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(OFFICIAL REPORT)

SESSION 1960

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY
Tuesday, 23rd August, 1960

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,
Jo E. T. BRANCKER, (Leader of the Opposition); Hon,
Dr, H. G, H. CUMMINS, C.B.E,, M.D.,, CM,, (Premier);
Hon, M. E. COX, (Minister of Trade, Industry and Labous);
His Honour Mr. L. E. SMITH, J.P., (Deputy Speaker); Hon,
R. G. MAPP, (Minister of Communications, Works and
Housing); Mr, F, C. GODDARD; Hon. F. E. MILLER, (Min-
ister of Social Services); Hon, D. D. GARNER, (Minister
of Agriculture, Lands and Fisheries); Mr. C. B. SEARLES;
Hon. L. St.A. THORNE, (Minister of Education); and Mr.
E. W. BARROW, B.Sc. .

P rayers were read,

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: |1 have the honour to inform the House
that the Minutes of the meetings held on the 16th and 18th
August, 1960, respectively, have been printed and circulated
amongst hon. members and that unless any objection be
taken, these Minutes will now be taken as read and con-
firmed.

(A Pause),

There being no objection, these Minutes are now taken
as read and confirmed.

DOCUMENT

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have the honour to inform the House
that I have recejved the Financial Report of the Accountant
General of the Island for the month ended 31 st March, 1960.

Mr. VALCOTT, M. DOWDING and Mr. BRYAN entered
the House and took their seats,
PAPERS LAID

Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS Mr. Speaker,l am com-
manded to lay the following:-

‘“The Barbados Statistical Service - Selected Monthly
Indicators=june 1960."

GOVERNMENT NOTICES

Govemment Notices were given as follous:-

_ Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Resolution to place the
sum of $6,457 at the disposal of the Governor-in-Executive

Committee to supplement the Estimates 1960-61. Part] -
Current as shown in the Supplementary Estimate 1960-61.
No. 14 which forms the schedule to the Resolution.

Hon. M. E. COX: Resolution to sanction the Regulations
entitled the '‘Exportation (Drawback of Duties on Locally
Manufactured Woodwork) Regulations, 1960,

Hon. Dr. H, G. H, CUMMINS: A Billto make provision
for the levying of a tax on certain motor vehicles.

Hon. M, E, COX: A Bill to amend the Public Utilities
Act, 1951,

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 to consider the Money Resolution, of
which notice has just been given.

Mr. CORBIN entered the House and ok his seat,

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME

On motion of Hon, Dr, H, G. H. CUMMINS, seconded
by Hon. M. E. COX the Bill o make provision for the
levying of a tax on certain motor vehicles, was read a first
tme,

On motion of Hon, M, E. COX, seconded by Hon. D,
D, GARNER, the Bill to amend the Public Utlities Act,
1951, was read a first time,

LOCAL GOVERNMENT BILL, 1960

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Premier: Second reading of a Bill
to amend the Local Government Act, 1958,

12.25 p.m.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, this is a
Bill to amend the Local Government Act, 1958. As is set
out in the ‘‘Qbjects and Reasons’, and as the law stands
at present, while provision is made for the Government
to make grants and subsidies to the Local Government
Councils, the Act does not make the position sufficiently
flexible so that the Government may beable to give to cer-
tain services the assistance which it is intended to give.
This Bill seeks to amend that provision. Government will
be able to give assistance to certain classes of heredita-
ments and, in cases of trade tax, to certain categories of
these taxpayers. We had the experience last year, which
is quite fresh in the memories of hon. members, where
the Government gave subsidies to the Northern and South-
ern Councils; and because we hadto carry out the law as it
stands now, that subsidy to each Councilappliedto all cate-
gories of payers of trade tax and owners of hereditaments
in the areas. We had the spectacle of subsidising people
who were in a position to take care of themselves and to
pay their own taxes.
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The object of this Bill is therefore to correct that
situation, so that if and when the Government decides to
give a subsidy or a granttoa Council, the Government will
be in a position to say the classes and the categories of
people whom it intends to help. Thereisnothing which will
affect the rate; the rate as levied will remain as it is; but
the Government will be in a position to relieve categories
of taxpayers, 20%, 40%, 5S0% or 80% as the case may be.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think there is anything more
which I can add to what | have already said; the experience
of last year is still fresh in the minds of all of us, an
experience which resulted in a decision which we did not
intend. We could not do anything in the matter then, be-
cause, as the law stands at present, we did not have the
right to vary the decision. 1 beg to move that this Bill be
how read a second time.

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

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Speaker, the Government is cer-
tainly more muddled with this Local Government Act now
than it has ever been; they seem to know very little of what
they are doing. We are now reaching the stage where the
Government is attempting toadminister LocalGovernment
in Governor-in-Executive Committee, and it seems to me
as if the Government is unaware as to how local rates are
determined. In the Government today there are members
who were Vestrymen; certainly, they could enlighten others
as to what they are leading the Government into doing, If
the Government realises that because of the change from
the Vestry system to the new Local Government system,
the rates are bearing heavily oncertain classes of the peo-
ple, let them amend the Act at its source and have the ex-
emptions made for all of a certain class.

When the Local Government Bill was being introduced,
it was this side of the House which advised that the exemp-
tions on certain hereditaments should be raisedtoa higher
level so as to exclude that very small category of persons
who are unable to meet their taxes and avoid the Vestries
or Local Government from issuing tax bills in the first
instance; also, to avold as much aspossible having to ren-
der tax relief as is done today. For them to come and
grant a subsidy for the specific purpose of giving relief to
a certain category of persons, how is that to be done?

When the Minister introduced this Bill he should have
told us then what was intended to be done. Suppose it is
done this way and a subsidy is given to a Council for the
purpose of relieving a trader whose return or assessment
by the Income Tax Commissioner is not greater than $100;
but you say that it does not interfere with the rate; the
rate may be 14 cents or whatever the Council has fixed;
how are you going to relieve him?

12.35 p.m.

You are then going to say tothe Council that you will remit
a percentage of his rate; whatyouare doing is giving them
money for the purpose of making a tax relief. There is no
reason why Government at this stage cannot granta subsidy
for a specific purpose, say, to buy trucks or to assist the
Councillors in their tax relief; but do not tell them whom
they must relieve. It is their duty whena case goes before
a Poor Law Inspector or the Assessor to investigate the
case. A shopkeeper whose return is $100 might be entirely
different from another shopkeeper whose return is also
$100. One may have ten children and the other may have
none at all; his wife may be workingin one case. All these
things have to be gone into by the Councillors.

Mr. Speaker, it looks to me as if we are going in for
class legislation, a thing which we have always avolded.
When Government says that their position will direct the
category of taxpayer to be relieved by 40%, S0, or 60%,
how do they know that in that category there are not tax-~
payers able to pay their taxes, and othersin a higher cate-
gory who are unable to pay their taxes? It should be done
at its source, Tax relief can only be done after proper in-
vestigation of every individual case. ] wonder who advised
them on this? They just do not know the repercussions
from this Bill; what they are hoping for will not be encom-
passed in this.

This Bill was introduced in such a manner, and with
such a lack of information; all 1 am saying is from my
experience as a Councillor. They have told us nothing.
They have dropped this Bill here and told us it is to re-
lieve a class, but we all knew that last year when the
Northern and Southern Councils were subsidised by Gov~
ernment, one class of taxpayer who could well afford his
taxes was also relieved. Of course, you have to do that if
you are going to lower the rate. If after that you then find
that a section could be more relieved, all you had to do this
year was to say you will increase both Councils' allot~
ments of money which the Councils have placed for the
purpose of tax relief.

In laying the rate every year and making up your Esti-
mates, a sum of money should be putin the Estimates, say
$10,000, $20,000 or $30,000 for the purpose of tax relief
or remission of taxes either in whole or in part. If the
Southern Council put in for $10,000, and if the Govern~
ment knows that there is a category of taxpayer in the
southern area whom they wish to relieve to the tune of
$50,000, it should increase that sum from $10,000 to
$60,000 - the Government paying the other $50,000 - and
ask the Council by means of tax relief to relieve that cate-
gory. The Council is in a better position to investigate-
every case and say that this personbecause of his circum-~
stances at the moment is unable to pay or is deserving of
relief,

Mr. Speaker, this year for the first time the Bridge-
town City Council has varied the rate of tax on trade and
on property. It is within our right under the Local Govern~
ment Bill to do that. We did not do it last year. The rates
were lowered from 17.8% to 14% on property and 17% on
trade, That was done because, after the first year of Local
Government, we realised where the burden was greatest.
Properties had been revalued, and a sudden increase on
valuation had taken place; people were faced now with tax
bills that were doubled, and, in some cases, trebled over
the previous year. We do not have to go into that all over
again to lay the blame one side or the other. We know
how it came about, and this year the Council in its wisdom
did what we thought was right, We also wrote to Govern~
ment and asked that a sum of money be paid in to the City
Council - a sum which should be the amount of taxes they
should pay on their properties. That was issued to Govern-
ment about five months ago, but we havenot got a reply as
yet, although we have the confirmation of our rates ex-~
cluding that,

12.45 p.m.

1f it is the intention of the Government to do what all
other Governments in the Caribbean andin England do, and
what has been advised by two local Government Commis~
sioners to do, the rate on properties could be reduced
from 14% to 12% and at the same time keep the trade
tax down to the same 12§,

Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I rise on
a point of order. Is the hon. member saying that the Gov-
ernment confirmed their rates? Did you understandhim to
say that? If that is so, it is not correct.

Mr. GODDARD: That is what I am saying. A letter has
been received by the Clerk of the Bridgetown City Council
confirming the rates of the City Council.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS; I want to say that the
Government did not confirm the rates of the Bridgetown
City Council. The Government varied the rates.

Mr. GODDARD: Let us get it straight. The Govern-
ment varied and confirmed the rates. ] said that the Gov-
ernment had confirmed the Council's rates and} still say
that. They have confirmed the rates. There is nothing
wrong in my saying so. What ] am saying is that the varia-
tion which was made could have been......

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise on a point of
order. 1 hate to interrupt the hon. member, but in order
to keep the records straight, 1 wish to say that Govern-

T ]
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ment did not confirm the rates. The Government varied
the rates and fixed the rates as {is provided in the Local
Government Act. The Local Government Act specifically
gives power to the Central Government to fix the rates.
That is what the Government has done. That is a different
thing altogether from what the hon. member is saying.

Mr. GODDARD: They have confirmed our expenditure.
They have not changed that at all. Butthey have varied the
rates. The Government hastaken off two per cent on pro-
perty and increased the trade tax by .5%. That could have
been achieved without increasing the trade tax. They have
increased the trade tax for the City of Bridgetown, while
we say that it could have been kept at what we had fixed
it if they had replied to us and stated that they had been
willing to pay their due.

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise on a point of
order, | want to draw to your attention that the question
of the rates of the City Council isnot before us at all, The
hon. member is only seizing this opportunity to put for~
ward what transpired at the Bridgetown City Council.
The rates have nothing to dowith this at all, whether they
were 12%, 14%, 18%, 20% or 25%, or whatever the case
may be. We are dealing with a Bill to give the Govern-
ment power to make grants in certain categories so far
as taxation is concerned. We are not dealing with rates.
This has nothing to do with the rates of the City Council
or any other Council for that matter.

Mr. SPEAKER: All that the hon. member is saying
deals with the principle of this Bili-atleast,allthat he
has said up to now. 1 do not think that the hon. member
has said anything yet outside of the principle of the Bill.
I will say that the hon. member for Christ Church is
the one hon. member in this House who very seldom
strays from the subject matter of what the House is dealing.

Hon. M, E, COX: This is one time the hon. member is
straying.

Mr. GODDARD: Thank you, Your Honour, for your
ruling. Qur method of dealing with the rates went a long
way to meet what they are trying to achieve; and, in the
same manner that we have laid two rates for the City
Council, they could have directed the other two Councils
to do the same thing. They could have directed the two
Councils to lay a separate rate for trade if they had so
desired; but, Your Honour, they probably did not wish the
public to feel that they were following our example.

Another category of taxpayers needs to be relieved;
and there is no better way of doing it than by amending
the Local Government Act So as to exempt these small
householders who owned the land. We have told them that
before. There are many small householders who are
owners of their property who could be exempted, while
there is also another category of householders who live on
rented property: but the value of the houseis so low, under
the old Vestry system, we would never have rated them;
but under the new set-up, they are rated. Therefore, the
Council has no other alternative but to sendthem a tax bill.

Mr. Speaker, I speakfrom personalexperience. There
are thousands whom we have torelieve inthe City Council.
In the first instance, ftisanexpense to the Council sending
out tax bills to them; and inthe second instance, when they
send in for relief, we have to give them relief. A sum of
$36,000 is put agide in our Estimates for the purpose of
tax relief. 1f the Government feelsthat in either one of these
three Wards there is a category of taxpayers who should
be further releved, they can better do it by a subsidy to
the Council to be earmarked for tax relief.

This Bill is not necessary; it savours of interference
by Government into what rightly is Local Government
business. These people are elected just as Government is
elected. They are elected freely with the same wide fran-
chise as members of the Central Government are elected.
Let the Councils grow up, let them make their mistakes
and let them do good work. At the next election, they will
have to stand on their feet. Do not let us have to hide be-

hind Government. I am opposed to this form of interivr-
ence,

If the Government feels that they can uselully use their
money to improve a2 section of the services of Local Gov-
ernment, say so. Come out and givethema grant to buy so
man; trucks; give thema granttoputin some street lights.
But whatever you do, let the money be spent by Local Gov-
ernment. By that means, you will be keeping to principles
already laid down, 1 repeat, if there are some taxpayers
who are too poor and unable to pay their tax rates, review
the posidon and take them off the listaltogether. Let there
be a wider exemption. Then youwillhavea form of healthy
Local Government.

12.55 p.m.

On those grounds, I do not seethatwe are getting any-
where. This i{s just an Election stunt; the Elections are
around the corner, and this is one of the Bills to which we
can look forward from now.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, the only element of sur-
prise that I have found in this Bill which we are now dis-
cussing, is that the hon. junior member for Christ - Church
should be surprised that the Government should introduce
a Bill of this kind at this particular time. [ would not like
to say that itiscompletely inadequate, but it is of the same
colour and purport as the plethora of nonsensical legis-
lation with which this House has been afflicted within the
past three months by this Government. I am not reflecting
on any vote of theHouse; thisis something which I have had
to say at very frequently recurring intervals. The hon.
junior member for Christ Church should not be the victim
of surprise by the explanation given by the Minister of
Finance who {s so inadequate as to his pronouncements
made on the floor of this House from time to time.

The Minister of Finance, in his presentation of Bills,
has a reputation for inadequacy, insufficiency and lack of
comprehension of the matters with which heis supposed to
deal. I do not want to be uncharitable, sol pass on to the
provisions of the Bill which has been presented,'presented’
being the most charitable term which 1 canfind at my dis-
posal at such short notice. Without any danger of being
accused of being dishonest, I want to say that in 1958-59
when the first rate was laid by the new Local Government
authorities and the first trade tax which collectively was
known as the ‘‘rate’’, all these rates were approved by the
Governor-in-Executive Committee which is the Govern-
ment of this Island. The Premier had cgnfessed innocence
by saying that he had signed the rates without reading
them or some such nonsensical explanation which he gave
to the public, He said that he wasin England and he signed
the papers which were sent to him but he did not read them.
The only recourse, which the unwitting householders and
those who suffered by the wide dragnet of L.ocal Govern-
ment, had available to them was what the members of my
Party suggested at a public meeting which we called,
there being a great updrive against the iniquitous burden
|which was imposed by the Local Government authorities, a
burden imposed by the authorities dominated by the Gov-
ernment Party. Under Section 133 of the LocalGovernment
Act, 1958, we pointed out that the only thing left for the
poor taxpayers to do (the Government having by negli-
gence or design, confirmed the ratesin the rating districts),
was for them to have recourse to the provisions of Sub-
section (4) of this Section of the Act whereby the Rating
Authority shall have power to reduce or remitthe payment
of any general rate on account of the poverty of any person
liable for the payment thereof.

Long before the much publicised, the much maligned,
the much over-rated LocalGovernment Act came into force
in 1958, that power was inherent in the exercise of the
collection of rates by the much condemned eleven Vestries
which we had in this island prior to 1958. There is nothing
new in that provisions; that isthe power which the Govern-
ment does not intend to divest the local authorities of. 1
regret, Mr. Speaker, that ]I have to place my prepositions
at the end of my sentences, but 1 have no less authority
than Sir Winston Churchill for indulging in what is the
eaglest way of expression| And you, as a retired school-
master, will know that|
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I will say that there is no such thing as the confirma-
tion of the rates; there isthe approval of the rates; and the
Government cannot deny that they have approvedthe rates.
But before they approve the rates, the Government has the
right to modify such a rate or rates in any way they de-
sire. ‘What the Governor-in-Executive Committee cannot
do is to increase the expenditure of the Local Government
Authorities and say: ‘“We think you should spend more
money on so and so.” What they can do is to modify the
rate in any way in which they think fft.

1.05 p.m.

There is a lot of cheap politics going on now in the
running of the affairs of this country whereby certain
people are thinking that if they follow a certain step, some-
body else may get the credit for it and that kind of thing.
You cannot run a country on that basis. ] have told them
so from time to time, and that is why 1 have been at
variance with them. Because they do not like the hon.
senior member for the City to be Mayor, and because
they do not like the services that he is carrying out which
steals some of their thunder, there is the philosophy
of personal politics going on in Barbados; they indulge
in alterations and amendments to legislation to place
power more securely in their hands so that we will have
a gigantic system of nepotism and patriotism being exer-
cised by the CentralGovernment in contra-distinction to the
Local Government Act. The patronage’they are aiming at
must be as large asthatexercised by the Mayor of Bridge-
town. That is alll see in this legislation, and that is what
1 am objecting towhen they come with such to a responsible
Chamber like this.

Mr. Speaker, we had a gentleman by the name of Mr.
Lightbourne next door to us and we once had a gentleman
by the name of Sir John Maude who was & Local Govern-
ment Commissioner; and I was much castigated when |
criticised the Government for appointing a Long Grade
Civil Servant as Commissioner - a person without, I
would not like to say, a formal education, but certainly
no training in Local Government - because of his personal
relationships with the l.ocal Government Commissioner. Be
that as it may, | presume the gentlemanis trying his best;
and 1 do not presume that this type of nonsensical legis-
lation has emanated from his brain. At least, I credit him
with a little more commonsense. But this is all part of a
pattern.

This Local Government Bill of 1958 has cost the tax-
payers of this island a large quantity of money. A Bill
was rushed through here in 1953, another one in 1954,
another one in 1956, while in 1957 there were sundry
amendments to the 1955 Bill. The 1956-55 Act was actually
printed into the laws of Barbados before they found out
what the hon. senior member for Christ Church, myself and
other members had told them all along that{t was unwork-
able. They then got Mr. Lightburn, a Local Government
Commissioner at a reasonable salary, and paid him to do
what we have been telling them on the floor of the House
to do all the time. They prefer to pay an Englishman to
tell them what is wrong rather than to give any credit to
the Opposition for making suggestions. That is a hangover
from the slave mentality with which their forefathers
were imbued. They prefer to pay Mr. Cadbury, Mr, Light-~
bourne and a host of other imported officials any amount
of money to come down here to tell them what they have
been told on the floor of the Legislature for the past eight,
nine or ten years, and told by their own backbenchers
sometimes, because they feel that they cannot too readily
accept suggestions from the Opposition. The only sugges-
tion they will accept from this side of the House is one to
increase their travelling allowance] I will go so far as to
say that thatisthe only kind of suggestion they are prepared
to accept from this side of the House, so as to be abje to
go to the taxpayers and say the Qpposition agreed that
they should have a bigger salary and bigger travelling
allowance.

Mr. Speaker, how are yougoingtoruna country on that
basis? However, let us get back to the sheep; and I do not
refer to hon. members over there; 1 donot know the sheep
from the goats; 1 am only using the expression. Let us

get back to the main point, aslam sure you have given me
enough latitude in expanding that point which I have just
made. Under the same Local Government Act of 1958 -
and I challenge the hon. senior member for the City, the
Mayor of Bridgetown, to deny this or any member of the
Government - I was the first person in Barbados on the
platform of my Party, before the rates were laid, to point
out these things. Criticism can be of two kinds. Based on
fact, it may be very destructve; but if you put yourself
out of the way before a person makes a mistake to tell
him what he can do to put both sides right, it shows that
you are acting in an interested manner and in the interest
of the community. So what did 1 do? We had a public
meeting - and any of the hon. members on my right or
opposite can deny this; some of the Government Ministers
were present. (Hon. M, E. COX: Not I.)I called your name
on the platform| I said that the City Council should read
the Act very carefully and see that they could relieve the
burden on the householders, because householders pay
taxes purely for the benefit of being alive, whereas, con-
trary to the expression of opinion appearing in the daily
newspaper of this colony that a trade tax is something in-
iquitous and it is double taxation, traders pay taxes purely
on profit after all their expenses are taken out; but we
householders, whether we live in a $120 a month house, or
like some other hon. members a $120 a year house, or
like some other hon. membersina $1,200 a year house,
pay purely for the benefit of being alive in Barbados. I
pointed out at the time, before the 31st March and before
the rates were laid in the corporate area of Bridgetown,
that the sensible thing to do would be to reduce the rate
on hereditaments; in other words, on householders; and to
increase the trade tax commensurately without in any way
interfering with your overall volume of money.

Mr. Speaker, 1 will illustrate what 1 mean. The hon.
senior member for the City was present, the Premier was
present and the other Minister was presentatthe meeting,
and ] called his name.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: On a point of order.
1 want the hon. member to know that ] have not come so
low as to attend any meetings. 1 have attended one meeting )
during my political career, of my opponents.

Hon. M., E. COX: On a point of order. I would like to
make it quite clear too that I have never attended any
meeting held by any of them on that side. I have absolutely
no intention at any time of attending any meeting held
by them. 1 say further that from the report whichl read
in the Advocate, nothing was mentioned as to what he
said just now.

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order. [
believe 1 heard the hon, member on that occasion and he
never made the suggestion which he said he did,

Mr. BARROW: At least one Cabinet Minister was
present. At that meeting, Sir, when 1 pointed it out, the
Mayor of Bridgetown was present, and 1 welcomed the
Premier and the Minister of Trade to the meeting who
were down by St. Mary’s wall. I only take people seriously
when they take the oath, and if ] take the hon. member’'s
oath again, I will deal with him, The Hon. Premier was in
his car facing south by St. Mary’s wall.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 am experiencing some difficulty
now in hearing the hon. member who is addressing the
House. 1 have just begun to experience some difficulty
in so doing.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, the Hon. Minister for
Communications said he was present at that meeting be-
fore 31st March, and he never heard me say what| did
say. The Mayor of Bridgetown was there, the other Min~
isters denled they were present, but the Mayor can say
whether 1 said so. 1 was the only person in Barbados -
and I am not being immodest but we have to get the
records straight - who pointed out thatfor all those years,
they have been levelling a general rate on trade tax and
they were compelled under the Local Government Act,
or under similar legislation which they hnve) to impose




730

the same burden on the householders as that imposed on
traders, and 1 gave my reason.
1.15 p.m.

I also pointed out then, and ] will point out now, that
the valuation for the City of Bridgetown for the previous
year which had not been altered in any material respect
from that made by the Central Government Valuators, was
$7,500,000 in assessable income from trade and from
property, hereditaments and so on. Within the corporate
area of Bridgetown, the assessable annual income was
$3,383,000 approximately. It may be $3,380,000. 1 am
positively sure that the assessable annual income from
trade was $7 1/2 million.

Now, I also pointed out on that occasion that if they
increased by one per cent the trade tax, from 17.8%
to 18.8%, they could take off a minimum of two per cent
from property tax reducing the rate from 17.8% to 15.8%;
and I said that thiswouldnot be any injustice because, con-
trary to what the Editor of the ‘‘Bajan’’ magazine and
other diehard Conservatives were saying, there is nothing
wrong with trade tax. Trade tax could not send youa
bankrupt. I particularly pointed out that, now thatyou have
Local Government, a Company Director is allowed to take
off $5,000 in the first instance while under the old Vestry
system he was only allowed £600. And that $5,000 is for
every Director that is on the firm. Therefore, if you have
two Directors, each is allowed $5,000.

1 do not know if my words didnot reach the rural dis-
tricts. I do not know what they intendto do with their rates,
but the City Council reducedtheirsafter havinga little sur-
plus left over from last year, and it makes this disparity
between the trade tax and the general rate. They are two
separate and distinct things.

It is a matter of history in Barbados.No member of the
Government ever suggested in public or before this House
that they should modify or adjust the ratesby creating this
disparity. I amthe personwho said so.I told them privately
and publicly. They are saying now that the Bridgetown City
Council never created any disparity when they laid their
rates.

What the City Council submitsnow totheGovernment is
not like what they presented under the old Vestry system.
On a careful reappraisement of the LocalGovernment, Your
Honour will see that the Councilscan submitan estimate of
their expenditure and the rate whichthey propose to lay. As
a matter of fact, they do not submit their rates. I will go
as far as to say that the City Council does not even submit
the rate; what they say is that their income from trade
sources and so on will be so much and their expenditure
will come to so much - that is what the law says. As Your
Honour knows, it is only then a question of arithmetic,
because the Government knows from the Inland Revenue
Department what the overallassessable annualincome from
trade for the corporate area is.

1 will remind Your Honour of that by reading Section
197 of the Local Government Act. It says:

‘(1) Before the commencement of every financical year
or such later date as in relation to any financial year the
Governor-in-Executivée Committee shall approve, every
Council shall prepare and submit for the approval of the
Governor-in-Executive Committee an estimate of thein-
come and expenditure of the Council during that year.'

Does that not settle the whole problem? If you go to
subsection 2, it says;-

‘“The Governor-in-Executive Committee may approve
the estimate either as submitted or with such modifications
as he thinks fit, s0 however that the total amount to be ex~
pended shall not be increased by the Governor-in-Executive
Committee."’

That isthe delusion frgm whichall sidesappear to have
been suffering because there are so many people in the
new local authority......

—— e ———— ]

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise on a point of
order. 1 wonder if the hon. member would care to quote
subsection 2 of section 136. The Section which he has
quoted is not the section to which we referred. We re-
ferred to subsection 2 of Section 136. Let the hon. mem-
ber read that,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. junior member for St. John
is developing his point along his lines of reasoning.

Hon. M. E. COX: But we cannot afford to allow him to
mislead, misinterpret, and give a wrong slant to what we
have sald here.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 just wonder, if, by the Hon. Minister
asking the hon. junior member for St. John if he cares to
refer to subsection 2 of section 136, that can be a point
of order. That is not a point of order., 1 told the Hon. Min-
ister that he cannot just get upandask the hon. member to
refer to section 136, subsection 2, and expect that that hon.
member should do so. The hon. memberisfree to refer to
section 136, subsection 2. The Hon. Minister ought to know
the liberty with which hon. members are allowedto debate
things.

Hon. members cannot be confined by the opposing side.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, what is the hon. member
interrupting for? Can he dictate how 1 may present my
argument? ] am the last person to discuss law with a lay-
man. As a matter of fact, there is nobody on that side to
discuss law with me. Long before I came into this House,
long before I was twenty-one years of age, what] knew
about this, he did not know. What 1 forget, he does not
know.

What ] was saying isthis, Mr, Speaker; what the rating
authority lays before the Executive is an estimate of their
income and their expenditure. Of course, the rating autho-
rity has not disputedthat. When the Executive receives that,
they also receive from the Inland Revenue Commissioner
the total assessable amount of hereditaments in the area
and the total amount of trade which 1 said was §7 1/2 mil-
lion as opposed to $3 1/2 million for hereditaments.

Mr. MOTTLEY: No, Sir, that is not so.

Mr. BARROW: 1 invited the hon. member to correct
me if | am wrong, and he did not do it then, He wants to
correct me now.

1.25 p.m

I am speaking purely from memory. The amount is over
$3 million; I think it is $3, 383,000.1 pointed out what they
could do because there was a great outcry which came up
from the householders who had never paidany rate in their
life; but the Government approved the rates and they had
the power at the time to modify them. The Premier said
that he signed them by inadvertence; he did not look at them.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Ona point of order. First
of all, ] did not sign the rates; and secondly, what the hon.
member is referring to was not done inadvertently.

Mr. BARROW: He said that he did not read them; he
signed them and sent them back down or words to that
effect,

Hon. M, E, COX: He did not say that.

Mr. BARROW: Well let the Premier deny it. It was
printed in the Press. He said that he was in England and
papers were sent to him and he signed them.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: On a point of order.
Everybody in thisHouse and throughout the island knows the
hon. member. What J want to put on record is that] did
not say that.

Mr. BARROW: For the sake of the record] would give
him the privilege of saying what he did say for posterity.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member cannot do that.
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Mr. BARROW: I meanthatl willgivehim the privilege
of speaking on a point of order. Hereis the former Deputy

Mayor of Bridgetown......

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not think it is of vital interest to
the public to have that point clarified.

Mr. BARROW: It was printed in the Press and circu-
lated in the English Newspapers as well, Although the
Government had the privilege of modifying the rates, they
did not modify them. They did not make any concession to .
any particular department either to the payersof the trade
tax, or to the payers of the general rate, or the house-
holders within the corporate area or any other area in the
island. Shortly after there was an outcry, they introduced a
Bill to subsidise the Northern and Southern Districtsto the
tune of over $300,000, The exact amount was $331,000, as
far as I can remember. Consequently, the rates for these .
two areas were approved; they are paying 33% and 26%,
the general rate being the same figure in such areas. These .
two Councils were dominated by members of the Govern-
ment Party which brought down a Resolution whereby the
taxpayers of Bridgetown had to subsidise - it amounted to
that - plantations. Let me come straight tothe point; plan-
tation owners and other ratepayers were subsidised. That
Resolution had the effect of subsidising big plantation own-
ers outside the corporate area of Bridgetown. It meant
that the ratepayers, who were less well off, were called
upon to provide the money. By this measure of subsidisa-
tion, the Northern District Councils were subsidising plan-
tation owners in the country districts.

1f the Premier had wantedto make outa case, he could
have developed his argument to this point beforel tore it to
pieces; and he would have sat down and said that obviously
that was aninjustice, Thatisthe whole rationale of the Bill.
Throughout the length and breadth of thig island people, in-
cluding the hon. senior member for the City who also hap-
pens to be the Mayor, criticised them for doing something
which did little to relieve the burden of the small land-
owner whose assessment on property had gone up some-
times 50%; and if they took off 6% they really did not re-
lieve the burden. It ended up with the small landowner or
householder paying more evenby the subventionthanhe had
paid in the previous year. That is the whole position.

It has been urged on the floor of this House and also
outside, and it has been suggested by at least two of the
advisers on Local Government, that in view of the fact that
the Executive Committee under the Act of 1891 holds large
areas of property in each corporate area, especially in the
municipality of Bridgetown, the Government should make
grants~-in-aid in respect of those properties. Thatwasdone
by the equalisation grants and block grants immediately
after the 1945 English Local Government Legislation
whereby the Central Government gave a subvention equal
to the amount that the people would have been rated on and
which they would have had to pay if they were subject to
taxation. I want the Government to deny this, and the Mayor
or any member of any Council can deny it: the height of
folly in all this confusion about the changeover from the
Vestry System to the Local Government System was that
the valuation officers valued and assessed properties and
the Local Government Authorides laid rates uponthemand
the Government accepted that the people living in housing
schemes not owned by the occupants - not one of them is
owned by the occupants - and they were those who went
about telling people from Puerto Rico to Surinam that
they had a scheme whereby the people in Barbados owned
the houses which were built by the Government. That is not
true. It was really under terms of the hirepurchase agree-
ment for 33 years that the people occupied these houses,
and if they defaulted for three months the property re-
verted to the Government; and they would be ejected, and
they have been ejected, evenwithout the force of the Courts
of this island.

1.35 p.m.

I am saying that a man called Albert Maynard, other-
wise known as ‘‘Alabama Joe'’ employed by the Housing
Authority, went up under the cover of the agreement

signed by the Housing Authority which the Minister should
know about, and ejected people with families, eight and
nine small children when the fathers had gone to England
and they had not heard from them, and threw their furni-
ture outside. That was done in St. George, in the Pine
Housing area, and at Colleton in St. John.

‘M. SPEAKER: 1 think the hon. member has developed

“a ljotapn that point. If the hon. member wants to say that
- “thesé people had to pay house tax or property tax, he can
-; -83y so, but to deal withejectionsand so on are a bit extra-

‘neous and unnecessary to build up as an argument.

Mr. BARROW: It is merely to illustrate the principle
that they should be in a position to know that not one of
thése persons living in these housing schemes was liable
to pay tax. According to section 136, which the hon. mem-
her is quoting, subsection 5 says:~

‘*Subject to the provisions of paragraph one of the
Seventh Schedule to this Act, a rate to be paid in respect
of any hereditament shall be borne and paid by the person
who is the owner of such hereditament at the commence-
ment of the day upon which the rating period commenced.'’

Nothing could be clearer than that.] wonderif the hon.
senior member for the City who is Mayor of Bridgetown
knows that even in the case of the Pine where they have all
these houses, not only do the people not own the houses,
but could not own them because no plan has been approved
by the Board of Health for all these houses built up there
up to now. How then could they sell something they had not
perfected a title for? They have not sold one of these
houses to people. But the Premier who went on a tem-
porary excursion to the United Kingdom - for what reason
we are still to find out, unless it was on vacation to see
his family - in his lack of precision, indecision or what-
ever it was that caused himtoapproveand send back these
rates in the form which they were, didnnot scrutinize them
carefully enough at that time to realise that they were
even taxing Government tenants.

Mr. Speaker, 1 see at least four members of the Local
Councils over here on my right, and two members over
there making six altogether, and 1 challenge any of the six
of them to deny that these facts are correct, and that they
did send out bills and demand notes to occupiers of Gov~
ernment houses, andthat these Billsandthese demand notes
were highly illegal. We, the members of my Party, had to
call a meeting telling people not to pay.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has digressed in-
cidentally to inform the House that these people could not
really be taxpayers, because they were not owners of pro-
perty, but the hon. member should not go on repeating the
incident. It is unnecessary to the point.

Mr. BARROW: I would only like to mention in conclu~
sion that some members of the Government wanted to
charge me for a public mischief, and said it in public, for
telling the people that the tax was illegal and they should
not pay it. Welll will finish with that,

Hon. R. G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order.
1 would like to say that it was on the advice of the Crown
Law Officers that all those bills which were sent out were
withdrawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. member referring to tax
bills?

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order.
1 am getting into this. That statement made by the Hon.
Minister is not correct. 1 will get into this later on.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, 1 am finished with that
aspect of the matter. 1 take it thatthe hon. senior member
for St. Thomas in his wisdomis saying that I did not hold a
meeting in the housing areas and tell people not to pay the
taxes long before the Crown Law Officersgave any ruling?
It was when they went to the Crown Law Officers to see
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whether my colleagues and my self could be prosecuted that
this came to the notice of the Crown Law QOfficers. When
they tried to prosecute members of my Party, the Crown
Law Officers told them they were talking foolishness and
that the bills were illegal. They went to get prosecutions,
not advice,

Mr. SPEAKER: That may be very interesting bur still
outside the ambit of this Bill.

Hon. R, G, MAPP: On a point of order. The hon. mem-
ber is making a charge about somebody prosecuting him.....

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have ruled. 1 am going to rule that
there be no further reference to tax billson holders of pro-
perty in the Pine as such.

Hon. R. G. MAPP: That is not paid to us.
Mr. SPEAKER: It is fair to the House.

Hon. R. G, MAPP: Excuse me, Sir, ] did not say any-
thing about being ‘‘fair’’. 1 said the tax is not paid to us;
it is not our tax.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I have made my point and
1 have gone onthe recordto serve posterity. The machinery
now, Sir, is this, if I may just sum up. The Valuation Offi-
cers who are paid by the CentralGovernment -] believe in
some instances they call for a proportionate part of their
pay from the Local Government, 1 understand that they did
call on the Local Government to make some contribution-
and are under the control of the Commissioner of Inland Re-
venue, go around under the authority of the Act and make
valuations on all property in the island, The Valuation Of~
ficers have absolutely nothing to do with trade tax. The
traders are supposed to send in returns. I am not talking
about the de facto position. 1 thought the hon. member was
challenging my interpretation of the Act. The point is that
the traders are supposed to send in returns. If they do not
send in returns, then they have authority toassess them at
a certain amount for the type of premises, which is exactly
germaine to the position weare dealing within this amend-~
ment to the Local Government Act. Every valuation there~
fore is done not by the Vestries but by the Valuaton Of-
ficers to the Central Government, and I donot see why the
Central Government should try to deny that they have valued
property or that their officers have done it, because it is
done all over the world.

Mr. Speaker, we have reached the stage now - again
the philosophy of personal politics - where as soon as
somebody tells you about something and that person is
superior to yourself, you say it was not you, it was the
other person who did it. That is not a satisfactory state
of affairs. Government should stick by its officersthrough
thick and thin; and if they find that they have exercised
their powers ultra vires the authority they have, Govern-
ment should stand behind them.

1.45 p.m.

But not one Valuation Officer was dismissed. We have
to take itthat not merely by the approval of the estimates
and ratesunder the respective sections 136 and 193 or what-
ever it is, they ratified the acts of the Valuation Officers,
but the very fact that they have not dismissed any-
body shows that they approved of the manner in which
their Valuation Officers carried out their work.

1 challenge the hon. senior member for the City to
‘deny this. I do not know of a single case in which anybody
has been over rated or hasbeen chargedtrade tax over the
income which he got. I do notcarewhat they say, when you
look atbusinessesin Baxters Road, you cannot tell me that a
man running a rum shop with every conceivable kind of al-
coholic beverage that has been produced under the mum in
stock, and opening every day perhaps for twenty-four hours,

-can only make ten dollars out of that business. 1 say that
if he can only make thatamount of income he should pack up
and go and work at Mesgsrs. Costain Limited where he can
get $17 a week without that kind of headache. I have already
said so in public.

W

You know to yourself very well that $10 a week is a
very conservative valuation. So why should the LocalGov~
ernment or the Central Government run down the Valuation
Officers? ] have always said that the rate on trade should be
different from the rate on property.Itisobvious that a man
living in a 16x 9'house witha shedroof and kitchen attached
on somebody’s land is in a different position. Under the
old Vestry system, the authorities used toignore rating on
this kind of building; they did not consider it worthwhile to
tax someone living in a building of that kind; but now, the
dragnet has stretched very wide.Ifthatis so, why should the
members of the Government shelter and say that the high
rate is due to the City Council’ The point is that the Coun-
clls decide how much they want to spend, but there is
nothing to prevent the Government from cutting down the
expenditure,

If you read Section 197 of the Act, you will see that the
only restriction on the Central Government is that they
cannot increase the expenditure but they can cut it down;
therefore, if we are accusing the City Council, it was com-
petent for the Central Government to cut down all the ex-
travagant expenditure wherever they found it;but they did
not do it. As1have saidbefore, whether it is the Hon. Min-
ister of Labour or the Mayor of Bridgetown,]l do not argue
any law with laymen. 1 am not saying that that is so over
my dead body.

The next thing is this, The Governor-in-Executive
Committee have approved the rates for the City of Bridge-
town, but they have not come in this yedar's Estimates for
a single dollar, even as a token vote, to subsidise the
Northern or the Southern District Councils. As we pointed
out in the debates on the Estimates, it is predictable that
some kind of subsidy would have been givento those Coun-
cils. They are not giving any subsidy to the Bridgetown
City Council; nor has the City Council suggested that
they should be given a subsidy or a grant in lieu of pay-
ment of taxation for certain property which the Central Gov~
ernment has now taken overandwhichwasactually recom-~
mended by Sir John Maude whowasone of their Local Gov-
ernment Advisers. Contrary to the situation in the United
Kingdom where housing and education are largely under
the jurisdiction of the County Councils outside of the
City of London, the Government was in the habit of giving
housing grants and education grants for specific purposes
to the different Local Government authorities. 1 say
‘*different’’ because there were five or six differentLocal
Government authorities. What they have now is a kind of
equalisation grant so that youwouldnot have this large dis-
parity. The district of Hampstead which 1 used to live in
for a number of years, unfortunately, was in the position
where the taxpayers had to pay a tax of twenty-eight shil-
lings in the pound; bus, next door, in Paddington, a place
which may only be the width of a street separated from
Hampstead, the taxpayers would be paying a rate of
thirteen shillings or fourteen shillings in the pound.so
because of these disequalities, the Exchequer gave an
equalisation grant. This Government is not doing that.
This Government is making no attempt to do that.l
know some hon. members may be a bit surprised to hear
of a County paying 27/6 in the pound, but that is quite in
order. At the time of the elections for Local Government,
particularly in the Northern and Southern Districts, 1
told the taxpayers to be very careful whom they put in the
Councils because there was no limit to the amount of
taxes those Councillors could impose on them.

If members of the Government were bringing a Bill
to the House to try to get rid of these disparities and
these disequalities in the general rate and in the trade
tax, it would be something to which you would say that
they were trying to do something. Of course, trade tax
is predominantly for the Municapility although there are
trade and enterprise outside of the Municipality. They
have been making some suggestion about doing that, but
up to now, they have done absolutely nothing about that.
The rate in $. Lucy on the last occasion was 33 1/3%,
the rate in Christ Church and St. George was 26.8% and
the rate in the City of Bridgetown was 17.8% bwut it has
now gone down to 14% on property and 14.5% on trade tax.
The rates in the other two District Councils for property
and trade are identical. There is no difference between
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the trade tax and the general rate paid by householders
and owners of hereditaments and rateable chattels.

The Central Government must make up its mind
whether they are going to pursue the time honoured sys-
tem of a general rate and a trade tax, which apply to all
and sundry within the rated area, without fear or favour
and leaving it then tothe local authorities on examination of
each case on its merits to decide in what direction and to
what extent relief should be given; or the Government should
make up i{ts mind whether they are going to reduce the
whole community toa state of eternal servitudeto the Ex-
ecutive Committee where, if youwanta dispensation or re-
lief from anything, youwillhavetogoto a Minister and ask
him to do you a favour,

1.55 p.m.

Where | agree entirely with the former Deputy Mayor,
the hon. junior member for Christ Church, is this: what
is the machinery now which they are goingto employ when
they send down a fia¢ or mandate or whatever it is, to
the Bridgetown City Council, telling them that they must
apply a subvention to a particular category of persons?
In other words, you will have not only owners of heredita-
ments but traders, the one employing a general rule and
the other a trade tax which you are subsidising now. You
take the subdivision where you have owners of heredita-
ments of not more than two bedrooms, those which have
more than two bedrooms and those which have water-borne
sanitation and dustbins. You may have those who support
the Government Party, those who believe in Heaven and
those who do not. Is that the kind of categorisation in which
they are going to indulge?

Once we pass this Bill here it seems to me that the
philosophy of personal politics will be carried one step
further; that is a person can soongo to the Executive Com-
mittee and say: ‘‘Don’t tax Mr. So and So of Alkins Land;
he is one of us."”” There is no limit to the classes. You
may have a class where every person init has brown eyes
and blue boots,and coloured people who supportthe Labour
Party, or a class with eighteen pairs of shoes and fifteen
estates, and in each class there may be one person quali-
fied. I am not being frivolous, Sir, I am quoting now from
the Chancellor of the University of Ceylon on Local Gov-
ernment. Thisiswhat he saysindealing with local finance;-
“To show exactly what this principle means, let us com-
pare the taxing power of Parliament with the rating power
of local authorities......

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. member let us have the
edition and the page?

Mr. BARROW: It is the 193] edition page 135.

Mr. SPEAKER: Has the hon. member finished his
quotation? He may finish the quotation.

Mr. BARROW: Professor jenningsgoes onto say this;-

‘‘Certain items of national expenditure are provided
for by means of permanent legislation. These are called
‘‘Consolidated Funds Services,’’ because they are paidfor
out of the Consolidated Fund, into which all nadonal re-
venues are paid, without anannual vote by Parliament. They
are few in number and are those services which, it is
thought, ought not to be the subject of discussion in Par-
lament every year. The other Services are *‘Supply Ser-
vices'’, and the expenditure has to be voted every year.
These services do not include expenditure of local authori-
ties to be met out of rates, though they do include most of
the grants which are paid to local authorities."’

At this stage, it being 2 p.m. of the clock,

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 2 p.m., of the clock, this
sitdng stands suspended until 2.30 p.m., of the clock.

This sitting now stands suspended.

2.00 p.m.

On re-assembling,

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, there is no quorum pre-
sent, and 1 ask that you direct that the bell be rung.

On the bell having been rung, a quorum was obtained,

QUESTION TIME

Question Time was called,

Mr. SPEAKER: | understand that therearenoanswers
to questions ready. The House will therefore proceedto the
consideration of Private Members’ Business.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

Private Members’ Business was called

Mr. SPEAKER; Order No. 1, 2, 3. Is there any Qrder
under Private Members’ Businesswith which hon. members
would like to deal? (A fter a pause). There being none, the
House will revert to Government Business.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT (AMENDMENT) BILL

Mr. SPEAKER: On the last occasion of Government
Business the hon. junior member for St. Johnwas speaking
on a Bill to amend the Local Government Act, 1958,

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, before the suspension of
the sitting, 1 was quoting from the work of a person who is
well known as an authority onLocal Government. The Min-
ister of Communications, Works and Housing expressed
some surprise that local government was a matter of inti-
mate and deep concern for lawyers and for constitutional
lawyers particularly. It was at this juncture that 1 thought
it fitting that] should quote from no less a person than Pro-
fessor Ivor Jennings, Chancellor of the University of Cey-
lon, .

What I am drawing to the attention of the members of
this House, and particularly to the attention of those hon.
members who may happento be members of the Local Gov~
ernment Authorities, is that they have to exercise a con-
stant vigilance over the attempts of the Central Govern-
ment to spread its tentacles and to widen out the system
of patronage in which they have beenindulging particularly
over the last two or three years, into every department,
segment and sector of the civic and political life of this
island. If we allow this kind of legislaton to develop at
the ever-increasing rate to which it has gone within the
past six or eight months, very soon we will be asking the
Ministers for permission to wake up on mornings and to
go to sleep at nights, for permission to eat our meals, as
we have already to do whatisthe equivalent of asking them
for permission for our children to have a decent educa-~
tion.

2.35 p.m.

Although the hon. senior member for St. John, my col~-
league, the Minister for Education, hasbeen a school teach~
er himself, it appears to me that he has allowed himself
to succumb to the blandishments of the other members of
the Government who would appear to deny education for all
and sundry of thisisland. However,l am merely saying that
by way of analogy.

Hon. L. St.A. THORNE: On a point of order, 1 would
like my colleague to understand thatat thisage nobody could
dare to think that they could convert me to any way of think~
ing they may have if | can see differently. There is abso-
lutely no fear of anybody converting me when it comes to
this sort of thing.1 do not know that this Government has
done anything so far as education is concernedthat 1 could
not approve of. 1 feel it is working within the context of its
economy.

Mr. BARROW: Anyhow, | am grateful to my colleague
for the assurance which he has given the House and me in
particular, but his record will have tobear examination at
another time. We are not di scussing education, so} think we
will pass on. | was merely expresaing what is a growing
fear amongstall men of goodwill inthisisland. We have had
the recent example of the Fisheries Act and all the other
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bits of legislation which are still the subject of debate

where increasing provisions are being inserted in Bills,
whereby instead of free interplay of the rule of law, in-
stead of the citizen being in a position of knowing that such
are his rights and such are his liabilities, we will find his
rights more and more contingent upon getting di spensations
from what the Ministers choose to call and what the Legal
Draughtsmen elect to describe as the Governor-in-Execu-
tive Committee which is the Cabinet.

Now their conception of Cabinet Government appears
to be that there can be no effective control of the economy
of the island unless ina lot of little frivolous ways whereby
you can force people to come and salaam and make obei-
sance to a Minister and ask the Ministerto do him a favour.
When inthis Bill youinserta provision, the whole intent and
purpose of the Bill being this provision that the Governor-in-
Executive Committee can more or lessdictate to the Local
Government authorides that a particular subventionistobe
applied for the relief of a particular category of persons,
relief prior to the presentation of this Billin this Chamber
wasg dependent upon the rate-payer or taxpayer satisfying
the Local Government authority that he or she was through
poverty — and poverty is a relative term = unable to pay
the particular rate; and so the taxpayer could apply for a
remission or 4 reduction of thetax. But what they are say-
ing in the Bill now, Sir, in Clause 2, subsection (c) which is
going to amend Section 149 is that where any payment is
made pursuant to the provisions of this subsection - and
Your Honour will realise that that particular sectionis the
one which gives the Government power to pay out of the
Treasury of this island grantsfor the reduction of the rates
of the three District Councils ...cecivviernenienen.

We know from the recent visit of the Secretary of State
for the Colonies, the Right Honourable Jain McLeod, that
wherever the words ‘Governor-in-Executive Committee’’
appear in the legislation of this island, there shall be sub~
stituted ‘‘the Cabinet’’, and the particular Minister in
charge of a Department will exercise all the functions of the
Cabinet. That is one of the consequential amendments which
will have to be made to the constitutional set-up of this is~
land. If they do not know it,] am telling them now. (Hon. D,
D. GARNER: Repeat that; 1 didnothear.) The hon. member
can ask his informer to tell him.

The Section reads as follows:-

‘‘Where any payment is made pursuant to the provisions
of subsection (2) of this section’’, that is section 199, *'the
Governor-in-Executive Committee may direct that the
amount of the contribution, or such partthereofas he may
determine, received by a Council shall be applied by the
Council for the purpose of relieving to such extent as the
Governor-in-Executive Committee may direct, the amounts
of the rates payable in respect of hereditaments of such
class and of such rateable value as he may direct or the
amount of the trade taxes payable inrespect of taxable in-
comes of such class of traders and of such amount as he
may direct, and in that event the Councilin receipt of such
contribution shall apply the same or, as the case may be,
such part thereof accordingly without varying the amount
per dollar of any rate or tradetax to be made by the Coun~
ciL.”

All we have to say about this is that, whereas before
relief was conditioned by your satisfying the rating authori-
ty that you were unable to pay on the grounds of poverty,
this now makes it competent for any group of lobbyists, any
pressure groups or any adherents of the political Party, to
approach the Governor-in-Executive Committee and say;
‘“We want you to give us exemption; so send a man to the
Councils, City Council or District Councils, to say we are
not to pay all, or any or only such part of the rate,’’ That
is all it amounts to. (Hon. M. E. COX: As far as your men-
tality goes.) It is better to have a mentality like mine than
no mentality at all.1fl may deal with that Minister, he goes
around the housing schemes telling people he hasput them
in these houses; he telephonesthe Director of Public Works
and tells him whom to employ, as well as the Director of
Highways and Transport.

Hon. M. E. COX: On a point of order. We all have the
experience of the hon. member for some timenow, and we

know the hon. member cannot speak the truth even by mis~
take,

Mr. SPEAKER: Now the hon. member should withdraw
those words.

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 will withdraw thosewords, butl am
not going to give way to him.

Mr. BARROW: 1 will not allow points of order to be
made-the occasion for personal abuse of members.] do not
think Your Honour should allow it.

Mr. SPEAKER: There is no question of my allowing
any hon. member to rise on a point of order as a means of
insulting or offending another hon. member. 1 am surprised
that the hon. junior member for St. John got on his feet and
said so0, because, when the hon. member said what he did, 1
asked that the words be withdrawn. The hon. member cer-
tainly cannot forget that so soon. I willask the hon. senior
member for St. Michael who was stillona point of order, |
presume, not to effect that tone of speech which savours of
such disorder.

Hon. M, E. COX: 1 would like the hon. member to state
any time or any occasion on which 1 have ever asked any
Head of Department for any jobfor anybody.l deny empha-
tically ever having done such. There {snoDirector or any-
body in any Department or anywhere in my Ministry that
1 have ever asked for any job for anybody.

2.45 p.m.

Mr. BARROW: The hon. member has never asked; he
hasg told, not necessarily the Heads of the Departments, but
the subordinates whom to employ in certain jobs. The De-
partments which 1 talked about are the Highwaysand Trans-
port Department and the Public Works Department.

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 riseon a2 point of or-
der.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 will notallow these interruptions just
for the sake of interruption. When objection is being taken
to what an hon. member who is on his feet is saying, the
hon. member must be allowed at least the opportunity of
finishing his sentence, or at least to get to the theory of
what he is saying. Then the hon. member who wants to put
a point of order would be allowed to stand on his feet and
make his point of order, The idea of a member getting on
his feet because he hasheardtwo or three words out of or-
der when the rest may be justaswell out of order, is out of
place.

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise on a point of or-
der. The hon. junior member for St. John said that he knows
of an occasion when ] telephoned a Head of a Department,
the Director of Public Works Department, and instructed
him to take on a particular person. These are statements
which you must nail in the head at the moment. All these
malicious, lying, insinuating expressions you have to nail
them in the head on the spot. He is not going to get away
with anything. et him say whereandwhenand at what time.

Mr. BARROW: Since he has attacked me, I will give a
reply and pass on. Trevor Maynard, St. John.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is quite out of order.
The hon. member will only be allowed to continue his speech
on the matter which is before the House.

Mr. BARROW: It seems as if 1 willhave to exercise a
great amount of restraint in this House.

Hon. M. E. COX: You better had.

Mr. BARROW: Let me go on.l am opposed to this kind
of legislation because it is the philosophy of personal poli-
tics, where you are trying to centralise power more and
more in the hands of a few CabinetMinisters. That is not a
democratic principle. The Hon. Minister of Trade has inter-
rupted with personal abuse whenever 1 say so. Why has he
taken it so? It is there for everyone to see,

W
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Hon. M, E. COX: You cannot help.

Mr. SPEAKER: I would just like towarnthe hon. mem-
ber again to desist from being personal.

Mr. BARROW: If you do not want me to deal with him,
Mr. Speaker, you had better deal with him.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 do not know if hon. members are ex~
periencing the heat of this summer and as a result want a
holiday as from today. If hon. membersreply to each other
in the vein they seem to be in today, I will promise them
within the next two or three hours a holiday, but not inside
the House. One cannot allow this sort of thing in this House
of Assembly.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I am saying thatitisa
philosophy of personal politics. Week after week, whenthere
are 26,000 unemployed in this island and grave problems
confronting the masses of the people who are unfortunate
to exist under the benighted leadership of thatGovernment,
when there is growing illiteracy, whenchildrenare not be-
ing able to get in secondary schools, all that that Govern-
ment is doing is to bring down this nonsensical legislation
and expect us to entertain it. Itis unfortunate that there is
no enlightened public opinion or an impartial press which
would have the courage to demonstrate the ignorance and the
folly and the lack of public leadership which this Govern-
ment is giving the people. If the hon. member wants to get
up and oppose me, lethim getupand:do so. I do not see any
reason why parliamentary debate should be reducedtothis
level. Unfortunately, we have people sent into this Chamber
because they exercise this system of patronage; and this
Bill is another attempt to patronise a section of the com-
munity perhaps to the dereliction of other sections of the
community.

When I spoke of my knowledge'of what the Public Works
Department was being used for, it was only an illustration
of what ] was saying of patronage. All that happens in the
Public Works Department, the Highways Department and
even in housing schemes; and it has extended to the point
where the Premier himself interferes with the Public Ser-
vice Commission. The Attorney General is going toresign
because of that. The Hon. Premier tellsthe Public Service
Commission whom to appoint.

Hon. Dr. H, G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker,] rise on a
point of order. I do not have to deny that. The hon. member
has spoken and the hon. member knows that he speaks the
truth, sol do not have to deny it.

Mr. BARROW: | thank the Hon. Premier for giving the
Minister of Trade, Industry and Labour, the lie. The Hon.
Premier has assured the House thatl speak the truth. It
is a fact thatthese thingsgo on.] held these things back for
a long time.

Mr. SPEAKER: It may be quite interesting and it may
be even something else for hon. membersto be indulging in
this kind of thing, but it is not pertinent to the House, now
considering thisamendment to the LocalGovernment Act, to
hear or to be amused by suchinformation.] know that hon.
members can indulge in that totheir hearts’ content at dif-
ferent times of the year, but certainly the proper thing to
do, if hon. memberswantto serve the publicinterestinthis
way, is to deal with it specifically by a Resolution or by
some authorised motion. This is not the way that it is done
in a Parliamentary Chamber.

Mr. BARROW: While Your Honour was speaking, the
Hon. Minister of Trade wasdroppinga lotof sotto wce re-
marks which could be heard on this side of the House. I
know where my inheritance comesfrom whichis something
more than he knows.

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. member sit a while. The
hon. member may have been justifiably aroused or interes-
ted by sottwo voce remarks made by the Hon. Minister of
Trade while I was addressing theHouse.I regret that those
remarks made in asotto vocemanner were so audible as to

reach hon. members’ ears. Had they reached mine, I would
be onmy feet and would have toldthe Hon. Minister that that
wag unbecominginthisHouse, Agithappened,l did not hear
them; my interest was in what [ was saying, in letting my
remarks reach the ears of the hon. junior member for St.
John because it is my wish —and 1 hope it is the wish of
hon. members too — that this debate should be concluded
in a peaceful manner. I will do all in my power to see that
is so, but 1 can only do it with the aid and assistance of all
hon. members of thisHouse. It can only be done under those
conditions.

2.53 p.m.

Mr. BARROW: It has reached a stage that, after all of
these Local Government Acts from 1953 onwards to 1958,
when all of them were enshrined in the Statute Law and
passed by both Chambers, they found that the Act was not
perfect and they had to bring downMr. Lightburn, The Acts
having been gone through with a fine tooth comb and finally
codified and consolidated by the Act of 1958, we now find
a new principle being introduced in the relationship be~
tween Local Government and Central Government whereby
the divine right of granting relief is impinged upon in so
far as it is exercised by the rating authority. The Gov~
ernment is arrogating to itself the right to say who should
pay taxes and who should not pay taxes; and 1 say that that
is contrary to the constitutional relationship which hitherto
has existed in democratic countries, particularly in the
British Empire, between Local and Central Government,

"and to the historical development on which our own insti-

tutions are based. That is contrary to the acknowledged
principles and tradition, although tradidon itself is no
recommendation, but there is a tradition inherent in the
rule of law that a Government interferes in such depart-
ments of the economy as are necessary for the succesful
development of the well-being of all. It is also important
and inherent in the democratic principle that there should
be as wide as possible an allocation of all powers so that
we do not creep stage by stage, with ever-increasing
rapidity, towards the state of centralised dictatorship.

The only rationale of the Billisthat the Ministers want
more personal power in their hands. They do not like the
Mayor of Bridgetown, which is clear from the pronounce-
ments and mispronouncements on the facts. They do not
like the Bridgetown City Council because it is not con-
trolled by them, and they want to dictate to them that they
have a moral duty within the Local Government area, that
they should give some kind of subvention in lieu of the
exemption which they enjoy as trustees to the public,
They know that eventually they will have to give it, but
they want to give it to be applied for political purposes.
1 am not mincing any matters; they would like to take away
freedom of speech.The scurrilous way in which they abuse
members of the Opposition is anindication that they resent
any facts being brought to the public.

It is true that they have control of the dajly news-
paper of the island because nothing detrimental to the
Government of this island or to the Barbados Labour
Party on issues, no matter how far-reaching and impor-
tant it may be to the welfare and salvation of the inhab-
itants of the island, is allowed to spoil the beauty and
immaculate presentation of the filth which appears in that
journal. In the Press, the people can be regaled with ar-
ticles on sexual aberrations, but never with any criticism
of the Government. That is the fare to which the public
is treatedinthe Press of thisisland. Day after day we come
in here and make pronouncements on matters whichare of
vital importance to the rule of law and the exercise of the
democratic rights of the public, but nothing is said about
these mattersin the Press. We have to repeat these matters
to the point of tediim So as to make sure that there is one
record to which posterity will have recourse and that there
there are no omissionsfrom that record when we hold them
up for examination in ages to come to show whether we
are aware or unaware of our constitutional rights.

Mr. Speaker, this amendment to the Act is an attempt
to carry the philosophy of personal politics a step further,
to make it appear to the members of the public that even
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when relief is given in Local Government taxes in any
of the Councils, you must go to the Ministers and get them
to create a category and say, ‘‘You made this category
and you must give us relief.”” This matter can be carried
- to ridiculous extremes. Let us say that a Conservative
Government comes into power. A Government which is
more conservative than the present Labour Government can
harkly be envisaged, but if a Government which is more
conservative than the present Labour Government came
into power, they may say that all merchantswho have been
assessed on more than £10,000 profit should not pay any
local government taxes. The merchants could advance
a very good reason, they could say that they are paying
40% company taxes already, or they may bring forward
some such platitudinous excuse.

In conclusion, 1 should like to say that the principle
of local government taxation has always been fixed ona
pm rata basis. You have an assessment - a big asses-
ment for a small man. I cannot remember if the hon.
senior member for St, Peter also made the suggestion,
but the suggestion was made on the floor of this House
by the late lamented junior member for the City, Mr.
A, E. S Lewis, that there should be a system of pro-
gressive taxation for Local Government as well, and
companies should have a flat rate and they could hardly
have relief from that. They pay taxes on profits. There
is no question of iniquity in trade tax because it is a tax
on profits, but as far as owners of rateable hereditaments
are concerned, if you want to have progressive taxation,
the fact of whichwe donotapproveis that a Minister should
be given the right to send down a local authority and say:
““This is the class of persons to whom I am going to give
a grant in aid; therefore do not put any taxes on them at
all.”

3.05 p.m.

If you are going to give a grant-in-aid, give it and let
everybody progressively share the relief which that
affords; but do not pick out a particular category of per-
sons who is going to judge who is most deserving. Don't
the Ministers have enough work to do? Who is going to
advise them on this? What kind of machinery are they
going to use when most of them know absolutely nothing
about Local Government taxation and Local Government
politics as such? That is why they floundered around last
year and up to now cannot sign the rates for the Northern
and Southern District Councils. :

This is some five or six months, perhaps, after the
tax bills have gone out. Christmas is drawing near,
and the people in the Northern and Sourthern. Districts
do not know where they stand. That is a disgraceful
and disreputable state of affairs. If 1 do not.vote for
this, it is not because I do not want people to get relief;
nobody in Barbados can accuse me, who was threatened
with prosecution for telling people in housing areas not
to pay the tax, who got in the Lower Green and told the
City Council how to ease the burden on householders,
of not wanting to give some kind of relief to the over-
burdened taxpayers of this island. As a matter of fact,
1 would pay eight times the amount of tax in England as
1 pay in Barbados, because in that country you get some-
thing for the money you contribute to Local Government.
But down here, apart from poor relief which keeps the
Central Government in power because they are absolved
from the responsibility ~ the person who is keeping this
Government in power is the Mayor of Bridgetown by spend-
ing $1 million in poor relief. People would have had a
revolution long ago had they realised where the burden is
being imposed and from which direction it is coming.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, 1 would just like to add
my quota. 1 would sayatthe beginningthat I am not going to
argue in here who shéuld have credit for this and who
should bhave credit for that. 1 am suificiently competent,
capable and knowledgeable upon this Local Government
subject to argue convincingly. When it comestowho should
be given credit for anything, or however the Government
might go around this, to me they have the power and if they
want to pass this, they can pass it.

W

What the hon. junior member for St. John said just
now is absolutely correct. Government must bear in mind
that they will not always govern. My Party will not always
run the City Council; I am not a fool to think so. You can
pass all the legislation you want to donow; it may do some
harm, but what the hon. member said is correct. There
is an existing sectlon in the Local Government Act which
gives power for tax relief,

Mr. Speaker, 1 am not going to recite what was said
already. I understand that my colleague, the hon. junior
member for Christ Church, has already made the position
of the City Council clear. Whether the members of the
Government like or dislike me, that is a matter for them.
1 have not worried about thatfor the past twenty years, and
1 have been going on; I am still enjoying health, and 1 am
more interested in that than anything else. Under the Local
Government Act the Government can give a grantto the
Local authorities. As you know, Sir, the Government last
year gave a grant to the two other areas, but they did not
give the Municipality a grant.

Hon. M. E, COX: On a point of order. I thought the
member would have said that the City Council did not
apply for a grant. Grants were applied for by the Northern
and Sourthern Councils, but up to now, so far as] know,
the City Council has not applied.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, 1 wonder why the hon.
member got up. I only make speeches in my way; I speak
as 1 feel, and 1 have never heen dictated to as to how [
should speak. What ] said is as clear as a pikestaff. ]
am repeating that the Government gave the other two areas
a grant and did not give the Bridgetown City Council. 1 go
further and say that the Government actually told the other
two Councils to apply for a grant, That came out in the
Press,; sol have not made any untrue statement.

Mr. Speaker, as the hon. member said, this Bill seeks
to give them a little personal power. Sometimes people
say to me that they wonder if 1 were in Government what
would be my position, and whatl woulddo; but 1 just smile,
nod my head and go ahead. It is a question of the survival
of the fittest. Some schocksnever get cushioned; there were
no shock absorbers in this, and these gentlemen have not
been able to apprise themselves of what is happening. It
is peculiar, Mr. Speaker, but you know quite well enough
that kings are made by people and kings are destroyed by

‘People; dictators are also made by people and destroyed

by people, and Governments are made and destroyed by

people.
3.15 p.m.

Just before] came in here, one member - I am not sup-
posed to call his name - said to me: ‘‘When all is said and
done, when we all sit down, we know that this form of
Local Government is something which we have todo and that
the old Vestry system was outmoded.’’ [ said a few days
ago that 1 held out the ‘'Qlive Branch’, but let it not be
believed that I said so because one hair in my head was
afraid. I said soreally in the interest of getting something
workeable. Do not let the Government fool themselves that
1 am in any way afraid, Whathashappened is that the Gov~
ernment is afraid of admitting that that form of valuation
does not altogether relieve those people to whom relief
should be given. It was strongly supported by Mr. julian
Mahon of Lion Castle that their method of relieving in the
Northern and Southern Districts on the last occasion was
one which caused about $90,000 of the money they provided
to go into the hands of the big landowner. It did not go into
the hands of the small taxpayer. The hon. senior member
for St. James himself did not see that.

Sir, you have to do something like this, but this is not
the way to doit.] argued then that you were giving $100,000
and odd to the Northern and Southernarea of which amount
Lion Castle and Edgehill were getting the greatest amount
of relief, lock, stock and barrel. They were the people who
got more relief than anybody eise. Your Attorney General
and your financial adviser would not accept whatl said.
Now that you have seen your error, you come along and
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say: ‘‘Wewant to see that your rate is going to be 16 cents
or 18 cents and if we give to you $100,000, we want to see
the rate on property owners much lower indeed."

Sir, you know how the general rates are laid in the
rural areas. Eighty percent of the taxes in the Southern
area are paid by fifteen percent of the people and the other
twenty percent of the taxes are paid by eighty-five percent
of the people. I said that in the Lower Green, and the Gov~
ernment pooh-poohed my remarks. 1 argued that right on
the floor of this House when you were passing this Re-~
solution to give those two areas a subvention. What did
I say?1 said thatyouwere giving tax relief to the Barbados
Shipping and Trading Company which owned the Bulkeley
group of plantations, That Company was paying the majority
of taxes, therefore, you were giving the majority of that
money to them. I said then that that was the wrong way to
do it. I am not going to accuse Government by saying that
you did it, as the hon. memberhas just said, for somebody
to come to you with cap in handand ask a favour. What the
hon. member who has just sat down said, is right.1 con~
tended then that you did it the wrong way; and I most re~
spectfully contend that you are stilldoing it the wrong way.
You do not think so but when we go to the public and explain,
they are going to hear my argument and they will hear
yours.

1 have observed that a member ofthe Northern Council
gave notice of a motion and, asl read it in the newspaper,
1 thought that it had emanated from one of the Ministers of
Government because it was so sensible a thing to do. I said
in here that that motion must have come from a Minister.
I said that that member has seenthe light of day by putting
forward that motion.

What is the position today? The LocalGovernment Act
says that you must rate everybody in Barbadoswho lives in
a house that isvaluedto $125whichis roughly $10 a month,
1f, however, you rent the house it does not matter; you
do not pay the rate, The Government has never seen the
wisdom of even. asking us to make a suggestion. You have
not been decent enough to ask us where the burden lies,
where most of the applications for tax relief come from. In
this island with 48,200 houses, you have close on 26,000 in
the Municipality. You do not want to ask me, butl can
tell you. Surely, there are some hon. members over on that
side to whom [ can tell it.

You have brought in an Act but you have not read it
thoroughly. I am going to prove ittoyou. You come in with
this amendment to Section 199 of the Local Government
Act to say when the Councils are given the maney, the way
in which that money must go. Now, tax relief can be granted
by a Finance Committee. That is provided for, all over
the world, but what have you done now? Why give Dowding
Estates Limited, the Shipping and Trading Company,
Musson, Son and Company, Mr. *' Josh’’ Haynes, Mr. Lisle
Ward and others like those relief, and pin your burden down
on the small man? If you have brought this Bill to ease the
small man, the way in which you have drafted it is wrong.
The bulk of the people who send in for tax relief are the
people who were not rated before, and the reason why they
are rated now, is because of your method of assessment.
At present, your system says that if 1 own six perches
of land which is about 2,000 square feet, witha 12'x §
house on it, 1 will have to pay taxes, According to your
system of rating, that house with that little land is rated
because it comes to about $126 annual income; but my
colleague on my left owns a two~roofedhouse on rented
land next door to that, and because it is on rented land, in
the opinion of the Valuation Officer, it is not of annual
value of $10;, therefore, it is not rated. If we go through
your rate books, we will find several thousands of these
cases within the Municipality. 1 have not said that the
Municipality contains all of the houses:but I say that more
than half of the houses are in the Municipality and, as a
result, we should pay some regard to that.

3.25 p.m.

You have got to get money with which to run the area;
you must look after the poor and so on. Originally, the
old Conservatives were hard, were they? But they said,

*‘Qut of sugar, we will make money.’’ The only land which
was exempted was land which was planted in trees. You
have to carry on your Infirmary and so on. You exempt
all you can, but those who are strong must bear the infir-
mities of theweak. You say thatwecan own all of Bawdens,
and those acres are valueless as far as agricultural land
is concerned. You have to run the area still; you let these
people go free whereas other people have to pay for it.
1 say that it is your solemn duty to raise the exemptions
since your valuation list stands for five years.

The Premier once said that they would go into this
matter of the valuation, but 1 know that that could not be
done unless you amended the Act. It has been often
said to us in this House that theHouse can do anything ex-
cept to make a man into a woman. The correct thing to do
in this matter would be to pass legislation having for its
object the raising of the exemptions. Qriginally under the
1911 Act property was valued at $3.00; the value is greater
now. The house which you rented at $10.00 a month is now
rented at $30.00 a month and therefore your exemptions
must be increased. That is obvious. 1 saw that a notice to
that effect wasgivenat one of the Councils and | said, ‘““Now
you are seeing the light of day."

The Hon. Premier knows that under the old system,
you had a five-year average on which you could rely. 1
want to say that if this is the advice which you have been
given by Sir John Maude and Mr. Lightburn, well, follow it;
but there is other advice which youdonot follow. Directors
are now allowed to draw $300 a month, and if tenDirectors
draw this amount, youmust stdll runthe parish; and whence
are you going to get the money with which to run the parish
if you do not passonthe burdento other people? If the bur~
den falls heavily on these people you cannot say, ‘‘We are
sorry that the burden has fallen on these people’’ and then
suggest that this is the way to deal wth it. This might be
the political way of doing it,but itis not the scientific way.
The members of the Government often say that they will fol-
low the practice which obtains in England and in other
places, butwhenit comesto doing thatin Barbados they will
bring forward a hybrid because they think they can spite
the people in the City Council.

Mr. Speaker, this is allnonsense. Have youever heard
of anybody trying to get somebody elseina hole or a cesspit
unless he himself gets down there? Whataboutan equalisa-
tion grant? Youcannot say: ‘‘l am going to take these names
and these are those whom1 will relieve without affecting the
rate'’; there is a difference between whatisbefore us now
and tax relief; in the case of tax relief, that is dealt with
by the members of the Finance Committee. While you are
relieving persons who are paying taxesbelow such-and-such
a figure, will you tell me thata big taxpayer is not a small
one too? Have you taken the trouble to find out where this
burden has been most hardly felt? You have not taken the
trouble to do that, but you merely come down here and ask
us to agree to amend this Act.

In a matter of this sort, it is to be done by way of an
equalisation grant. If you feel that the services in the area
of the North and of the South, such as sanitation and other
services, should be set up to the standard of the Municipal
area where you collect more taxes, if you think that the
standard should be the same, then you have every right to
give an equalisation grant, You can earmark a grant for
equalisation purposes, Do you think that the grant in the
area of the North or the South shouldbe any less than in the
Municipality? I do not think so because it takes a person no
less to live in the Northor inthe South than it takes to live
in the Municpality,

This section 199 of the Local Government Act was
particularly put in here so as to give you the latitude for
doing what should be done. If youwould look at the Section 2
of this Bill which amends Section 199 of the Act you will
find that it says this in the new Subsection to be numbered
r) ( 4)' ':-

‘*‘Where any payment is made pursuant to thepro-
visions of subsection (2) of this Section, the Governor-
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in-Executive Committee may direct that the amount of the

contribution, or such part thereof as he may determine,
received by a Council shall be applied by the Council for the
purpose of relieving, to such extent as the Governor-in-
Executive Committee may direct, the amount of the rates

payable in respect of hereditaments of such class and of

such rateable value as he may direct or the amount of the

trade taxes payable in respect of taxable incomes of such
class of traders and of such amount as he may direct,

and in that event the Council in receipt of such contribu-~

tion shall apply the same or,asthecase may be, such part
thereof accordingly without varying the amount per dollar
of any rate or trade tax to be made by the Council?
3.35 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, if youcamealongand saidyou were going
to raise the rates and instead of rating a house at £35
per annum Yyou raiseditto £150 per annum, I am sure that
when you raised it youwill findthatyou will in turn be able
to give to the areas a grant for the purposes of sanitation
and public assistance. The Minister of Trade seemsto have
taken me up onthe factthatwe did not ask for a grant in St.
Michael, We did not ask for a grant, but no one would have
expected the Hon, Minister of Trade who represents St.
Michael to sit by and wait for us to ask for a grant. You
would have thought that his heart would be bleeding for
his constituents who had to pay his heavy burden levied
by the Municipality. At least the Govennment has three
members in the Municipality, but 1 think it has three too
many. (Hon. M. E, COX: You did not want it.)

Mr. Speaker, in one breath we are accused of being
Conservative, and in another breath we are accused of
‘being reckless spenders. (Hon. M. E. COX: You car-
‘ried over $1/4 million.) The hon. member said that we
carried over § 1/4 million. Ask him why and who are
responsible for carrying over the $1/4 million. Some
clerk has always been able to come and say ‘‘look, they
have carried over $1/4 million’’, - (Hon. M. E. COX:
It is not done like that.) and therefore he feels we do
not need it. Anyhow ] would leave that for the political
platform. 1 am not going to make personalities or any-
thing of the sort now. 1 prefer to deal with thisasl
see it,

I believe the Deputy Mayor must already have spoken
about it, but we wrote them five or six months ago.
There is great discourtesy by the Government of Bar-
bados to the Bridgetown City Council purely because of
envy, malice and hatred. A year ago we wrote them
saying that we had to pay people to collect thejir taxes
for highways and so on for which we originally got 2%.
We asked whether they would compensate us for it.
Today, we hire four people. There has not even been
an .acknowledgment of the letter. If you wrote the Land-
ship ‘‘Excelsior’’, the Admiral would send back a letter
even if the spelling was bad; but the Government of
Barbados has not made an acknowledgment because itis
the City Council who wrote.

The hon. member said we did not ask for a grant,
but five months ago we wrote a letter reminding them
that Sir john Maude and Mr. Lightburn said that
Government should pay or give a grant in lieu of payment
for all Government property. We feel there would be no
point in asking them to pay for the Public Buildings,
schools or social services, but we do feel when you have
a8 Chief Justice in a house from which you are collecting
rent as well as the landwhichyouare buying day after day,
you should pay for those things. Only on the eve of dis-
cussging the Minutes did they rush off a letter to say that
they were considering the letter. The Government of
Barbados cannot accuse me of receiving a letter from the
Premier or any other Minister whether] like or dislike him
and not replying. I always direct all employees of the City
Council to acknowledge with courtesy any communication
from any man.

Mr. Speaker, they have five months to tell us
whether they have all the Housing Authority property
valued. 1 must say in passing that what the Hon. Minister
of Communications said is not correct in reference to the

Attorney General advising them that they werenot to
collect taxes on such property. 1 would like to tell him
what happened. We do not take the Attorney General's
opinion; we have our legal advisers. Properties were rated
and bills sent out; so when the Minister of Trade said

¢ that they did not collect $250,000 in taxes on properties

through rates because the Inland Revenue Department
was advised that they could be rated, 1 do not wantto
place any blame too heavily on the legal department.
After the bills were sent out, the Secretary of the
Housing Board, acquainted with the Act as he is, drew
our attention to the fact that certain people could not
be rated or one cent collected. We were quite surprised
when it was drawn to our notice and we asked our legal
adviser who himself didnot realiseit. Everybody was look~
ing at the Local Government Act. I understand that the
Department responsible for rating was told that it could
rate. Only when Mr. Lashley got the bill he advised us to
look under the Housing Atthority Act and see that they
were exempt from taxation.

As a matter of fact, Government had no trouble
doing this at all, because with the Valuation QOfficers
at their disposal, they could have asked me for a list
which 1 c-uld have given them in two days. All they
had to do was to get the necessary assessment on all the
property within the municipal area, and if the rate was
going to be 4 cents, 10 cents or 12 cents in the dollar,
that is what we would have passed on to them. 1 do not
expect you to pass rates for schools, but if you buy land
and you give no subvention of any sort, and if the Gov-
ernment, Mr. Speaker, in their new system of valuation
give all these exemptions to the big taxpayers and to
pioneer industry - as a matter of fa{ : the only tax we can
get from pioneer industries is by way of property -
money must come from somewhere.

3.45 p.m.

If, Mr. Speaker, they can give all these exemptions
to Pioneer Industries and to people who are living on Gov-
ernment property, it iscommonsense, itis second standard
arithmetic, that if youmusthave $200 to spend and by those
exemptions you have reduced the sources from which you
could get that amount to $150, obvicusly, you must create
a greater burden on the people who must pay it or you must
give a subvention.

Up to now, you have not said thatthe City Council was
extravagant. I know that the Hon. Minister of Trade is too
shrewd a politician to say that. Uptonow, you hear all this
talk about buying votes and about giving the people this and
that, but the Government is too wise tointerfere. The hon.
senior member for St. James spoke the truthwhen he said
that the whole thing wants scrapping and throwing into the
sea. However, it is our duty to co-operate and get Local
Government working, The members of the Government upto
now have not been able to make any fun at the City Council,
We have tried to get it working; therefore, if they have re~
fused to give us a subvention, to give us anything for the
property which they have taken away from us, what do you
expect?

1 said last year that even whenyoureduced your rates
to the percentage it is today, those persons who have
been asking for tax relief, those personswhoare crying out
over their taxes, even by this reduction, their taxes will
still be 50% or 70% higher thanwhat it was in 1958. This is
because your valuadon has increased tremendously. The
hon. junior member for St. John said that he did not think
anybody was overvalued. That isa matter for him. I repre-
sent the City of Bridgetown and 1 will see to it that 1 keep
my seat in the City. He represents the parish of St. John.
Even with your reduction, the people’staxes are still going
to be 50§ or 75§ more and itis because of your valuation.
Your valuation had to go up and your expenditure in the
municipal area has increased year after year. Nothing re-
mains stagnant.

I wonder what the Hon. Minister of Trade, the Minister
of Agriculture and the Hon. Premier would say if our expen-
diture had remained at $1 million over all this period of
years. They would have destroyed us. They wouldhave said
that the Conservatives did not want to help the people. Now
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that you are spending money, they say that you are getting
reckless.

We have sent our Estimates to you and you have not
taken out any of the reckless expenditure which you talk
about. You took nearly five months to go through our Esti-
mates. The Estimates of this island, Mr. Speaker, are
usually placed before us during the middle of February and
we are asked to finish them within three weeks; but the
Estimates of the City Council went before the Governor~in-
Executive Committee and they took five months before they
sent them back to us. You say, ‘‘Ohthese diehards, they are
either not spending too much or they are spending too
much{’’ (Laughter)s

In passing, I want to say this hereand now. The letter
which we received in this respect came from the office of
the Hon. Premier. I am going to be charitable in this re-
spect, and say theHon. Premier shouldbe better advised at
times. We received a letter from your office telling us that
wherever the word ‘‘etc.”’ occurred, it should be deleted.
1 am surethathadthe Hon. Premier looked into the Govern-
ment's Estimates, he would have seen that under every
Head, we hadfollowed step by step what the Government has
done and he would not have made that error.

Throughout the Government’s Estimates for last year
at no point have you seen itemscoming under *‘Incidental’
itemised. 1f1 may draw an example, under the Head ‘‘Mental
Hospital"’, there is the item ‘‘Incidentals’’ for which $4,700
is voted and the note to it saysthat it includes for Account
Books, Manuscript Books and Registers, Postage etc.,
Christmas Festivities. Provision for cigarettes, tobacco
etc. Yet the Government wants to ask the City Council, as
far as incidentals are concerned, toitemise themand show
them where the expenditure lies.

1 will not change anything in our Estimates. All that the
Governor-in~Executive Committee has to do is not to send
them back. We have had a showdown already and we will
have a showdown again.

Mr. Speaker, I am not going to vote for this Bill as it
stands, 1 believe this is the wrong approach. According to
the hon. junior member for Christ Church, they have done
it in this way because they believe thatin this way they can
hold the power in their hands.

You are passing legislation for posterity. ] have al-
ways said in here thatwhatever goes upcomes down. 1f you
pass this legisiation as it is, you may be removed from
your position tomorrow and by suchanevent, this would be
put in the hands of another Government. That Government
may very well say: ‘‘Cancel this class of taxpayers.” In
other words, that can happen if you have a diehard Gov-
ernment. Do not argue that things are impossible. All
things are possible with God. You are not passing legis-
lation for your Party in power. You cannot pass legisla-
tion to say that a body can direct the class of taxpayer
from which you must relieve the tax. I repeat that this is
not the way to doit.Ithasto be done by way of anequalisa-
tion vote or getting your statistics in all three Wards.

You are becoming panicky. Canyouremember whenyou
were going around holding your meetings that you said
that 1 was the person who was doing this and that? What is
really necessary is for the Hon. Premier to get from the
three Wards the type, the classes, the number and in what
capacity the increased taxation has been effecting a hard~
ship on the taxpayers. 1 am sure thatwhen you get this in-
formation, you will increase your exemptions.

1 have not seen before me, at leastin any large propor-
tion, any people who were carrying on trade or any people
in big business who were asking for relief from paying
their taxes. :

3.55 p.m.

Ninety-five percent of the applications for tax relief
are from people who feel the burden; and if you get these

statistics from the three areas you should amend your

Act to increase your exemptions and you will be relieving
these people who are least able to pay.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, a Bill of thisnature isa
simple one but it gives one the opportunity to review some-
thing which is new. The Local Government Actis new. I do
not propose to take the line which the hon. junior member
for St. John has taken, nor that which the hon. senior mem-
ber for the City has taken; they have taken a long time to
make the salient points in this Bill.I would excuse the hon.
senior member for the City who spoke in his capacity of
Mayor, The community must understand the type of demo-
cracy which allows the Party in power to work against the
interest of the community on occasions when you have to
examine it. When you think of the few people who make
up the Party, it does not necessarily mean that they are
possessed of all the wisdom todoallthe right things at the
right dme.

At this stage, Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and Mr,
DEPUTY SPEAKER took the Chair,

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 was going on
to say that sometimes we expect too much from human
nature in these things. Unless we are prepared to make a
very brutal analysis of the situation, we cannot get to it
correctly. The Hon. Premier introduced this Bill but he
showed a lack of knowledge and a lack of awareness of the
very Bill which he was introducing. Thisisan age of Party
politics, and if it had not been for Party politics, the Prem-
fer would not have been Premier either by referendum or
by popular vote. That is one of the evils and disadvantages
of Party politics. He is the Premier without the breadth or
real understanding of whatistaking place; heis the Premier
of a Party, a member of which has said that this whole
Local Government Actwantsburning up, because that mem-
ber of the Party came into this thing at 70 and he did not
know what it is all about.

When we were discussing the **Maude”’ Bill, one of the
Ministers,the one who is now going out of the Chamber,
asked the peoplenot to vote for adult suffrage;and he is
one of those people who are administering something, the
tenets of which he does not believe in. They are fighting
against the Conservatives; the Labourites as against the
Whigs and Tories are the people who are responsible for
this type of legislation. Because you have an amorphous
organisation of various types, you have legislation in which
a Conservative can reigninthe Municipality. Now they have
awakened and they are passing this legislation; they have
introduced a Bill and by their ownactionthey had to intro-
duce a Resolution on the 17th November, 1959, making a
grant of $331,540 to two Councilsin order that the Dowding
Estates and the Shipping and Trading Company canreceive
money; and the Premier isnow sayingthathe is correcting
what he did, He is like the boy who failed his examination
and when his mother asked him why he failed he said; *‘As
soon as | was going to pass, they stopped the work{"

It is pathetic to hear the Premier of a Government say
that he is passing something to correct, not what the hon,
senior member for the City has done, but something which
the Government has introduced. Mr. Deputy Speaker, I
would not like to involve you in this matter as you are
Chairman of one of these Committees, but nine-tenths of the
various Local Government Councils do not know the Act. 1
was not interested in Local Government butl heard at a
meeting members of the Party in power say that they were
going to make things better for the people, that the QOld
Vestry system was corrupt and they would relleve them.
{Hon. M. E, COX: We said if we got into power.) The hon.
member says that they said they would do these things if
they got into power, but they want to meddle with too many
things. The hon. senior member for the City cannot hold my
philisophy; I am sorry that he is not here. He could never
hold the same philosophy as 1, because he istoo steepin
Conservatism. However, what he is running in the City
Council is superior to what the member s of the Government
have done. They have entrenched in power all the tenets of
Conservatism because they have produced in the Municipali-
ty a manwho understandswhat they have passed even better
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than they who broughtitforward.l am not sitting in my own
democratic rights and allowing the country to be gradually
diminished and reduced in status to a position of stupidity
when we can stop it.

4.05 p.m.

Today, we had a classic example of the Premier in
introducing a Bill like this speaking about thisas if he had
been to some fairy land and was told something by the
fairies about this Bill, and has now come back to tell us
about this Bill, and that the Addendum says that this is to
correct something. What is this to correct? This is not to
change the rates, because the rates remain. He does not
know what he {s talking about. The fundamental thing is that
this is based on valuation and the rates.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, what the hon. junior member for
St. James did not know is that the old time Vestry parish
pump politics which existed in the pastcouldnot keep pace
with what is taking place today. The Local Government
situation has changed. Instead of valuing property now,just
as Sir John Maude said,on the oldacreage basis which was
anachronistic in an age like this, youhave put it on values.
As the hon. senior member for the City has pointed out, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, if a man in Tent Bay in your constituency
lves in an 18’ x 12° and the value of the house in 1939 was
$100, $200, $300 or $400, andyouexemptedhim from taxa~
ton, today the value of that house is $1,000; so you can go
to the Housing Authority and take your own example. You
lend & man $1,600 as a maximum atthe Housing Authority,
maybe to build a 16’ x 9’ house or one big one-roof house;
that man living in that type of house 20 years ago was
exempted from tax. He is notthe manto tax today, because
the value of his property is like the value of anything you
wear today. A pair of shoes today will cost more than a
pair of shoes twenty years ago, but it covers the same ten
toes; therefore whatitis doingisthe same. A man is getting
the same shelter, Mr. Deputy Speaker; so when you value
his house and ask him to pay taxes when he should be
exempted from doing s0, you are putting him back where
he started.

The other aspect of this question, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
is not only the incident of taxatdon but how heavily it is
going to fall on those most able to bear it. In the past, all
land was valued, but now you say only certain arable land
and rab land; therefore, it means that you have cut off
valuation on some land. If you take an analysis of land
owners in Barbados, you will findthatitis divided between
the big owners. Small people in Barbados do not own land.
The small land owner in Barbados is like the proverbial
mosquito on the rump of a rhinoceros.

1 do not think I was in this Chamber when you debated
the Resolution for $331,000; 1 happened to have left the is-
land, but while on that, 1 am going to take this opportunity
to say what I would have said then. When you came with this
Resolution for $331,000 to give relief to people who normally
would not qualify inany context for exemption, it would be a
question of having this money torunthe country and there-
fore who must pay it. Qbviously they must pay it; but what
do you find? The Premier introduces thistoday not to Cor-
rect that because it remains. The valuation remains. If you
want to remove that) you have to remove the cause.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 hada discussionthis morning in
other quarters withthe Minister of Trade in connection with
money, and if we in perpetuum have to look for $331,000, in
the next ten years we will see $3 million coming out of our
revenue. We did not have to look for that before, so why
must we lookfor it now to runthe Local Government without
any question of reappraisal of the situation?

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I heard that some of the buginess-
men in Barbados are asking Government to increase the
rate of interest. Whenever youhear a manwith money ask-
ing for the rate of interesttobeincreased, it is not that he
is at the borrowing end. A manwhois at the borrowing end
of money never wants the rate increased; it is the man at
the lending end whoasks for the rate of interest to be raised.
If they have reached the stage in Barbados where they have
80 much money to lend, it means therefore that they are a
little more prosperous after a better distribution of the
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income in a better system anda more progressive system
of taxation. 1t means too that people inthat posidon are not
in need of relief like the man in an 18’ x 10’ or the man
renting a small bit of land.

1 agree with those speakers who said thatthe Govern-
ment's task therefore is not that of wanting to know from
the City Council the people whom they relieve. If the Local
Councils are bodies elected on adult’ franchise, you should
be prepared to give them a subvention, and the checks and
balances by the Legislature should protect you against the
type of extravagance which you are likely to foresee, For
example, in this Act the Governor~in-Executive Committee
has power and authority to look at the rates and to acquire
all the information it requires to determine whether these
Local Government Authorities are acting wisely. Now] will
go further and say that from all that went on between the
Government and the City Council, itispatentthat a consti-
tutional issue arose in Barbados on the basis of whom you
were going toappointas Aldermen. The whole issue started
on the fact that the Government in power was not prepared
to accept, or did not accept, what would have arisen in the
City in so far as the hon. senior member for the City and
his group were concerned. They must not be surprised,
because this is part of the Government’s own creation. They
created an excellent climate for that and theyare creating
more despite the recent election. It is true that you had no
real opposition in dealing with thatin my own constituency,
and if | were interested in Local Government, the Labour
Party could not have won the seat it won in the Northern
constituency based on this same type of thing. Many people
came to me on this issue. We do not want anyone to regard
this as a vote of confidence, because you can be fooled by
one election into another when certain fundamental issues
are still outstanding,
4,15 p.m.

It is beyond doubt that the majority of taxpayers
throughout the island were somewhat incensed about this
system. And they had to be. Why? They were called upon to
pay higher taxes., This is what the Government has not
explained and | believe the City Councilhasnot explained it
either or any Council. The old Vestry ran a system which
did not require a subvention from the Government. The
Local Government has been called upon to run the same
services; no additional services have been added; Govern~
ment has not given them schools to run or the administra-
tion of the Fire Brigade. I will say that in Barbados the
City Council is performing the duties of a Borough Council.
Ithas beenraised tothe statusofa Municipality but it does
not perform the duties of a Municipality. Thereis no Muni-
cipality of which 1 have knowledge which performs such
little duties as the Municipality of Bridgetown, Qur Munici-
pality is a glorified tax relief Commirttee ora glorified sub-
Committee of the Governor-in-Executive Committee.

What is the most dangerous thing about this today, to
those of uswho have read of how Governments are construc~
ted, istofindthatyoucreate electionsto bodies and they put
to those bodiesno functionsatallto perform. We are getting
away from the Colonial system. Just as we did not like the
idea of the Colonial Secretary saying to uswho must come
in here or who must go in the Other Place, we do not like
this. Personally, I think we have reached the stage where
Mr. McLeod or anybody who lives in England should not be
able to tell us how to live in Barbados.

1 say to the Government that if you have reached the
stage that youagree that there should be Local Government,
then take your place. Let Local Government takeits place,
Have your law, have your framework of the way in which
you would like members of Local Government to run the
system. 1 want to see the Premier of Barbados with full
powers because I want to say to him, if he is not acting in
the best interest of the country, that he is no good; retire;
go home. 1 have a similar feeling as regards the other
Ministers. Formulate your policy; but when you come to
Local Government do not let this expensive setupbe just a
facade of democracy. You send people to the polls to vote
for Councillors and yet you are not giving them the right to
administer their functions.

Sir, I do not agree with this Section. The Executive
Oommmee, according to this, will be Ministers of this.
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Surely no Minister should want to know to whom you are
giving relief, What you want to say, isthat you are going to
give relief to a taxpayer who has a property of a certain
valuation and you can put that in the Act. This is like the
£5 bond which we had here, andtheHon. Minister of Trade
knows that we had our differences about that,

If youare satisfiedthatthere are certain hereditaments
that should be relieved, state the value under the present
circumstances to which you are preparedto give relief. We
have todo our homework.1f youwere relieving a man whose
property was of $1,000 valuation, 25 yearsago, if that value
is the equivalentto §1,500 today and youwant to relieve that
same type of person, you will havetoincrease your valua-
tion for relief to $1,500 soasto put them in the same posi-
tion. The fines which are imposed by Magistrates in the
Courts today are imposed on that same line.

1 do not subscribe to the idea that the laying of rates
is a very difficult job. The Government wants a simple
method of laying rates. They wanta simple method of valua-
tion for land for the whole island. Of course, the majority
of trade is carried on inthe municipalarea, although there
is some movement of trade inthe other parts of the island.
If the City Council had asked for a subvention, I feel that
both the Government and the City Council shouldhave been
taken in Carlisle Bay and drowned. The City of Bridgetown
along with the corporate area of St.Michaelis rich enough
to carryitsown. Thatiswhyl say that what the Hon. Prem-
ier said about valuation when they were holding these meet-
ings wasnottrue. I read something which he said in Queen's
Park about valuation but, as we know, making speeches is
not part of the Premier’s makeup; he is not blessed with
that gift to make a speech and more so, a sensible one.
Therefore, when he said something of taxation of the whole
island, it is not like income tax.

What you are running now in Barbados is not like the
old Vestry system; Local Government is dividedintothree
districts and each districtcarriesitsowntaxation.It is not
like the Government collecting income tax to spend on the
whole island, Manhattan is the richest place in the U.S,A,
and in the whole world for that matter, yet it is not a big
place; it is just a small partofNew York. The whole of the
United States of America can be absorbed into Texas but
when you want money, you do not go to Texas, you go to
Wall Street. It is the same thing here. The money which the
Central Government gets from income tax in St. Michael
can be spread to cover everybody in the island but, unfortu~
nately, with Local Government, you cannot carry the money
which you receive from Local Government taxation in St.
Michael to. relieve the people in St. Jamesor the Northern
District Council. Why we cannot do that isbecause the Act
says that it is a local area and your taxation is based on
the expenditure for the area. Because of that, the Govern-
ment must have a different fiscal policy. Do not fool people
that you can have a shopkeeper in Bawdens, St. Andrew,
paying the same rate as a shopkeeper in the City because,
in St. Andrew, the taxationisbased on what the people in St.
Andrew want, what the people in the Northern District
Council want. This isnot vouchsafedto the gentlemen of the
City Council.

What 1 think the Government should think of doing is to
give the three Councils the rightto prepare parks and keep
them in order so that a stretch of land like that in the
Bathsheba area which looks so ragged not in keeping with
the aesthetic beauty of that part of the countryside, could
be beautified. Do not wait until tourists come here, for the
Tourist Board totellyouwhat you should'do for the tourists
but which you have not done for the people of Barbados.
4.25 p.m.

The majority of members of the Local Government have
not got any work to do; they are walking about at Alms-
houses; some of them are getting fresh withthe Nurses and
they are carryingtheir freshnesstoofar. Youput these men
on a Committee 80 as to increase the travelling allowance
and when you are finished, you are takinga sledgehammer
to kill an ant. I should like to say that more money is dis-
tributed by the Old Age PensionQfficersthanwhat some of
these people distribute. You cannot centralise these things;
if you centralise these things, the Ministersare not seeing

about them. itisthe little boysinthe office. As to the things
which come out from the Secretary of State for the Colonies
in these despatches, when you go to London, Barbados
comes out on a piece of paper and somebody says that he is
dealing with Barbados. Sometimes you see a small fry who
is handling Barbados. The Colonial system hasbroken down
and some people whowentto London would believe that they
went to the right hand of God. (ASIDES) It is their genera-
tion which has started the trouble in Africa.What happened
with that generation is that they came back here and fitted
into all this thing too easily instead of rebelling against it.
They fitted into it like granite in sand and then you cannot
see the granite, It {s not a question of more centralisation.
You have already centralised the carrying on of these
things; in Barbados, small as itis, a place with 756 square
miles of road in an area of 166 square miles, it is so easy
to centralise all the services.

We have centralised education, and water too for prac-
tical purposes. 1 do not think we should centralise the sani-
tary services in St. Andrew, You must give people some-~
thing to do; you must have your system but you must not
make it so expensive. Some people serve on certain Boards
in this island and they serve without payment. What I do
feel is this: when youhave the law still remaining as it is ~
I heard the Minister of Trade say or rather I saw a report
in the newspaper, because I do not attend these meedngs
for the reason that people say things and you cannot reply
to them and rather than break the law it is better for you
to keep quiet.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, | feel that in these matters when
you have the law where you can make it possible that you
will be giving relief and you have to look and see that you
do not give relief to these people who are not eligible for
relief, then the Act should be so dealt with that you do not
have that problem. In connection with Income tax you do
not get that trouble; that is why 1 like Income Tax. The
matter of giving 8 man relief would have to be based on*
his extraneous circumstances.

Taxation is & part of our civilisation. We cannot live
in a civilised community without paying taxation, and there-
fore taxation falls on the people who have property. You
allocate the money for doingthings.l believe that members
of the Government would like to devise a means of saying
what the rates should be. Let us say that you will put a
valuation on land. Land in St. Michaelhasa different valu-
ation from land in Bawdens in St. Andrew,. Land in Broad
Street has a different valuation from land in other parts
of the island. In the Trade Union we do not ask for any con-
cessions. We are like the Church; we try to help people
and we do not work for any profit, but the amount of taxa-
tion we pay is nearly $500 a year, I do feel that if you own
property and you are a part of the community in which you
are existing, you should pay your taxes.] do not believe
that this thing was done by the Councils with any knowledge
of helping anybody, but in the Resolution which we passed
this is what was stated in the Addendum:-

“*The Northern and the Southern District Councilshave
submitted petitions to the Governor-in-Executive Commit-
tee for grants to reduce their rates inorder to relieve the
taxpayers of their respective Councilareas. Under the pro-
visions of Section 199(2) of the Local Government Act,
1958, grants may be made to a Councilout of moneys pro-
vided by the Legislature of such sums as the Governor-
in-Executive Committee may determine in aid of rates
and taxes and the amounts of any such contributions shall
be taken into account by the Council in determining the
amount per dollar of any rate or trade tax to be made by
the Council.

It is proposed that grants of $121,337 and $210,203
be made to the Northern and Southern District Councils
respectively to enable the respective rates to be fixed at
26.73 and 18.77 cents in the dollar. Without these grants

the effective rates would have to be 33 and 26.6 cents in
the dollar respectively.’’
4.35 p.m.

As some members said, this appeared in the news-
paper before it had taken place; and, asl said, with a Party
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system of Government you get this, so it was known that
this was coming. We are saying that you took $331,540 out
of the Public Treasury to reduce the rates for people who
owned property. Did you get a tax relief from these people
to know what was the situation? I understand that in many
instances the bigger plantation ownersand companieswere
paying less taxes in that year that you came down for this
than in the proceding year, but the Government passed the
Bill. The hon. junior member for St. James said that the

Bill should be torn up, and 1 would like to see members of
the Government come and run against meina constituency

and say that in sending downthis Bill they did not know that

they were going to relieve the biggest plantations or the

biggest shippers and traders in Barbados at the expense

of the poor man.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Government say thatthey re-
flect the aspirations of the working-class manin Barbados.
They should, because the working-class man put the mem-
bers in the Government there. Had it not been for the
working-class man's support, this House would be com=-
posed of different people even in 1960.1 am one of those
practical people; 1 take an empirical view of certajn as-
pects of my political life, and though they claim that we will
all dwell together in unity, in Barbados, when people go to
the polls, they vote for people they like. I know that had it
not been for the removal of the franchise,l would not have
been here; and even people who tell me that they like me,
like me because 1 am here; but if I was not here, they
would not vote to send me here.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, when I look and see that you are
relieving not the ones who sent you here, but that you are
passing a law to make it possible for people who do not
want relief to get relief, that is wherel say - and} have a
public duty to carry out - that the Premier must under-
stand that in dealing with legisladon of a country, he is not
dealing with legislation of a Party;itisnot a pious organi-
sation or a debating society where it does not matter. 1l
feel quite strongly that if the Premier knew more about
what was going on in the world and what we required in
Barbados, you would not get this spectacle. It is pathetic
that in introducing the measure the Premier doesnot even
understand what has taken place. It is true that the hon.
senior member for the City is not here, butl take his
encomiums as they should be taken. I have never seen
a better spectacle in this House on one side and on the
other. The hon. senior member for the City says in one
breath what a nice man the Premier is, and in ancther
breath you get statements to the opposite.

The hon. senior member for the City has posed as an
authority on Local Government. 1 do not pretend, Sir, to be
an authority on Local Government, but whatl do know is
that this Bill as it now stands, and this amendment as it
stands, are going to open thedoorstoan aspect of political
life that we are not accustomed to in Barbados. I would
ask what the Government foresees that it must make this
relief. What has the District Councils said to you for you
to make this relief? The City Councilhasnot asked for re-
lief, so why ask for relfef for the Northern and Southern
District Councils? What is wrong with their rating system?
What is wrong with their valuation system? What happened
in the past: Those are things we have not heard from the
Government.

You would be surprised to know, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
that the Government in power had the effrontery to get on
a public platform and defend themselves, that what they
passed was O.K, and there need be no worry about it. The
taxes did not have to be so high because they carried up
the valuation, and therefore the amount of money that they
had to tax, Government got through that forgettingthis one
aspect; if all the things we bad to tax were these micro-
phones in here, and all the money we required remained
static, that is to say, if we want $1,000 from these micro-
phones and there are ten microphones valued at $10 each
and therefore that came to $1,000, we need not have taxed
any more to get the same $1,000. If we saw that we wanted
$3,000 instead of $1,000 and they were carryingthe valua-
tion on the microphones from $10 to $11, it is going to
give the same $3,000 by allowing the percentage to remain.

That is ordinary arithmetic and there is nothing involved
about that.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, figures and statements like these
do not seem to appeal to the Premier. We would like to
know how much money there is involved in Local Govern-
ment, what the Northern District Council rated for last
year, what the Southern District Council ratedfor last year,
what the City Council required and what the expenditure
is to cover. That is the sort of information one wants to
get, What is the type of valuation you are working on and

" why is it thatthese Vestriesnow require more money? It is

true, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that the Northern District Coun-
cil has bought a number of vehicles, and | think 1 saw you,
Sir, receiving at an official function some sewerage vehi-
cles. With a capital item like that, the Council should have
authority to borrow the money and over a period of time
amortize the debt. That is sensible financing. | have no
idea of the cost of these vehicles and 1 think that they got
three of them. 1 do not know if they cost $100,000.
4.45 p.m.

1 understand that that would cost about $20,000. What
we would like to know, Mr. Deputy Speaker, {s why is it that
the first year after Local Government was brought into
being, when we all felt that Local Government was golng
to make us happier, we had to give them a subvention
of over $300,0007 What is the Bill going to be like this
year? It does not matter who gets this subvention; what
matters is, why it has to be this way. What I would like to
see is the Central Government providing subventions to
the Local Government for capital purposes, for things
which you know that they cannot do of themselves.

Sir, I have my own views about taxation of Govern-
ment properties. 1 would say that it is a question of how
high is your taxation. This is where you must have a pro-
per analysis. If the Government ever acquires so much of
the Local Government taxable property, then it is likely
to throw an undue burden on the other taxpayers that re-
main. Should that arise, the Government would have to
examine the question for relief in that particulararea. But
that is just & matter of information; I do not think that situ-
ation has arisen in St. Michael. I would tell you why I be-
lieve that situation has not arisen yet. The Government has
confined itself to going into certainareasandfinding places
where they can house the people. But whatdo you find? Be~
cause St. Michael {s a bullt up and capital area, more of
the businesses in trade are created in St. Michael than in
any other constituency. Your constituency and mine are still
mainly agricultural and fishing areas. If more business
were to come your way - I meanin your constituency - the
whole incidence of taxation would change. However, if the
Government takes up too much land and property from the
Local Government areas, you will have to watch that be-
cause the property owners remajning would have to pay a
proportionate tax which would be out of keeping with what
you are doing for the whole community.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 will say this to my colleagues.
It has happened in England with the Labour Party there.
There is one sure thing, you can tax people:but whenever
the taxes hit them hard, you have todo something about it.
I knew the Government would have to do something about
the taxes which the people were called upon to pay on the
last occasion. Why?1f the sources that put you in power ever
become so irritated by anything which you do and you re-
main adamant to their wishes, you know where you would
be eventually. I had no doubt thatthe Government had to do
something about this taxation. If the Government did not
do anything about it, if the Governmentdidnot say that they
were going to look into this question, well, you know where
they would be at the next election. If you want to get an
electorate infuriated, make the people pay more for the
things for which they feel they should not pay more.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, you know as well as] do that all
politicians say ‘‘we are going to make your lot better.”’ If
you go to the St. Joseph area or to the Northern District
area and you say to the people that by Local Government
legislation it {s Government’s intention to spreadthe taxa-
tion over the community, it i8 nota slander if you say that
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it is not to soak the poor but to soak the rich and help the
poor.

I do not know what youare goingto say about this situ-
ation in which the hon. senior member for St. George on
my immediate left was the recipient of tax relief. Tl.lat is
one of the biggest conundrums I have ever seenin my
whole life. Just fancy, a man of his category, a share-
holder in the Barbados Shipping and Trading Company
and a man of Mr. JullanMahon’s stature from Lion Castle,
St. Thomas, have been granted tax relief!

Mr. DOWDING: Sir, may I speak on a point of per-
sonal explanation. I have no shares in the Barbados Ship-

ping and Trading Company.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 did not say that he had sharesin
the Barbados Shipping and Trading Company. | said that
the hon. member has reached the impecunious stage where
he was the recipient of tax relief from the Local Govern-
ment system. He became a recipient of tax relief through
an Act which was passed by a Socialist Government. If
that is so, then we have to bow our heads in shame. just
fancy people like the hon. senior member for St. George
becoming recipients of tax relief. Unheard ofl The Hon.
Minister says that he is going to correct this error; I am
saying the hon. member is an error unto himself. 1 say
that this is no error; it was a deliberate act of stupidity.
It was plain as a pikestaff. We were in here nights and
nights when we discussed that Clause.

What has it done? 1 will only say that as long as we
know ourselves the hon. senior member for the City would
always be in a very favourable position. Aslong as he lives
with this sort of thing going on, he will always be in a very
favourable posidon. In St. Michael where youhave so many
owners of houses, do you think thatyouare going to take it
out of the people’s minds that he said that they were the
people whom you were taxing? I remember an occasion
where a man with a breadcart came to me and showed me
his taxbill and said to me; ‘‘Mr. Walcott, what are you
doing with me? Look here, 1 have to pay $28 in taxes.”

Sir, I do not know how some of these people ever were
able to own a house, Itwouldtake an economist to work out
the average earnings of these people, and he would not be
able to find out how they could ever own & house. 1 do not
know-unless they own it by getting up early and grazing
their cows and sheep on the hedgerowsand probably by the
cows getting a little sip of the mash which the plantation
owner has given out for the cows on his plantation, The
average man in Barbados gets $13 a week, Do you realise
that if he has to pay a tax of $13 at one time he would have
to go and borrow money? 1 will go further and say this:
some of the people who do not own houses and are living
in some of the houses rented by the Government, which
houses are exempted from taxation, are better off than
some of the people who by their own sweat have put by
something to purchase a little house for which they have
to pay taxes.

4,55 p.m.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, you know that there are some
people who own little 18X 10houses, houseswhich are taxa-
ble, but they do not work steadily every week of the year;
they do some jobs and try to help themselves. I feel that
this Bill does not go to the root of the trouble. Whom are
you going to relieve? Why should the Governor-in-Executive
Committee, which is the Ministers, want to do the job of
relieving these people and who are the people whom you
want to relieve? Why do you not think that the people who
have been elected by the Councils are capable of doing this
job? 1 can say quite safely that if the hon. senior member
for the City were not the Mayor of Bridgetown and so the
head of the City Council, I doubt very much that we would
have had the trouble in this island which we have had in
Local Government.

1 am asking the members of the Governmentto bear in
mind that we came through the road when we were resisted.
1f those who were in power had reacted to the other mem-
bers like how the Government want to react to the members

who are now in here, there would have been another Turkey.
What is happening in the Congo is the result of the stupid
resistance to change,

They see that the hon. senior member for the City
has been elected, but they want toputthings in his way and
persecute him. I say this; if amanis doing a good job, say
he is doing a good job whether he is your friend or your
foe. The people who are resisting change are those who
will suffer. ] have absolutely no sympathy whatsoever for
the Belgians because they are resisting change, and that
is what you get for resisting change; they bite off your
toe or cut off your foot. That is what you get for resisting
change, It is time that this Government......

At this stage, Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair,

Mr. WALCOQTT: 1 was saying, Mr. Speaker, that it is
time that the members of this Government realise that
if an opponent is elected they should accept him as having
been elected through the democratic channels. Every hon.
member of this House is not a member of a Local Govern-
ment Council, and the members of the Government must
realise that they cannot run the City Council and the Gov-
ernment too, as they wantto do. They cannot have it in both
ways; there are two separate anddistinct functions. Not one
member who has been elected as a representative of a
constituency can say that he has not been approached and
asked what he is going to do about this matter, about these
tax bills. The most alarming thing is to hear a Councillor
say that he did not know what it is all about. Well, Sir,
that is not good enough; the hon. junior member for St.
James says that he was exasperated, When he could not
find what an answer was, he said that this Bill should be
torn up.

Mr. SEARLES: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order. I
never used any such words.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 said that he was so exasperated
that he said that Bill should be tornup. Well, his colleagues
should say that they will not take him seriously when he
gets up to speak. | did not say that the hon. member said
that he was exasperated; | said that he was exasperated,
when he could not find what an answer was. That is an in-
dication to show that, as a member of the Council, he was
totally unaware of what he had to do; he found that he had
to do something of which he knew nothing, and therefore
he said that the whole thing wants tearing up.

Mr. SEARLES: Again, ona point of order, Mr. Speaker.
1 want the hon, member to realise that I am not a fool and
by his remarks he is inferring that] am a fool.

Mr. WALCOTT: Sometimes a fool confirms remarks
about himself when he speaks] (L aughter), I have respect
for old age and therefore 1 will not say anything more than
what I have said. | said that many members of the Gov-
ernment Party, other than the hon. junior member for St.
James, have been unaware of the implications of the Local
Government Bill, and when it came out that this system
produced this type of taxation, they did not know what to
do. That is why the only recourse which they had was to
g0 to the Government and the Government advised that they
could not do anything from Government House or from the
Cabinet; but if a request came to them from the Councils
asking for relief, then they would give that relief. Any mem-~
ber of the Government can challenge that statement; it is as
true as John 3.16. If you find that one of your members is
drowning you should throw out the line, unless they are
going to do like last night when they did not throw out the
line. But, of course, if the caseistoo far gone, there is no
point in throwing out the line; you do not have to worry.

In all societies, and in the best of families, you al~
ways have people for whom you leave room open when they
are shaky because you do not know which way they will
go up. If the hon. junior member for St. James is annoyed
about the remark 1 made, 1 made it because the hon.
member is the only member of his colleagues in Local
Government whom 1 can see, I do not put His Honour the
Deputy Speaker in to this matter but ] have my firm con~

— 4
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victions about some of these things; and that is why some
of the members of the Government could say certain things.
5.05 p.m.

1 feel that officers like the Speaker and Deputy Speaker
should not be engaged in these Local Government Authori-
ties, just as I feelthat the Speaker should not be the Mayor.
1 think we will evolve to that at some stage where we will
draw the line between Local Government elections and the
people who are eligible for taking a seathere and those whe
are fineligible. That will come with more maturity.

In my view, Sir, thisBillislikely to lead to more seri-
ous complications. The best thing to do isto go to the root
and amend the Bill at its source which gives the people
with hereditaments the right of exemption.

Hon. L, St. A. THORNE: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move
that further consideration of this Bill be postponed.

Mr. SEARLES rose to second the motion,
Mr. TUDOR: I beg to second that.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 want to make it straight that the
voice of the hon. senior member for St. Lucy was heard
and not the hon. junior member for St. James, so on the
record the hon. senior member for St. Lucy will appear
as having seconded the motien.

The question that further consideration of this Bill
be postponed was put and resolved in the affirnative with-
out division,

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to move that
this House do now adjourn until Thursday, 25th August.
(A VOICE: Why not Tuesday?) Business before pleasure,
Had it not been for the fact that members of the House
are Invited, 1 could not care less about the party.

Mr. WALCOTT: The boys are not idlers; they have
to work otherwise to justify their bosses.

Hon. M. E. COX: If it ismore convenient to members,
Sir, I say at 3 o'clock on Thursday.

Mr. WALCOTT: Tuesday.
Hon. D. D. GARNER: We have a lot of work to do.

Mr. WALCOTT: Who is moving the adjournment? We
are not moving the adjournment,

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to move that this
House do now adjourn until Thursday, 25th August at
12 noon.

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

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, the reason why 1 would
suggest an amendment to that motion to read next Tuesday
is for the simple reason that Government shouldnot try to
fit the business of the House only to their convenience. It
is not a question that membershave beeninvited to a party
by the Government and the Hon. Minister of Education. It is
a fact that you arenot going to meet after now because it is
a Government function. You are adjourning now to go to the
Government function. I am not going to it, with all due re-
spect to the Minister of Education who knows my views.
It is not a question of telling us to come back here on
Thursday as if to show somebody that we are living in the
House of Assembly. 1 want to make itclear that a member
is not elected to the House of Assembly because he is an
idler; he is elected because he isa person in the commun-
ity who has something to do. Nobody expects you to come
here every day to show that you are representing them.

The Minister knows that this morning at 9.30 p.m., 1
was in his office. Last week, 1 was at Government Head~

quarters twice, apari from coming to the meetings of the
House of Assembly. | had a meeting this afternoon although
1 am on holiday which I hadtoforego to come to this meet-
ing of the House. I do not want the Minister to feel that we
are idlers and have no worktodo.] heard the Minister say
that they have work to do. We too have business to do.
There are certain Bills on the Order Paper which mem-
bers must have time to read. The hon. members of the
Government have advisers, but the ordinary member has
to be his own Permanent Secretary; so Government has to
be considerate. There is this stupid arrangement in the
House of Assembly where we meet every week.] have sug-
gested having a Session of meetings but they have resisted
that, and are meeting Tuesday after Tuesday. You meet
for the whole year, week after week with things held over
your head like the sword of Damocles.

You, Mr. Speaker, have things to do which you cannot
do if the House meets week after week; so I make that ap-
peal to the Leader, and I would humbly move that this
House do now adjourn until Tuesday next at 12 noon.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, 1 cannot agree with the
hon. senior member for St. Peter that members of the
House are not elected because they are idlers. If he re-
stricted his remarks to the members of the Oppositon, I
would entirely agree with him, but I enjoin every member
of the House to go home tonight and write out the occupa-
tions of the members of the Government Party before they
became Ministers, before they came into this House, and
see what resuit they arrive at. No moreto be said on that,

1 want to draw to Your Honour'sattentionthat it is not
a question of begging them to do something. As long as they
have a majority, they can exercise that majority indis-
criminately if they want to do it; but I must draw to Your
Honour’s attention that we were brought back here for two
consecutive Thursdays in two consecutive weeks., There
are ten items on the Qrder Paper under Government Busi-~
nesgs and there are sixteen items under Private Members’
Business. The sixteenitemsunder Private Members’ Busi-
ness, one of which is a vote of **no confidence'’ in a Gov-
ernment Minister, were given up and foregone by the Leader
of the QOpposition in order to facilitate the Government in
its work today. On the two consecutive Thursdays that we
were brought back here, there was not one single item of
Government Business which could be describedasa matter
of pressing urgency or priority,
5.15 pom.

Let us take the Bill which was givennotice of today to
impose a duty on motor cars. The Hon. Premier is intro-
ducing this Bill five monthsafter he saidhe was going to do
it; and we are now called upon toconsider it in a week. He
walted five months to bring it in although he promised to
bring in the necessary legislation within seven days of the
Budget Speech.

Apart from that, there isno single item of Government
Business which is of an urgent nature. Order No. 1, which
we have been discussing allday and over which question we
gave up our right to discuss Private Members’ Business is
a Bill toamend the LocalGovernment Act, 1958, I think that
QOrder No. 2, which isthe secondreading of a Bill to amend
the Stamp Act, 1916, has something to doin relation to the
Budget Speech of an increase in Stamp duty to four cents
instead of two cents. Qrder No. 3,1isto resume Committee
on a Bill to amend the FishingIndustry Act, 1952. We were
in the middle of that debate at the moment of interruption on
the 9th August, last. A similar thing hashappened to Qrder
No. 4, which is a Bill to regulate the holding of land by
aliens and companies under alien control. Barbadoshasnot
sunk in the Atlantic Ocean and will not sink if this Bill is
not considered. Then Order No. 5 iscomplementary toQr-
der No. 4 - second reading of a Bill to amend the Companies
Act, 1910. Order No. 6 is a Bill to impose a duty on bets
made by way of pool betting. That Bill is going to take a
long time. You can go ahead in that way to the end of Gov-
ernment Business at Order No. 10.
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After summoning the House here last Thursday, the
House had to adjourn early because theGovernment had no
pressing business. The Government is not bringing down
any pressing business. What the Government is bringing
down is nonsensical legislation because it has nothing else
to do. As the hon. senior member for St, Peter has said,
there are members of this Chamber who are gainfully
employed, who have to do their business, but whether Minis-
ters come to the House or not, they are going to draw their
salaries; therefore, it is only a question of whether they be
in the Ministerial Buildings or in this House of Assembly.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member hasnot secondedthe
motion,

Mr. BARROW: Not yet, Sir, but 1 am still on my feet.
The position is that there are sixteen items of Private
Members' Business and ten items of Government Business
on the grder Paper. On the last occasionwhen we reached
the moment of interruption, we had pettered out, so to speak;
so if the Hon. Minister feelsthatthey are doing something,
we will make personal decisions where itisin the interest
of us and our constitutents.

Hon. M, E, COX: Mr. Speaker, .....c...

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member hasnot secondedthe
amended motion. ’

Mr. BARROW: 1 really rose to second the motion of the
hon. senior member for St. Peter.

Mr. SPEAKER: Well, the hon, member did not do so.

Mr. BARROW: I do so now. It was really an oversight
on my part because of some conversation which was going
on around me.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, ] really cannot see how
the hon. junior member for St. John can second the motion
now. He had already sat down when YourHonour drew it to
his attention that the motion was not seconded.

Mr. SPEAKER: I thought it was really the hon. mem-
ber's intention to do so, sol drew it to his attention. The
hon. member then rose and seconded the motion.

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member sat down; there-
fore, he loses the opportunity to do so.

Mr. SPEAKER: He had a moral right to do so before
he sat.

Hon. M. E. COX: However, Sir,I would like to say this.
It is now about four weeks since] have discussed the ques-
tion of the House going into recesswiththe Hon. Leader of
the Opposition. 1 think we actually agreed about it. As a
matter of fact, 1 told him thatwewill meet more regularly
in order to get ridof some of the items on the Order Paper
so that the House could go into recess for the whole of
September.

The position is that the Government has certainitems
which it wants passedwithina certaintime before the House
goes into recess. That is the reason why I have made the
motion to adjourn until Thursday,

Hon. members are within their right to come here and
speak as long as they like. Unlike other places of Parlia-
ment, where members are confined to a half-hour speech
or so, there is nothing of the sort in here; and a member
can speak as long as he likes. But surely, it is not fair for
members who are in the minority to filibuster Bills
brought down by the Government and then expect the Govern~
ment to agree to any long adjournment which does not give
the Government the opportunity to passthe legisladon which
it has in mind to pass.

Another point. The hon, member who has just left the
Chamber is like the wicked fleeth where no man pursueth|

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister is speaking on the
motion for the adjournment. Please keep your speech within
that bound. Do not be personal.

Hon. M. E, COX: 1 cannot understand how the hon.
junior member for St. Johncan say thatwe come down with
all these nonsensical motions or Resolutions, yetoutof all
these nonsensical Resolutions, individualscanfindasmuch
in them as to justify them makinga speech for two or three
hours. That does not really make sense. Whenyou can speak
at that length on somethingwhich youconsidernonsensical,
then you are more nonsensical.

I would like to say thatitisthe Government in the last
analysis which is responsible to the people; and it is the
Government's duty to see that legislation which is brought
here is passed within a reasonable time. Members can
speak as long as they like, andasthey like; therefore, it is
the duty of the Government to adjourn the House at a time
suitable in order for them tocarry out their pledges to the
people. 1 do not think we are doing anything undemocratic.
1f there is a motion or a Bill which is before the House
which in normal circumstances could be passed within an
hour, and which we had hoped to pass in that time, but on
which members had cared to speak eight or ten hours,
everyone of them speakingalthough they claim thatthey are
a Party - we feel that we are justified in moving the ad-
journment to a time which we feel is reasonable to get
Government Business through. I am not going to withdraw
my motion. I am bringing that motion to 2 vote.

3.25 p.m.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, in seconding the motion
of the hon. senior member for St. Peter which I now do, for
the adjournment until Tuesday of next week, I do so because
it is reasonable, having regard to the fact that Tuesday is
the recognised Parliamentary day in this island for us to
make an adjournment. We adjourn from Tuesday to Tuesday
except in cases of grave emergency, or when the Colonial
Estimates are being considered. Private Members and
members of the Executive Commitee do not makearrange-
ments for other days during the week when the Estimates
are being discussed, because at that time, from time im-
memorial we are expected to meet on two or three days of
the week.

When it comes to the month of August, which was
expected to be the month for the Summer recess, as it has
always been with the Mother of Parliaments, we did not
anticipate thatwe would have hadto meetat all. But because
of a bottleneck in the Attorney General’s Chambersin Bills
not being produced but which have found their way on the
Order Paper now, we are meeting thismonth so as to com-
plete what the Government regard asGovernment Business
in order that we may have the month of September as our
parliamentary recess. It is as essentialfor Parliament, as
it isfor doctors, lawyers, trade unionistsand other officlals)
to have a recess in order that memberscan return to their
work refreshedandreinvigorated.l am sure that there is no
medical practitioner in this House or even outside, who
would disagree with having a recess or an annual holiday,
and who would not recommend to its patients such an
annual respite, As it was impossible for such a holiday to
take place in this month of August because of the bottleneck
in the production of Bills, we had anticipated that Septem-
ber would have been substituted and we would revert to
August as from next year and subsequently as the month
for our Summer recess,

1 quite agree with the Hon. Leader of the House that
we have had a word with each other about compledng what
they regard as a most urgent item on the Order Paper so
that we may adjourn for the month of September; but ] sug-
gest to him that, in the spirit of compromise which so
often prevails with him, but, unfortunately, not so often
with his colleagues, we should sit all through on Tues-
day with the understanding that September may be free
and we may meet again on Wednesday. But we have met
during the month of August sothatall urgent matters would
have been done before September sothat the Summer recess




would come into operation from September. It should be
borne in mind that whenhon. membersare not accustomed,
particularly in the month of August, to meeting more often
than once a week, if we meet at all, they are expected to
have arranged thelr work so as to be able to come to the
House; but not two or three times in one week in August.
That is unreasonable. I do not know why the motion has not
been made for the adjournment until 3 o'clock p.m. on
Thursday instead of 12 o'clock noon because that is the
lesser of two evils.

Mr. Speaker, all of us have to work for a living; even
the hon. senior member for St. George hasto work for his
living. (Mr. DOWDING: I work harder than you.) We, not
having planned to be at theHouse from 12 o’clock on Thurs-
day, would find it difficult to be presentin the House at that
day. If we meet on Tuesday and give an undertaking that
we will carry on, we should be able to clear the Qrder
Paper.

1 must remind the Hon. Leader of the House that in
respect of this particular Bill which hasbeen before us to~
day, there is only one member whohas spoken on behalf of
the Official Opposition. We have studiously avoided making
any contribution because we have been tryingto ensure that
the point of view of the Opposition should be put forward by
that member who has that portfolio in the Shadow Cabinet,
or who is acting for another member on our side who is not
present and who has delegated that particular matter to
another colleague of his. The honourable and gallant junior
member for St. John deals with Local Government affairs;
and there is the hon. senior member for St. Philip who has
not been able to join us today through illness. I hope that
the Hon, Leader of the House will agree with us that it
creates a great personal hardship and inconvenience to us
to meet unexpectedly on a second day in a week when we
did not even expect to meet even on one day. We will plan
to come back here onTuesday of next week and on Wednes-
day, if there is any businesswhichhasnot been finished on
Tuesday, to deal with that business which the Government
feels necessary to be completed before the recess takes
place.

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise to support the
motion which has been made by the hon. senior member for
St. Peter and seconded by the hon. and learned junior mem-
ber for S. Lucy. In doing so, 1 want to refute the allegation
which the Hon. Leader of the House has tried to make in
laying the blame at the door of the members of the Opposi~
tion for speaking at length on every occasion (Hon. M, E,
COX: 1 said filibustering.) Well, Sir, he used the word
filibustering; let us see who i8 filibustering.; Acouple of
months ago the Order Paper was cleared; that is a fact;
so much so, the Hon. Leader of the House himself, when
he suggested recessing the House for two weeks and some
other hon. member said that there should be a recess of
four weeks, he was willingtotake three weeks and that was
what finally happened.

5.35 p.m.

On this occasion you should be willing, Private Mem-~
bers’ Business having been given up, to meet us half way
due to the fact that on the Qrder Paper the earliest item
dates from the 12th July, only a matter of weeks ago. The
point I want to make absolutely clear to the public is that
which the Hon. Leader of the Opposition made. You come
find that Qrders Nos, 1,2, 3, 4,5 and 6 are postponed. Why
are these things postponed when there is so little on the
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Order Paper? We come here, Sir, willing to work but there
1s postponement after postponement of Orders. The Order
Paper only consists of ten items for the Government and
the earliest item is the 12th july.

Now, Sir, from these factscanany blame be laid on the
Opposition for speaking at length? The blame liesin the fact
that the Government is unable to get its business to the
House in time for it tobe dealt with when it should be dealt
with; otherwise there would have been no epportunity when
the hon. member wanted two weeks to take three weeks in-
stead. If he hadhisbusinessin order at that time, we would
have been able to get ahead with it, but now we are being
brought back.... (Hon. D, D. GARNER: You sound so foolish[)
You had better join the Rastafarian Movement.

Hon. D. D, GARNER: Mr. Speaker, ona point of order.
Did 1 hear the hon. member say something about the Rasta-
farians? 1 hope he did not say anything disrespectful or
derogatory about them.1 didnot hear whathe said, but there
is also something about South Africans and Boers. You had
better be careful how you are talking! Do not make sport
about Africa.

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Speaker, 1 should never think of
making sport about Africa; the hon. member is the person
that makes sport about Africa.

Anyhow, Sir, those are the actual facts which can be
seen from the Order Paper of this HonourableHouse. It is

. something which the Hon Leader of thisHouse should realise

and not always lay the blame onthe Opposition. I admit that
there are timeswhen the Oppositionisina mood to hold the
Government back, but on this occasion, Sir, the reason for
holding back is the fact that the Hon. Leader of the House
has not seen fit to make a reasonable compromise in the
fact that Government Business is not forwarded to this
House fastenough for it to be dealt with. Those are the facts
of the case, and those are the reasons why in spite of the
Hon. Minister of Agriculture, I am going to support the
motion made by the hon. senior member for St. Peter and
seconded by the Hon. Leader of the Opposition.

The question that this House do now adjoum untl
Tuesday, 30th August at 12 noon, was put and resolved
in the negative, the House dividing as follows:-

AYES: Mr. CORBIN; Mr. WALCOTT; Mr. DOWDING;
Mr. TUDQR; Mr. TALMA and Mr. BRANCKER - 6.
NQES: Mr. BRYAN; Hon. Dr, H.G,H. CUMMINS; Hon.
M. E. COX; Hon. D. D. GARNER; Hon. R, G. MAPP; Mr.
SEARLES; Hon. F, E. MILLER and Mr. SMITH - 8.

The question that the House do now adjoum ungl
Thursday, 25th August at 12 noon was put and resolved
in the affimative, the House dividing as follows:-

AYES: Mr. BRYAN; Hon. Dr. H,G.H. CUMMINS; Hon.
M. E. COX: Hon. D, D, GARNER; Hon. R, G. MAPP; Hon.
F. E. MILLER; Mr. SEARLES and Mr., SMITH -8.

NOES: Mr. CORBIN; Mr. WAL COTT; Mr. DOWDING;
Mr. TUDOR; Mr. TALMA and Mr. BRANCKER - 6.
5.43 p.m.






