London, subscribe to the Federal Gov-
ernment and at the same time ask us out of our own pockets
to tell the Barbadians in Englandnotto be West Indians but
to be Barbadians by setting up a Barbadian house in Bir-
mingham, Sheffield, Liverpool, Yorkshire: and in Cardiff,
if you care to.

5.05 p.m.

Now, 1 cannot subscribe to that. That isa matter I did
not take seriously: but what ] took seriously is the text of
the Resolution. Do not tell me of the necessity of this ser-
vice. This service is not in question. The Hon. Minister
himself said that this was a service which was agreed to
by a Resolution. We are not saying that you should not have
the assistance, I am not saying that it should be reviewed;
1 am saying that there is no justification for giving a man
£400 per annum as house allowance. ] am not concerned
with Mr. Brewster,

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise ona point of order.
1 am not concerned with Mr. Brewster, but I know that the
people there are doinga good job.I would like to see 200 or
300 more Barbadians settled there thisyear. Youget a few
people coming in but there are 4,000 vacancies there now
and if you can get more of our people there now, 1 would be
glad, -

Mr. WALCOTT: This Hon. member seems to believe
that the more we pay a man, the more you get out of him.
What do you think you pay the Director of a firm for? We
have the false idea thatthe more we pay a man and because
you give this man this house allowance, it will bring you in
& few more people. What do youmean? Do you mean that if
a Director brings in a few more dollars to a firm, up
goes the Director’s salary? We have the falseidea that all
it means is that as soonashe does a good job you must put
on all the padding. Thatisthe oldtime Barbadian argument.
Does Mr. Brewster have to invite an employer home at his
flat to settle the pay of workers? That i3 not the place for
that,
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Mr. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, I rise ona point of order.
I want to bring to the attention of the Committee that Mr.
Brewster is the assistant Liaison Officer. He is not the
holder of the top post. The holder of the top post is appoint-
ed by the Colonial Office. Mr. Brewster is the No.2 man.

Mr., WALCOTT: Sir, the hon. member could not be
more wrong. Mr. Brewster at the presenttimeis acting as
Liaison Officer. That office has nothing to do with the
Colonial Office. 1 have said many times in here that there
is too much of this Colonial Office mentality operating here.
There is too much Colonial talk. Thatiswhy 1 say that be-
fore the hon. member speaks he must be certain that his
premise is right. The post of Liaison officer isnot a
Colonial Office appointment. The hon. member does not
realise that this is something which is done by the Cabinet.
This is 2 Resolution which gives the Government the au-
thority to set these things up, What the hon. member fails
to see is that this is the intention of the Minister or the
policy of the Government because the Minister canhave an
intention to do something for the Government andthen that
may be something which the Government hasalready agreed
upon. If it is the established structure, allthatl am saying
is that you are establishinga postat £1,300 per annum plus
£ 400 ashouse allowance which makesit £1,700 plus another
£500 as Representation Allowance making it £2,200 which
is £180 per month. I wanttoask, ‘' Do you think that that is
a salary which Barbados should create for the post of
Liaison Officer?’’ The post of Liaison Officerisa position
which is not higher than the post of Labour Commissioner
of Barbados. The Labour Commissioner is getting $7,680
per annum and this post of LiaisonOfficeris at a salary of
$11,520 which is $4,000 more thanthat of Labour Commis-
sioner. The point which 1 was making was that we in Bar-
bados were suffering from not being able to appoint a La-
bour Commissioner although we have sent so many people
on Labour Commissioner courses.

1 would like to see the Hon. Minister of Trade and the
Cabinet grappling with these problems. Why tell me that
the people in this office in England are doing a good ser-
vice? If they were not doing a good service I would get up
here and say so. The members of that office are entitled
to Travelling Allowance now: but do not tell me because
the rates are high that you must pay the full rate. The hon.
member spoke of rent being at ten guineas a week. If you
pay ten guineas a week, you are paying 520 guineas a year;
therefore on the hon. member's basis we should be paying
not £400 per year, but 520 guineas per year — that is to
say, if you regard that now as the normal rate. 1 say that
you cannot work on the hypothesis of paying a salary to a
man and paying his rent too. Youarenot paying the Labour
Commissioner of Barbados a Rent Allowance. At present,
you deduct from their salary if yourentthem a house. Mr.
Adams condemned it and since then we do not offer Civil
Servants rent-free houses; a deduction is made from their
salary for rent.

The hon. senior member for Christ Church talks of
rent in England. Youappoint somebody whoisa stenograph-
er or secretary. Where is it that you gave a stenographer
or secretary aHouse Allowance? The only way you give a
secretary a House Allowanceisif sheisyour public secre-
tary and your private secretary. I would say this. If you
tack on these House Allowances to the salaries of these
people now, every time house rent goes up in England, up
go your House Allowances also. Soon and very soon these
House Allowances would be more than the salary.

Mr. Chairman, we have to be trustees onbehalf of the
Government’s purse. Would you pay a man a salary of
£1,300 and then give him £400 as House Allowance? 1 say
that cannot be justified. If you want to raise his salary, do
so. The hon. senior member for Christ Church knows that
1 have been aboutthisplace for a long time. All this is done
to hide the amount of money the person is getting so that
the hon. member can come hereandmakea speech at that.
The reason why this 1s done in such a manner is to make
you not see what is the true salary: but if you add all of
these things up, the total amount would come to a salary
which is very much more than what any Head of a De-
partment gets in this Establishment and which will make
you say: *‘Why pay this man so much salary?’’

I challenge anybody in Barbados to say different from
this. Unless a Head of a Department is suffering from
arthritis, if youadvertise that postatthat salary of $11,520,
you will get nearly every Head of Department applying for
it. What is more, itisnota job which takes any extraordin-
ary high academic ability which would preclude some peo-
ple from applying for it. However, do not take that to mean
that I am against giving these people Travelling Allowance
and Representation Allowance, I amagainst givingallthese
people House Allowance. 1 feel when you give a mana
salary that it must include what it will take if that man is
renting a house.

5.15 p.m.

They recruit some people in the West Indies. I go to the
West Indian Trade Commissioner and 1 see the Reception-
ist; the young lady shows where things are and so forth.
They give you information, but I do not know why the Bar-
bados Government must perpetuate the idea of giving a
House Allowance to a man to whom they intend to pay a
salary.

The Minister says that he will buy a house in London;
Trinidad, Grenada and the others will buy houses and you
have a West Indian Federation! This Government has
pledged {tself to be a member of the Federation; you do not
want a referendum as to whether you should remain in
the Federation as in Jamaica. I donot know if the Minister
is clear in his mind as to the cost of the House Allowance
in London and for what service he wants to buy a house in
London; it looks to me as if Barbadosis getting so wealthy
that we can go to Londonandbuya house for these officers
while there are certain needy things in Barbadoswhich we
do not have the money to carry out. You are putting an
officer to live in a house in London, but he is not an am~-
bassador. You are setting out to somebody that you are
going to buy a house and the interest rates will be related
to £400. 1 am gladto say that when the hon. senior member
for Christ Church goes back to his home, he will find that
there are quite a lot of people in Christ Church who look
upon £400 for a man in Englandina very different manner
from how he looks at it. Barbadians are going to work as
poor Barbadians and if we can spend that kind of money...

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order. Is the hon. member
trying to suggest that the voters in Christ Church will not
support me because I think that this £400 is a mere
bagatelle?

Mr. WALCOTT: Is that a point of order? I am saying
that there are other people in Christ Church who regard
£400 in a different way from how he regards it.

Mr. TALMA: ] think that the hon. member should
concentrate on his own constituency.

Mr. WALCOTT: I am telling the hon. member that
there are other people in Christ Church who regard £400
in a different light from that in which he regards it. If he
looks at it as something negligible in England......

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order. Thehon. member is
carrying this matter too far, 1 have explained my position.
1 am not the Minister, but the hon. member is pegging
away at me all through this debate. If he wants to answer
what I have saidhe cananswer it, but now he is going to the
people of Christ Church. Let me tell him that this £400 can
be spent in the right way. I suggest that that amount of
money be ploughed into the proportion of $6,000 and provide
proper accommodation for these officers. When the hon.
member says that the people in Christ Churchwill not re~
gard this £400 as a bagatelle, 1 should like to say that1
have been taking care of myself in Christ Church for all
of this ime and 1 do not need his assistance.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 do not think that the hon. member
should talk about my assisting him in Christ Church. What
I am saying is that £400 in addition to a salary of £1,300
is not spending the £400 wisely. The Barbados Govern-
ment is paying this £1,700; the taxpayers are paying out
this £1,700 and what we have toask ourselves is this: *‘Do
we want to pay this £1,700.7" They have not put down this
amount as a salary because it would look too high; but if
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you add this House Allowance to the salary, everybody will
see that this officer is living in England and he has to pay
this money. If you give the average Clvil Servant $50 a
month and call it house rent and you give him $600 a year
more and call it house allowance, he will thank you for it.
This amount of $50 a month as an average will cover your
whole Civil Service. I do not care who the officer is;
he could be my brother; if he cannot work for £1,300 and if
the Government is afraid, then that is the Government's
business. 1 am not voting for a House Allowance of any
$480 for any of these officers. I do not care what service
the officer is rendering now.

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that this de-
bate has had to go on for so long: Speaking of the Liaison
Officer, 1 think he is in relation to an ambassador, es~
pecially the one whom we have in Great Britain today.
When this emigration to Great Britain started, it was one
of the best lghts which had ever shone in favour of Bar-
badians and also of West Indians. In my view, the light in
Barbados had just begun to go outandit was God's mercies
to open that door for sending out these poor people to work
for money and help their dying relatives in Barbados. 1
think that it is a very good solution. As to the officer we
have there, I think that every possible facility which is
needed should be granted to him. I do not know that there
is any need to argue that point in this debate; this officer
has to go all over England so as to solve the problems
of the workers, and he has to travel night and day in order
to try to solve the problems of the Barbadians; when we
are asleep and resting, many people are spending, eating

and drinking out of these Barbadians. This Government

therefore has to select somebody to look after the wel-
fare of Barbadian emigrants and to help solve their prob-
lems, and 1l think it is one of the best jobs which could ever
have been done.

5.25 p.m.

Talking about accommodation, Sir, I know thathe must
have some one visiting hishome; sol am in agreement with
the Representation Allowance, the Entertainment Allowance
and the Housing Allowance as set out in this Resolution.
Everything is in my opinion correct because the Liaison
Officer has to meet boththe bigandthe small man in Great
Britain, and he has to be a man qualified to meet all kinds
of people, and I should like to know that when they call at
his home, it is acceptable and he can meet them at all
times. I do not see why there should be so much argument
on this, and 1 hope that the debate would not go any further.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I think] shouldadd my
contribution to this. I am supporting the Resolution, but
because 1 am doing so there is no gainsaying or denying
that some: of the points raised by the hon. senior member
for St. Peter should be taken notice of. There is abso-
lute necessity for this officer, but unlike himl do not agree
that the amount to be voted as a Representation Allowance
and the Entertainment Allowance shouldbetakenas salary,
because whatever officer you have here must of necessity
do some entertaining. That entertainment isnot necessarily
for his personal benefit, because I believe thatany Liaison
Officer who must come in contact with people, fore-men and
people who run shops in places like that must of necessity
find themselves in a position to entertain people and he
cannot do it out of his pocket. On the other hand, 1 do not
clearly recall what was meant by the Representation Al-
lowance.

Although the Hon. Minister seems to have been at pains
to anticipate all that the Qpposition would ask, I am not
quite satisfied about what he calls an OverseasAllowance,
and 1 would like that made abur *antly clear. I would like
to have some better explanation of that, because I have
come to the conclusion that the salary you are paying this
officer is £1,700 a year. 1 hope the Government has taken
this into consideration very clearly and have not gone
panicky, because if this Officer is going to be part of your
Establishment, you must remember that you have a Civil
Service Association, and if you place this Officer in a
grade to cause a feeling in the general rank and file of
the Service or the top-ranking officers of the Service that
an officer has been pitchforked into this post without

the necessary academic qualifications which you have set
for the general service, it might cause some confusion.

1 am supporting the Resolution, but I must say I hope
the Government {8 not becoming panicky and have studied
it from every angle, because you are offering this officer
exclusive conditions, and what I have in mindis the allow~
ance which is called an Qverseas Allowance, If you are
offering £1,700 to this officer, I hope heis going to be re-
cruited from Barbados because ] do not subscribe to this
idea that this is a foreign country that people are going to.
If that is the idea, let us start to draw the line here and
now. | believe that you should recruit and train these
people from your rank and file, because there are times
when the interests of West Indians and Englishmen must
clash, and an Englishman in such a job must of necessity
take the side of Englishmen; so 1 agree that you must
appoint a man well trained and suitable for this job. It is
not an Ambassador’s job nor is ita Consul's job; it is true
we have a Federation, but those of uswho know Barbadians
well enough know - and 1 donot know if 1 would be bringing
tales out of school, but even the Secretary of State for the
Colonies would have to admit it - that in England at the
Transport Workers’ Board youcan see a marked difference
in the Barbadians you have been sending up. This is also
true at the Hospitals, and I have been told this by top-
ranking officials from England,

Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear the Minister in
reply tell us something more about this $2,400 which he
calls an Qverseas Allowance, because if he is receiving
£1,300 as salary, then you will realise what grade that
officer is in; he must be in the category of a Magistrate.
I do not question the travelling or entertainment allow-
ances, because those are absolutely necessary. If you are
going to give him $500 which is noted here as a Re-
presentation Allowance and which youhave suggested should
be called an Qverseas Allowance, then one of the other
two Allowances would have to come off because this offfcer

" would be receiving £1,300 plus £500 which would be £1,800.
If you are going to pay him an Qverseas Allowance and a
Representation Allowance, then you should take off the
Rent Allowance. If he were living in Barbados and re-
ceiving the salary of £1,300, he would normally rent
a house at $75 or $80 a month; that is what a Magistrate
would pay for rent from such a salary. 1 think that Bar-
bados is the best place in the world to live, but when
some people go to England and come back they say Eng-
land is. If you are going to ask a man to go to England
and live, you should give him an Qverseas Allowance,
but I want you to convince me if you give him an Qver-
seas Allowance, on to £1,300, why you should also
give him a House Allowance.

5.35 p.m.

1 am supporting.the Resolution but 1 want that clearly
explained. You must have this within the ambit of your en-
tire Civil Service. Naturally, you have your office there
and you must pick the most sultable persons for the job.
1 do not subscribe to the view that if he is suitable for the
job, he should not be getting £1,300 a year. Let me repeat
for the Hon. Minister, if you give him that salary, then
give him $1,920 for Rent Allowance, then $2,400 as Re-
presentation Allowance, you must explain one or the other
to me. ] feelthat youareentitledto give him £1,300 a year.,
I do not believe you will put anybody in a category below
that. Why pay him Rent Allowance plus Qverseas Allow-
ance? Call it something else. Otherwise, 1 support the
Resolution. 1 said Entertainment and Travelling Allow-
ances. 1 believe the hon. member said that one was Tra~
velling Allowance.

Hon. M. E, COX: OverseasAllowance is substituted for
Entertainment Allowance.

Mr. MOTTLEY: 1 do not think 1 have to make any apo-
logies for Entertainment Allowance, I think a man in his
position is entitled to Entertainment Allowance and there
should not be any apologies made for that. Do you re-
member, Mr. Chairman, I think it was the late Governor,
Sir william Savage, who told the leader of my Party on
the occasion that he had gone to New York to look into
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the question of emigrants for the U.S,A, that he was on
his way back to Barbadosinthe typical way after discussing
everything and he met an Englishmanwho livedin America
for a long time, Talking about the subjectto the Englishman,
the Englishman told him that he would never get a real
discussion unless he got it at a cocktail party. Taking the
Englishman at his word, he held a cocktail party and
there he clinched the whole thing.

1 have some other observadons to make. The Hon.
Minister gave us chapter and verse of what they have done.
1 want to note this because 1 have observed he has not re-
ferred to it. He said that he does not pay newspaper re-
ports much attention, and then ona matter on which he was
speaking he went on to describe what the newspaper said
and then categorically denied such things as were put in
the newspaper. 1 want to say this. Weon this side, at least
my Party, are fully conscious of the contribution which we
made in the inital stages:to get Government to see the
wisdom in assisting people to go to England. We subscribe
to the view of these people being of a high standard and
keeping the good name of Barbados up abroad, It was ex~
pressed to us that the feeling in England was such that the
Barbadian workers were doing well and they appreciated
it. You would agree with me that there must have been
some deflection from that because at one time, Mr. Chair-
man, as you know, you would not have got to train one
single soul here with our standard of education for the
London Transport Executive. We are fully conscious of
what we are doing but we are more than conscious what
would be the position if we of this Party had waited until
today to bring Government to the realisation of their
senses that it was their duty to see that people go to Eng-
land.

Now, Sir, there was a release in the Press a few.

days ago setting out how many people had gone to the
hospitals, and that Press release by the Government
went on to say that the Government had been encourag-
ing hospitals in England not to take girlsfrom here unless
they came through the Government sponsored scheme.
do not know if the Minister saw this because he said that
he pays little artention to what appears in the Press. I did
hear the Hon. Minister pointing out that he did not agree
with everything he saw in the newspaper. I want the hon.
member to say on the floor of the House if it is true that
that is the policy of the Government. 1 hope it is not so
because you have no chance of doing it. There is only a
small number of these people who go as student nurses
for whom the Government has secured jobs; and if that
statement which we saw in the Pressiscorrect, I will just
ask, why are you doing it? Is this typical of the Govern-
ment of Barbados? You do not send one-sixth of the people
who go there to find work.

Now, backing that up is the attitude of the Police sup-
ported by the Government a8 regards obtaining passports.
Listen to this. If the daughter of the hon. member on my
right wants to go to England, she is not subjected to the
examination and indignides of the daughter of the hon.
member on my left. This girl may be the mother of two
or three children, and unless she can satisfy MissArne
or whoever is the Social Welfare Qfficer now that she
has already obtaineda job inthe United Kingdom, the Police
Department on the instructions of the Government will deny
her a passport: but they will not deny one to the daughter
of the hon. member on my right. Youcannot get around this.
1f everybody has to show you something that they have ob-
tained a job you will get very few people going there. You
know as well asl do that people leave here and when they
get there they get a job. Now, this is something which I
took up with the Police myself. 1 want to know whether
this was done on your authority.l know if you have got a
conviction, you can be denied a passport. That is some~
thing which the Governor-in-Executive Committee can
give or withhold. But why should the average working girl,
who can raise enough money to England, because she may
have three or four children through no fault of her own -
because it is purely economicswhich resultedin her having
those chfldren - even if she cannot show you that she has
already got a job, be denied a passport? This is their nor-
mal freedom. Have you subjected people to thistype of thing
before they get a passport?

Now, this is also for the information of the Hon. Minis-
ter. The Police go a little further thanthat and they say to
people coming to get passports: ‘‘Show me that you have
the ticket,”

5.45 p.m.

A lot of people are going and putting down money and they
do not get any passport; money is taken out of the deposit
and it is not given back to these people because they are
told: ‘‘We have to get a commission out of it.”* This repre-
sentation has been made to me in my office. 1 have taken
the matter to the Police Department and they have said
that they have to issue a passportformand if they do issue
it, Miss Arne must sign it and you must satisfy her with
a letter saying that you havegota job in England. They are
helping these people in one way, and in another way they
are not helping them. Do you have theidea that these girls
would corrupt the morals of the British people? Well, this
cannot even be acid and vinegar. This is not an accusation
against the Minister; it is exactly what the Deputy Com-
missioner of Police told me and what the Sargeant told
me. Are yougoing to withhold passportsfrom the Minister’s
daughter or the Premier’s daughter or your own daughter?
Why are you doing it to other people?

Let us all face the facts, If at the time when people
had to go to the United States of America everybody had
said: ‘I cannot give you a passport unless you show me
that you have a job,”’ how many people would have got

' passports? I suggest to the Minister that he put his foot

down on this matter now. There is no justifiable reason
in the world why a girl of nineteen who wants to go to
England should have to go to Miss Arne soastogeta
passport. These things are done against people and they
are done more against the women than against the men.
1 do not think that these things should be allowed to go on.
There are other things which are being done in that De-
partment about which 1 shall speak at a later date, but for
now I will draw to the attention of the Minister that a]-
though they are helping people in one way they are not
helping them in another way.

Another point is this. 1 understand that the Liaison
Officer is usually kept in touch with the emigrants from
the Emigration Department. 1 think that the Minister
should do something about this. Nowadays batches of
seventy-five to eighty people leave here by plane, which
is nothing to do with the Government scheme. This may
sound difficult to you, but you have three or four lnes
which carry people to England all the time; you should
not only inform the Liaison Qfficer as to those who go to
England through the Government scheme but also of those
who go to England otherwise. According to the Govern-
ment’s policy, no information is given when these other
people are at the London Airport. I should like to hear
the hon. member’s explanation on this matter. I support
the Resolution because 1 feel we need a Liaison Officer.
1 do not think that this amount of £1,300 a year is too
much; I think he should have entertainment and travelling
allowance, but, speaking for myself, if youtake £1,300 plus
£400 and you have an overseas allowance, living outside
Barbados you would be paying something more; however I
cannot see that House Allowance and also this QOverseas
Allowance should be given. Nobody could question the Tra-
velling Allowance and the Entertainment Allowance, nor
do 1 think anybody could question the salary; but as to the
House Allowance and also Overseas Allowance there does
appear to be some clash there and I should like to hear
the Hon. Minister on that. As regardsthe question about the
passports, 1 hope the Minister has heard what ] have said.

Hon. M. E., COX: Mr. Chairman, I would like to reply
to the points which have been made by hon. members. First
of all, 1 would like to thank those hon. members who sup-
ported the Resolution, the hon. senior member for Christ
Church and the bon. senior member for the City who have
made very valuable contributions towards this debate.
Although it was not unexpected, I cannot see that anybody
who has the interest of the people of this island at heart,
could seriously oppose this Resolution. Indeed, Mr. Chair-
man, 1 was very surprised to hear the remarks of the hon.
senlor member for St. Peter. As a matter of fact, if those
remarks had come from the hon. junior member for Christ




Church 1 would not have been a bit surprised; but1 am
very surprised to hear them coming from the hon. senior
member for St. Peter.

1 hope that the hon. member will not take any offence
at what 1 am sayingbecause] donot mean any sarcasm, but
1 am speaking facts. The hon. member, like many of us,
bas sprung from very humble circumstances and I can as~
sure him that as far as we are concerned, if he goes to the
skies, we wouldappreciate it; weare gladto see that some-
body Hke him can rise to the top and carry every thing
with him, even his behaviour (Mr. WALCOTT: 1 did not
quite catch what the hon. member said.) I said that I would
Hke to see him rise to the topand carry with him even his
good behaviour. (L aughter) Another thing is that the hon.
member is the Secretary of the only Trade Union which
represents the workers in this island and you would
have expected, that he, rather than attempt to push down
the salary and perquisites of an individual, would have

commented the other way around; that is to say, that he

would have......

Mr. WALCOTT: On & point of order. 1 did not attempt
to push down the salary; I did not say that the salary was
too much. The hon. member must quote me correctly. 1
said that I did not agree with the House Allowance which
you are glving to any of these officers. Do not let the hon.
member misquote me.

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member was not listening
to me. If he had been listening to me, he would not have

interrupted me. 1 was referring to the salary and perqui-

. sites.

5.55 p.m.

As soon as you calculated and added them together, you
commented on the whole, I would have thought that coming
from him he would have agitated and saidwe are not doing
justice to this officer or we are notdoing sufficient rather
than to speak in the manner in which he spoke against
this Resolution and against the persons concerned whoare
in charge of that Department.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order,

1 would not have the hon. member say that I spoke against
the person or persons in charge of the office. Throughout
the whole debate 1 said nothing against the persons in
charge of the office. 1 must repeat that ] was against the
Housing Allowance and in my closing remarks ] said that
even if it were my brother 1 would not vote for the House
Allowance.

Hon. M. E, COX: The first thing the hon. member
said, and he repeated in parrot-like form exactly what
the hon. junmior member for St. John said some weeks ago
relative to Barbados vis-a-visi the West Indies, was that
we were becoming the laughing stock of the West Indies,
and he talked about following the bogus Colonial policy.
What is bogus in this? I thought he would have lauded a
policy such as this because it seeks to put our people
in a similar footing with European people wherever they go.
Mr. Pickwoad used to do this job and when the Resolution
came before this House in 1955 no member got up and
cridcised Mr. Pickwoad getting $7,680 per annum plus a
Representation Allowance of $2,400 and another allowance
of $960 a year, ‘

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order,
it was not only criticised but ] said from the floor of this
House that he had no right tobe the person in England, and
the hon. member knows that.

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Chairman, the debates are here
and 1 am sure that if the member reads what was said, he
would take back those remarks. Again 1 repeat there
was absolutely no criticism whenthe Resolution was before
us on the last occasion for the establishment of this office.
1 cannot speak wildly like some people; I want to speak
so that you can check me. Mr. Chairman,when the office
wag established and these allowances were given to Mr.
Pickwoad, with the exception of the House Allowance, there
was absolutely no criticism, and one of the reasons for

not giving Mr. Pickwoad » House Allowance, was because
of the fact that he was an Englishman going home.

Mr. WALQOTT: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order,
let me tell the hon. member that Mr. Pickwood was second-
ed. The House did not know under what conditdons he was
seconded; so it was something done at Cabinet level,

Hon. M. E., COX: Mr. Chairman, the Resolution that
instituted the office which provided for the establishment
of this Service carried with it the salary that would have
been paid to Mr. Pickwoad as well as the Representation
Allowance of $2,400 and the other Allowance of $960, and
there was no question of a House Allowance because the
Officer was going home. To bear out my argument, 1 will
just quote a few cases which I hope will suffice the hon.
member for the City aswell, whilel am on this, This is the
position as it stands with the Oversea Officesas they are
set up in Canada and the United Kingdom. The hon. senior
member for St. Peter asked who would pay $13,000 and a
House Allowance; let him listentothese salarieswhich are
being paid now and the perquisites which follow:

The Commissioner gets $14,400 as salary, $7,200 Re~
presentation Allowance, Housing Allowance $4,800 and
Overseas Allowance $1,200, Hisprincipal Secretary gets
$10,800, Representation Allowance $2,400, House Allow-
ance $4,800 and Overseas Allowance $960. The Com-
mercial Secretary gets $8,800, Representation Allow-
ance $2,400, House Allowance $1,920 and Qverseas Allow~
ance $960. The Administrative Secretary gets $4,080 by

"$240 to $5,520, House Allowance $480, Overseas Allow-

ance $720. Now even the Secretary for Student Affairs gets
a Representation Allowance of $720, a House Allowance
of $480 and an Qverseas Allowance of $960.,

Now let us turn to Canada; the Canadian Commissioner
gets $12,000, a Representation Allowance of $7,200, House
Allowance $5,000 OverseasAllowance $1,680. The Deputy
Commissioner gets $8,880, Representation Allowance
$2,400, House Allowance $3,600 andOverseas Allowance
$1,440. The Assistant Commissioner - and this is the
Students part of it - gets $6,480X $240 - $7,440, Repre-
sentation Allowance $720, House Allowance $600, and
Overseas Allowance $1,200. The Assistant Commissioner,
Public Relations and Tourlsm gets $6,480x$240 - $7,440,
Representation Allowance $1,200, House Allowance $600
and Qverseas Allowance $1,200.

6.05 p.m.

It goes down to Administrative Assistant. He gets a
salary of $4,080 by 240 to $5,520, a House Allowance of
$480, and an Overseas Allowance of $960. That is the
position, Mr. Chairman, that exists at present in the
United Kingdom and also in Canada in s0 far as the Com-~
missioner’s Office is concerned.

Now, the hon. senior member for St. Peter started
off on the wrong leg saying that it was ludicrous to pro~-
vide for a Stenographer-Typist. If you readthe Addendum
you will see that no such provision is made for the
Stenographer-Typist.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise on a point
of order. No, Sir, 1 never said that was so. The Hon.
Minister pretends when 1 am speaking that he is paying
no attention to what I am saying and subsequently wants
to quote me. He must do both. I called out the name of
the Secretary/Welfare Officer and then made comparison
with the Stenographer-Typist. 1 said that if the Sten-
ographer-Typist is being paid £10 a week, which is
£520 per annum, what is the justification of giving the
Secretary /Welfare Officer a House Allowance and you are
not glving that to the Stenographer-Typist when the two
are in the same category. I further said that the Sec-
retary/Welfare QOfficer is the type of person whom you
are going to recruit as a Stenographer and that person
will migrate into that same job.

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member referred sar-
castically to the office of the Liaison Officer. He said that
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he is not a Governor; he is not an ambassador. He said:
““Who is he?'’ What am I to understand from that?

Mr. WALCOTT: If the language which I used is lan-
guage which he cannot understand, well then, 1 do not
* know. ! said something about arch-protagonist and he
said that it was vulgar. I said that within the hierachy
of this thing that the Liaison Officer is a third rater;
that is to say, he is not Head of a Department and his
structure will come down to a lower level. 1 did not
say it in that vulgar sense as you hear in that Barbados
sense when you say ‘‘who is he?"’

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member said: ‘‘Who is
he?'* All that he has to do is to look after a few poor
people to find jobs for them. In other words he meant that
these people in that office were of no consequence.

Mr. WALCQTT: If the hon. member was on a plat-
form or out of the House, well thenhe could carry on there.
Only a person with a warped mentality would from whatl
said conclude that which he says., Because you say that this
man is not within the hierachy, would you conclude what
the hon. member has concluded? When you compare,
what you have to do? The conclusion he wants to make
is a political thing of it. Only an eroded mind would come
to that conclusion.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 am speaking to the hon. senior
member for St. Peter. Please try and avoid those per-
sonal remarks. Now that you have made the point - now
that you have explained what you mean in relation to the
salary of the Liason Qfficer, there is no need to carry
it any further.

Mr. WALCOTT: You were in the Chair to hear him.
1 say that only an eroded mind would conclude that I was
speaking in a derogatory manner of these people.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Having made that point of order,
would the hon. member listen to me?

Hon. M, E, COX: They willtalkany old thing whenever
they like, but when you reply they just cannot take it. I am
not lying, 1 do not tell lies. This is what the hon. member
said: ““Whom is he meeting? He is only dealing with
poor people who want jobs.'' What must 1 understand from
that? 1 can only conclude ~ and reasonably so - that there
are people who mcet people on a higher stratum than he,

Mr. WALCOTT: I said that he has to meet people and
these employers on a level, But as I have said, only an
eroded mind would come to that conclusion,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Minister did not say you
said so.

Mr. WALCOTT: Oh yes, Sir.
Mr. CHAIRMAN: He said that he can only conclude.

Mr. WALQCOTT: ‘*He '’ is a pronoun and a noun must
go beforethatandthat nounisthe hon. senior member
for St. Peter.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: He said: ‘‘I can only conclude.”

Mr. WALCOTT: He said: *‘I can only conclude from
what he said.”” ‘‘He means the hon. senior member for
St. Peter. The Hon. Minister talked about these poor
people., He said that 1 said: ‘““Who these people are?
They are nobody.”” What I was referring to is when
he made the statement that these people must have this
House Allowance. I said: ‘* Whom doesthe LiaisonOfficer
have to meet?’’ I said that he does not have to meet these
employers in his home. When you meet them, you do not
meet them in your home; you meet them outside.

Hon. M, E, COX: 1 heard his speech. He went further
that that. He said: ‘‘What social position is his?'' ‘'What
justification is it for taking up the taxpayers’ money to
give him?"’

3

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 said: ‘‘What social position is his
vis-a-vis; his assistant? His assistant is going to get
$480 as House Allowance and he is going to get $1,920."
I said: ‘“What is his social position vis-a-vis his second?’’
1 can remember my speech from chapter to verse. If
the hon. members around him are advising him, let them
advise him correctly.

Hon. M. E. COX: Sir, again] would repeat that | did
not expect a speech like that from the hon. member be-
cause | am sure that the hon. member has had the oppor-
tunity of visiting England on several occasions, and that
member has been taken around by the Liaison Officer and
has been shown things, and he knows the callings which
are made on this Officer from time to time not only deal-
ing with poor people as he puts it.

This Officer has to deal with people on the highest
level. He andl went to Sir Brian Robertson who is Chair-
man of the British Railways and discussed the question
of getting more of our people to England. You have to
meet people on the highest level. You are not only meet-
ing poor people, the poor hard-working people, andtrying to
get jobs for them.

Mr. WALCOTT: Now that theHon. Minister haspaused,
it is a good time for me to rise on a point of order,
Is the Hon. Minister concluding that 1 said that the gen-
tleman was only meeting people like that? Did] say that?
I said that he had to meet these people but that it was not
a matter of his meeting these people at the house in which
he has to llve. When he has to meet these people, itis a
question of his entertaining them to lunch.In so far as Re-
presentation Allowance, [ was not against their getting
Representation Allowance. | said that he should get it
but I did not agree with his getting £400 as House Allow~
ance.

Hon. M, E., COX: Mr. Chairman, I did not interrupt

the hon. member to that extent.

6.15 p.m.

The hon. member made one of the biggest mistakes which
anybody could have made, when he said that we should
not try to get these people out, because sending them out
does not add to our income. ’

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order. This hon. member
is going crazy or foolish; he does not understand what
people say. 1 agreed with the travelling allowance but 1l
said that sending out these people is not an answer to the
problem because when they go out they are not building up
the economy of Barbados, but the economy of the place
to which they have gone.

Hon. M. E, COX: 1 accept that, but I will show you,
Mr. Chairman, how wrong he is. Whence do our hard-
working people of African descent get money to establish
themselves in this country? They wentto Panama, Cuba,
Curacao and they made and sent back money to their
families to buy land, property and all that sort of thing.
Ownerswere ready to cut them up and they were able to
change the political face of this island. They got the vote,
because they could not vote unless they had certain qual-
ifications. These people were able to go outside and send
back millions of dollars to this country for the purpose
of buying land and property, educating their childrenand all
that sort of thing. How could the hon. member get it into
his head that it does not help the economy of this island
when these people go abroad?

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order, If the hon. mem-
ber does not understand what 1 said, I will repeat it.
I made the statement within the context of saying that
we have to do something in Barbados. I drew the instance
of St. Kitts and Dominica and the hon. member rose on
a point of order and said that that was not relevant.
Now it is not irrelevant for him to say what he is saying
or doing. I say that what we are doing here cannot increase
the national income.

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Chairman, one only has to look
at the remittances at the Post Qffice and see that sub-
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stantial sums are made which help to boost the economy
of this country. If it had not been for the fact that the
people ran from the despots of this island and the ex-
ploiters and went outside and worked for money, where
would we be today? They are the people who have made a
transformation politically, socially and economically of
this island. (Mr. WALCOTT: Who are they running from
now?) The hon. member says that you cannot compare
this office with that of the Chief Justice and with other
offices, but how does the Chief Justice come in here? Is
it that only the Chief Justice can live in a big house or
something like that? 1 have already said that this work
is not given its due weight and consideration. This is the
foundation of the future of our people; they are not only
able to work for their livelihood, but they are abie to im-
prove their conditions and to fit themselves into bigger
and better jobs as time goeson. Thisis something to which
the strongest support should be given rather than any-
body telling a man: ‘*You are living in England and]
will not give you any House Allowance.”’

The salary of this Liaison Officer has been fixed at
$6,240 per annum and the hon. member asked at one time:
‘“Suppose you get a slump and unemployment arises in
England and these people are no longer employed, what
would happen with this office?’’ I wanttotell the hon. mem-
ber that we thought that matter over too, because we have
just as much intelligence and foresight as they have over
there, If this office goes ‘‘bum’’ - as a matter of fact, I
think it will grow bigger and bigger - the individual can
be brought back here and be integrated into the service
because this individual does not get the salary of the
Head of a Department although he is the Head of a De-
partment. 1 know that every word which the hon. senior
member for Christ Church has spoken is true. Mr. Chair-
man, something went radically wrong with the hon. senior
member for St. Peter today. Do you know what he did? He
relegated the home of an important officer such as our
Liaison Officer to Strand Palace Hotel; he said that you
can get a room and breakfast for 37/6a day. But what sort
of accommodation do you get? You get aroom 8 ft. by 8 ft.
with a wash-basin and a bed. There is no sanitary con-
venience whatsoever in your room. All the other sanitary
conveniences are communal; you meet two or three on the
floor and so on. Everybody uses them; I wait on you and
you wait on me. The hon. member is thus comparing an
officer who has to attend to people these people take
some time before they find their feet and you are asking
the officer to Mve in circumstances similar to those of an
individual who goes to a hotel with a toilet and bath in
a room.

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order. The Government
of Barbados has had delegations going out. I have been
sent out and have been accommeodatedin such places, having
been sent by the Government of Barbados. Therefore,
when the hon. member says that I relegate an officer, it
is not a question of relegation; it is a comparison to
show the rental value. Hotel charges are infinitely high-
er than any flat charges; there is no question of re-
legation.

6.25 p.m.

If some one says that you get a place at ten guineas
a week, it means that the hotelchargesare infinitely high-
er than flat charges.

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Chairman, those are only inter-
ruptions. The hon. member is thinking about himself who
goes up for a day, two weeks or six weeks as compared
with a man, his wife and children to be housed.Is it
not ridiculous? Do you want to push him in a room at
37/67

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, this has nothing to
do with a man and his wife and children. This is an office,
and if this man does not own a child this is going to be
paid to him; so we cannot have this nonsense about a man
and his wife and children.

Hon. M., E, COX: Surely, Mr. Chairman, if we go
a step further he could have referred to a third rate
hotel called Charing Cross. What do you pay there?
The rate is £3. 17s. 6d., and you get sanitary con-

veniences; but the hon. member refers to the meanest,
cheapest and most inadequate accommodation.

As the hon. member puts it, andasit will appear from
his speech, he thinks this office should be treated in an
offhand manner, but this is what was laid down at the time
in a Supplementary Resolutionin 1955. Thisiswhat is says;

“*The functions of the Interim Qrganisation’ - whichis
this organisation ~ ‘‘would include the provision of advice
and assistance to and liaison with Government Qrganisa-
tions, Trade Unions, Welfare Organisationsetc. or the em-
ployment and settlement of Barbadians in the UnitedKing-
dom; the supply of infermation onthe employment situation
etc. in the United Kingdom to this Government; the settle-
ment of Barbadian workers in suitable employment; ad-
vice and assistance to them in matters of accommodation
etc., and personal problems and public relations work.'’

Do you look at that as a mean job in dealing with
a few poor people? 1 do not think there could be more
important pronouncements and obligations in any organi~
sation than in this. This deals with Trade Unions, and the
hon. member just referred to Sir Alfred Roberts who was
a T,U.C. man as far as | understand; (Mr. WALCOTT:
He still is.) but the hon. member failed miserably to
give this office the importance which it deserves. 1 know
for myself, Mr. Chairman, and what the hon. member for
Christ Church said is a fact, that this Liaison Officer has
to go and meet workers whenever they areto arrive at the
various train stations, he has to provide transportation for
them to their homes; he hasto look for people to cook meals
for them until they find their feet, and everything connected
with the welfare and well being of these immigrants he has
to deal with when they get there. Some nights and until the
early hours of the morning that officer is at one of these
stations, Paddington, Victoria or somewhere else, sitting
down inside waiting for these immigrants. 1t isa very im~
portant job and one which taxestheindividualin the highest
form.

Mr. Chairman, all we are askedtodotoday is to make
that individual a little more comfortable than heis at pre-
sent. | should like to say atthis stage that I am glad the hon.
senior member for Christ Church has touched onthe point
of providing quarters. If the House turns it down when it
comes here, it is a matter for the House, but I can assure
the hon. member that I wasworking onit for a few months;
and explorations, in so far as finding a suitable place for
this Officer and more of these officers, are going on so that
the Government will be able to house him and the staff, with
the exception maybe of the typist.

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I am
sorry tointerrupt theHon. Minister, butl would like to hear
him on the question of a Housing Loan scheme for the staff.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, we are prepared to
provide permanent housing for this staff. 1 know that only
recently that officer was given notice to leave where he is
now living, and if youwant this office to succeed you cannot
allow your officer to be placed at the whims and fancies of
the landlords who overnight can tell him that they do not
want him any longer, so he has to go any old place to live
where the immigrants find it difficult ot get in touch with
him. We want to establish an office in the centre of London
— a home rather — for this staff, and we intend doing that;
so I would like the hon. member to know that early and he
can come prepared because we intend to establish a home
for this staff,

Now as regards housing for immigrants, I would like
the hon. member to know, asperhapshe has forgotten, that
we provide housing for accommodation for our workers in
this way; we loan landlords money to purchase houses and
these landlords have got to assure us that at least we will
have so many places in each house for these workers. In
other words, as 1 said justnow, when you get to London for
the first time, the Liaison Officer meets you there at the
station or from the boats as the case may be, takes you to
homes, finds people there to cook for you and everything
until you are able to branch out on your own; so the queg~
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tion of purchasing bouses is taken care of. As a matter of
fact, we referred to Brixton where ] think we had two or
three from that chap Leslie who is a8 Jamaican. Mr. Eytle
and a few others have had loans with which to purchase
houses so as to ensure that when our workers get to Eng-
land they would have somewhere to live.

Mr. Chairman, I think I have replied to all the points
that were raised.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order, 1
raised some points.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 am sorry.lanswered the first one,
but I will go back to the question of the House Allowance.
6.35 p.m.

1 pointed out that these other people, when the Service is
established, would get House Allowance.

Well now, the hon. senior member for the City refer-
red to the question of getting passports signed but, per-
haps, I better deal with the Information Service first. The
hon. member said that the Government was doing every-
thing to prevent as it were, or words to that effect, hos-
pitals in England from recruiting persons who were not
sponsored by the Government.

Mr. MOTTLEY: It looksasiftheHon. Minister is rely~
ing on memory. I have not said so. | said that there was a
release in the Press purporting to come from the Infor-
mation Service to the effect that Government was encour-
aging hospitals in England not to take anyone to be trained
in their hospitals unless such persons came through the
Government. | also said that the hon. member said that he
does not pay much attention to newspaper reports; there-
fore, I expected him to get up and say whether that has
anything to do with Government policy. Therefore, 1 ask
the Hon. Minister to make a statement as far as that is
concerned. On the question of passports, I told him what
1 knew personally.

Hon. M, E, COX: As farasthe first part is concerned,
it is beyond my knowledge. No doubt it is a question which
does not fall under my portfolio; therefore, I would not be
able to reply at this stage. I would have to find out if that
is correct.

However, 1 would say that that is not our policy
at all.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Sir, I just wanted him to say that this
is not their policy. What is the position as regards those
people saying to them: *‘ Show me the paper for the job you
expect to get,'’ and if itisthatyou say that they must show
that they have got a job before they go. °

Hon. M. E, COX: As far asthatquestion is concerned,
1 have no knowledge of that. The hon. member will appre-
ciate that that question falls under the portfolio of the Hon.
Premier. 1 would say that could not be any policy of ours
efther. I have told Lord Lloydwhenhe came here in no un-
certain manner and many other English people — Sir Tho-
mas Miles and such people — that we will do absolutely
nothing to prevent Barbadians from going to England.As a
matter of fact, we go further. Instead of doing anything to
prevent them, we will do everything possible to help them to
get there, And that is what we are doing today. I want it to
be recorded. That is what I say now and for all times.

As far as the issuing of passports is concerned, I will
promise the hon. member that tomorrow 1 will have that
matter investigated. There is one thing which I would like
to make clear. 1 do know of cases of men and women who
goandapply for loans andthey are told that we cannot allow
you to have a loan unless you can satisfy us that there is
reasonable chance of your being employedin England. They
do that because we still want to know where we can put our
fingers on persons who are getting our money.

1 would like for the benefit of the hon. senior member
for St. Petertoinform him that sometimeshe is knowledge-~

able on some things, but he is not up-to-date all the time.
The hon. member said that there were some 4,000 jobs
vacant in the transport business.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 read from a paper published by the
International Transport Workers Federadon.

Hon. M. E, COX: The hon. member went on to say that
the Transport Authorities were so badly off for workers
that they were bringing into operationan incentive bonus to
encourage people to come and join the staff.] would like to
tell him that that is not strictly correct.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, I rise ona point of or-
der. I made nocomment of my own. It was an absolutely au-
thoritative statement. I read the statement as it was sent
to me and it was only a matter of coincidence that1 had it
here at the time. In order thatl should make no mistake
I will look for it and read it again.

Hon. M, E, COX: When the hon. member finds what he
is looking for, he can rise again. I will give way to that,

Mr. WALCOTT: The statement which I readwasto the
effect that they were doing everything to encourage workers.
They were glving incentive bonus to the driversand conduc-
tors in the London Transport Executive and one of the pro-
blems which they st{ll have wasa shortage of 4,000 people.

Hon. M. E, COX:1 know that there isa shortage. 1
would take this opportunity to reply tothehon. senior mem-
ber for Christ Church who suggested that] should press
for a larger quota and that 1 should go to England and fight
for a greater number. 1f we can find 4,000 or 5,000 people
to fill the vacancies, the London Transport Executive would
take them. We just cannot. (A VOICE: You cannot find
them?) We must train people. That is why we have seven
centres at which we train these people. (A VOICE: We have
them.) If they will come forward. If you know where they
are. I have spoken over radio. (A VOICE: Put a notice in
the Press.) If you can get themtocome forward I would be
more than glad because the London Transport Executive
would take them. There is a shortage of them.

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, I rise ona point of order.
In view of thefact that] askedthis question since last week,
1 am glad to hear the Hon. Minister say what he did. I sug-
gest that you engage the front page of the Advocate to ad-
vertise that you need people for this purpose and that you
also put your Information Officer on the radio on Friday
this week and every time possibleto announce this until you
get 4,000 people.

Hon. M. E. COX: Sir,1 would only like to make this last
comment, and it isasregardsthe total emolument, and that
includes perquisites, and so on, which Mr. Pickwoad got
when he was Liaison Qfficer. His salary was $7,680 and his
allowances — representationand otherwise — broughthima
total of $11,040.

6.45 p.m.

The office, with this establishment will now be $11,520, a
difference of $40 a month. (Mr. WALCOTT: Itis expensive)
The hon. member says that it is expensive. I have never
thought that Trade Union people were so Conservative es-
pecially when they are becoming rich. I think that ] have
replied to all the points which have been raised and again,
I repeat, I thank those hon. members who spoke in favour
of this Resolution for their contribution. (Mr. WALCOTT:
Be careful of the Greeks when they bring gifts.) If a man
is like the Devil and he has a good point, I am not so mean
as not to give him that good point. (Mr. WALCOTT: You
must have got converted.) But not in your Church,

Mr. CRAWFOQORD: Mr. Chairman, hon. membersarenot
considering this matter as seriously asthey should. This is
a matter which has been exercising the attention of the
members of the Opposition Party for some time. Earlier
this year the hon. junior member for St. John drew the
attention of this House to the fact thatthere was this large
vacancy on the [ ondon Transport Board, andthe only thing
the Minister did not call him was a liar; he said that §t
could not be true.
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Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order. When did ] ever
do that?

Mr. CRAWFORD: When the hon. junior member for St.
John onthe floor of thisHouse said that there was this large
vacancy on the London Transport Board the hon. senjor
member for St. Michael accused him of misleading the
public and said thatitwasnot the truth. As soon as the hon.
member finds the debate 1 will quote from it. The hon.
senior member for St. Michael made a most vitriolic
attack on the hon. junior member for St. John on this mat-
ter. But this is only the beginning of the question.

This is the position, Mr. Chairman; although the Lon-
don Transport Board will take three thousand or four thou-
sand Barbadians now to fill the vacancies there, the Min-
ister can getthereandboastthatifthey could get them they
would be taken. Well, they cannot get them because they
cannot fulfil the educational requirements. The Government
has had to set up training centresall over the island to try
to bring applicants to the required standard, andl am say-
ing without the slightest fear of contradiction thatthe Bar-
bados Labour Party Governmentis guilty of the most crim-
inal neglect in the entire history of this colony, and of the
greatest shock to the educational policy for entire genera-
tions in this colony. Twenty yearsagoitwould have been an
absolute impossibility not to find four thousand young men
in this country who are capable of filllng posts in the Lon-
don Transport Board. But with the Government’s age-
grouping policy and the manner in which they have des-
troyed the whole educational sy stem of thisisland, they have
condemned the young people of this islandtoignorance and
unemployment all over the world. When the history of this
island comes to be written, the greatest blot, indeed the
greatest blight, on the entire administration of theGovern-
ment for the last fifteen years in this island, will be what
they have done to the educational standard of this country.
1 agree with the Minister; if the London Transport Execu-
tive wanted fourteen thousand people in spite of our tradi-
tions in education, we could not supply even one thousand
tonight for the simple reason that the educational qualifi-
cations of our people are not up to the required standard.

Hon. M, E, COX: Mr. Chairman, I do not think I could
allow the hon. member to get away with that. That is not
correct; there are thousands of people . . . . .

Mr. CRAWFORD: He is not making any point of order;
he can speak when I am finished.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You cannot anticipate what the hon.

member is going to say.

Hon. M, E, COX: Mr. Chairman, 1 am in a position to
say that there are thousands of young men and women in
this island who can measure up to the qualifications re~
quired, but they do not want to go to England. They would
go tomorrow morning if they were going to the United
States of America or Canada.

Mr. CRAWFORD: If you have so many thousands quali~
fied, why did youhave to set up these training centres? Does
the hon. member expect that he is talking to § bunch of
little children, that there are only four thousand qualified
men and women in this island without the prospects of
getting jobs, coming out of the schools with nothing to do
and they are not willing to go to England? All over the
island people are mortgaging their houses, they are selling
their cattle and doing whatever they can so as to get money
to go to England.

6.55 p.m.

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order, that could not
be true either.

Mr. CRAWFORD: That is not a point of order.
Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Chairman, that is not true. The

Government lends up to $360 for passage and passages
are between $320 and $340.

’

Mr. CRAWFORD: He probably thinksbecause, when he
goes away, he goesatGovernment expense that when people
are going away all they need is passage money. Do they go
naked? You must remember, Mr. Chairman, that you are
talking to people who, when we suggested that money should
be lent to people to go to England, said that they were not
taking up Government money and lending every Tom, Dick
and Harry to go to England, and he said just now, Mr.
Chairman, that the Government lends money whentheyare
satisfied that the person is going to a job. It is not as easy
as that. You have got to have a written statement from the
firm that is going to employ you saying that when you get
there you will be employed before they lend you money.
But I am saying, Mr. Chairman, that it is the biggest blot
on the entire educational history of this island that they
could have done what they have done to the éducational
system of this island. Let there be no mistake about it;
the educational standards of this island today are not what
they should be. They have refused, Mr. Chairmahn, to pro-
vide ........

1 do not expect certain people on the opposite side of
the Table to understand anything I say, Mr. Chairtman, but
the trouble is that what people should realise is that be-
cause they themselves are suffering from lack of education
they should not want to condemn future generations of the
country to the same fate. After all, Mr. Chairman, it is
true that a number of uninformed, semi-educated and less
than educated people have found themselves in the position
of prominence through sheer fortune, but we have passed
those days.

Mr., CHARMAN left the Chair and Mr, SPEAKER took

the Chair.
SUSPENSION OF SITTING

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 7 o'clock p.m., this Sitting
now stands suspended until 7.45 o'clock p.m.

On Resumption,

HQUSE RESUMES COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House resumed

Committee of Supply, Mr. BRYAN being in the Chair

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1960-61, No. 10

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the suspension the hon. senior
member for St. Phillip was addressing the Chaijr.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, 1 am taking some
time out to reply to some statements made during the
course of this Resolution.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, 1 would like to draw
Your Honour’s attention to the fact that I see a foot on the
Table.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I must say, Mr. Chairman, that that
is a most stupid interruption to the debate,

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, that is not fair;, that
is not a stupid interruption. When have we before inter-
rupted the hon. member?

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 have seen the ex-Premier talk for
an entire period with his foot on the Table and nobody said
anything,

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order,
1 want to draw to Your Honour's attention that the hon.
senior member for the City is sitting with his foot on the
Table.

Mr. MOTTLEY: 1 want to say that you are lying. Do
you see my foot on the Table?lfyou see it, come and move
it.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. senior member for the
City ceveven
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Mr. MOTTLEY: What{

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You cannot answer the Chairman like
that,

Mr. MOTTLEY: Why?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 say you cannot sit and cross talk
like that. I have sent for the Rules to see if I can find
anything.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Where is my foot on the Table?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have instructed the Clerk to go for
the Rules of the House, but I am saying that you cannot sit
and shout across the Table like that.

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 was saying, Sir, that some time
has to be taken to reply tothe statements made by the Hon,
Minister during the course of this debate with reference to
the impossibility of recruiting Barbadians for work on the
London Transport Service, and the Minister came out with
the ingenious distortion that there are thousands of people
in Barbados who have the required qualification who will
not apply for these jobs because they do not want to go to
England, and if it were the States of America they would

go. Mr, Chairman, thatisa michievouspiece of propaganda.

it is a canard to which the strongest exception has to be
taken on this side of the Table. We would be only too de-
lghted {f this were true, because it would mean we would
not have to hang our heads in shame when confronted with
the deteriorating standards of education in the country, but
this is mere mischievous propaganda and very far from
the truth,

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order,
I must object to those remarks. 1 will tell this House and
the world that that behaviour forms no part of my nature,
and 1 would say that a million times. I have had and still
have people coming to me daily with a secondary educa-
tion or rather some form of secondary education who did
not get school certificates who are seeking employment,
and when ] introduce England tothemthey all say ‘‘no, we
do not want to go to England.” They are willing to go on
the farm labour scheme to the United States before they
would go to England, That happens daily in my office, and
1 say again) that | object to the words ‘‘misleading, mis~
chievous propaganda’’.

Mr. CRAWFORD; Where did you get all those words
from?

Hon. M, E. COX: The hon. member said ‘‘michievous
propaganda’’ andl object to those remarks.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Now, Mr. Chairman, nobody in his
right senses ....

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has objected to
the words ‘' mischievous propaganda’’. ] thinkitisa some-

what personal reference and 1 am going to ask the hon. |

member to withdraw them.

Mr. CRAWFQRD:; A personal reference?
7.50 p.m.

Mr. CRAWFORD: You say it is a personal reference.
Is it unparliamentary?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1t is a reference toa member of this
House.

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 said that his statement is mis-
chievous propaganda.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You accused the Leader of theHouse
of making a statement which is mischievous propaganda.
1 am asking you to withdraw the remark.

Mr. CRAWFORD: The remark isnot unparliamentary.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 have asked you to withdraw the
words.

Mr. CRAWFORD: You musthave some sort of standard
of debate. )

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The remark is not becoming.

Mr. CRAWFOQORD: Do you mean even though the state-
ment which is made is an obvious distortion of the fact?

A VOICE: It is obvious to you.
Mr. CRAWFORD: Here and there you meet people.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You have made it worse by the re-
mark which you have just made, All Il am asking you to do
is to withdraw the remarks.

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1s it unparliamentary? I was saying
Mr. Chairman, that we, on this side of the Table, --

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 am asking you to withdraw the
remark.

Mr. CRAWFORD: On what ground?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: It {s unbecoming to make personal
references to hon. members in that manner.

Mr. CRAWFORD: I have not made any personal refer-
ence. | have said that the statement which he has made of
the inability of the Government or of the country to obtain
recruitment is mischievous propaganda because it isan
absolute distortion of the facts of the case. Andl further
said, Mr. Chairman --

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am still awaiting the withdrawal
by the hon. senior member for St. Philip.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Are you saying that I made a state-
ment which constitutes a personal reference to the person
making a statement?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: In my opinion it is unbecoming and
unparliamentary. The words which you used were ‘mis~
chievous propaganda’ and then later you explained it by
saying that it was an obvious distortion of the fact.

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 wish ] had a pound note for every-
time I heard such a statement used.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 now rule that it isunparliamentary
and unbecoming and that you withdraw the words.

Mr. CRAWFQRD: Hot Hol There have been very strange
rulings in my time but this beatsthe cake., Are you saying,
Mr. Chairman, that itisunparliamentary? (Laughter), This
is an important matter and they are making fun.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 have made a ruling and you have
not obeyed it.

Mr. CRAWFQRD: I have asked you on what ground
must 1 withdraw it.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: It is unbecoming and unparliament-
ary.

Mr. CRAWFQRD: There is no Chamber in any part of
the world which would rule in that manner. The Chairman
should rule but he does not want torule and make a fool of
himself. There is nothing unparliamentary in those words.
I respectfully submit that you are misguided and mistaken
as stating that it is an unparliamentary reference.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That is a matter of opinion. All I ask
you to do is to obey the Chair,

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 am prepared to face election on
this issue at any time. They have destroyedthe educational
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system of this country with their stupidity. All that they are
doing is pussy-footing in here. If they do not want to talk in
bere, we'll talk outside. 1 am suggesting, Mr. Chairman,
that this matter is much too important to make a football
of it.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior
member for St. Philip. I having made a ruling that you
should withdraw the remarks, that isaruling of the Chair
which you should obey.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Right or wrong, the Chair must be
obeyed?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: If you do not withdraw the remarks,
1 will call the Speaker. Are you going to withdraw the
remarks?

Mr. CRAWFORD: On what ground?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 havealready answered that. Youare
now disobeying the Chair,

Mr. CRAWFORD:; 1 have the greatest respect for the
Chair.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You are now disobeying the Chair.
Withdraw the remarks, and let us proceed.

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 could not in fairness to myself.
8.00 p.m.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Rule 35 says this: I will read it for
the benefit of the hon. member:

‘“The Speaker in the House or the Chairman in Com-~
mittee shall be responsible for the observance of the rules
of order in the House and Committee respectively,and his
decision upon any point of order shallnotbe open to appeal
and shall not be reviewed by the House except upon a sub-
stantive motion. Notwithstanding anything in Standing Order
No. 20 (Manner of giving Notices), such a motion shall not
require more than two days’ notice.”

I have made a decision and ] have asked the hon.
member to withdraw the words which he hasused; I cannot
hear the hon. member until he withdraws the remarks.
The Rule specifically says ‘‘and his decision upon any
point of order shall not be open to appeal and shall not be
reviewed by the House except upon a substantive motion.”

Mr. CRAWFORD: 1 submit that these Ruleswere made
in the bellef that the Chair would be held and occupied in
a responsible manner. - -

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That is a matter of opinion. The Rule
simply states what is the posidon of the Chair upon any
point of order. 1 have made a decision and I have asked
the hon. member to withdraw the remarks.

Mr. CRAWFQRD: The Rules envisage that members
of the House will obey the ruling of the Chair, but also that
the rulings of the Chair would conform to certain required
standards. They should be impartial, reasonable andissued
in a responsible manner; and, Mr. Chairman, on your own
you would not have found yourself in this position. You are
being pushed into an unfortunate position.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That is going a littletoofar. ] called
for order and you have added that there was an obvious
distortion.

Mr. CRAWFORD: What is wrong with that? Even in
Heaven the angels quarrel and if I could not say it was an
obvious distortion, it would be of no use our coming in here.
I have not gone on yet to substantiate my case.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You are breaking one of the most
important Rules of the House; youare disobeying the Chair.
As to whether it is right or wrong, that does not apply now.
I have made my ruling.

Mr. CRAWFORD: If the Chair were to confessthat its
rulings are unimportant one way or the other....

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Rule saysthatthe decision of the
Chair upon any point of order shall not be open to appeal
and shall not be reviewed by the House except on 8 sub-
stantive motion. )

Mr. BRANCKER: The Rule says that the decision shall
not be reviewed by the House except upon a substantive
motion, and it goes on to say ‘‘notwithstanding anything in
Standing Order No. 20 (manner of giving Notices) such a
motion shall not require more than two days’ notice.’’
1 would advise the hon. member to withdraw the words if
they were unparliamentary, but I happen to know that they
are not unparliamentary and ‘‘May’s’ supports me.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 having come toa decisionand made
a ruling, is the hon. junior member for St. Lucy telling me
that the hon. member is right to disobey the Chair? [ am
asking the hon. senior member for St. Philip to withdraw
the words and continue his speech. Is it the intention of
the hon. member to withdraw the words and continue his
speech?

Mr. MOTTLEY: On a point of order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 have made a ruling and spoken to
the hon. senior member for St. Philip.

Mr. MOTTLEY: On a point of order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have asked the hon. senior member
for St. Philip a question; 1 have asked him if it is his in-
tention to withdraw the words?

Mr. MOTTLEY: But you must hear me on a point of
order, 1 want to know how many are ruling, Am 1 in order,
Sir?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: You may proceed.

Mr. MOTTLEY: You having ruled, I am not questioning
your ruling, but I want to get myself acquainted with the
Rules of the House. Having allowed the Hon. Leader of the
Opposition to speak are you still ruling? The hon. senior
member for St. Philip was on his feet, you allowed some
other hon. member to speakandhaving done that you called
upon the senior member for St. Philip again. I want you to
rule on that,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. junior member for St. Lucy
rose on a point of order.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Having allowed him to speak, I insist
that you should hear me as well. I would not have got on
my feet when youwere dealing with the hon. senior member
for St. Philip. The hon. junior member for St. Lucy is an
old parliamentarian in this House. As I was saying, Sir,
having allowed the hon. junior member for St. Lucy to
speak on a point of order, how are you going to deal with
the hon. senior member for St. Philip now?

8.10 p.m.

Now having allowed him to speak on a point of order,
I am wondering whether the Clerkcanadvise you now. How
are you going to deal with me now? That is what ] want to
know for future reference. I maintain that you have for-
feited the right to deal with the hon. senior member for St.
Philip, but as far as I am concerned, | have such a high
regard for you, that I would have withdrawn the words, al-
though I would have come back in another way although the
words might not have been unparliamentary,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: May 1 draw this to the hon. member’s
attention? I allowed the hon. junlor member for St. Lucy to
speak on a point of order because he was making reference
to the ruling, but he did not speak on the motion. He spoke
on a point of order and continued to read the Rule I was
quoting which was an attempt to refer to my point.

Mr. MOTTLEY: And therefore you forfeited the right
to enforce your ruling. There are no two ways about it, }f
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we are going to follow Parliamentary practice and pro-
cedure, you have forfeited that right. 1 would have with-
drawn and come back a little harder, but I watched care-
fully because it might happen with me. Having allowed the
hon. member to speak on a point of order, you have for-
feited the right to deal with the hon. member; sol do not
see how you can do it. 1 am not trying to get around you,
but I would have withdrawn; so the ime for enforcing that
Rule has passed and gone. Although the Chairman finds
himself in that corner, 1 would say that if it offends the
Chair 1 would withdraw and go on to make my speech.

Mr. Chairman, what I am saying to the hon. member
now is that although you have forfeited the right to rule,
the hon. member should not take advantage of the situation.
One of the things which make it so difffcult is that you said
it does not matter whether the wordsare unparliamentary,
but you cannot be so dogmatic from the Chair. I believe you
show some partiality, but I would say to the hon. member
that in as much as you have forfeited the right to rule, he
should withdraw the words.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I do not see it in that light. The hon.
senior member for the City hasmadehis point of order and
1 do not wish any debate on it,

Mr. MOTTLEY: And you do not maintain thatyou have
forfeited your right? Thenwe can go no where from here.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 have had discussions withthe Clerk
and on his advice that is the decision I have arrived at.
The hon. senior member for St. Philip........

Mr. TUDOR; Mr. Chairman, on a point of order,......

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior
member for St. Philip. Can the Chairmanhaveno hearing?

Mr. TUDOR: 1 am willing to hear you, but as you have
heard two hon. members on points of order, you have no
good ground for refusing to hear a third.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. member take his seat?
Mr. TUDOR: Having risen on a point of order?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 am again asking the hon. senior
member for St. Philip if he is goingto withdraw the words
as requested by the Chair, If the hon. member refuses to
withdraw the words, it is my intention to put the question
if no one else desires to speak on the Resolution.

Mr. MOTTLEY: 1 have intentions of speaking on the
Resolution, but I will give him a chance to see whether he
is going to withdraw.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, 1 rose ona point of order
and Your Honour refused even to countenance it, andl
wish to know whether you are willing to hear me now.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Are you speaking on the Resolution?

Mr. TUDOR: 1 have risen ona point of order. My point
of order is this. The Chair has drawn the attention of the
Committee to Rule 35 in which it says that the Speaker in

_the House or the Chairman in Committee shall be respons-
ible for the observance of the rules of order in the House
and Committee regpectively, and his decision upon any
point of order shall not be open to appeal and shall not be
reviewed by the House except upon a substantive motion.
My point of view isthat the rule which has been quoted here
i{s not relevant to our particular situation at the moment,
Sir.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Are you questioning the ruling?

Mr. TUDQR: 1 will not question the ruling because
there is no relevance between the debate whichis going on
and the Rule which has been quoted.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: It was my opinionthatitwas relevant
and I quoted it. When you are going to argue it, you are

—

questioning the ruling, and the ruling is not open to ques-~
tion.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, there is some confusion
here. Your Honour is not even claiming that you made it
a ruling; you are claiming that you made the decision and
gave an opinion.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I particularly said that wasmy ruling,
that the hon. member for St. Philip should withdraw and
continue to speak.

Mr. TUDOR: But, Mr. Chairman, a ruling must be
based on the rules of the House and not Your Honour's
own interpretation.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Again you are challenging the Chair.

Mr. TUDOR: The Chair itself has not made up its
mind as to whether it made a ruling or gave an opinion.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Chair has given a ruling.

Mr. TUDOR: You are asking the hon. member to sub-
mit not to the Rules of the House but to an opinion of the
Chair which may be right or wrong as the Chairman him-
self hag stated.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chajrman, I am speaking on the
Resolution.

Mr. MOTTLEY: So what happens? DidI not say that ]
was speaking on the Resolution before him?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Youintimatedyour willingness to
speak on the Resolution.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Anyway, 1 will give way to him.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, I think [ willtake this
opportunity to reply to some of the remarks made by the
Hon. Minister for Trade, Industry and Labour, It was un-
usual that the Minister should try, afterl made the speech
which I did, to say that 1 said something about these offi~
cers that] did not say. 1 want the hon. member to get this
clear in his head. Mr. Brewster happens to be a personal
friend of mine, but friendship does not come before my
public duty. 1 would like the hon. member to know that
when he saysl am against a poor man getting money, that
statement would have been all right if 1 were not in the
House or if the hon. member wasinhis constituency cam-
paigning; but 1 said it in this House and was able to hear
the Hon. Minister when he replied. I am still saying, Mr.
Chairman, that 1 am opposed to paying this House Allow-
ance,
8.20 p.m.

What 1 would say {s this. 1 am still opposed, Mr.
Chairman, to the paying of a House Allowance of £400 to
the Liaison Officer, and, as I have said, even though I am
a personal friend of Mr. Brewster I want to let the hon.
member understand that I am going to vote against this
House Allowance because I am not voting Mr. Brewster’s
money or any person’s money.

Is it not a distortion of the facts that we are here and
the Hon. Minister was not good enough to put before this
Chamber what were Mr. Pickwoad's Allowances? Justnow
he was searching the debates in order to find out whatl
said at the time that they set up this office. He found out
that 1 was opposed to Mr. Pickwoad's going to the United
Kingdom because | said at the time that the substantive
post of Labour Commissioner was more important than
Mr. Pickwoad's going to do the job of Liaison Officer. The
emoluments and all that which have been paidto Mr. Pick-
woad were paid by the decisions of the Cabinet and the Hon.
Minister cannot show a Resolution for the money which he
now states. The hon. senior member for Christ Church
thought that these memberswere drawing Travelling Allow-
ance. Do not let anybody belleve that in addition to this
$11,520 that this officer wasentitledtoa Travelling Allow~
ance. Representation Allowance is not Travelling Allow-
ance, What has happened now, what hasbeenrevealed now,
is that we have heard for the first time the Hon. Minister
saying that they are negotiating to buy a house in London.
They gave landlords the right to look for one. From what
source are they doing it?

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. I am definitely sure that 1 have not said that we
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were negotiating for any house. I said that we were explor-
ing, making enquiries, about & house for one of these people.
If I understand anything of the English Language, negotiat-
ing and exploring are two separate and distinct words.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 am going to explode now. You said
that you made loans to landlords andyounamed some per-
son. Why has not this Legislature heard about it? Who is
Mr. Eytle? Who is Mr. Leslie? How have they come to
have loans from the Barbados Government andthis Legis-
lature for the first time today is hearing about it? Look at
this hocus-pocus which they are playing with the people’'s
money. That is why 1 hope to see that somebody goes to
jail for this sort of thing, If these lawyers about here were
to get down to their business, they would see that some-
body goes to jail. Has this money come from us? Who is
Mr. Eytle? How comes it that Mr. Leslie is entdtledto a
loan? Why is it that Mr. Leslie can get a loan and people
in Barbados cannot get a loan? Why is it that money is
loaned in Great Britain? Why is it that we are knowing
about this for the first time today?

It is just as with the case of Mr. Pickwoad. 1t wasg at
that time when I raised that matter thatthey wanted to say
that Mr. Pickwoad was getting this large sum of money
which he was receiving. He was seconded from the Bar-
bados Civil Service. He got his full salary and then they
puffed it up with all these other things. That is why he
would not come back. You can well remember my saying
that at one stage the Barbados Government was employing
two Labour Commissioners because Mr. Pickwoad was
still Labour Commissioner and Mr. Frank Odle was ap-
pointed Labour Commissioner. They were lucky when Mr.
Pickwoad went to North Borneo or the Seychelles.

Hon. R, G, MAPP; Mr Chairman, } rise on a point
of order. I know that the Hon. member glossed over the
fact that Mr. Pickwoad had gone and his salary was a good
one. It was so handsome that he askedfor a lot more, then
when he did not get it he went off to the Seychelles' It was
because his salary was not good enough that he went off
to the Seychelles,

Mr. WALCOTT: The Hon. Minister cannot tell me that
I glossed over that because I would not know the reasons
why he left to go to the Seychelles. It was not vouchsafed
to me that he asked for more, Well then, he was taking us
for a ride. You gave him nearly $10,000 and the next thing
he was asking you was to pay him at a salary which you
are paying to the Governor.

Hon. R, G. MAPP:; Mr. Chairman, again [ rise ona
point of order. The hon. member must be more precise
because he is a responsible member. He saidthat we gave
him $10,000 as salary. He was paid $7,680. They have to
entertain and do other things and you cannot expect them
to lumpall these things together and regard them asa
substantive salary.

Mr. WALCOTT: I never suggested that you should not
give them Entertainment Allowance. I do not know if Mr.
Brewster is going to be the holder of the post of Liaison
Officer. 1 said from the very beginning that you did not
need a man of Mr. Pickwoad’s stature to run that Service.
1 know that you need a man like that to run the Service so
as to justify the money you were paying out, and because
you have started it with that salary, you will have to con-
tinue paying that amount. You started it with favour and
you are running it with favour. 1 stillfeel that the Govern-
ment should review the Housing Allowance of £400 per
annum.

Mr., CHAIRMAN left the Chair and M7, SPEAKER to ok
the Chair.

Mr. SPEAKER: It being 8.30 o'clock it is the moment
of interruption of Government business. This debate being
controversial, it would have to be discontinued.

Hon. M. E, COX: Allow me to ask, Mr. Speaker, dces
the same thing apply to the other Resolution? (A4 pause),

Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to move that this House do now
adjourn unitl Thursday 4th August at 12 o’clock (noon),

Hon. D, D, GARNER; 1 beg to second that.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, before you put the motion
1 would like to say this. The Hon. Minister has asked
whether the second Resolution was controversial and be-
fore we had the chance to answer him he moved the ad-
journment of the House. ] say now, if he cares, he can
withdraw his motion for the adjournment and let us pro-
ceed with the Resolution.
8.30 p.m.

The question was put and a division was taken as fol-
lows;-

AYES: Mr. BRYAN, Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
Hon. M. E. CQOX, Hon. D, D. GARNER, Hon. R, G. MAPP,
Hon. L. St. A, THORNE, Hon. F, E, MILLER, Mr.
STRAUGHN, Mr. SMITH and Mr. WALCOTT - 10.

NOES: Mr. MOTTLEY, Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. TALMA,
Mr. TUDOR and Mr. BRANCKER - 5.

Mr. SPEAKER: The question has been decided in the
affirmative, ten hon. members voting ‘‘Aye’’ and five hon.
members voting ‘‘No’’. I declare that the ‘‘Ayes’ have it,

This House now stands adjourned.
8.32 p.m.
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