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House

of Assembly Debates

(OFFICIAL REPORT)

SESSION 1960

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY
Tuesday 10th May, 1960.

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

PRESENT
Mr. K. N. R. HUSBANDS, (Speaker);

His Honour

Hom. Dr. H. G. H CUMMINS, C. B.E., M.D., C. M., (Prem-

ier) Hon. M. E COX, (Minister of Trade, Industry and
Labour); His Homour Mr. L. E. SMITH, J.P., (Deputy
Speaker); Hon. R. G. MAPP, (Minisierof Communications
Works and Housing); Mr. T. O. BRYAN, (Chairman of Com-
mittees) Mr. ¥. C. GODDARD, Hon, F. E. MILLER,
(Minister of Social Services); Hon. D. D. GARNER, (Minis-
ter of Agriculture, Lands and Fisheries); Mr. C. B.
SEARLES; Hon. L. St.A. THORNE, (Minister of Edu-

cation); Mr. J. W. CORBIN; Mr. E. W. BARROW, B.Sec.

Prayers were read,

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House
that the Minutes of the Meeting held on 26th April, 1960,
have been printed and circulated amongst hon, members
and unless there be any objection, these Minutes will now
be taken as read and confirmed.

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

PAPERS LAID

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

The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No.
6) Order, 1960,

Statement showing Gross Customs and Excise Re-
ceipts for eleven months ended 29th February, 1960,

Hon. L, St. A, THORNE: Mr. Speaker,lam command~
ed 10 lay the following:-

Report on the Audit of Accounts of the Higher Educa-
tion Loan Fund for the financial years ended 31st March,
1957, 31st March, 1958 and 31st March, 1959,

Hon, F, E. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, I am commanded
to lay the following:-

Eighth Annual Report of the Social Welfare Depart-
ment - 1st January, 1958 to 3lst December, 1958.

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, 1 am commanded to
lay the following:-

The Customs Duties (Unfinished Stockings and Socks)
Order, 1960,

GOVERNMENT NOTICES

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to
give notice of the following:-

Resolution to approve the Order entitled ‘‘The Civil
Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No. 6) Order,
1960.

Resolution to place the sum of $13,635 at the disposal
of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to supplement
the Estimates 1960-61 - Part I Current, as shown in the
Supplementary Estimate 1960-61 No. 3, which forms the
Schedule to the Resolution.

Resolution to approve the Regulations entitled ‘‘The
Pensions (Amendment) Regulations, 1960."’

A Bill to grant a sum of money out of the Public
Treasury and to appropriate the same for the service
of the year ended the 31st day of March, 1960.

A Bill to authorise the payment of a gratuity and a
pension to Clifford Audley Mayers.

A Bill to remove difficulties occasioned by the pro-
visions of certain Acts of the Island relating to the period
during which subsidiary legislation is required to be laid
before the Houses of the Legislature.

Hon. M., E, COX: Mr, Speaker, I beg to give notice of
the following:-

A Bill to amend the Trade Disputes (Arbitration and
Enquiry) Act, 1939,

12.25 p.m.

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 deal with the Money Reso-
lution of which notice has just been given.

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME
On the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, second-
ed by Hon. M. E. COX, the Bill to grant a sum of money
out of the Public Treasury and to appropriate the same
for the service of the year ended the 31st day of March,

1960, was read a first time.

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, seconded
by Hon. M. E. COX, the Bill to authorise the payment of
a gratutiy and a pension to Clifford Audley Mayers, was
read a first time.
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On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, seconded
by Hon. M. E. COX, the Bill to remove

casioned by the provisions of certain Acts of the Island

difficulties oc-

relating o the period during which subsidiary legislation
is required to be laid before the Houses of the Legislature,
was read a first ime.

On motion of Hon. M. E. COX, szconded by Hon.
R. G. MAPP, the Bill to amend the Trade Disputes (Arbi-

tration and  Enquiry} Act, 1939, was read a first time.

ORAL REPLIES
Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, I beg to
give notice that the Oral Reply to Questior No. 29/1960
asked by the hon. junior member for St. Lucy regarding
the further increases in rates of Insurance Premiums
of motor vehicles, is ready.

Hon. F. E. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, 1begto give notice
that the Oral Reply to Question No. 28/1960 asked by the
hon. junior member for St. Lucy regarding the employment
of Surgery Technicians at the Barbados General Hospital
is ready.

Hon. L. St. A, THORNE: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg 10 give
notice that the Oral Replies are ready to Question No, 12/
1960 asked by the hon. senior member for St. Lucy re-
garding telephones at Elementary Schools and to Question
No. 13/1960 asked by the hon. senior member for St. Lucy
regarding the enrolment of new pupils into the Primary
and Secondary Modern Schools.

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Mr. Speaker, Lbeg to give notice
that the Oral Replies to the following questions asked by
the hon. senior member for St. Lucy are ready:~

Question No. 1/1960 regarding the steps taken by
Government for the instruction of fishermen in certain
aspects of fishing;

Question No. 2/1960 regarding the earning power of
the experimental fishing boat ‘‘Investigator*’;

Question No. 3/19680 regarding the average earnings
of a fishing boat and its cost of maintenance;

Question No. 4/1960 regarding the experiments made
by the experimental fishing boat ‘“‘Investigator'’;

Question No. 5/1960 regarding the operating costs
incurred by fishermen;

Question No. 6/1960 regarding the average annual
earning power of a fisherman,

Question No. 7/1960 regarding the condition of the
Depth Recorder which was installed in the experimental
fishing boat *‘Investigator®’;

Question No. 8/1960 regarding a boat known as the
BAJAN GIRL.

Question No. 9/1960 regarding the number of boat
owners in arrears with their payments to the Fisheries
Department.

Question No, 10/1960 regarding rations for the crew
of the experimental fishing boat ‘‘Investigator’’.

STATEMENT re WEDDING GIFT
TO PRINCESS MARGARET
Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Speaker, before
you proceed with the first Order of the Day, I am asking
leave to make the following statement.

This Government was informed in the latter half of
March that the Federal Government proposed to send a
gift on behalf of the Federation to Her Royal Highness

The Princess Margaret on the occasion of her marriage
and it was asked whether it would wish to be associated
with this gift and if so, what financial contribution it would
be prepared to make.

After careful consideration, the Government decided
that although it would have been inclined to send an in-
dividual gift on behalf of the Island of Barbados, the fact
of its membership of the Federation should be recognised
and therefore it should certainly request to be associated
with the gift o be sent on behalf of the Federation.

The gift from the Federation was a silver salver
engraved with a map of the territories and the Federal
Coat of Arms, having a border of agricultural and floral
motifs.

In addition there would be a Fund to which the Govern-
ments are being invited to contribute and Her Royal High-
ness The Princess Margaret will be invited to name a
charity in the West Indies to which she would wish the
proceeds of the Fund to be devoted.

This Honourable House can therefore expect to be
approached shortly for the provision of a suitable contri-
bution to be made by Barbados.

ORDER NO.1 POSTPONED

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, I am asking leave to
postpone Order No. 1, and to proceed with Order No. 2,
as the first Order of the Day.

There being no objection, leave was granted the Hon.

Minister.

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day now stands
in the name of the Hon, Leader of the House: To move the
House into Committee of Supply to consider the grants of
money for the service of the colony.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that
Your Honour do now leave the Chair and the House go
into Committee of Supply.

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House went into
Committee of Supply, Mr. BRY AN in the Chair.

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE, 1960-61, No. 2
PARLIAMENTARY ASSOCIATION

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, this
Resolution is for the sum of $1,402 to meet the cost of
sending two delegates to the CommonwealthParliamentary
Association Conference which was held in Trinidad re-
cently.

12.35 p.m.

The Parliamentary Association did not meet until
about two or three weeks ago when the House was in recess;
therefore, we did not have the opportunity to follow the
usual procedure in cases of this sort, that is to say, that
the Parliamentary Association would meet and they would
transmit to the Government their agreement or non-agree~
ment as the case may be, and also the sum of money which
would be required to send delegates to these meetings of
the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association. We believed
it was the wish of every member of the Local Branch of
the Association, that as to this meeting, being the first
one of this sort to be held under the auspices of the Fed-
eral Government, every Branch of the Association should
be represented at this Conference. Therefore, the mem-
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bers on both sides, House members as well as members
of the Other Place, realised that we were in a difficult
position through no fault of our own, and it was agreed
that we could select members and that the cost of sending
these two members to Trinidad could be subsequently met
by a Resolution and that the members who were selected
would undertake to pay their own expenses to Trinidad.
That was agreed upon at that meeting which was duly
summoned and which was attended by representatives
of both branches of the Legislature,

As I said, we know that that procedure is unusual,
but taking into consideration the circumstances which
1 have mentioned and the wish that the first Conference
of this sort to be held under the auspices of the Federal
Government should be supported, that was the agreement,
and here we are with this Resolution for $1,402 to meet
the cost of sending these two members to Trinidad. 1 beg
to move that this Resolution do now pass.

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

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I donotthinkthat, on this
side of the House, we can dismiss in such easy terms a
matter of importance suchas this.l shouldlike to say at the
outset that while itistruethatthisis a matter which has to
do with the Local Branch of the Commonwealth Parliamen~
tary Association, and, as such, it is not strictly a party
matter, yetl regretto say - the Premier did not say this, of
,course - that there has been considerable apprehension on
the part of some hon. members to the effect that for some
time the affairs of the Local Branch of the Parliamentary
Association have not been handled in the Parliamentary
spirit. All too trequently we complain that the C,P.A., at
least the Local Branch of it, only meets when it is a ques~
tion of choosing a delegate to go somewhere, but the real
business of the C.P.A., the exchange of views and informa-
tior which should form part of its functions or business
in getting in touch with other Parliaments is not done
except in a most sporadic manner. Whenever it is a ques-
tion of a trip, as hurriedly as they can make it, these
meetings are summoned and therefore they are in con-
sequence of foregone conclusions; that is to say, that at
least since I have been a member of this House, and prob-
ably before that, there has never been any genuine attempt
to make the Barbados Branch of the C.P.A, work. Contrary
to the usual practice in other Parliaments, the Premier
and the Leader of the Opposition do not fulfil the functions
in the local Branch of the C.P.A which they do in other
Parliaments. In the United Kingdom, Australian and Cana-
dian Parliaments, the Presidents of their Branches are,
of course, the Speakers of the elected Houses and the
Presiding Officers of the other Houses; as Vice-Presi-
dents, you have Prime Ministers and Leaders of the Op-
position joimtly. In consequence of that arrangement, the
C.P.A, branches in these places work with a smoothness
and a fairness which, alas, is lacking in Barbados.

Here it is that these invitations were sent out from
the Federal Branch of the C,P.A. to the territories. 1
have reason to believe that the invitation to this Branch
of the C,P.A. came long before Parliament went into re-
cess, The invitation must have come before Parliament
went into recess and, while I am on this particular point,
perhaps the Premier would make a note of the question
as to when the invitation arrived, and why it could not
have been dealt with as expeditiously as possible; why
was it only dealt with when the Legislature was in re-
cess? Obviously, C,P.A, matters cannot be party matters
in the strict sense, but there is no reason why there
should not be consultation on these matters; and it is
passing strange that in the last five or six years, on
occasion after occasion when C,P.A. Conferences have
to be attended by members or representatives of this
Branch of the Legislature, at no time was one side of
the House consulted at all as to whether it would like to
take part in these Conferences. And it cannot be a mere
coincidence that members and representatives of the
ruling party are invariably, with one or two possible ex-
ceptions, chosen.
12,45 p.m.
Mr. Chairman, you cannot expect the Local Branch of the
C.P.A. to work in that one-sided manner, and one of the
reasons 1 believe why the Local Branch does not work as

well as it should is that some members of it are well con-
vinced that it is farcical to take any interest in its pro-
ceedings, because no issues that come before them are
ever dealt with on their own merits. We have our part
and would like to play our part, not necessarily by being
chosen as delegates because there is more in the C.P.A.
than that, because the C.P.A. has a wider range than that;
but we would like 10 be able to play our part as a Local
Branch of a world-wide membership of Parliamentarians.

Mr. Chairman, now I must - and I do so without
apology - contradict the Premier flatly on one or two
things he said. He said that both sides of the Legislature
had been consulted on this matter ....

Hon. Dr. H, G. H. CUMMINS: On a point of order, 1
never said that both sides of the House had been consulted.
1 said that we had reasons to believe that both sides of the
House would want to be associated with the Local Branch
and be represented.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I thank the hon. member
for his correction. If he actually did say that both sides
would have wanted to be associated with it, he has not said
anything to indicate that anything was done to bring both
sides into it. By both sides he may possibly have meant
this House and the Other Place, but that is not what we
would normally understand to be “both sides®’. As a mat-
ter of fact, the Official Opposition took no part whatever
in the meeting which has occasioned this debate on the
ground that we were not consulted about it at all, or not
satisfactorily. You cannot send out notices three or four
days before without giving some prior indication as to
what the line of actionislikely to be, and you cannot handle
these matters in that way.

There is another important aspect of the matter, and

I hope this is the last time I would ever have to mention
this. It has always been my personal view, Mr. Chairman,
that C,P,A. matters should be handled on their own level,

and I have always felt that if the Local Branch could be
so re-organised to deal seriously with the business that.
comes before it, a sum of money should be put in the
Estimates every year sufficient to cover the contingencies

arising out of perhaps one such Conference, and that that
money should be jointly under the disposal of the Presid-
ent of the Other Place and the Speaker of this House, The
more often you have to come to the Legislature for funds
for a mauter like this, the more often it would appear that
it is a matter in which Government as such is interested,

and you do not want Government as such associated with
these matters; and I see no reason why the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association should not have funds enough
at its disposal to handle at least one Conference yearly.

A dangerous situation has arisen even outof this. Now
while in theory no harm is done by asking delegates to
pay to defray their own expenses and then to be re-im-
bursed, one danger immediately arises - and this is no
reflection on delegates - but it is possible that if you tell
them that, you might at some time or other get the sort
of delegate who would feel it incumbent upon him to run
up any bill to any amount he likes, and if you give him
that blanket undertaking, you cannot then in decency quar-
rel with him for spending too much. That is the wrong
way to go about it.

Secondly, inevitably it would happep if this method
continues, that members of the Local Branch of the Com~
monwealth Parliamentary Association who can pay their
own way would be selected as delegates, and that is a situ~
ation which you cannot prevent, however careful you are,
There will always then be the tendency to put off making
these decisions until a time when Parliament may not be
sitting, then to have a hurried megting to select delegates,
and those wh,cl> can pay will say:I am willing to stand my
own expenses, and get elected as delegate,

I am satisfied myself that if the delegates had to be
chosen, it would have been all right to have one of them
from each House, but not under the circumstances in which
these two were chosen. I would like to warn members on
the other side that if they want the Commonwealth Parlia~-

e
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mentary Association to flourish as a Local Branch, the
more they could try to dissociate themselves from Party
manoeuvring, the better. We are not satisfied with this
at all. We think it could have been handled differently, and
we want to emphasise in future it is not in the interest
of the Local Branch of the C,P.A, that delegates should
be put in a situation where they pay their own money, be-
cause that inevitably will tend to get them chosen as
delegates.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, before
anybody else speaks, I want to say that the hon. member
who has just sat down seems inclined to blame the Gov-
ernment for this, but I just want to remind him of the
usual procedure in a case of this sort. The invitation does
not come to the Government; the invitation comes to the
Clerk of the Local Branch and the Government only knows
when the Speaker of the House and the President of the
Other Place decide to summon a meeting, so I just want
to make it clear that under the circumstances which I re-
lated at the beginning, that is what happened. I just want
to remind the hon. member that Government takes no part
in it other than that when the sumn of money is agreed on,
the Government entertains it and brings down a Resolution,

Mr. TUDOR: I am well aware of that, Mr. Chairman,
but perhaps the Hon. Premier could tell us at what point
was the invitation received, because that is what none of
us on this side know. We just do not know.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: The Clerk, 1 think, can
give you that information; I can’t,

Mr. TUDOR: Well, could the hon. member tell us when
the Government first had intimation that this Conference
was coming up and that money would have to be provided
to defray its expenses?

Hon. Dr. H, G. H, CUMMINS: The Government knew
about it the same time as any other member knew, and
that is when the co-Chairmen decided to have a meeting.

Mr. WALCOTT: That could not be true.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I donot attend meetings
of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association, and 1
think it is already on the record. Mr. Chairman, I would
like to remind you, Sir, that as long as I am in this House
and you are in the Chair, if the hon. junior member for
St. Joseph does not know it, you are Chairman of this
House and not of the Labour Party either, and I definitely
resnt any whipper-snappers who have not cut their wisdom
teeth in politics directing the Chair from the House.

Mr. STRAUGHN: On a point of order, Mr, Chairman,
1 do not think I will have 1o stress strongly that any per-
sonal reference by the hon. member I will take objection
1o.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: May I say a word to you in reply?
12,55 p.m.

Mr. BARROW: The hon. member made a remark.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: In reply to what you said, I must in-
form you that I know nothing of what the hon. junior mem-
ber for St. Joseph attempted to say. I was paying attention
to you. I realise only too well what you have said. I know
that I am not Chairman of any particular member or any
particular Party.

Mr. BARROW: This is a wonderful opportunity to reply
to the hon. member but I would refrain from doing so be-
cause if I do so now, when I would have finished with him,
I would let him know that I know who my parents are.
When people like the hon. member go about on public plat-
forms, first of all, he should let the public know who his
parents are and such things. Where did he get his training
from, political or otherwise, to know how to behave? Did
he get it from down at the Pondside?

|

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise on a point of
order. I have no intention or desire to give any advice to
the Chair, but I would mention that I do object to any per-
sonal references which the hon. member might make and
I will like to feel that the Chair would mention the same
thing to the hon. member,

Mr. BARROW: The personal reference was tomyself.
I would like hon. members of this House to debate issues
which come before it and not to talk nonsense because if
they do that there would not be any exposing of themselves.,

I will get back to the Resolution, Mr. Chairman. The
hon. junior member for St. Thomas, who should know bet-
ter, came into the House today and said that they only
knew when the co-Chairman of the Parliamentary Associ-
ation told them about this matter, Does that answer the
question which was raised by the hon, senior member for
St. Lucy? Daogs it give a time? That is the kind of evasive
answer which would satisfy people like the hon. junior
member for St. Thomas.

When serious questions like those are asked, how can
the Hon, Premier give a reply like that especially when
he knows that it is a matter of public and general knowl-
edge that the member of the Other Place who happened
to go to the Conference had madeovertures to the Govern-
ment and actually made offers to the Government delegate,
whoever it is, to pay his expenses and passage for him.
I chalienge any hon. member to deny that the Hon. K, R,
Hunte did not make an offer to pay the passages of the
Government delegate and it is well known that that dele-
gate other than himself would never be a member of this
side. 1 also challenge hon. members to deny that all of
that was not arranged long before and that the hon. junior
member for the City did point out to the Hon. Premier at
the meeting that he would be committing a gross breach
of parliamentary rights and that it would be undignified
to accept such an offer of any patronage from any mem-
ber of the Other Place. Why should the Hon. Premier
reach for his pen when that is known to every single mem-
ber on this side of the House? Inthese days they should be
throwing off the yoke of patronage from people whose only
title to fame is what they cangive. It is so debasing where
you have it that they were asked to consider or entertain
the idea of a wealthy man of this community in his capacity
offering to pay the passages of members of this House to
a Commonwealth Parliamentary Conference. Fortunately,
the Speaker of this House of Assembly happened to have
enough dignity on that occasion to make his own financial
arrangements to attend the Conference, but I personally
regret that any member of this House should be placed
in that embarrassing position, whether he be Speaker or
anybody else. You are appointing members as delegates
to go to a Conference and absolutely nofinancial provision
for themn was made prioY to their selection,

Now, Sir, the local branch of the Commonwealth Par-
liamentary Association is a farce and I do not intend to
support anything for it. It is a device which is used by the
present Government to extend a certain amount of political
patronage to those people who happen to be in favour with
them. It is not an association of the members of this House
with the members of the Other Place; it is an association
of the Government Party and members of the Other Place
who happen to have the same outlook, politically and other-
wise, as members of the Government.

This meeting was boycotted by the Official Opposition
for very obvious reasons. One is that we would not be a
party to the undignified spectacle of anyone extending any
financial patronage to any member of this Chamber which
has such long and ancient traditions. When the hon. junior
member for St. Thomas can get up in here with all due
seriousness and in reply to a question say that they did
not know prior when he knows the opposite to be more con-
sistent with the facts, and when he says that he only knew
when the Joint Committee had been summoned, will the
hon. member say whether the personnel of the delegation
had not been discussed by members of the Cabinet before
the meeting?
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The way in which the Association should normally
operate its meetings is that when aletter is received from
the United Kingdoin or any other place in respectto a
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association meeting taking
place somewhere, we should meet as individuals and not

as Parties. We should meet, each one in his own right, in -

so far as the Association is concerned, The Speaker is
Chairman of the Local Branch of the Commonwealth Par-
liamentary Association; he is not Speaker of the Associa-
tion. The President of the Other Place is co-Chairman; he
is not President of the Association. There should not be
any Party voting at any meeting of this Branch of the Asso-
ciation; but what happens is that when we go there we find
that all of the candidates have been selected long before
we meet. ] remember on one occasion when the now Federal
Prime Minister was Leader of this House that we had the
undignified spectacle of all the members of the non-poli-
tical party being drawn into-a corner in the course of a
meeting and being told by the then Leader of this House
that they must not take part in this thing because there

was going to be a ding-dong battle between members of

this House on the matter of the selection of the represent-
atives who were then to go up to the United Kingdom. The
representatives who were actually chosen were the hon.
senior member for St. Joseph and the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Michael, but there were other nominations
which were made at that particular meeting. I think that
some four or five nominations were made and members
of the Other Place abstained from taking part in the meeting

at the express invitation of the then Leader of the Govern- -

ment.
1.05 p.m. .
When Her Majesty the Queen was to go to Jamaica, I was

told by a member of the Other Place, and I do not intend’

to conceal this, thay, they did not want the President to go
and they had arranged with the Leader of the House - I can
call names if youwantmetodoso - that they would support
the nomination made by the Government Party in order to
prevent the President of the Legislative Council frombeing
one of the representatives. How can I, with any sense of
honesty, attend meetings of the Commonwealth Parliament-
ary Association when the whole thing is a farce? I am not
quarrelling with the member of this House who happened
to represent us down there because it has always been our
view that if we are to be represented at all in any Parlia-
mentary matter and there is any question of priority, His
Honour the Speaker® should always be our representative
(Cheers). We feel that he is more properly representative
of the House than any Party hack appointed by the Premier
or any other person. On what basis could 23 members of
this House support the candidature of the other represen-
tative who went down there? Is that what we want the rest
of the West Indies to understand that we have in our Par-
liamentary and social institutions? Is that to be represen-
tative of the outlook of the peopleof Barbados? Do we want
them to understand that we work on an industrial basis
just as how the work was done in Africa before Nkrumah
changed the Constitution ‘- that 'somany people represent
industry and so on? '] Know that the hon. senior member
for St. Michael would want to get up and say that Hon.
Mr. K, R, Hunte did' not offer to pay the passages of who-
ever the representatives were and himself. Our political
institutions’ in Barbados are going to be reduced to the
stage where although we have a Public Treasury and there
is a deficit - well, if we do not have money we should cut
our coat to suit the cloth. If we do not have money for
these expensive excursions - in fact, when we do have
representation at these Conferences the beneficial effects
are extremely doubtful to the economy and political out-
look of this country.

It is far better that we do not have participation in
these Conferences if we reduce ourselves to the level of
accepting patronage from a wealthy member of the Other
Place or from any other person in Barbados. I am sure
that the hon. junior member for Christ Church, steeped
as he is in the knowledge he has of the traditions of this
House, would notdare to insult any member of this Chamber
by offering to pay his passage, and that is the kind of
thing to which Parliamentary democracy has been reduced
in Barbados. On the next occasion, instead of coming for

money Resolutions, we will have to ask members of the
Other Place if we can have a little money to pay the Civil
Servants and the House of Assembly’s salaries at the end
of the month. I am not sure if we will not have to ask
whether it will meet with the approval of members of
the Other Place or hurt them in any way if we have to come
and increase the salaries of Policemen. It is bad pro-
cedure and insulting the dignity of this House for a person
to offer to pay money out of his pocket so that Parliament
can be represented in a neighbouring colony. If I am mis-
construed in what I say, itis amatter of supreme indiffer-
ence to me; but I cannot sit here and hear the Premier
say that he had no knowledge that the two Co-chairmen
had summoned a meeting when it is a matter of common
knowledge that everything was arranged beforehand ex~
cept that they did not know whence the money was coming
until a so-called generous offer was made by a meinber
of the Legislawure.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, I am sorry and I aix
glad that this thing has taken place. I happened to attenc
this meeting. 1 would not say all that the hon. junior mem-
ber for St. John has said in so far as concerns one of the
delegates to the Conference as to the motives when this
suggestion was made. I happened to be in the Chamber;
however, when the suggestion was made, I asked the mem-
ber if he were crazy, because I could only think that a

- crazy man could make such an offer - an offer to pay the

passages of people im-the circumstances. I am not sur~
prised that the Hon. Premier does not know anything about
this matter because there are other things which the Pre-
mier should know and which he does not know.. That is
one of our unfortunate situations. It is true that the Clerk
has to take the blame in this matter and perhaps the Speak-
er. 1 do not hold the Speaker up to blame because I doubt
very much that he was aware tothe extent that the Speaker
and the Clerk in Trinidad were aware, to the extent that
the Premier of Trinidad had said that he was not going to
participate in.the Commonwealth Parliamentary Confer-

ence,. ‘which was going on; which was longer than the time
when we were given notice of participating in this matter.
I asked the Clerk of this House on one occasion how is it
that Trinidad is discussing the question of this Parliament-
ary Association Conference and up to this time we had not
been informed about it; it seemed to me as if we were not
invited; but when we received the notice, I understand that
the Speaker wanted to go. In so far as I am concerned, I
did not want to go; there was a meeting in connection with
another matter concerning the House, which I attended
and I understood that that meeting was still going on, I
was not particularly interested in the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association meeting. I said on a former
ciation functions, that a sum of money should be placed in
the Estimates for the purpose of these Conferences, and the
Estimates for theé purpose of these Conferences and the
Premier said he agreed with what I was saying, but noth-

ing was done about it. Moreover, I have pointed out in the
past, similar to what the hon. junior member for St. John
has pointed out today, thatitisnotfairanditis the Govern-
ment’s attitude to these Parliamentary Association Con-
ferences to prevenmt members other than those of the
Government Party from going to such Conferences, The
only solitary occasion of which I know when there was
a departure was the occasion when they sent a former
member of this House, Mr. Bethell, to New Zealand. That
was the sort of representation which they preferredto give
the House then.

1.15 p.m.

What I contend, Mr. Chairman, is that the Public Treasury
has to pay. I have heard statements made by the President

of the Association like the statement where somebody said
that Combermere School and Harrison College areprivate
schools, but Government pays the expenses, as ifthe Par-
liamentary Association is an Old Boys® Association where
you can pay a contribution and become a member of the
C.P.A. You are only a member by accident or design or
otherwise when you happen to be amember of Parliament;

that is the only way you can be a member of this Associa-
tion, either by being elected here or nominated in the Other
Place; but what intrigues me ar this stage of our history
is that when we were fighting all along, when it comes to
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the Governor appointing such persons from the Other
Place, you must not be treated as co-equal, but the elected
Chamber must be given preference from the day when the
Governor appointed a Director of Education in the person
of Mr. Hayden to representBarbados at a West Indian Con-
ference and we protested against that sort of Colonial
concept,

Now that there is a majority in this Chamber, the
members of the Government aid and abet with the Other
Place whenever it comes to nomination to keep some
member from this House other thanaGovernment member
from going. There has mever been an occasion that the
members of the Government at a Commonwealth Associa-
" tion’' meeting ever nominated a member of the Opposition
to go on any delegation. They regard that as if it were some
prize and that this is something you get for long service;
therefore you look around and say a member has not been
yet and it is time for him to go, irrespective of the con-
tribution that can be made. 1 take it thai the Leader of
the Opposition - it is true - does not like to travel by
air and that might be a good excuse, because you cannot
always travel by boat; but he has been in the House twenty
years, and I feel that any person who has been in Parlia-
ment for as long as 20- years should know something to

discuss at a C,P.A. Conference because you do not take,

any votes; it is nothing onwhich topass a particular Reso-
lution,

Mr. Chairman, 1 said on former occasions that Par-
Hamentary delegations should be so made up that you give
a sort of representation of Parliament as it stands from
time to time, because it is not a Government mission you
are going on. As the hon. junior member for St. John said,
it is not going to an Oils and Fats Conference, and 1 do not
agree even with the Opposition sometimes when they want
to go to a Government Conference. My attitude is to allow
the Government to go to the Conference, make their own
decisions and be responsible for their own mistakes. I am
not going to be associated with Government policy when I
have no share in formulating Government policy; so I do
not want to go to a Conference at which Government policy .

is going to be enunciated if 1 am not part of the Government

but whenit comes to the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association Conference, it is a matter of sitting down as
Parliamentarians, having some drinks and discussing
problems, and nobody is vexed with another or you do not
hold a fellow out, because there is no voting involved and
therefore youn express your views as you see them and
you are not bound by a Government measure. In this busi-
ness the Government of Trinidad knew about it so long
that if 1 had the authority to receive the invitation under
such circumstances, I would have returned the letter to
the person thanking him very much, but informing him

that in view of the fact that he could pot get the invitation.

to me before, I am sorry that it does not suit me to come.

We met practically the week immediately prior to
the beginning of the Conference and Trinidad had been
discussing it, and I do not know how long the other people
received their invitation.

I would say, Mr. Chairman, that I do not believe that
the hon. gentleman from the Other Place whowas selected
along with the Speaker made the suggestion with an im-
proper motive, because he was quick to withdraw it when

"he was told that that suggestion was completely out of
place, that is, that he was going to pay because there was
no money available for these delegates to go. I do not
know where the suggestion came from, butlagree with the
hon. -junior member for St. John in this. The Leader of
the House, the Minister of Trade was there-and ] was of
the impression and am still of the impression that the
.Leader of the House knew before hand that the hon. gen-
tleman from the Other Place was going to be nominated, be-
cause when the gentleman made the suggestionwith regard
to paying the money the Leader of the House who was more
or less the Government spokesman said nothing about that
erroneous suggestion......

Hon. M, E. COX: Onapoint of order, is the hon. mem-
ber referring to the Hon. Leader of the House or the
Premier? ‘

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 said the Leader of the House, The
Premier was there too, but I think the Leader of the House
was also present as well as the Minister of Agriculture,
and no member of the Government including the Premier
said anything about the erroneous suggestion. All that was
said was by the Speaker after this was raised explaining
the situation to me. I said that the suggestion was erron-
eous and I could not see how any man selected could not
find money to go to Trinidad. The Speaker’s reply was
that it was not a question of the money to go to Trinidad
it was a question that the total sum of money was in the
vicinity of $1,000, and a poor man could not find $1,000
10 go; but if he were selected he would undertake to choose
means other than depending on the suggestion from the
hon. gentleman who made it. I say that because no mem-
ber of the Government said-anything about the suggestion
that was msade, and I can only come to the conclusion it
was an accepted matter - because you did not go there and
sit down to pull names out of a bag - that the gentleman
would be selected.

Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, it did not
matter to me who went to the Conference, because in any
case I think it was a matter of giving the West Indies the
privilege of having a Conference in the area; but I must
say under the present circumstances that it does not do
Parliament any good if you restrict such meetings only to
one side. I went further and said that this House should
vote money not only for such purposes, but for the pur-
pose of sending out their own Parliamentary delegations
to certain parts of the Commonwealth in order that they
could meet other Parliamentarians. I see that some of the
same Parliamentarians came to Barbados and met me and
they were members of the Labour Party, not members of
the Conservative Government, and the Conservative Gov-
érnment is in power in the United Kingdom, and I take it
that if they could do that in the United Kingdom - not that
we must follow them in every respect - we should do it also.
1.25 p.m.

With all due respect to the hon. gentleman of the Other
Place who said that he is not a politician, my reply to him
is this. If you are not a politician, why state that you are
going to a Commonwealth Parliamentary Conference?
The very word ‘‘parliament’ connotes if you are having
something to do with it that youarea politician. It appears
to me that you do not want to be a politician but you want
all the privileges that come to politicians. I have never
known that a meeting having anything to do with parlia-
mentarians is a meeting of non-politicians.

I would say this. In order to keep members of the Op-
position out of the meetings of this Commonwealth Par-
liamentary Associatfon, theGovérnment's attitude has been
one where, they have said that the Other Place is co-equal
with this mber in so far as beinga branch of the Com-
monwealth Parliamentary Association, therefore they have
equal rights as members of the Government going on visits.

_We have been noticing what takes place in other Par-

liaments in so far as Government members and Opposition
members are concerned. Not long ago, theJamaica Branch
sent two members from onepartof the Legislature and one
from the other as delegates to a meeting, 1 remember too
well, in my own experience what I had to fight for when 1
was a member of the Government. We were having a West
Indian Conference in Jamaica - I do not know if we learnt
much from it - and on that occasion there was the incident
that the Other Place was pressing thatoneof their number
should be sent to that Conference and because of that the
now Minister of Social Services went from this House as
an Adviser because the then Leader of the House, may be,
because he had his long range views, did not want to offend
the Other Place and therefore he agreed to a member of
the Other Place going to that Conference. As a matter of
fact, he saw to it that a member from the Other Place
was selected and then said that the now Minister of Social
Services would go as an Adviser.

The meetings of the Local Branch of the C.P.A. have
an unsavoury history, and it is afactthat to give the mem-
bers of the other side no opportunity whatsoever of going
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on visits, members of the other side use the members of
the Other Place whenever it suits them to do so, On one
occasion they sent the Hon. Dr. Cato up to Kenya and he
was the single delegate; therefore, it can be said that he
repr:sented the whole Legislature. Added to that, you had
the miserable spectacle of your sending one delegate, and
the one delegate you sent was not from the elected Cham=«
ber; therefore, it shows how advanced youareparliament-
arily. Of course, that was done as a means of giving that
particular gentleman an award and now he has been given
further awards because he is now President of the Senate
of the West Indies Federation. That is why I say that I
cannot understand the methods of the Government, 1 do
not know if that was the same occasion when the Speaker
of this House had fallen from grace, so far as his Party
was concerned, and therefore he was not norninated to go,
but I do know that there was a former occasion when His
Honour the Speaker, in his own right, should have been
chosen as a delegate to attend the Coronation of Her Majesty
and it was said then that the person to go should not be
the Speaker, but that it should be the Premier. It was ar-
gued that it was the Leader of the House who should go
and not the Speaker as he was not representing the House
on that occasion. You get all this sort of thing happening.
1 just throw these things out to show that this local Branch
of the Parliamentary Association has a very unsavoury
flavour in so far as how members are chosen to attend
the meetings of the Association.

I will say that I do not think the Government owes any
right to any member of the Opposition in saying that they
should choose a member of the Opposition to represent the
Government at any Conference, but I will say that at a Com~
monwealth Parliamentary Conference where there is no
partisan politics involved, representation should come from
both sides of the House. I remember very well how at one
time in our history we were strong in our condemnation
that the Other Place cannot as a matter of right challenge
us in this Lower Chamber when it comes to these things.
Now, we are treating them with equal favour. This is how
1 feel about matters like this and I think other hon. mem-
bers feel the same way about it, I feel, if you had to send
two members to a Conference of this Association that if
you left out representation from the Other Place and
nominated the two from either side of this House, no harm
could be done. It is being done by other Governments. As
I have said, there was a time whenbecause it was insisted
that a member from the Other Place should go, you
sent the hon. junior member for St. George as an Adviser.
1 also remember an occasion when they sent two members
and both of them were nominated from the Other Place.
They were the Hon. Mr. F. Hutson and the Hon. Julian
Mahon.

As I have said, Sir, I do not like the way in which the
business of the Local Branch of the Commonwealth Par-
liamentary Association is done, 1feelthat a meeting should
be called and at that meeting it should be decided who
should be nominated to attend the particular conference.
1 feel that way because you have got some members of the
House who have never travelled before, and it is most
unlikely that they can go anywhere outof their own pockets.
Then, too, the dignity that you canget when you go away as
a Parliamentarian is something better than when you go
on your own, I consider, as old a member of this Parlia-
ment as the Hon. Leader of the Opposition is, he in his
right should have had the opportunity to represent this
Chamber, There is no question of if the Speaker should
go to a Parliamentary Conference or not because, as the
hon. junior member for St. John has said, there is nothing
debatable in the Speaker going to a Parliamentary Con-
ference, I will also say that there is nothing debatable in
the bon. member from the Other Place who was chosen
on the last occasion going to a Parliamentary Conference.

Finally, I would say that the members of the Govern-
ment who participated in that meeting of the C.P.A. in the
Other Place on the last occasion should have been em-
barrassed to hear a member stating in Barbados, in 1960,
that he was willing to pay for a delegate or delegation
leaving Barbados. All that shows is that those members
who make these statements about ycur doing something

and what the Government should not have done are not
incorrect.
1.35 p.m.

All it shows is that it is not beyond suspicion that people
in Barbados are saying that the Hon. K. R. Hunte not only
makes loans to members of the Government but, in some
cases, he underwrites the expenses for electioneering
purposes and makes certain things available to them. The
reason why I take that seriously is because it will take a
man with more than ordinary brass to get up in a Legis-
lative Assembly and offer to pay the total expenses of a
delegation going on a public mission on behalf of a whole
colony, as if you are lending somebody three cents to pay
his bus fare so that he can get home, With all the excuses
which you may make, suspicion is suspicion, and if you
think that you can laugh away suspicion, youare mistaken.
Some people laugh away shame too; you cannot prove
anything, but the fact that a man like inis, in respect ¢f
certain things which I have heard brought up in the Legi: -
lature - he is now suggesting that he would pay somethir:,
like $2,000 or $3,000 on behalf of the whole delegation;
that makes you feel that because he is in a position to pay
this total amount of passage money, he is making this offer.

Mr. Chairman, I like to be fair to everybody. I have
heard members on the other side make accusations against
people for things of a suspicious nature. For example; we
feel that if a man is doing business and getting the Gov-
ernment contract, if he is in the place where he can get
the contract, it would be difficult to tell some people that
this contract was not given to him but to his firm because
he can sell things more cheaply than anybody else. You
make people feel that his presence there makes you give
the contract to him. What 1 said is what I heard the hon.
member say himself, and I asked him if he was crazy
because only a crazy man could make suchan offer. More~
over , there are subsequent events which have taken place
at the meeting, which made me feel that this honourable
gentleman has more than passing influence somewhere
with some people. In a small community when one person
can wield a lot of influence, when that person happens
to be a member of the Executive - one of the subsequent
events led me to feel that when such a person wields that
sort of influence in the community which the hon. mem-
ber wields - these suggestions are things which we should
watch very carefully. I say no more on this matter. I en-
deavour to put the most favourable consideration on these
things and that is why I said I do not believe that the hon.
gentleman had improper motives by making the suggestion
which he made, I think that this matter coming from him
and in the way and in the circumstances under which it
came from him, will leave the feeling that there is too
much power at some stage which a person wants to wield.
It is fortunate that His Honour the Speaker did not agree
with the suggestion that this gentleman should pay these
expenses because His Honour would have been travelling
on a K, R. Hunte entourage; it would be a question of one
fellow borrowing another fellow's clothes and the owner
of the clothes saying: ‘‘Don’t dance too hard in these
things.” (Laughter) That is just a metaphor in so far as
borrowing clothes is concerned, and when this offer is
made you would make a suggestion to lower the prestige
of Parliament. It is a very magnanimous suggestion, but
it would leave a bad flavour in the mouths of those who
feel that Parliament must stand above any suggestion of
borrowing or any such suggestion which would emanate
from the most magnanimous and generous person.

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Chairman, there have been so
many misleading statements and misrepresentations made
during the course of this debate that I think I would be
failing in my duty, as one who happens to be a member
of this House for about 16 years now, if I did not try to
put the record straight. I will attempt to reply to the hon.
senior member for St. Peter first because I can see he
was labouring under a misapprehension as far as Iam
concerned. At that Parliamentary Conference which took
place in the Other Place on the 8th April, I attended the
meeting half an hour late; I was under the impression at
first that the meeting was scheduled to take place at 2.30
o’clock p.m. only to find that when I got there the meeting
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was scheduled for 2 o'clock p.m. and so the proceedings
were well in advance. 1 was not present when the hon.
gentleman from the Other Place to whom reference has
been made in respect of an offer to stand the expenses of
this trip, made such an offer. I was not present when that
was done, : )

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order.
I want to ask the hon. member if he was present at the
meeting at any time when I was there. 1 also went to the
meeting late and therefore I do not want to make any re-
ference to the hon. member if he was not present at the
meeting when I was there. Anything which 1 said which
would make him to be present at the meeting if he was
not present, I would withdraw.
1.45 p.m.

Hon. M, E. COX: 1 was present, Mr. Chairman. As a
matter of fact, the hon. member came after me. 1 will con~
tinue to say that when the suggestion or proposal was made
by the hon. gentleman to pay the expenses, | had no quarrel
with it. (Mr. BARROW: That is youtr mentality.) Mr. Chair-
man, if he continues with that nonsense, I will talk to him.
I am saying here and now that I have no quarrel with him
if he made that suggestion. It was nota question of Govern-
ment being represented at anything. This was a question
for the Parliamentary Association to decide, not even as
a Government, We'in this Government can only accept the
point of view of the C,P.A. saying to the Government that
they have agreed to send Mr.XandMr. Y, as the case may
be, to this Conference; it will cost Xdollars, will you kindly
supply us with this money? That is the only place Govern-
ment comes in and not otherwise, and it is the height of
nonsense to have wicked, worthless statements made by
that type of mentality which exists in this place.

The hon. member who has just sat down talked about
this generous.offér of $2,000 or $3,000topay for passages
and expenses and that he would have tolgok at it with sus~
picion. I do not have any brief for Hunte or anybody-else.
1 have always been in a position to speak my mind on things
as I see them and I shall be so as long as I live. I do not
run puppying behind anybody and the hon. member knows
very well that that does not happen with me. I am not like
the satellites over there running behind people. i

Mr. BARROW: Hvae you become independent since
you stopped canvassing for Mr. T. B, Pierce?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I will ask the hon. junior member
for St. John to stop the asides.

Mr. BARROW: 1 asked the hon. member if he became
independent since he stopped canvassing for Mr. T. B.
Pierce. (Hon. M, E, €0OX: Shut up, shut upf) Mr, Chairman,
1 am on my feet on a point of order, and I would not have any
yard boy or anybody else shouting at me *‘shut up** from
the other side of the House. Mr. Chairman, the hon. mem-
ber is on his feet while I am on a point of order.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: There are two members on the floor.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I amon apoint of order
and the hon. member said ‘‘shut up’’. Does he tell me to
shut up because 1 was asking if he became independent
since he stopped canvassing for T, B. Pierce?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: And I intervened at that stage to
ask you to put an end to those asides. You camnot sit and
pass those asides.

Mr. BARROW: The asides usually come from him.
Mr. CHAIRMAN: That one came from you.

Hon. M. E. COX: Could you want amything more damn-
able and lying than the statement he has made? 1 have never
in my life supported any Conservative in this island; I
have always been associated withdemocratic labour move=
ments. Imagine him getting up and talking about my can-
vassing for T. B. Piercel He is a wicked fellow and could

not be worse than he is. Heis the worst thing that God has
ever allowed to live. Atiybody who knows me knows that I
have always opposed that wealthy group. I have never yet
supported any of them. Imagine him getting up here with
all those lies rolling off his tongue like water!

I am saying, Mr. Chairman, that the hon. member made
the mistake of magnifying this amount by saying: ‘‘Imagine
this man being so magnanimous as to offer to Government
this $2,000 or $3,000," .

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I would like tohear the hon, member.

Hon. M, E. COX: The hon. member, as I said, talked
about this $2,000 or $3,000 for expenses for going on this
trip. That jg not fair and I do not know if the member did
it wilfully, because even the Resolution before us now is
for $1,402.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr, Chairman, I rise on a point of
order. The hon. member heard me when 1 said that $80
was not.anything that the member could not pay, but when
I.was told that it was not a question of $80, but a question
of $2,000, I said that it would mean $2,000 which the Gov-
ernment would have to pay for the two persons.

Hon. M. E. COX: Again, the hon. member is not aware
of what the situation is.

Mr. WALCOTT: I am talking about what the Speaker

said.

Hon. M. E. COX: This is the position when he talks
about. $2,000 or $3,000. The Government has agreed to
pay the Federal Government $1,000 as portion of the ex~
penses for entertaining these delegates, and the amount
which these gentlemen would have had to look for would
be approximately $400 between the two.

Mr. WALCOTT:0n a point of order, I am not dealing
with the question of the amownt. The question of the amount
was explained to me; but I said that I asked the hon. gen-
tleman if he were crazy to make thatoffer, and then I said
that any member should be able topay his passage to Trin-
idad anyhow, and then it was explained that the amount of
money involved would be $2,000 or $3,000, and the Speaker
said that no poor man could find $2,000.

Hon. M. E, QOX:1repeatitis all well to magnify these
things or attempt to magnify them. As I said, I have no
quarrel with the gentleman for making this offer. (Mr.
WALCOTT: 1 have; it is most improper.) If the individual
agrees 1o offer something, I am not quarrelling with him;
he is not offering it to the Government of Barbados.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 would like to appeal to the hon.
senior member for St. Peter 1o stop the asides.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, nothing was offered
to this Government. The position was that two members
of the Legislature, the Speaker who is the Speaker of this
House and is impartial and isthe symbol of the House, the
Opposition and Government alike - he is nota member of
this Government, he is the Speaker of this House.............

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order, the offer was
made on behalf of the Government becausehis attitude was
that there was no money in the Estimates to do it, and his
idea was that he was going to do it umtil such time as
Government sent it down. For whom was it being done then?
The individual? The Speaker did not want money as a per-
son; so why draw this narrow distinction between what
woday is approved by Government and what the person said
he was going to do before the Governmentdid it? On whose
behalf was he doing it? If the Government did not do it, he
could not get back his money.

On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I did not say that
the offer was made to the Government; I said it was made
on behalf of the Government; and I challenge the Premier
to say now that he did not say that the Government has al-

]
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ready on past occasions honoured these things when they
are done.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, the hon. member is
interrupting me.

Mr. WALCOTT: I am sorry.
1.55 p.m.

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Chairman, 1 again repeat that no
ofier was made either on behalf of this Government or to
this Government. It was a question of the gentleman telling
his colleague who was being elected to represent this Par-
liament at the conference what he could do. He said: ‘I can
lend you the money until you come back."’

Mr. BARROW: I say that it was adamned insult if that
were so.

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

Mr. BARROW: I repeat, I say that it was a damned
insult if that were so. He should not have had the effrontery
to get up and make a slur like that.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: What is the hon. member speakingon?
Will the hon. member take his seat?

Hon. M. E. COX: 1 object to the word ‘‘damned”’.

As 1 was saying, the position is as simple as ever.
Let us start off with the argument as to whether the
Government knew, how and when the Government knew.
What is the position? As happened in the past, the position
has always been that in the first place whenever an in-
vitation is offered to Parliament - not to Government - to
send representatives on a conference such as this, both
Houses of the Legislature meet and discuss it and decide
whether or not they will be represented. If it is decided that
the Legislature will be represented, then even before the
selection of the delegates is made, the local branch of the
Parliamentary Association writes the Government and tells
the Government that it has been agreed that the local As-
sociation would send representatives to the Conference or
on the Course, as the case may be, and that it would cost
so much money, and will ask: *“Will you kindly send down
a Resolution to meet these expenses?’’ That is what is done
and the Government, as far as 1 know, in all cases has
sent down Resolutions for the amount required.

On the last occasion when representatives were to be
sent to this Conference, if I remember correctly, it was not
until after the 8th........

SUSPENSION OF SITTING

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

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

On re-assembling,

QUESTION TIME
Mr. SPEAKER called Question Time,

HEAD TEACHERS SALARIES
Mr. SPEAKER: Question No, 24.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, the Hon. Minister of Edu-
cation actually read the replies on the last occasion and I
have received them; therefore there is no need for me to
read the Questions again. I will only put a supplementary.

I would like to ask the Minister this. How soon does he
expect to rectify this anomaly with respect to the salaries
of these Head Teachers whose salaries are not greater than
those of the graduates serving under them? If that is so,
on what basis?

400

e et

Hon. L. St. A. THORNE: Mr. Speaker, I cannot give any
exact date with respect to the time. The most that I can say
about that is that it will be rectified as soon as possible.
With respect to the basis, thathas not been actually sertled.
We are considering several ways and means.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, did I understand the Min-
ister to say that he is considering ways and means of ad-
justing the anomaly?

Hon. L, St. A, THORNE: Yes, Sir.

Mr. TUDOR: Can he then give us some indications
along the lines which he is speaking?

Hon. L. St. A. THORNE: Not at the present moment,

CHILDREN ENROLLED IN PUBLIC
ELEMENTARY SCHOOLS

Mr. SPEAKER: Question No, 25.

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon, Minister of Edu-
cation.

1. Will the Minister state how many children are cur-
rently enrolled in the Public Elementary Schools of this
island?

2. Will he further state whether the average attendance
per school is declining in the country schools?

3, If the answer is in the affirmative, will he state the
reasons, so far as they can be known, for this declension.

Hon. L. St. A, THORNE: Will the hon. member post=~
pone that until a little later? I have not got the reply to
hand.

LABOUR WELFARE FUND IN THE
CONSTRUCTION OF COMBERMERE

Mr. SPEAKER: Question No. 11,
Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon, Premier:

Will the Minister state whether Labour Welfare Funds
have ever beer:used to finance the construction of Com-
bermere School?

() If the answer is ‘Yes', will he further state the
amount so used, and whether Legislative sanction was re-
quired for this action?

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: The answer is this, An
amount of $59,550, part of the cost of the hall at Com~
bermere School, which is also to be used as a Community
Hall, was met from Labour Welfare Funds. The amount was
provided for the purpose by the Governor-in-Executive
Committee in accordance with Regulations made under
the Sugar Industry (Rehabilitation, Price Stabilization and
Labour Welfare Fund) Act, 1947.' The Act does not pro-
vide that issues from the Fund should be subject to
Legislative sanction, but the intention to meet part of the
cost of the hall from such funds was indicated on pages 19
and 33 of the 1955-60 Development Plan.

2,35 p.m.

Mr. TUDOR: Do I understand from the Premier that
this additional expense arose out of the necessity to build
a4 Community Hall at the School, or is he saying that the ori-
ginal amount provided for the construction of the School
was underestimated ?

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: As I understand it, Sir,
it was always intended that this Hall should be used as a
Community Hall. The amount was not underestimated; it
was originally intended that this Hall should be used as a
Community Hall, and for that purpose, this amountwas in-
cluded in the building of this Hall. Itis not a question of the
amount being underestimated.
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Mr. SPEAKER: We will now revert to the consideration
of Question No. 25 standing in the name of the hon. senior
member for St. Lucy.

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon. Minister of Edu-
cation:~

1, Will the Minister state how may children are cur-
rently enrolled in the Public Elementary Schools of this
island?

2. Will he further state whether the average attendance
per school is declining in the country schools?

3. If the answer is in the affirmative, will he state the
reasons, so far as they can be known, for this declension.

Hon. L, St. A. THORNE: In reply to the Question asked
by the hon. member in connection with the attendance at
the Public Elementary Schools, 1 should like to say this:-

At the end of December, 1959, there were 39,455
children enrolled in the Government-maintained Schools,
that is, Primary and Secondary Modern Schools of the
island. The average attendance per school is not declining
in the country schools. On the contrary, the average at~
tendance in every parish showeda markedimprovement
during the year 1958-59, as compared with 1957-58, and
the attendance for the September - December term, 1959,
also showed improvement. The attendance figures of each
parish for 1957-58, 1958-59 and for the September-
December term are as follows:-

Average Atten~ September/
dance as a per~- 1957-58  1958-59 = December
centage Term

Christ Church 79.6 83.0 83.9
St. Andrew 76.2 80.7 84,9
St. George 75.7 71.6 81.5
St. James 82.3 81.1 86.9
St. John 6.3 76.8 83.2
St. Joseph 74.0 77.0 80.4
St. Lucy 82.9 86.2 88.4
St. Michael 71.3 79.4 81.6
St. Peter 79.9 85.4 88.5
St. Philip 80.5 82.4 85.3
St. Thomas 72.7 80.8 82.1

Those are the figures,

INSTRUCTION TO FISHERMEN

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Question ready to be dealt
with is Question No. 1, standing in the name of the hon.
senior member for St. Lucy.

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon. Minister of Agri-
culture, Lands and Fisheries:-

What steps, if any, has Government taken, since the
introduction of powered fishing, tohave fishermen instruct-
ed:

(a) In the techniques of Tropical fishing.

(b) In the seamanship necessary to offshore fishing in-
cluding the rules of the road, aids to navigation, and,

(c) In the care and maintenance of boats, apart from the
care of the engines?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Mr, Speaker, the answer is as
follows:-

If the hon. member is referring to fishing by means
of mechanically-propelled vessels and not to methods of
fish capture by the use of power such as suction or elec-
tricity the answer is as follows:~

Experiments have been carried out from time to timme
on the use of various types of equipment and the results
passed on to the fishermen direct by the Fishery Officer.
These results have also been recorded in the annual re~
ports of the Department of Agriculture.

At the present stage of fisheries development itis not
considered essential to give formal instruction in sea-
manship to local fishermen since they are consideredto be
reasonably competent in the management of their craft.
Discussions are held with fishermen on the rules of the
road and instruction has been given on the use of the
compass. This is all part of the extension service pro-
vided by the Fisheries Division which also gives advice
on maintenance including the use of proper marine paints,
Maintenance work inthe Bridgetown area is facilitated by
the use of the crane erected for the purpose at the Mole-
head.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, with respect to such in-
struction as is given, how often is it given and who is re-
sponsible for it? Is it given under the direction of the
Fisheries Officer and is every single fishing area covered?

Hon., D. D. GARNER: The Fisheries Officer is re-
sponsible for this instruction, but there have been times
when the Marine Mechanic has been deputising for him,
For instance, the Marine Mechanic would be more com-~
petent to deal with the engines in certain aspects than the
Fisheries Officer would be, but there have been, in many
parts of the island, films shown in relation to the care
of engines and so on, and that is done periodically. The
Government saw fit to get an outfit to educate the fisher-
men and this has been done in every part of the island
where the fishermen congregate.

Mr. TUDOR: I am afraid that the Hon. Minister mis-
understood the question and I would therefore like to re-
direct his attention to the third part of the question. It is
this: whether the Government has taken any steps to have
fishermen instructed in the care and maintenance of boats
apart from the care of the engines? I want to know about
the care of the hulls of the boats and not about that part
which is within the province of the Marine Mechanic.

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Mr, Speaker, that is done either
by the Fisheries Officer or by the Boat Inspector. As the
hon. member knows, we have noBoat Inspector now; there-
fore that work has lapsed.

2.45 p.m.

Mr. TUDOR: How soon does the Minister expect to
have an Inspector and when will this work of the inspection
of boats other than the engines be resumed?

Hon, D. D. GARNER: Quite recently an advertise-
ment appeared in the Newspapers inviting applications
for the post. I think it is now being dealt with in the usual
way.

EARNING POWER OF THE “INVESTIGATOR"
Question No. 2 was called,

Mr. TUDOR: Question No. 2 reads as follows:-

‘Will the Minister state whether the earning power
of the ‘‘Investigator'® has been recorded over thelast nine
years?

() i the answer is in the affirmative, will he publish
the figures of each year's earnings?

(3) If the figures disclose a gradual decrease in earning
power, will the Minister state what is the reason for such
decrease?"’

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Mr. Speaker, the answer to
Question No. 2 is as follows:-




-

1. Yes.

2. The figures are as follows -

1950/51 $1,860
1951/52 2,622
1952/53 1,448
1953/54 1,371
1954/55 743
1955/56 829
1956 /57 743
1957/58 543
1958/59 506

3. The reason for the decrease in earnings is due to
a combination of the following factors -

(a) the fact that the vessel is not a commercial
operator but an experimental vessel, whose
contribution to the fishing industry is not in-
tended to be measured in terms of the revenue
earned. Revenue earning is merely incidental to
its operations.

(b) reduction in the length of the operational period
since 1954/55.

(c) changes in the nature of the investigation work
carried out involving for example research on
plankton, trolling, mapping of fishing areas and
research on bottom species using multiple hooks
instead of the lucrative fishing in the earlier
stages in carrying out experiments with the gill
net.

(d) a policy of not competing against the fisherman
and so spoil the market for their catches.”

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I am sorry that ] missed a
considerable portion of the Minister's Reply, but I think 1
got enough to be able to ask this first Question.

Will the Minister, if he has thefigures, state what has
becn the operating expenses of the Investigator inthe years
mentioned? We already have the revenue and we should
like to hear something about the expenses.

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Did you ask that originally?

Mr. TUDOR: No, it is a supplementary question.

Hon. D, D. GARNER: I am sorry I have not got the
figures here with me.

Mr. TUDOR: 1 wonder then if we could postpone
Quest}on No. 2 and proceed to something else.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is asking whether
in view of the answer this question could be postponed
until the information is ready.

Hon. D. D. GARNER: 1 cannot get it today, Sir.
Mr. TUDOR: I do not mean necessarily today.
Mr. SPEAKER: Question No. 2 is now postponed.

AVERAGE EARNINGS OF A NORMAL
FISHING BOAT

Question No. 3 was called,

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, Question No. 3 reads as
follows:-

“Will the Minister state whether Government has ever
taken steps to discover what are the average earnings of
a normal fishing boat per season, as well as the average
cost of maintenance and upkeep?

(2) Will the Minister further state whether the average
boat is in position to pay its annual instalment and insur-
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ance, and still be maintained in a seaworthy and economic
conditiea in hull, machinery and gear?*’

Hon. D, D. GARNER: Mr. Speaker, the Reply to
Question No, 3 is as follows:~

‘1. No surveys have been made to determinethe average
earnings of a normal fishing boat per season. It is pro-
posed to do so as soon as the Government Statistical De-
partment is in a position to undertake the Survey. The
Federal Agricultural Survey Officer has already been in
consultation with this Government and has tendered advice
on this matter. Information is available on the average

. cost of maintaining the average fishing launch,

2. The ability of a boat 1o pay its annual expenses and
still be maintained in a seaworthy and economic condition
in hull, machinery and gear depends on its earning power.
in respect of which no survey has yet been made.’

Mr. TUDOR: Will the Minister give some indication
as to how soon these surveys will begin to be made?

Hon. D, D. GARNER: We have invited some very
competent fishery people to come and help us along with
the Statistical Department in Barbados.

Mr. TUDOR: Will the Minister state whether these
persons have accepted the invitation and when they are
expected?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Part of them will come from the
Federation and until we get word how soon they can come,
I cannot state definitely how soon they will be here.

EXPERIMENTS MADE BY GOVERNMENT
EXPERIMENTAL FISHING BOAT

Question No. 4 was called,

Mr. TUDOR: Question No. 4 reads as follows:-
*‘Will the Minister state:-

(a)° What experiments have been made by the Govern-
ment experimental Fishing Boat ‘‘Investigator’® since her
commissioning?

() If any, will he state by what means have the re-
sults of these experiments been commimicated and/or
demonstrated to fishermen and/or Boat Owners?"’

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Mr. Speaker, the Reply to that
Question is as follows:~

“(a) The following experiments have been made by the
Government Experimental Fishing Boat ‘‘Investigator®
since she was put in service in December, 1949 -

(i) the development and use of the gillnets for inten-
sive flying fishing.

(ii) Trolling methods. -

(iif) The efficiency of various types of bait.

(iv) The relation of plankton to the presence of flying
fish, This work was commenced in 1950 and has
been continued in collaboration with the Bellairs
Institute of McGill University.

(v) Charting of fishing grounds and positions.

(vi) The development and use of the circular ring net

for catching flying fish,

The development and use of multiple hooks for
bottom species fishing.

The development and use of the long line for large
pelagic species. '

(vii)

(viif)

: (b). the results as they become available are passed
on to fishermen by direct discussions berween the Fishery
Officer and the fishermen. The intensive use of the results
obtained by (i) to (iii) by fishermen has indicated the effec-.
tiveness of this method of disseminating information, Fish=
ing positions are recorded on amaster chartin the Fisher-
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ies Office at the Reef which is available to fishermen and
boatowners."’

Mr. TUDOR: Would the Minister state the precise
method by which this information as it is gathered is
passed on? Is itforinstance that the Fisheries Officer goes
around” to individual fishing centres to disseminate the
knowledge, or is it the policy to summon the fishermen
to him or are fishing boats taken out and guided by the
“Investigator’’ to the fishing grounds?

Hon. D, D, GARNER: Mr. Speaker, he meets the fish-
ermen from time to time at various beaches, and from
what I have learnt they also go out on the *‘Investigator”’
on certain occasions. They do not go en russe, but from
time to time. It is a big scheme to initiate along this
line, but very soon from now, as soonas we get certain
information as regards statistics, it will be done; so
the hon. member need not have any fear. We have been
having a comprehensive scheme and teaching them the
art.

2.55 p.m.

Mr. TUDOR: Would the Hon. Minister say, when the
“Investigator®’ goes out on thesemissions, if she catches
fish?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I understand that on every occa-
sion that she goes out, they try to catch fish.

Mr., TUDOR: Will the Minister say how the fish is
disposed of ?

Hon. D. D, GARNER: The fishermen get the first
lot, but the rest is sold at the Depot in Bridgetown.
Mr. TUDOR: You say that all the rest is sold. Is
that not offering competition to the fishermen in the trade?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I do not know that we have suf-
ficient fish to supply our local demand; thereforelcannot
see how it can be considered unfair competition,

INCREASE IN OPERATING COSTS
OF FISHERMEN

Mr. SPEAKER: Question No. 5.

Mr. TUDOR: Is the Minister aware of the increase
in operating costs over the past year, due to rises in the
prices of

(a) Fishing gear (gill nets and lines)
(b) Fuel and lubricating oils
(c) Paints?

Hon, D, D. GARNER: The answer to that is ‘‘Yes®’.
The increase in the price of gear and of paints isnot
however entirely due to an increase in price of a com-
parable commodity but mainly to the use of improved gear,
with longer life and a higher degree of catchability and to the
use of marine paints which offer better protection thanhouse
paints which were previously used.

Mr. TUDOR: In view of what the Hon. Minister said,
if the prices of these materials continue to rise, has Gov-
ernment any plans of subsidizing the industry by pegging
the prices in some way, or can the Hon. Minister say any=~
thing of what he proposes to do to keep them within a cer-
tain range?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: The question is a difficult one
for me to answer at the present moment. What 1 would say
now is that due to the better quality of the gear, they last
Jonger and, therefore, they become cheaper in the long run.

I cannot tell him offhand that we will subsidize the
industry any further than what we have been doing up to
today. We know that the fishermen have been asking for
an increase in the price of fish but we have to be careful

I

whose side we take. 1 do hope when we build our Cold
Storage Depot that the whole complexion of the industry
will be changed by it for the better.

EARNING POWER OF FISHERMEN
Mr. SPEAKER: Question No. 6.

Mr. TUDOR: Has the Government ever taken steps
to discover

(3) The average annual earning power of a fisherman.

(b) The reason for the inability on the part of fisher-
men to repay their loans at the times required?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: The answer to (a) is No, It is
proposed ©Q undertake a survey on such lines as soon as
the Government Statistical Department is in a position to
do so.

The answer to (b) is Yes.Marketing is one of the main
problems of the industry. Steps are being taken to provide
cold storage facilities and 1o improve the distribution and
marketing of fish. It has been discovered that some owners
utilise their vessels' earnings to settle other debts and
do not repay their loans at the time required.

Mr. TUDOR: How can the Hon. Minister or the Fish-
eries Deparument know that the owners use their vessels’
earnings to pay off other debts?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: We know that from the admis-
sions made from time to time. Whenthey comein to pay
instalments, you hear that they have utilised the money
for other purposes.

PRESENTATION OF REPLY TO
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH

At this stage Mr. SPEAKER received a message by »
Sergeant-At-Ams that His Excellency the Govemor
the Chaniber to
present their Address in reply to the Speech which he
had delivered at the opening of the Legislative Session,

the

was auniting the House in Council

Mr. SPEAKER and members of the House in order
of seniority, preceded by the Marshal bearing the Mace,
proceeded to the Council Chamber

Mr. SPEAKER read and presented to His Excellency
the following Address which was passed by the House in
reply o his speech:~

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY
TO
HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOCR

The Hous= of Assembly desire to thank Your Excel-
lency for the Speech delivered on the occasion of the
re-opening of the Legislature for the Legislative Session
1960,

The House share the concern of Your Excellency's
Government at the anticipated shortfall in this year’s
crop. The House also note with satisfaction the progres-
sive measures that have been outlined in Your Excellen-
cy’s Address and look forward with eagerness to the in-
troduction of the next Five Year Plan.

The House assure Your Excellency that they will give
favourable consideration and support to all legislation
submitted to them and will grant all supplies that may
be required of them for the implementation of Your Gov-
ernment’s Programme during this Session.

His Excellency delivered a Rejoinder.,
Mr. SPEAKER and the House retumed to the As-
sembly Chamber,

3.10 p. m.
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HIS EXCELLENCY’S REJOINDER

Hon. Members being in their places.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House
that on the last occasion whenHis Excellency the Governor
was pleased to receive this ancient and honourable House
in the other Chamber, His Excellency delivered himself
of the following Rejoinder:-

Mr. President and Honourable Members of the Legisla-
tive Council:
Mr. Speaker and Members of the House of Assembly:

1 thank you for your respective Addresses in reply
to the Speech which I delivered on the occasion of the
re-opening of the Legislature in January, 1960, and for
your assurance that all matters submitted to you will
be given your earnest attention,

J. M. STOW
GOVERNOR.

CONDITION OF DEPTH RECORDER

Mr. SPEAKER: The next question ready to be dealt
with is Question No. 7 standing in the name of the hon.
member for St. Lucy.

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon, Minister of Agri-
culture, Lands and Fisheries:-

Will the Minister state whether the Depth Recorder
which was installed in the Government Experimental Fish-
ing Craft *‘Investigator® is still in operating condition?

(2) If the answer is in the affirmative, will the Minister
state why it is not used in the discovery of new banks for
the purpose of Deep Line Fishing, such as for Red Snap-
per and Bream?

(3) If the answer is in the negative, will the Minister
state how long it has been out of commission, and the
reason for its being out of commission?

i
Hon. D.D. GARNER: Mr. Speaker, the answer is as
follows:~

1. The depth recorder is not at present in operat~
ing condition.

2, Does not arise.

3. The depth recorder has been out of commission
for approximately two years. The trouble was traced to
the Transducer which is a section of the instrument
attached to the bottom of the Investigator. The main in=-
strument was therefore removed from the vessel and
stored out of the salt atmosphere of the sea at the Fish-
eries Station at the Reef until such time as the vessel
could be docked and the Transducer examined, Thedepth
recorder has been returned to the makers in the US,A,
for servicing.

Mr. TUDOR: Can the Minister tell me {f the instru-
ment was removed after the question was tabled or be-
fore it was tabled?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: 1 am not ina position to answer
that question.

Mr. BARROW: I would like to ask the Minister from
his reply, whether the Investigator is only docked once
in every two years.

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I would sot confine my remarks
to that, but it is not an every-day operation. When it
needs repairs it has to be docked and you cannot do that
work until it is docked.

Mr.TUDOR: What is approximately the cost of this
Depth Recorder and the likely cost of repairing it and
putting it into commission again?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: 1 do not know the original
price; as to what the cost of repairs will be, the bill has
not yet been sent to us; therefore I cannot say what the
repairs will cost us.

Mr. TUDOR: Will the Minister get an estimate of
the cost before the repairs are concluded? I take it that
they have already been started. Is the Minister getting
an estimate of the cost before the repairs are finished?

Hon. D. D. GARNER: These people happen to be the
makers of this' instrument and they will repair it, I take
it that they are a firm of reputable people and we will
have to honour the bill when it comes.

REGISTRATION OF ‘‘BAJAN GIRL”

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Question ready to be dealt
with is Question No. 8, standing in the name of the hon,
senior member for St. Lucy.

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon, Minister of Agri-
culture, Lands and Fisheries:

Is the Minister aware that a boat known as the BATAN
GIRL and flying an American flag is registered here as a
fishing launch?

(@) Will the Minister state whether the earnings of this
craft are liable to local taxation?

(3) Will the Minister further state whether International

" Law permits ships flying a foreign flag to fish in our ter-

ritorial waters?
Hon. D. D. GARNER: The answer is as follows:-

1. No. The Minister is aware of a vessel of U.S.
registration flying an American flag and registered as
BAJAN GAL I, It is understood that the owner hires
out the vessel by charter for sports fishing with rod and
reel,

2. If the Commissioner of Inland Revenue is satis-
fied that the fishing carried on constitutes a trade, the
profits thereof are liable to local taxation.

3. The Government has been advised that this is
not a matter with which International Law concerns it-
self.

At this stage, it now being 3.30 p.m. of the clock,

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 3.30 p.m.ofthe clock, it
is the end of Question Time.

Mr. TUDOR: I am asking that all the other Questions to
which Replies have been given be dealt with on the next
occasion, including the continuation of this current Question,

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

Hon.F. E. MILLER: Mr, Speaker, under the Head *‘Pri-
vate Members' Business’’, I am asking leave to take Order
No. 11 as the first Order of the Day.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister is asking leave to
take Order No. 11 under this Head as the first Order of the
Day, and unless there be any objection, leave will be granted
the Hon. Minister. (4 fter o Pause) There being no objection
leave is granted the Hon, Minister.

SALE OF ST. MICHAEL GLEBE LANDS BILL

Mr,. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day under Pri-
vate Members®' Business now stands in the name of the
Hon. Minister of Social Services:~ To move the second
reading of a Bill to authorise the sale of Glebe lands and the
parsonage house of St. Michael.

Hon. F, E. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, as hon. members
will see, this is a Bill authorising the sale of Glebe lands
and the parsonage houseof St. Michael. I think it is custom-
ary with a Bill of this sort to refer it to a Select Commit-~




tee after the second reading has heen passed. This is a
very simple matter, I think hon, members are aware that
we were, more than two years ago, negotiating for the pur-
chase of the land at the Deanery for the use and construc-
tion of the new General Hospital. For a number of reasons
the matter was deferred and it was unfortunate that towards
the end of the Session the House died before we had an op=
porumity of discussing the matter; as a result, it was de-
ferred until the re-opening of the Legislature. Hon. mem-
bers will remember the Petition whichhas been very care-
fully worded and whichhas beenpresented to this Chamber.
The building is well on the way, and the land and the price
of it have already been settled to the satisfaction of all
concerned.

With those remarks, I do not think Ineed say anything
more on this matter, unless there is some further informa-
tion requested by some hon. member, whichIwould be very
anxious to give. I beg to move that this Bill be now read a
second time. :

Hon. L, St. A. THORNE: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I do not at all rise to op-
pose the second reading of this Bill, but merely to point
out to the Minister that it is some time since most hon.
members of this House were handed copies of this Bill,
and some of us unfortunately have not got our copies here.
We thought therefore, that the hon. member would have
refreshed our minds as to who is buying and who is sel-
ling. I take it that the hon. member meant to convey that
the Bishop and Dean are selling the Deanery to the Gov-
ernor-in-Executive Committee and the purpose of this
Bill is to give legal sanction to them to sell this property
to the Governor-in-Executive Committee,

3.20 p.m.

It would have helped if he had made that a bit more explan-
atory, but as I said, there is no opposition except that it
might have helped if he were in a position to tell us about
the price negotiated for this sale, That should be a bit
of information which he should have, and we should like
to know what it is.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Speaker, before the Hon. Minis-
ter replies, I should like to ask whether in these nego-
tiations pressure was placed at any time on one side or
the other, directly or indirectly, or whether it was a
very amicable settlement. Was the price agreedon with
no threats or any such thing from either side? 1do this
in the public’s interest because there was a time when it
was thought that with Disestablishment coming on, a
threat might have been used - I am not saying it was - 10
bring pressure to bear on the Church to release this land
at a price less than what they thought they could have got
in the free market; so I would like the assurance from the
Minister representing Government on that matter. =

Hon. F. E. MILLER: In replying to the question asked
by the hon. junior member for Christ Church, Idonotknow
whether it would be correct to say that any pressure was
used at all. As a matter of fact, itwould be unkind to say
that pressure was used because of the disestablishment
and disendowment of the Church or that Government would
needto use pressure against the authorities of the Church
in the purchase of this land. I suppose there was some
measure of bargaining which takes place in all transactions,
and I regret that the idea of pressure should be inferred
in the House. I would say that it was an amicable agree-
ment and there was some understanding of negotiations
when there is the usualquestion of bargaining on the val-
uation. I would say that it was an amicable agreement with
all the parties concerned, both the Government and the
authorities of the Church. I donotknow if there is anything
further the hon. member would like to know in connection
with this.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Speaker, 1 did not say that pres-
sure was used, butIsaidinthepublic interestand toallay
any fears it might have been good if that statement was made.

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Speaker, the procedure which has
been employed to bring this matter before the House is
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one which requires a certain amount of examination by
the members of this House if we are going to discharge
our public duty. Now the Minister said absolutely nothing
about the Bill on the second reading. He answered or pur-
ported to answer a few questions which were postulated
by the hon. junior member for Christ Church.

Hon. M. E, COX: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, I
would like to know whether the member can speak after
the Minister has replied.

Mr. SPEAKER: I did not consider what the Minister
said 1o be a formal reply.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is
standing while you are speaking.

Mr, SPEAKER: Iwas saying that 1did not consider what
the Ministey said to be a formal reply; it was just an ex~
planation 1o the member for Christ Church.

(Laughter from Opposition.)

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, it is a great pity that
before people present themselves . . .......

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 must tell the hon. member that I
have dealt with the situation quite easily; so he can con-
tinue.

Mr. BARROW: As 1 was saying, Mr. Speaker, I very
much deprecate the procedure which has been adopted in
the introduction of this Bill. Here is a Minister of Govern-
ment introducing a Private Member’s Bill; thetransaction
is between the Government and the Dean and Chapter of the
St. Michael’s Cathedral. This is a Bill which should more
properly in my submission have been presented by the hon.
junior member for St. Michael, because the other hon.
member for theparish alsohappens to be amember of the
‘Ministerial Benches. How the hon. member for St, George
who also is a Minister, who is not the Minister of Works,
who is not a practising Christain or Anglican Christain
as far as I know -Ithink thathiscarhas been seenparked
in James Street on infrequent occasions - comes to be in-
troducing a Bill of this kind is a question which we would
like answered on this side of the House. It is no wonder,
therefore, that the Minister was completely inadequate on
his introduction of the second reading of this Bill, because I
do not think it isintheinterestof Parliamentary democra-
cy that if the Government is purchasing a property from a
" corporate body or group of individuals, a Minister should
introduce a Petition and a Bill on behalf of the vendor of the
property, he being part and parcel of the purchase agree-
ment, and he having to be responsible for any misfeasance
or default on the Government side. I do not think it is in
the interest of Parliamentary democracy that we should en-
tertain a procedure of this kind.

Mr. Speaker, no one has been able up to now from my
present inquiries to explain how it is that the hon. junior
member for St. Michael who is alsotheChairman of Com~
mittees was not given the handling of this Bill through all
its stages in this Legislature, and as a matter of fact, I
believe he did do another Church Bill not so long ago. It is
not a strange thing therefore, Sir, that wecould notget
satisfactory answers to the queries which have been made
on this side of the House during this debate or any similar
debate when a member of the Government introduced a
Bill for the Dean and Chapter of St. Michael. The position
as far as I understand it is this: this is another aspect of
the matter to which I would like to draw the attention of
Your Honour. It is a matter of public and general know-
ledge that the fourteen acres of land or part of it was ac-
guired for the purpose of the new Barbados General Hos-
pital. Anyone who is pot blind travelling up Martindales
Road and knowing the locaton of the Deanery, as it then
was, will be able to see that the Government has done ex-
tensiye building on the site and that a historic building
has been torn dowwn. I am no¢ saying that buildings do not
have to be torn down some time inthe interest of progress
and in the interest of the community. Months and months
after all this has been done, we get a Minister of Gov-

ernment presenting a Bill asking permission of the House
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to sell the land at the Deanery at Martindales Road when
it is a fait accomplii, unless they have now adopted the
principle of expropriation. Itisdifficult tounderstand what
the function of this House is other than a rubber stamp
in circumstances of this kind,

I think that members on this side, and I believe per-
haps Your Honour, on occasion havehadtodraw attention
to the fact that Heads of Departments and some Ministers
sometimes come to the conclusion that this House exists on-
ly as a Mutual Admiration Society or an Approval Associa-
tlon or to ratify all the deeds and misdeeds of administra-
tive officers and Ministers of Government. Now |1 have no
doubt, Mr. Speaker, that if those things that ought to have
been done had been done_in this particular instance, this
House notwithstanding would have granted permission to the

Dean and Chapter of St. Michael’s Cathedralto sell this land -

to the Governor-in-Executive Committee, but that occasion
would have been utilised - I also have no doubt - as an
expression of the manner in which the development of
thefourteenacres would have been taken up, the muti-
lation of any parts of the historic building which was one
of the architectural highlights of the parish of St. Michael,
and other matters which perhaps may not be materialistic
from the point of view of the Government, but certainly
matters which vitally affect the outlook and social and e-
conomic well-being of the citizens of this island.

3.30 p.m.

There is not only -the materialistic side of human
beings; there is also the set up inm the spiritual side as
well, and I hope that Your Honour when you are presented
with a Petition of this kind. in: the future will draw it to
the attention of the Ministers-or whoever is presenting
one, that it is not a proper thing for a Minister to in-
troduce a Private Member’s 13111 because then it would
probably be a publi¢ matter. - -

Here is a corporate 'body. recognised by the Anglican

Church Act to be. so,” asking permission to do something"

which is not expressly stated in the Anglican Church Act
and therefore it has to come to the Legislature to give
it the necessary authority to do it. But we also know that
the purchaser has already taken possession of the property.
Let us suppose that the Anglican community was against
the desecration of the property. Let us suppose that they
were against the bulldozer destroying the beauty of that
building and they would have preferred to see it being
there and would go to any amount of inconvenience rather
than entertain any idea of desecrating it, Surely they should
be given the opportunity to say what part of the Deanery
they would like to sell. After all, it appears that the Gov-
ernment is using the big stick on the vendors or wanted
to use it - and if the Government wanted to use it, all
that it would have to do is to come under the Land Ac-
quisition Act to obtain the property, and if they could
not agree on the price, then let the matter go to arbitra-
tion: and it would be for the Minister of Works to come
to the House and say that they have tried to negotiate
with those people but they have refused to sell, and there-
fore, whether they like it or not, Government intended to
acquire it under the Land Acquisition Act. . Instead of
that, we have this kind of what I would call a bastard
procedure in which the Hon. Minister of Social Services
comes with this Petition when he is a party to the trans-
action. Here it is that the purchaser is acting for the
vendor.

He is a Minister of the Government. He does not tell
us what the feelings of the Anglican community might be
on an important issue of this kind. He just comes to the
House and says: *‘I beg to move the second reading of this
Bill to authorise the sale of this land.'’ Nobody hearing
him saying that would even know that he was talking of
the sale of the Deanery in Martindales Road. Sometime
ago, when he had a similar Bill seeking authorization for
sale of a parochial property in the parish of St. George,
the Vestry of that parish had the greatest amount of dif-
ficulty with the same Minister over bringing the Bill to
the House and I had to introduce that Bill as a represent-
ative of that parish and on my doing so, all sorts of de~
laying tactics were put in the way of the Vestry. The Ves~

try of St. George was doing so in order to get better med-
ical facilities for the people of that parish which the same
Minister represents. Now he has jumped in the ‘ling’ as
one of the purchasers of this particular property and he
comes to introduce a Bill to ask permission to sell this
property. He is not an Anglican. I do not know if he is a
Christidn at all. Therefore, how does he getinto this thing
at all? Why does he not leave it to the people who have
interest in the Anglican community here? He is not even
a representative of the parish. Are we going to allow
people like the Hon. Minister to represent the purchaser,
the vendor and the Anglican community, all at the same
time, when he has not even been to an Anglican Church
except to a wedding?

Sir, I certainly do not approve of this procedure at

‘all and I am sure that the matter must have slipped your

attention. It is npot right procedure. The Governor-in-
Executive has the right tocome under the Land Acquisi-
tion Act and say that they intend to acquire this property
under that Act, The Hon. Minister, on the other hand, has
no right to present a Private Member's Bill or to do any
Private Member’s Business, ecclesiastical, social or
otherwise, It is no wonder that he made such a sorry pass
over the introduction of this Bill.

Sir, 1 do not want this to be taken as a precedent, £x
post facto, we are asked to give authorisation to this mea-
sure and I am going to ask the Dean and the Chapter of
St. Michael’s Cathedral, if they want to do their business
properly, to do it in the manner which is above suspicion
and not to insult the House in asking the House to do some=
thing which they have virtually done already. The only
thing which they have not done as regards this matter is
to accept the purchase money. No explanation has been given
and this matter affects a substantial portion of the imme-
diate vicinity of the centre of the City of Bridgetown. What
development is going to take place in this area? What
drainage is going to take place on the Constitution River
which flows through this property? What facilities will be
made as regards playing fields and such things? All of
those questions are matters which we expect the person
who presented the Bill would have been able to put be-
fore members. I hope the Clerk of the House is being paid
his fee of $16 for this matter. I can see very well from
this procedure where he will be deprived of his fee, All of
these things must be taken into consideration. The Hospi-
tal building is going up on this site and members of the
public have been given noopportunity to express their views
on the matter, The Government can put up a Fish Market
on Bay Street. They can empty sewage in the Constitution
River from this Hospital and nobody can raise a voice
about it, This is not democratic and as long as I am in
this House 1 am not going to sit down and listen to people
like the hon. junior member for St. George coming in
here with a Bill like this and just saying that there is
nothing in this Bill. That is not good enough.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. junior member for St. John
is concerned over the fact that the hon. junior member
for St. George being a Minister is in charge of this Bill
to authorise the sale of glebe lands and the parsonage
house of the parish of St. Michael. The hon. junior member
for St, John thinks that it is not a fit and proper thing for
the hon. Minister of Social Services to introduce this Bill
or to be in charge of such a Bill, ,

I must point out to this House that the Petition signed
by the Dean has been put in the hands of the hon. junior
member for St. George who is a member of this House,
The Petition is respectfully worded and is inorder. There
is nothing in the law that says that the hon. junior member
for St. George cannot present this Bill as put in his hands
by the representatives of the Chapter of St. Michael’s
Cathedral and Rector of the parish of St. Michael. This
House has already honoured the Petition and, as far as I
am concerned, everything is in order. As far as I am
concerned, it is lawful and right for the hon. junior mem=
ber for St. George to take charge of this matter. If he
were not armed with this Petition and this House did not
have it before them, well then, he would be out of order.
3.40 p.m.
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Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, if you will hear me on a
point of explanation, at no time did I mention the word
“legality’* or ‘‘lawful’’. I said that I consider it would
be a precedent and I gave my reasons why I consider it
undesirable for a Minister to present a private Petition, I
said that it was highly undesirable for a Minister to do that
because we do not get our questions answered in the way in
which we want them answered. I think that the tradition of
this House is that the hon. member representing the parish,
who is not a Minister, usually presents Petitions and Bills
in this House and I think it is undesirable that this tradi-
tion should be broken.

Mr. SPEAKER: As far as this House is concerned,
this House honours this Petition.

Hon. F. E. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, 1 just want to make
a few remarks in reply to what has been said. Whether 1
happen to be a Minister or not, it is true that the Govern=
ment negotiated for the purchase of this land for more than
two years. You will remember that the matter was discuss=
ed in this House and every hon. member is quite familiar
with the purchase of the land at theDeanery. The Dean, as
trustee for this property, is free to sell it and 1 had a re-
quest from him to handle this Bill. Whatdid hon. members
expect me to do? Did you expect meto say ‘No?" Is there
any regulation or law against my doing this? I had a very
simple request from the Dean and I thought would honour
it. I happen to be a Minister of the Government and I feel
that hon. members would understand and appreciate this,
The Dean, 1 repeat, requested me to handle this Bill.

It is true that] am a member of the Government but
I do not see what difference it would make to my handling
this Bill. We have had precedents for a Minister handling
a private matter in this House but this is where the Dean
requested me to handle this Bill.

1 would like to reply to the remarks of the hon. senior
member for St. Lucy. The price of the land is $100,000
but there has been much discussion about this Bill for al-
most four years; all the matters concerned withthis Glebe
land have been exhausted in this House already. On the
presentation of this Bill, we are here merely tidying up
the legislation so as to provide the Churchauthorities with
the right so that they will be free to sell this land to the
Government-in-Executive Committee. Itis just one of those
simple: things in connection with which I do not think we
would neeEl‘ to have any long debate in this House. Is it a
question of whether the congregation will protest against
the use of this land as a hospital? I do not know what the
hon. member is getting at; does he mean that if one wants
to handle a Bill in this House he must be a member of
the Anglican Church? The wholeisland knows thatweare
building a hospital up there.and 1 have explained the reason
why this matter was delayed., There is no idea of saying
that the area of land is too much and the cost is too much;
the Dean happens to be trustee for theland and I think that
this is just a formality. I.think that every living creature
knows that we are building this hospital; it is a question
of presenting this Bill and telling hon. members that we
are tidying up these matters so that the Dean and Bishop
will be able to sell this land to theGovernmentfor the
building of this hospital. Everybody who has spectacles
and those who have not can see that this building is going
on. The Order Paper is heavy and I believe that we can
save time on a question such as this. -

The queston that this Bill be read a second time
was put and resolved in the affirative without division.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to appoint the fol-
lowing hon. members to serve on the Select Committee
to examine and report on this Bill:- The hon. junior mem-
ber for St. George (Hon. F.E, Miller), the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Thomas (Hon. R.G. Mapp), the hon. junior mem-
ber for St. Joseph (Mr. G.E.S, Straughn), the hon. junior
member for Christ Church (Mr. F.C.Goddard) and the hon.
senior member for St. Lucy (Mr. J.C. Tudor),

Hon. M,E. COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 learn from the hon.

leader of the Opposition that he would have no objection to

W@

reverting to the consideration of Government Business at
this stage.

Mr. WALCOTT: I learn that too, but the next Order of
the Day under Private Members® Business stands in my
name. (Laughter)

RESOLUTION re POST OF PERMANENT
SECRETARY TO THE PREMIER

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day under
Private Members' Business stands in the name of the hon.
senior member for St. Peter:- To move the passing of the
following Resolution:- Resolution re one person performing
the duties of two Permanent Secretaries.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, this Resolution deals
with the position in the Government Service where you
have one Officer holding two posts.

The Reso ution reads as follows:-

WHEREAS the Legislature recently approved of an
Establishment Order for the creation of the post of
Permanent Secretary to the Ministry of Education;

AND WHEREAS the present holder of the said newly-
created post is in addition to his substantive duties at
present acting in the capacity of Permanent Secretary to
the Premier, a post which has been vacant for some con-
siderable time;

BE IT RESOLVED that this House deplore the existing
situation in which one person is performing the duties of
two Permanent Secretaries and call upon the Government
to take immediate steps to fill the vacancy of Permanent
Secretary to the Premier.

Mr. Speaker, I do notthink itis necessary for me here
in this Chamber to pdint out that the Government is acting
in- this capacity in something which is against the very
interest of the Barbadian situation. If there is one place
in the world which cannot afford for one man to do two
jobs, it is in this small island of Barbados with its re-
dundant population. This is a country which boasts of
education, of a system in the Caribbean different from the
others in so far-as the people we can produce; but it is
the one place where, although we boast of our internal
self-government, our constitutional position is largely
behind that of other territories when it comes to a serious
matter such as this.

3.50 p.m,

Now I am going to say at the beginning that if there is
no need for a Permanent Secretary you should abolish the
post: but what do we find here in Barbados? In the Secre=
tariat we are spending over $1/4 milliononpersonnel. You
came down to the House of Assembly in September, 1958,
and appointed the hon. senior ‘member for St. John as
Minister of Education; so this is the second year that hie
has been Minister of Education. The Government found it
necessary that this colony could no longer work with five
Ministers, but must work with six Ministers. Now the
Ministers deal with policy; it is easier for a Minister to
handle ten Departments just as the Premier is handling a
Portfolio for GeneralPurposes, Finance, Police and every-
thing under the sun; but of all persons, you gét a person
of the Premier's ability and political sagacity who can do
without a Permanent Secretary! In our local context he is
Chancellor of the Exchequer and Prime Minister of Bar=
bados, and without a personal reference, with his out~
look on public matters and his lack of vision if he can do
without a Permanent Secretary, then the whole structural
position for Permanent Secretaries should be reviewed.

Mr. Speaker, here in the Head II - Secretariat - Item
5, you have six Permanent Secretaries, and this is how

they were divided:
Communications and Works - 1
Agriculture - 1
Social Services - 1
Labour - 1

e




Education - 1
The Premier - 1

Mr. Frank Odle has been appointed as a Permanent
Secretary and has gone 1o the Ministry of Communications
and Works; Mr. J. C. King is Permanent Secretary to the
Ministry of Agriculture; Mr. F, L, Cozier is Permanent
Secretary to the Ministry of Social Services; Mr. Vere
Carrington is Permanent Secretary to the Ministry of
Labour; and Mr. C, A, Burton is playing Jack. I do not
know if in the Northern District you have played cricket
to the stage where you pick two sides from 23 men and
you had to find a place for the 23rd man on both sides;
so the extra man used to field and bat on both sides, and
you call him Jack. Mr. Burton is the Secretariat’s Jack
in the Permanent Secretaries® hierarchy. Mr. Carrington
was appointed Permanent Secretary to the Ministry of
Trade, Industry and Labour. (Hoh. M. E. COX: Oh no))
Well, all you have to do is to go and tear up the Official
Gazette, If it has been gazetted so and it is not so, it is
not so; then he is still Registrar and not Permanent
Secretary. Mr. Burton is Permanent Secretary to the
Ministry of Education,

Now you will remember, Mr. Speaker, that the Minis-
terial structure started off in Barbados with five Ministers
and on that occasion you also started off with four Per-
manent Secretaries. They found it necessary to split the
situation which existed, and on one occasion there was a
Permanent Secretary to both the Ministry of Agriculture
and the Ministry of Trade Industry and Labour, and the
person who held that post was a gentleman by the name of
Mr. Secchi. When the change was made a startling situation
took place in which the Permanent Secretary concerned
received the salary relative to both posts, that is to say,
he was substantively in one post and was gazetted to act
in another;.so it meant that he received a salary from one
post and 1 understand half the salary of the other. I realised
what had taken place on that occasion and I came to the
House and pointed out then that that was a peculiar arrange-
ment, that in Barbados you were allowing one man at that
time to draw a salary that was equivalent to $1,000 a month
when the substantive post was something like $600 or
$570 a month, but he was getting this, it proved, as a
Permanent Secretary, which was equivalent to more than
the Chief Justice of Barbados was drawing as a salary
from the Government of BarBados. That happened under
the heels of Ministers and with their approval and consent.

Now what is more serious tHan that is that anOrder
was sent down in the light of that maybe a week after or

simultaneously with the creation of this post asking the

Legislature to agree to a Civil Establishment Order -
Civil Establishment Order No. 12, 1958 - to establish an
additional post of Permanent Secretary for the Ministry of
Education. But what is taking place? Mr. Burton is sub-
stantively the Permanent Secretary to the Ministry of
Education, but you have allowed him to act in both posts,
unless you have abolished the post of Permanent Secretary
to the Premier.

In this House we have on the Civil Establishment list
six Permanent Secretaries, and these are the ones so far
that have been appointed: Mr, Odle, Mr. King, Mr. Cozier,
Mr, Carrington and Mr. Burton. Those are the five Per-
manent Secretaries in Barbados. Mr. Williams is in Eng-
land and Mr, Odle was appointed to act for Mr. Williams.
Mr. Williams is Permapent Secretary to the Ministry of
Trade, Industry and Labour. Mr, Donald Wiles and Mr.
L. N. Chenery were two Assistant Chief Secretaries, but
I have not got to that point yet.

4,00 p.m,

You have two Assistant Chief Secretaries, six Permanent
Secretaries, an Assistant Financial Secretary anda Cabinet
Secretary - ten people of the same calibreand drawing the
same salary., Mr. Odle was supposed to be acting in the
Ministry of Labour. Mr. Wiles was promoted to Adminis-
trator of Montserrat and Mr. Odle was supposed to be se-
conded to act for Mr. Wiles in the position which he held.
Now, Mr. Williams whois in Englandis still Permanent Se-
cretary for that post but Mr. Robert Clarke who was the
Postmaster-General was appointed as one of the agsistant
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Chief Secretaries; therefore you can assume that Mr.
Odle is acting in the position of Mr. Wiles who was the
Assistant Chief Secretary.

We have no Permanent Secretary to the Deep Water
Harbour. There is not such a post; therefore Mr. Odle
could not be that. There is no such post of an official
being Permanent Secretary to something; you can only
be Permanent Secretary to a Minister; you cannot be
Permanent Secretary to an object. Itistruethatyouhave
a Cabinet Secretary but an Officer who is a Permanent
Secretary cannot be Permanent Secretary to the Deep Water
Harbour. When Mr. Wiles was Permanent Secretary, they
termed him  as the Communications man but we cannot
allow a situation like that to go on.

1 would say now that according 10 what you are doing,
you need no Permanent Secretary to the Hon. Premier,
We want to know who is the Permanent Secretary to the
Premier. Who is he? What is happening is this; what they
are trying to do is to take the whole lot of Permanent
Secretaries who are six in number, just like the six Min-
isters. You say now that you need six and that is why I was
very .careful when they were passing the law creating the
number of Ministers to say that you are passing a law
in a small community to create Ministries but you are
passing it without any qualifications; therefore it remains
that an unscrupulous. person can come along and have a
different number of Ministers, that is to say, you have
24" seats in this House and you can have 24 Ministers,
What are you trying to do now as regardsPermanent
Secretaryships is what was done with the Ministries,

It was expressly stated in here when you appointed
your Minister of Education that the Premier who had
Education under his portfolic could not be expected to
control education and all of those things pertaining to
that Ministry and therefore you created a separate
Permanent Secretaryship for the Minister of Education.
Mr. Carlisle Burton, who was then Permanent Secretary
to the Premier, succeeding Mr. Pinard, who was formerly
Permanent Secretary to the Premier and who was sub-
sequently appointed Cabinet Secretary at the same salary,
was appointed to the Ministry of Education. Therefore, it
left the Permanent Secretaryship of the Premier vacant.
What has been the arrangement? Mr. Burton has to do
whatever jobs are there to be done. He is acting in both

‘ posts.,I do not have any discussions with Mr. Burton on

thesé matters because 1 understand that Mr. Burton apart
from being a Civil Servant is more the Premier in certain
respects than the Hon. Premier. I say that because we have
it that he is acting Permanent Secretary to the Premier and
on the last occasion that there was an Education Conference
in the area, he represented the Island at that Conference.
1 am Shly drawing that as a reference.

I understand that Mr. Burton was appointed as
pointed as Permanent Secretary to the Ministry of Edu-
cation and was also informed that he had to perform
the duties of Permanent Secretary to the Premier and it
was made clear to him that there would not be any ad.'i~
tional money attached to the post, that is to say, he would
not be paid any extra mohey for acting in that post. We also
had the situation that Mr. Secchi was Permanent Secretary
for the Ministry of Trade, Industry and Labour and also
acting as Permanent Secretary for the Ministry of Agri-
culture, Lands and Fisheries.

Sir, 1 am going to make this broad statement now.
1 feel that youhave had Ministerial Government long enough
that you should be able to view it in its right perspective
as to your needs. I was one of those people who felt that
every Minister should have a Permanent Secretary from
the point of view that if you really needed a Minister, you
will also need somebody of the calibre of a Permanent
Secretary to assist him. There are only a few posts which
carry a higher salary than that of Permanent Secretary.
They are the Chief Justice, the Financial Secretary, the
Attorney General and the Director of Agriculture. There
are only five inthe whole Establishment thatcarry a higher
salary than that of Permanent Secretary which is placed
at the salary of $8,160 per annum.

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and Mr. DEPUTY
SPEAKER took the Chair.
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If you say that you require these six posts of Perma-
nent Secretary then how can you be silent on this matter?
When 1 asked the Hon. Premier about this matter, do you
know what was his reply? He said: ‘‘We do not have any-
thing to do with the Civil Establishment and the appoint-
ment of people in the Service.’’ 1 am not asking you to ap-
point any person: but I say that if it is a post created for
you, therefore, you should have somebody filling that post.

This is the serious aspect of this matter and this is
where 1 want to speak very strongly. If you can run the
Island without filling this post of Permanent Secretary,
then I say that you do not need so many Ministers now.
You do not need a Minister of Agriculture, a Minister
of Labour and a Minister of Social Services, unless you
need the Ministries just to have the gentlemen in a posi-
tion to buy big motor cars. If you do not need all these
Permanent Secretaries, what do you need a Minister to
all these posts to do? Are you only creating these Minis-
tries just to have a Minister attached to them so that he
would be able to draw money for travelling and therefore
he would be able to change his motor car every two years?
1 say so because it seems to me now that you do need this
post of Permanent Secretary whichyou said that you wanted
and who has the bulk of work to do for the Minister, or
should have to prepare for the Minister what he has to do.
Imagine of all people that you do not need a Permanent
Secretary to the Premier! Is it because the Hon. Premier
is so bright? We can see his brightness when he has to
move a toast. He forgets to mention the people to whom he
is moving it!

4,10 p.m,

1 am serious about this matter because it is an indication
of how we would run a country. This is the sort of thing
which we have to face today; we are facing a situation
today with this type of leadership, innocuous as it is and
it does not spell well for the country. You have created
these top posts; in all you have tenof them. You have here
two Assistant Chief Secretaries, six Permanent Secre-
taries one Assistant Financial Secretary, a Cabinet Sec-
‘retary, people in that bracket; youhave tenof them and you
find that for nearly 18 months youare asking one person to
perform the job of another, which shows that this post could
not be as important as you say it is and as you have made
the Legislature to believe it is. Even as a matter of show
you should not allow this post to remain unfilled whereas
you ask one person to fill two posts. That is something
which you would have to do in an emergency. If you are
abolishing the post of PermanentSecretary tothe Premier
then you should come down to this House and say so; and
in this context I would say that you do not need any Prem-
ier,

1 feel that the time has come when I can no longer
sit in here and agree to the passing of further Civil
Establishment Orders. The Minister of Trade usually
tries to show how the Establishment works but you can~
not .make two into one. If you have not appointed a Per-
manent Secretary to the Premier - well, you cannot make
more appointments than the posts allow. You have two
Assistant Chief Secretaries but who is the second Assis-
tant Chief Secretary? What they are doing up there is to
take names and put them in a box and say ‘‘Don’t worry
with this ' name’’; but you cannot run a country like that,
You have in the Estimates two Assistant Chief Secretaries
at a cost of $16,320 a Cabinet Secretary at a cost of
$8,160, six Permanent Secretaries at a cost of $48,960,
one Assistant Financial Secretary at a cost of $8,160.
1 challenge any hon. member to show me the ten men in the
Establishment in the posts which you say you should have;
you are taxing everybody inthe community for a post which
you have no intention to fill, If the post of Premier is the
most important post in the Ministerial set-up, how is it
that you can function without a -‘Permanent Secretary there?
If the members of the Government are not interested in the
whole aspect of Government work, then they should resign.
Personally, I feel that the time has come for an Election;
I say that with the legislation you send down to us, you
come down here with four Orders on the Order Paper, and
the time has come when an Election should take place. You
are not appointing anybody to this post, you run the Service
like this and I think that you should put the taxpayers to

the expense at one time and let us have an Election; let us
have a fresh *‘‘go’’. This is a positive example of mis-
management; you work out things like this and Tuesday
after Tuesday you adjourn for two or three weeks. This is
not the Federal Parliament which is called once or twice
a year and you pay people to “blow a comb’. I want to
know what is the justification for not filling this post.
(ASIDES) The Hon. Minister of Trade says that he has
six permanent secretaries; well, he has six by calling
them six. Who is the sixth person? Who is the Permanent
Secretary to the Premier? I have called all of them, Mr.
Williams, Mr. Cozier, Mr. Burton, Mr. Odle and so on =
the ten posts in the establishment to be filled have not
all been filled. You have people acting in one or two posts
in the Ministry of Communications. The Minister of Com-
munications has two Permanent Secretaries butthe Prem-
ier has none. (ASIDES) 1f we are creating a Deep Water
Harbour Permanent Secretary, I would like to know where
is this Deep.Water Harbour Ministry? However,ona more
appropriate occasion I will refer towhat has been revealed,
in that there is a scandalous situation which is taking place
at the Deep Water Harbour. As I say, however, a more
appropriate occasion will arise for that; but there is a
serious situation when you come to the non-appointment of
this Permanent Secretary. We are now dealing with prin-
ciples, not with personalities. I want to say that if you do
not have in the CivilService an individual who is capable of
filling the post of Permanent Secretary, then we are very
badly off indeed; our situation is something which we
should examine,

Mr. Deputy Speaker, it is true that the Civil Service
Association is not a virile Body, as I have already said.
If it were a virile Body I would not have to be making a
speech like this; but I am making a-speech in a public
sense because I feel that we should notcreate a post which
we have no intention of filling. If the Civil Service As-
sociation were a virile Body and there were men who would
face such issues, they would protest againstone man acting
in two posts for such a prolonged period, because it would
be inimical to the best interests of other members of the
Service,

4.20 p.m.

To say the least, it has deprived another Civil Servant
from getting another emolument of which he is in need
and therefore giving him the opportunity of acting in a post
of greater responsibility so that if there is any ability
in him it can be seen. If the Civil Service Association
itself is unwilling to undertake a task which is funda-
mentally a task of the Civil Service Association, then I
feel I have to draw that to the attention of this Chamber
in order that they can see that this is an unsatisfactory
state of affairs, and itshould not have been existing for
such a long time in Barbados. To have any one man
acting in two posts of the calibre and the responsibility
of a Permanent Secretary is scandalous and does not go
down to the credit or prestige of the Service nor to the
educational system of Barbados which should be able to
produce such men, and I know that in the Service we have
enough men who are capable of acting in and filling the
post of Permanent Secretary with credit.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I begtosecond
the motion of the hon. member that this Resolution do now
pass and to say that we of the Official opposition have long
viewed with concern the absence of someone to fill this
particular Permanent Secretaryship. In this country more
than in any Unit territory of the Caribbean, there can be
no possible difficulty at all in filling such a vacancy, be-
cause as you know, Sir, with our, as it is called, over=
population, with our educational facilities, with our
eminently academically qualified personnel in the Ser-
vice and without, there is no difficulty at all in finding
someone who is suitable for a post such as this. There
is no, shortage or absence of adequate material, and it is
not in the interest of the Service or in fact of the repu-
tation of our island for the vacancy to have existed for
this length of time which it has. Everyone of the local
Permanent Secretaries, I think we will all agree, has
done a good job. Mr. Odle is efficient, Mr. Cozier is most
helpful and genial, Mr. Burton is sound, and the new ac-
quisition, Mr. Carrington, if he does almostas well in that




pees

e

office as he has done on the Benchand as Registrar, will ]l
am sure, in a very short time, become a shining light to all
Permanent Secretaries throughout the Caribbean. Mr.
King is also doing, so far as I can gather, quite a good job
of work, though I must confess I have less experience
in dealing with him than 1 bave in dealing with people like
Mr. Burton and Mr. Cozier. -

The Resolution, Mr. Deputy Speaker, will commend it~

self to everyone in this Chamber, and the hon. proposer of it,

has very fully dealt with its various aspects.I do not think
it is necessary to add anything more other than to urge
the Government to see the necessity to have this post
filled and let it not continue on record that for a period
of two years for some inexplicable reason, Government
has not seen fit to have this office filled. The material
is available, the money is presumably there and the office
certainly deserves to be filled or abolished. There is no
suggestion of the latter and the former is the only thing.
which should be done and that without any more delay.

I have pleasure in seconding the motion of the hon.
senior member for St. Peter,

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I have listened to
all the remarks made on this Resolution, andI think that if
there are men and women in this colony with the proper
qualifications, education and ability to fill a job in this
colony, we should count it an honour to know that our
land can produce the necessary fruits of which we are in
need. I should hate to think that we have such people in
this country and still have to send outside to bring in
people to fill these jobs. In many offices I have seen that
several people have been thrown aside and others brought
in from outside to do various jobs while these people
watched on. If you go through certain Departments, you
will find there were men acting in certain positions and
doing a very good job, but then people were brought in
from outside to fill these jobs instead of elevating these
men or women. That is what I call taking advantage of our
people and I would like Government to know that.

HOUSE RESUMES GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: It now being 4.30 p.m.
o'clock, this House will now revert to Government Busi-
ness.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER left the Chair and Mr. CHAIR-

MAN took the Chair,
PARLIAMENTARY ASSOCATION (LOCAL BRANCH)

Mr. CHAIRMAN: On the suspension, the hon. senior
member for St. Michael was speaking,

Hon. M, E, COX: Mr. Chairman, when the Suspension
was taken, I was outlining the procedure which had been
adopted for a long time.

4.30 p.m.

I think that I had got to the point where 1 was explain~
ing that with regard to representatives being sent to this
Conference, it was not until the 8th day of last month that
the Houses of the Legislature met to discuss the invitation
which was sent on behalf of the Federal Government
to send delegates to attend this Parliamentary Conference
which took place in Trinidad recently. Every hon. member
can remember that this House met on the 5th April and
then adjourned until the 26th April, so that when this
meeting was held to discuss whether or not representatives
should be sent to this Conference, the House was in recess
and it was not then possible for any money to be voted
by the Legislature to defray the necessary expenses which
would be involved in delegates going to this Conference.

I understand that the delegates left sometime around
the 18th or 19th of April. That was before the House re-
sumed from its recess; therefore, since there were no
funds to meet the expenses, well then, it is obvious that
those persons who were selected would have to defray
their own expenses or make whatever financial arrange-
ments wotld be necessary 1o defray them pending a refund
from the Legislature.
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I would like to repeat that it has been customary and
I remember well the first occasion I happened to be one
of those selected to attend a Parliamentary Course in
England - and that was in 1952 - that the procedure was
that the Local Branch of the Parliamentary Association
met first under the Chairmanship of the President of the
Other Place and the Speaker of this House and decided
whether to accept the invitation. They decided that the in-
vitation should be accepted and then it was learnt that the
cost would be X dollars. The Parliamentary Association
in the House of Assembly then submitted to the Governor-
in-Executive Committee (1) that the invitation was sub-
mitted and that the Local Branch had accepted it; and
(2) that the cost of sending delegates to that Conference
would be X dollars. Government agreed and it was not
until after that was settled and the Resolution was passed
by this House and the Other Place thatmembers of the joint
Houses met in the Other Place and decided who should
represent Barbados at that Conference.

'l emphasise that because 1said in my opening remarks
that there was so much misrepresentatiom, so many
slanderous and wicked remarks made against this Govern-
ment by the hon. junior member for St. John. In his early
remarks he said that this was agreed to, and the Cabinet
had discussed it, and agreed to send Mr. K, R. Hunte on
this delegation even before the Parliamentary Association
had met in the Council. Nothing could be more further
from the truth. That is absolutely untrue. Not one dis-
cussion, not one iota, had been discussed as to who should
go. The first time that I heard who were to represent
Barbados at that Conference was at that meeting. As 1
mentioned earlier, 1 got to the meeting late, a half-hour
after it was started, and I was informed that the Hon.
K. R. Hunte and His Honour the Speaker were nominated
unopposed to go to this Conference. Absolutely nothing of
who was to represent this Island did I know before the
meeting. Therefore, it is not only misleading but a wilful
inaccuracy, a wilful misleading statement made when it
was attempted, as so often _’i-r;ﬁaone,tolinkus - theGov-
ernment - with the Hon. K, R. Hunte, 1 think I have said
what I have said just now on the floor of this House al-
ready. 1 will repeat it one hundred times. The Hon. K, R.
Hunte may be a friend of many, but as far as the Gov-
ernment of which I happen to be a part - and of course
the Government is not only the Ministers but even the
Legislature, the Governor -in-Executive Committee, and so
on - if the hon. member said that the Hon. K, R, Hunte
is a friend of the Government, he may be a friend and a
very good friend of theirs.

The hon. junior member for St. John said that this
was not a Parliamentary Association; itwas an association
of members of the Government and members of the Other
Place. I think 1 am correct in saying this. I remember that
the hon. member was present at the first meeting in 1952
when two members were selected for that course, I think
1 am correct in saying that on that occasion members of
the Other Place who were present said that they were not
prepared to take any part because they considered it a
matter purely and simply for members of the House
because of the terms of reference which were sent to us,
In other words, they wanted us to send representatives
from members of the House who could not find sufficient
money to go, and members of the Other Place said that the
matter did not apply to them; they thought that the matter
applied to the House of Assembly and they further said
that although they were members of the Parliamentary
Association, they were not prepared to take any part in
that meeting and they did not vote. Members of the House
alone voted on that particular question; so how can one
say that this is an association of members of the Gov-
ernment and members of the Other Place?

I will pause at this stage to say that the hon. senior
member for St. Peter made the same mistake as the
others made when they talked of our being able to get
our members selected for these courses and no member
of the Opposition was ever selected. 1 would like to say
from the outset that hon. members ought to know what
my stand is, and would be always, in matters of this sort
and in any sort that concerns the Constitution of this
country and other things, social and otherwise. 1 have
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always made my position clear and will always do so,
4,40 p.m.

I say that both sides of the House should be re-
presented. 1 stand by that. 1 do not subscribe to the
view that on each occasion this representation should
be of a certain kind, that only Government members
or people who are friendly disposed to the Government
should go to these Conferences. I feel that the Hon.
Leader of the Opposition knows my point of view on this
question quite well. There is no question of our getting
together and preventing people from the other side from
being nominated, elected, selected or whatever it may be.
If the hon. member would check carefully he would see
that as far as we are concerned, we, as a Government,
could not really get our people elected. This is a sort
of democratic set up; there are fifteen members in the Other
Place, and the most we have ever had( in this House is
sixteen, which leaves the other side with eight members.
Therefore you have twenty-three members against sixteen.
(MEMBERS: Shame! No! Nol) That is a fact. Do not think
that at any time we had more than sixteen members in
this House and therefore there were eight members on
the other side and fifteen in the other Branch of the Legis-
lature, (Mr. MOTTLEY: That is misleading,) Suppose
you gave us three members from the Other Place.
(MEMBERS: Why three?) I say three because the policy
of the members of the Other Place is more in keeping
with the Opposition than with the Government. Everybody
knows that; everybody knows that they are more in keeping
with the policy of the Opposition than with that of the
Government. That has always been so and it is still so;
if 1 said *“Give us three', they would still have the
ma jority.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, on a point of explana~
tion. The hon. member said that I made some mistake
and he went on to deal with the members voting up there.
I said that I do not agree, even with the members of the
Opposition that when it comes to matters where Govern~
ment policy is involved, Opposition members should
be on a Party Government Delegation. I said since 1954
when the Cabinet Systern was introduced that there has
been this question of Parliamentary Association meetings
where the Opposition has been excluded from going to
Conferences. If you talk about the facts, wellthen the facts
are on my side.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, since the Hon. Lead-
er of the House has given way to the hon. senior member
for St. Peter, I think I will take this opportunity of inter-
posing here to say this. When the Hon, Leader of the House
says that I know his point of view and his policy in respect
of certain selections and things of that sort appertaining
10 non-partisan measures, I have certainly heard him ex-
press the point of view which is most praiseworthy and
laudable; butl cannot recall one single instance in which
he has voted in a joint session for a member of the Of-
ficial Opposition to attend one of these Conferences,
neither have I ever seen any evidence of the hon. member
having brought his colleagues round to his point of view,
even with his forcible rhetoric (Laughter).Apart from the
occasion when Mr. F. E. C, Bethell, who was a former
member of this House, whose passage was paid to New
Zealand, when the entire comszition was changed because
the hon. junior member for St. George asked me to give
him my vote, we have had the Hon. Minister of Agriculture
Lands and Fisheries going to India, His Honour the Deputy
Speaker, going t~ the United Kingdom, you, yourself, Sir,
going to the United Kingdom and the Hon. Dr. Cato going
to Kenya, All of those members are members of the Labour
Party and we also had a former member of the Labour
Party, who is now the Clerk of this House, going for a
ride (Laughter),

Hon. M, E, COX: 1 am glad that the hon. member
made that interjection, but I think that he will also agree
with me that the voting goes by ballot. I will not s,y that
he did not give me a vote, but I know that I did not get
more than I expected from my colleagues. If a member
fails to get a sufficient number of votes so as to be se-
lected, he has to accept it as a democratic set-up. If

you campaign throughout the island and you fail to get
the required numner of votes, just as hon. members failed

to get votes in the Federal Election,you just did'nt get
themn, I still maintain that, on this question, it is not
merely the people who are connected with the Government
who should go on these delegations, but I think that the
selection should be done on a wide basis. It cannot be
said with any truth that the Government out-numbers the
Other Place, and that therefore whenever somebody is

nominated he goes on this delegation. The Speaker makes
his position quite clear on all occasions; heis the Speaker
of this House and his decision must be for the House and
not for the Government or for any particular member. No
one can say that itisinviewof the fact that His Honour the
Speaker has some connection with this Party - and natural-
ly anyone who wants to do anything whichis in the interest
of the working classes in this island would have some con-
nection with®the members on this side, he is selected to
go to these Conferences. When we select His Honour the
Speaker to go to such a conference, he is the representa-
tive of this House. I do not say, as some hon. members
have said, that no member from the Other Place should
be selected to go to these conferences.

4.50 p.m.

The reason for that is that we have already accepted a
bi-cameral Legislature; therefore the Other Place is part
of the Legislative body of this island. If that is so, Mr.
Chairman, you cannot say that that body has no right to
be represented at a Parliamentary Conference. A member
of the Other Place in Jamaica represented Jamaica; he
was among the representatives of the Jamaican delegation
on this Parliamentary Association Conference. I should
also like to say that the Other Place has on all occasions,
with the exception of the time when the Hon. Dr, Cato
was selected, decided to give preference to the Lower
House, (Mr. WALCOTT: They have to.) and if on this oc-
casion a member of the Other Place was selected, I do
not see why we should have any quarrel, because 1 repeat
there was nobody who felt that these two gentlemen were
not quite fit to represent'this Island, and as I said, there
was no opposition; no other members were nominated
beside the two, and therefore we unanimously approved.

Now before 1 sit down, I just want to refer to this
point again in so far as the question of payment of passages
and expenses involved in sending these gentlemen to
Trinidad is concerned. As I mentioned earlier, Mr.Chair-
man, I was notpresent when the meeting started, and unlike
the members on the opposite side who were not present
at any time during the meeting, 1 cannot speak with any
great authority. I remember that the hon. senior member
for St. Peter came to the meeting, but I am referring to
those members who spoke as if they were sitting in the
Hall but who never appeared at that meeting at all,

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, on a point of order,
not only was I not present, but I never intended to be
present, and I said in the courseof my remarks that I have
made up my mind to boycott all meetings of the Common-
wealth Parliamentary Association. All we are concerned
about is where Mr. Hunte insulted this House to the extent
of offering to pay the passages of himself and His Honour
the Speaker. All we are concerned about is his insult to the
dignity of the Chair, and the hon. member laughed like a
hyena when I said that, I am not concerned with whether
I was there at all; I have to rely on the words of my col-
leagues.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I must object to the
nasty remark he made just now that *‘‘the hon. member
laughed like a hyena’’.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I would like to with-
draw that, but 1 should like to say °*like a jackal’.

Hon. M. E. COX: I would expect anything from you;
you inherited it and I will tell you later where you in-~
herited it from. You cannot do better.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am asking the hon. member to
get back to the Resolution before the House and leave
out the personal remarks.
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Hon. M, E. COX: He just cannot get up in this House
and say one word without being nasty.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have asked you to get back to the
Resolution,

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Chairman, 1 was referring to
those members who spoke and who were never present, but
spoke as if they were present. Many years ago I know there
were people who if they wanted a witness only had to go
across to the Central Station, and they only had to relate
the story to somebody and that individual would go into the
Court, kiss the book and swear as if he were present.
That, Sir, exists in this island today and regrettably in
this House of Assembly.

1 was saying, Mr. Chairman, that 1 have been re-
lably informed that the committee sat and the first thing
that the Association decided was that Barbados should be
represented at that Conference, and the next thing for
obvious reasons that was decided was that each member
should bear his expenses until he returns and the Gov=
ernment reimburse him. As 1 said, it was obvious that
that would happen, because as I pointed out before, the
House was in recess. This meeting took place on the 8th
May while the House went into recess from the 5th until
the 26th, and these delegates had to leave and attend the
Conference around the 18th or 19th May and would have
been back in Barbados before the House re-assembled.
During that period, no money could be passed. There was
no vote from which this expenditure could be met, and
therefore the only logical and obvious thing that could have
been done was for each member to stand the expenses out
of his own pocket; and I repeatitwas not $2,000 or $3,000;
it was merely $400 between the two which either of them
could have found until they returned and the Government
reimbursed them.

Those wére the things that were decided, Mr. Chair~
man, and I have been reliably informed that it was just by
the way that His Honour the Speaker intimated that it might
be all well for a big fellow but not for a poor man like him,
and coming from that this gentlemnan suggested that he would
advance the money as he could always get it back. That is
what took place and it was definitely not an insult or intend-
ed insult to any member of this House, and least of all to
the Speaker. That is what 1 have been reliably informed ~
and I believe - took place; but whenever there is any talk
inside this House, this Government is always linked with
the Hon. K.R, Hunte doing this and that. The member in~
sinuated that there is connivance, collusion and corrup-
tion. Now the hon. senior member for St. Peter went so
far as to say - 1 do not know whether he said it was his
experience or he heard it rumoured - that this hon. gen-
tleman was helping some members of this Government
financially, and in addition to that he had underwritten
some election expenses for some members of this Govern-
ment.

5.00 p.m.

Well, I want to say here and now that I do not believe it
can be anything like true. There are so many wicked
people whose only ambition it is to slander people and to
lie and to blot and to emasculate people’s character, So
many people do that, that I am saying that I do not believe
that that has happened to any member of this Government.
However, 1 would like to say for myself, wherelam
concerned, that I am not the individual to whom the mem-
ber is referring at all. I am not that individual.

Mr. TUDOR; Mr. Chairman, I am sorry to interrupt
the hon. member, but would he care totell this Committee
who the individual is?

Hon. M., E. COX: The individual is you. I said that
1 did not believe it is any member of this Government
who is really guilty of the accusation or the allegation
made by the hon, senior member for St. Peter and 1 went
on to say as for myself, I know that I am pot the individual
and 1 never will be; I never can be. 1 have always said
it, and I mean it, and it shall always be so, that I must
always find myself in a position whether I have to do

so by tongue or pen, to speak in a manner in which ]
consider the most firm and outspoken manner against
or for anybody. I say that, Sir; therefore it is not fair
to us for a member, merely because he hears some-
body say: ‘I believe this man should be helping you with
money'’, to come in here and say it too.

Mr. MOTTLEY: But you have said that too about us.

Hon. M. E. COX: When we say it, we say it with good
authority.

However, Sir, the hon. member knows me too well,
If there is one man in this House to whom they will do
anything to get out of here, or out of the Government, I
am the person. '

Anyhow, Mr. Chairman, 1 regret tk« his debatewh. h
we thought would have ended in five minutes® time hss
taken such a length of time. Isay that because both Houses
of the Legislature which form the Local Branch of the
Parliamentary Association came together and decided that
they should be represented first of all; secondly, that these
two gentlemen should represent the Island and, thirdly,
that the Legislature was willing to 'vote the money to
defray the necessary expenses incurred. I did think that
it would be just a five-minutes debate, but of course I
had forgotten that the hon. junior member for St. John
was still in the House or that he was not out of the Island.
As soon as he entered the debate he started off with his
talk of connivance and collusion by the Government and
all kind of things, and in his usual manner - he just can-
not help doing it - he accused us of linking with Hon.,
K. R. Hunte and getting this and all that sort of thing.

I once heard the former junior member for St. Philip
tell him that he had brains but he used it in the wrong
direction. I would say now that it is most regrettable
that an individual like him who has had the opportunity to
get a good education free, instead of using that education
as a means of edifying people who are less educated than
he and using it on occasions when the necessity arises
for rising to a high level, instead of doing that, he more
often than not sinks down into the gutter hole. He loves
that mud much better than his education.

Mr. BARROW: I am not going to sit down here and
allow the hon. member to say such things without saying
anything, It is my duty to expose corruption wherever
it exists. I have heard it from other members. Did not
Mr. Dear and Mr. Parravicino give him 26 motor cars
in the last elections? Is that getting down in the gutter?
I say that it is the duty of somebody to expose corruption.
Why spend two hours defending the Hon. K. R. Hunte? Is
it because he has paid income tax for a member of the
Government Party already?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Has the hon. member risen on a
point of order?

Mr. BARROW: My point of order is that you should
not sit down and allow the Minister to rant and rail and
you should stop him from being personal. If I find people
in the gutter when 1 come inhere, in order to expose them,
I have to get down in the gutter with them.

Hon. M. E. COX: He can give but he cannot take, If
‘he gives, he must take,

Mr. BARROW: Did Mr. Dear and Mr. Parravicino
give 26 motor cars in the lastelections ? The hon. member
can answer the question. -

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 am asking the hon. Minister to
get back to the Resolution. Personally, I do not like to
hear this lot of personal attack.

Hon. M. E. COX: Sir, I regret that I have to speak in
these terms: but as the hon. member said just now, you
cannot always talk on a highplane. When people are playing
gp in mud, youn have 1o -hit them down there to get them

owin.
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1 repeat that this thing was done spontaneously. 1
am not defending the Hon. K, R, Hunte or anybody. I am
just giving the facts as they were because this thing, if
it gets around - no doubt there are some gullible fellows
and people who would attach a lot of importance to what
people like him say at all times. That is why I feel that
it is so necessary and important that people like the hon.
member for St. John should speak the truth and give the
facts. The people may be inclined tc believe that there
was something in it, having heard that i+ thing was agreed
to by the Executive Committee befcrs it got down to this
place.

5.10 p.m. :

1 repeat that the Government could not have acted before
or could not have done anything in the circumstances until
the Parliamentary Association had met and had decided
that they wonld be represented at this Conference, and
then submit.e officially to the Government a request for
the money to aufray the necessary expenses. That was
done on the 8th April; the House went intc recess on the
5th April, and re-assembled on the 26th April, when the
Conference had already ended., That was the position.

Mr., WALCOTT: The hon. ‘member associated two
speeches and sought to put both of them together. The
hon. junior member for St. John is quite capable of de=~
fending himself. The Hon. Minister says that he sees
nothing wrong in the Hon. Mr, Hunte making this offer
to pay the expenses of both delegates to this Conference.
I told Hon. Mr. Hunte and I repeated it (ASIDES) When
hon. members over there think that they can run me out
of here, I say that I am not afraid of anybody.... As 1 was
saying, Mr. Chairman, when the Hon. Mr. Hunte made that
offer in the Council Chamber, I asked him if he was crazy.
1 asked him that question when he suggested that he would
pay the passages for both of the delegates. What I do not
appreciate in the Hon. Minister is: his making that sort of
apologia in a situation where it is not necessary to do
that. I am saying that this matter was going on in Trinidad
for long enough that we should have known about it and
we do not know whether the Clerk or His Honour the Speaker
is to be blamed; but I would not have accepted this in-
vitation in these circumstances. There is no point in the
hon. member drawing a distinction when there is no dis-
tinction; the hon. member knows when he spoke about the
bon. senior member for St. Joseph going to the United
Kingdom, that we agreed with that proposal long before
he went. We agreed to that in Fairchild Street.

Hon. M. E, COX: It was discussed but it was not
agreed to. Even when we came to voting for the expenses
of attending this Parliamentary Conference the hon. mem-
ber opposed it and said it was a waste of money. Neither
the then Premier nor the hon. member came into the
House to vote for the Resolution.

Mr. WALCOTT: My attitude did not prevent in any
way the person who was to be sent from going.I say that
you were not waiting until you reached the Legislative.
Chamber to decide the matter, We are speaking of mem-=
bers who know the procedure in here. Thereis no question
of the hon. member saying that we meet in the Legislative
Council for the first time and discuss the matter; you ex-
press your opinion on the matter and that does not say
that prior to the meeting you did notdiscuss who should be
sent 10 the Conference. The question of the hon. senior
member for St. Joseph going was decided, and as to the
other hon. member going that was something to be decided.
When the hon. member talks about having sixteen members
in here, he should be frank about this matter; the hon.
member knows that the vote is by ballot, but you do pot
ballot by nomination. If the Government or if the members
of the hon. member’s Party agree that they will send a
person from the Opposition as a member of a delegation,
that member would have to be nominated from their side.
1 dare the hon. member 1o say that on any occasion if this
House bas been unanimous in a vote to send somebody
anywhere, the Other Place could upset it. There has al-
ways been agreement. (ASIDES) I we agree to the
Speaker going and they agree to send the President of
the Other Place, whom do youthink would go? It has always
been someone from this House and someone from the Other

Place selected and the argument has always been adduced
that you do not want it to appear that we want our side
to go and 'not the other side. The hon. member knows that
you nominate a member openly, and if the Hon. Leader of
the House were to say ‘‘We are going to nominate the hon.
junior member for St. Lucy®’, that is the end of it. The
members of the Other Place do not talk about their
wanting somebody; I have never been to the Other Place
when there was a unanimous decision as to the persons
whom we want to go to a Conference and that is why the
Other Place has been able to come in. The hon. member
says that we did not know what was taking place. I have
never seen the members of the Council, since 1 have been
going up there attending Parliamentary meetings, oppose
the Government's nomination for anybodytogoona Parlia~
mentary delegation. I want the hon. member to bear this
in mind. The hon, member talked about suspicion.

5.20 p.m.

When 1 drew the distinction I talked about suspicion
and if the<hon. member is saying he is living in a world
beyond suspicion and you should not speak about it,
that is all right if you are fighting something in Court
where you can lose justice if you do not bring evidence
but in a Legislature you have to draw things to the

attention of people. It is not a question of asking me
to bring evidence; it is a question of saying that the
honourable gentleman made a suggestion about paying
his passage. The hon. member must understand that if
it were a question of paying his passage I would not
have raised the question. The hon, junior member for
the City raised objection to the matter; but whenl

heard what the suggestion was, I must say the gentleman
was very apologetic about it afterwards and said he
did not see anything wrong in doing it, butl asked him
if he were crazy to be suggesting that he was going
to pay the expenses of Government in a matter like this.

Mr, Chairman, the hon. member must bear in mind
that it is not a question of quantum; it is a question of
principle; and due to the fact that you are bringing
down a Resolution for $1,400 to reimburse the persons
who paid, I must ask whom you are going to pay now,
Are you paying it into the Treasury? This is for some~
thing that has been done already, because the Conference
has taken place; therefore you are paying this money
on behalf of those people. If the man had undertaken
to do either for himself or for both persons, it would
have been done on behalf of the Government of Barbados:
so 1 say that the man was acting on behalf of the Gov-
ernment of Barbados and not on behalf of the individ-
ual because it would be for the Government of Bar-
bados subsequently to agree to send down a Resolution
to reimburse the persons who paid in the normal way
in which it should be. I want the hon. member to get
it clear in his mind that every man is entitled to his
own opinion. If the hon, member is entitled to the
opinion that he did not see anything wrong with the
hon. gentleman making this suggestion, 1 say that is
where we differ on fundamentals, because I positively
saw something wrong in it. It was an insult though he
might not have intended it to be an insult, and when
he made this statement about giving us the money, that
is where I drew the analogy about suspicion. I am not
a rumour-monger, but with all these rumours going
around and with the same person now, maybe innocently,
or inadvertently making a statement such as that in
Parliament, it adds wing to the feeling that this man is
some giant in Barbados, because everybody is saying
that he gives the Ministers money, he pays this person's
income tax, and now he is suggesting that he is going
to do this thing.

Mr. Chairman, the reason why I say that is because
the President of the United States was defending Sherman
Adams to the last, but it proved that the latter did
take the gift from Mr. Goldfine though not as a bribe,
so you have to realise that in life when you say this
thing could never happen, 1 have enough experience
with human beings to realise that it is a peculiar thing
to say what can take place; but I am dealing with it
from the point of view that there is a rumour circling
around that a certaiu . "~ friendly -with the Gov-




ernment. ] am not saying that the gentleman concerned
did it as an insult and I make no apology for saying
it. The hon. genlternan never made a loan tome; I
have not borrowed anything from him: so 1 can afford
to talk as I do. I borrow money from the Banks; so
the point I made about the hon. gentleman making the
suggestion was that it was not for him. He did not say
that he was going to pay his own expenses. Many of us
have paid our own expenses when going on missions,
and sometimes when going onGovernment missions,
your expenses exceed what the Government gave you. There
is nothing improper about that, and I am sure that
many a Minister went on a mission in which Govern-
ment had to reimburse him when he came back. Some-
times you go on a short misson to Trinidad and come
back before the voucher can be made out, but you
undertake to do these things.

Mr. Chairman, 1 was not making a point to the
extent that there had to be some dishonesty because
he did that; 1 made the point that when a man in his
position with these rumours going around can make
these statements in a thing like that, it makes people
feel that there must be something wrong. The hon.
member must bear in mind that I did not say that he
offered it to the Government; I said that he ofiered
to pay the expenses,and therefore to pay the expenses
would mean that he would be paying them on the basis
that the Government would give him back the money,
because if the man who was going with him did not have
the money to pay then, he would not have to pay it
now either. He was depending on the Govermment re-
imbursing him, and the Premier at that meeting said
that the Government has always honoured any decision
made by the Parliamentary Association and there need
not be any fear that the Government would honour the
situation. I told the Speaker that if any man who was going
could not pay his own expenses to Trinidad, he was
not worthy of going at all, and that is where I said it
was an insult to offer it; but I did not say that a man
who is going on his own should not pay. I felt that if
the Speaker was going, under the circumstances he should
pay his own expenses or do not go. In these things
you must have a certain amount of pride, and Iwent
further and said that Mr. Hunte would never have done
it had it béen somebody else. I do not know if the Speaker
pleaded impecunious circumstances and therefore this
gratuitous ofier was forthcoming, but I doubt,if it was
the Leader of the Opposition or the Premier, he would
have been so insulted; but it was a gratuitous insult
to the Speaker to say that he was going to pay the ex-
penses. I asked the hon. gentleman if he were crazy;

so 1 want the hon. member to know that I told the gen~- -

tleman to his face, and he said that he did not mean
anything by it. I have not seen the man that I am afraid
of yet. (Mr. MOTTLEY: You are afraid of women, though)
You are bound to be afraid of women at some time.
(Laughter)

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, in a matter of this
sort, 1 do not think anybody can accuse me of being
parsimonious, but I think this has caused a lot of talk,
Really, Sir, when 1 came to the House today, I thought
1 was coming to renew acquaintances after the lintle
holiday, but I notice that this has engendered a lot of
heat.

5.30 p.m. ]

As a matter of fact, Sir, one or two things interested
me. I was going to deal first with what I consider an
indiscreet remark which was made. What has caused
this indiscreet remark to be magnified to what itis
today, in my considered opinion, is when the Hon.
Leader of the House himself, rather than denying that
the remark was made in his presence, actually said
that he saw nothing wrong in it. He went on to say that
the offer having been made, it was not made on behalf
of the Government. You cannot make an offer on behalf
of the Government unless you were authorised to do so.
1 can offer the Government anything but I cannot do so
on behalf of the Government. 1 must confess that I was
shocked to hear the Hon. Leader of the House say that
he did not see anything wrong about it. If hon. members
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would only walk about and keep their ears to the ground!
There is such an old saying as this. If mud is thrown
about, some will fall on you. You hear a lot of rumours
going around and then you hear that this gentleman made
an offer to pay something until the Legislature meets.
While it was indiscreet inthe gentleman to do it, it was
also lacking in commonsense for the Hon. Leader of
the House to say that he did not see anything wrong in
the gentleman saying that. The Hon. Leader of the
House then went on to say that it was not made on behalf
of the Government. 1 just enquired whether the Hon.
Premier was at that meeting and I was told that he
he was present; therefore, if it was made on behalf
of the Government, you would have expected that the
Hon. Premier would have denied it and said ‘‘no,
thanks.”” The Hon. Leader of the House then said that
it was made to the Speaker of the House. That, to my
way of thinking, is a greater insult. I would say to
Mr. Hunte on the next occasion that I meet him that 1
think he was very indiscreet because despite Mr. Hunte’s
wealth,if he made that offer to the Speaker, he ought
to have borne in mind that the Speaker is Speaker of the
House of Assembly. Can you imagine any man doing that
or saying that to the late Sir Frederick Clarke or to
Mr. George Evelyn? Whether or not Mr. Hunte said
that as a passing remark, it was a tremendous insult.

Let us pass. on., If Mr. Humte said it before he was
selected, it would have influenced in some way the
decision of the Committee. It would tend to influence
their decision. If he said it after the decision was agreed
to, then 1 think it would be an insult to His Honour the
Speaker. The Hon. K. R. Hinte can make it to the Gov-
ernment but not on behalf of the Government.

The Hon. Premier was present at the meeting and
I am surprised that he did not say that he thought the re-
mark was most untimely and out of place. It was an impro-
per remark, and I think Mr. Hunte's closest colleagues
would tell him so.

What 1 am worried about is this and I want a little
guidance. Ifyoulook inyour Estimates for this financial
year, you will see set down for the purpose of Parli-
amentary Association the sum of $1,200. That is under
Head XXVIiIl, Item 39. 1 wonder when the hon. gentleman
went into that room if they knew about that. Then, if
you turn to Head XXIX, you will see at Item 42, Confer-
ences and Delegations, $50,000. Surely Mr. Hunte, the
Hon. Leader of the H ouse and the other gentlemen who
met in the Other Place to discuss this matter ought to
have known that the Legislature already earmarked
$1,200 for these Parliamentary Conferences and another
$50,000 for Conferences and Delegations. I am surprised
that such a thing has occurred and, as I have said in
my opening remarks, nobody wounld suggest that 1 am
parsimonious on this matter.

1 would like to take the Hon. Leader of the House
up on this matter. The whole trouble is that I have not
attended any of these meetings since the one in which
the Clerk of the House upset the apple cart and got the
opportunity to go on one of the courses. Ihave not
attended any and for the reason that apparently the
Government in power has not yet got around to the de-
mocratic way of doing things. They have the eikample set
to them by the Governments of Jamaica and Trinidad. At
no time, at any of these Corferences has a member of the
Opposition been selected. (A VOICE: What about Mr, Beth-
ell?) Mr. Bethell was not selected; he was asked to go be-
cause other members refused to accept the invitation and
it was because the Government had -refused to vote any
subsistence allowance for the person going. I saythat with
authority. The now Prime Minister of the West Indies and
the Deputy Speaker thought that it was a waste of public
money. I repeat that when Mr. Bethell went to New Zealand
he was asked to go because nobody wanted to go. Nobody
else wanted to pull his pocket.This House refused to
vote one red cent to give Mr. Fred Bethell.

His Honour the Wr, the hon. junior member for St.
Philip, the Hon. Leader of the House, the Hon. Deputy Speak-
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er, you,Mr. Chairman, have all gone on these conferences.
Now, tell me something. Can you say that is a democratic
approach to selection of members tc represent this branch
of the Parlianfentary Association? [ say that anyihing which
has to do withthe policy of Governmens should : 3 majo-
rity representation of members of the Goversimen thatis
to say, if you are sending four, the Governmert should have
three,

5.40 p.m.

I say, therefore, that they hev> ot yati o
stage when they can appreciate demoaiac
the elections. In all other countries, i
a member to attend any such corf
of the House says that they hav
seats in here; he says that he will never subscribe to the
idea that a member from the Giicr Place should go - as a
matter of fact, the hon. member has said that we should get
rid of the Other Place.

Hon. M, E. COX: Cnapointof order. What I said is that
we have always accepted the principle of a bi~cameral
Legislature and therefore we have to recognise the Other
Place.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Well, Sir, we all recognise the Other
Place. In the hon. member’s political infancy, he says, *‘Let
us get rid of the Other Place.''(4SIDES) Why does the hon.
member interrupt me? I kept pretty quiet when he was
speaking. As to the Hon. Minister of Communications, 1
remember the motion which he tabled here, which was to
get rid of the Other Place.

Hon. R, G, MAPP: If the hon. member is referrieg to
me, my motion was for the purpose of limiting the powers
of the Other Place.

Mr. MOTTLEY: The hon. member not only wznted w
limit the powers of ithe Other Place; he wanted to get rid of
the Other Place. Does the hon, member argue that if there
is a question of two people - I say that where there is any
question of Government policy, the Government should have
the majority; but does the hon. member say that the non-
elected people are to beof greater importance to represent
this Chamber than the elected representatives of the people?
If you think of the elected representatives of the people, then
you must think of the members of the Opposition who may be
run ing the Government tomorrow. The Hon. Leader of the
House says that they have never had more than sixteen
members in here; he spoke about three or four people from
the Other Place, but let us forget that. If the elected repre-
sentatives of the people decided that two members from
this Chamber and one from the Other Place or three mem-
bers from this Chamber and one from the Other Place
should go anywhere, how could sixteen members outvote
twenty-three? Mr. Manley is going to Trinidad and you also
have Mr. Sangster; Mr. Manley is going to England and
there is a member of the Opposition going too. If you
have risen to the position of Leader of the House, then you
must be big enough to see that where you have brains you
must use them. Do you think that if the hon. junior member
for St. John was not of the necessary calibre to be in here
the people would not have kepthimout?1 say it is the Gov-
ernment’s duty to use persons who have ability.

Let us take Mr. Manley as anexample. Youalways have
a clash between the Hon. Leader of the House and the
hon. junior member for St. Jobn, but the consensus
of opinion in this country is that enmough use is not
made of the bon. junior member for St. John. If the
hon. member were to misuse his abilities then the people
would get him out of this House. We should give place
to ability; eyerything should be done decently and in
order which is in the Holy Writ that St. Paul gave to
the Corinthians. We have recognised the Other Place as
being part of the Legislature. I have always felt that way
and I am happy to think that the members of the Gov-
ernment realise that too

1 am hoping that this debate in itself, and I have lis-
tened to the Hon. Leader of the House, will not give
rise to any such circumstances as to cause us to feel

that anyone in the Other Place, by virtue of his affluence,
has used his position for the purpose of influencing
anyone. I do not believe that the remark was made on
behalf of any Government, but I cannot subscribe to the
hon. member’s view that he saw nothing wrong with
this offer being made by a member of the Other Place.
If the Legislature is in recess, the Chief Secretary
orders tickets from B.W.LLA. and they are paid for
afterwards.

May I remind the hon. member at this stage that
I hada misfortune on one occasion in the days when we
had eight members in here? In those days I was selected
to go to Trinidad tothe Imperial College of Tropical
Agriculture {Hon.D.D.GARNER: What are you quarelling
about then ) I will tell you why I was selected to go there.
We had eight members in here, as against eight over
there, and I was selected in the sense that I was “Hail
fellow! Well met.”” There was an invitation sent here
from the Tnperial College of Tropical Agriculture on
its elghth anniversary; there was Mr. Julian Mahon and
the hon. senior member for St. Peter who was then
a member of the Government, and 1 was asked to go
1o this College on the ground that Mr. Wilkinson and the
others would be put on the spot.
5.50 p. m.
They could not afiord to and dared not refuse me. Had
they done so the Commercial boys would have put me
up and voted for me. (Hon.D.D,GARNER: Who said so?)
It was just a shrewd move. That was 1950, ten years ago,
and we have gone a long way from that. The hon. member
said the Leader of the Opposition knows his view on
these matters is that the Opposition should be represented
at Conferences and things of that sort, but at no time
have you nominated anyone from the Opposition. Let
this be the last debate that we should have on a matter
of this sort. Letit be understood that at no time when
it is a question of policy would I be so stupid to say
that the Opposition must have equal representation
with the Government; but when it comes to a Conference
where itisnota question of policy, it is my considered
opinion that the Leader of the House or members
of the Government should so appoint a Committee and
consult with the members of the Opposition and use the
best ability for the particular subject with which you
are going to deal.

1 am telling you, Mr. Chairman, that the people
in this country feel that you are not making the best
use of the ability you have’in the Opposition; and when
you come side by side with Trinidad, Jamaica or En-
gland where people have been trained politically, we
are being let down because we are not using the best
ability. People must learn to forget that they are not
always on political platforms two or three weeks before
the elections. If you have an election and lose, you lose:
but if you win and come in here, you have the interest
of the people at heart. Your idea might be 10 move
at one pace, the hon. members on my left may want
to move at another pace and members of my Party
may want to move at yet another pace; but, Mr. Chair-
man, I have been talking with a lot of people and it is
difficult to understand the difference of the political
Parties when it comes to the desirability of social
reform.

1 agree that you should vote for this Resolution
today, but I think the time has come that the hon. gen-
tlemen of the Government should see to it that the
example which has been set by other trained leaders
in the West Indies should be emulated, and that at all
times when Barbados {s to be represented abroad, mem-
bers of the Opposition should be included. It is not a
matter of giving a man a free trip. You carry whom
you like and 1 know when you come back you get on
platforms with a lot of fancy talk, but I will geton
a platform and rip you to pieces. When you carry a
man and he returns, be can talk so muchbalderdash~
it isn't funny. In the interest of democratic Government
it is time that you showed some desirability of carrying
a member of the Opposition. I am pot pleading a case
for myself. I am not the man you will want to select,
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so leave me out; 1 am not a man in very good health,
and have to trave] around with a nurse maid, so to speak;

" 80 do not worry to select me. The day I want to go some
place 1 am going to go, but I am pleading a case in the
interest of Barbados. Just remember that none of us
has any control over our stay in this world; so we have
to do our best while we are here. If you move out wo-
morrow and you are running a Democratic Government,
who is to say that the people of this country will not
select those in the Opposition to run the Government.
If you with your form of Government are emulating
the Unfted Kingdom Government, you must do what
the Leader of the House of Commons does. If you are
discussing matters relative to policy, all wel. and good;
but at all times 1 say you should give consideration
to the Opposition, because you are in Government today
and you have no control over your stay down here;
you have not even got control over your stay in Govern-
ment, and therefore it is your duty to do these things.
The members of the Opposition may be returned in
Government tomorrow and I throw that warning out to
you.

Mr. Chairman, 1 feel that if the hon, gentleman
in the Other Place made that remark before he was
elected, it was indiscreet, and if he made it after he
was elected, it was worse; and therefore I cannot agree
with the Leader of the House- and 1 hope he will clear
it up because the whole question of saying that he saw
nothing wrong with making that remark is a bad statement
for him to make. It gives people a bad impression to
see that he saw nothing wrong with it when everybody
else sees something wrong with it. Everyone in every
little crevice has been talking about this man of afiluence
who can get things done by the Government in this
country. I think I am in the know and therefore I can
say that every man in Barbados in big circles and small
circles, and wherever you turn, is talking about this
man who can get Government to do this and that, can have
priority and all that, whether or not it is true; and there-
fore you cannot say that you do not see anything wrong
with the statement by a man who would offer to pay for
the Government on a delegation or for His Honour the
Speaker. 1 was glad to hear the Hon. Leader of the House
speak about the Speaker's impartiality, and though I
do not want to say more on that, I would like to say that His
Honour the Speaker is universally known as a member
of the Labour Party. I do not saythat in derogatory terms;
1 say that for the benefit of the Leader of the House that
when somebody makes a statement like that, the man in the
street will not take it as being said of His Honour as
Speaker of the House, but as the representative of St.
Peter, a member of the Labour Party, and therefore it
behoves you to be like Caesar’s wife. Youhave to be above
suspicion. I have heard all sorts of things said, and I am
still in here, and I am going to be in here for a long time
yet, subject to the Almighty. 1know thata few of you people
do not believe in that. I want to issue this warning before
I sit down, and it is, for your information, that 1 will bring
a Jot of people in here with me.

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Chairman, I never thought that this
Resolution would have caused so much argument andI will
read it before 1 comment.

““The Barbados Branch of the Commonwealth Parlia-
mentary Association was invited and accepted the invitation
to attend a Regional Conference of the Association in Trini-
dad.

. This amount is therefore needed to meet the cost of
passages and subsistence allowances for the two Barba-
dos delegates and 1o contribute 1/20 share of the expenses
of the Conference estimated at $20,000."

There is nothing in this atall, and the argument that is
going on over this is not needed from either side of the
House. As I understand it, there was nomoney granted for
the purpose of sending these delegates to Trinidad.
6.00 p.m.

If we do not agree to vote this money, well then, we did not
want to send them at all. Surely it does not need all this

%

debate. We are here to reason and someone will make a
mistake at some time. When a mistakeis made and we can
reason, we should speak in that vein. Let us have the mini-
mum of confusion and keep the unity of the spirit unbroken.
I am sorry that so much evil has been spoken consisting
this Resolution. 1 too feel that if the gentleman, whoever
he may be, had even wanted to lend someone money, the
matter should not have been disclosed at the meeting. But
the money has to be paid for the passages because we have
selected the two delegates to go onthe Conference and I do
not see why I as an individual cannot agree to this Reso-
lution wholeheartedly. I agree 100 percent to the granting
of this money.

Mr. SPEAKER: Sir, 1 did not want to enter this dis-
cussion at all: but owing to the turn things have taken, I
think that I should not let this debate go without saying
something. First of all, it is most unfortunate after the
meeting of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association
has taken place and a decision has been reached that so
much of the discussion that took place at that meeting has
been laid bare here today.

As far as I can see, the turnthat this debate has taken
is pivoted around what is regarded as an insult to one of
the delegates and that delegate is myself. It is so unfor-
tunate if you come late to‘a meetmgor if YOu are not there
at all that you should come today to speak on this matter
because you are in the unfortunate position of speaking
from hearsay, 1 was present at that meeting and was
chosen as a delegate and it is not true to say that the Hon.
K. R. Hunte made the offer before the delegates were
chosen. He prefaced his remarks by saying that he did not
think that he himself would have been chosen. He did say so
after he was upbraided and criticised for making such an
offer.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I rise on a point of
order, 1 do not quite follow what His Honour the Speaker is
saying. He said that it is not true to say that the gentle-
man made the offer before the delegates were chosen.
1 am glad to hear him say so.But then His Honour goes on
to say thathe said thathe madecertain remarks after being
upbraided., You must make that clear,

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Mr. K. R. Hinte made that
offer without knowing that he would have heen selected
as one of the delegates, I was present.

Mr, MOTTLEY: Did he make itbefore he was selected?
Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, before.

Mr. MOTTLEY: 1 rise on a point of order. I was not
there and I am trying to clarify the matter. His Honour
the Speaker said that it is not true to say that he made
the offer before he was selected. 1 just wanted the hon.
member to correct himself.

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, I rise on apoint
of order. I do not think that the hon. junior member
for St. Peter is in the Governrnent at present; therefore
1 do not think that it would be competent for the hon. mem-
ber to say what the gentleman knew. The hon. member
can only say that Mr. Hunte made the offer before they
made the selection of the delegate at that meeting. Sir,
ih:ay tlmt it is morethananinsult ifhe was selectedafter

t.

Mr. SPEAKER: I remember telling the meeting when
some member took objection to the offer being made
and before I had even renounced the offer that as far as
1 am concerned that 1 was not there as a member of
the Government and Iwas in ho way tied down or associated
with the Government. I was there in the capacity as a
general member of the Parliamentary Association and
that as regards any accusations, any supposed dealings
or relationships between the hon. gentleman and the Gov-
ernment I had absolutely no knowledge of them; and in
regard to the offer made by the Hon. K. R, Hunte, I my-
self did notregard itas an insultor in the light of the mem-
ber who criticised it. Again I went further and said that
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I looked on suchanoffer as if it were made by some private
person. I myself did not regard it as an insult, nor did
I blame the hon. gentleman of insulting me. As far as
an insult is concernmed, an insult is just what a person
regards it as. I repeat that at the time when the hon.
gentleman made the offer, I did not think it was an insult
at all and I even there and then explained to the meeting
that I regarded it in the same light as if it had been
made by any other member or as if Ihad gone down
Broad Street and made the ioan from one of the Banks
and that is what 1 did subsequently. However, as other
members took it as an insult, I told the meeting that 1
absolutely renounced the offer here and now~ and more
than that, I asked the Clerk to note it that I had renounced
the offer.

As the hon. junior member for St. Andrew has said,
I do not see the need for all this debate on this matter
in this Chamber. It was an offer which was rejected
because some members saw it as a relationship of the
hon. member with the Government. As 1 have said, 1
had no such thought.
6.10p.m.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr, Chairman, Ifirst got information
about this meeting of the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association by enquiring from my colleague, the hon.
junior member for the City, who, I understand, was at
the meeting. It was from him that I learned that this par-
ticular offer, which is being bandied about on the floor
of the House, was made, and I also learned from him
that he took the initiative in objecting to such an offer.
As a matter of fact, he considered then, and I agree with
him in that respect that it certainly appeared to be im-
proper and unfortunate. Subsequently I have heard from
other members who were at the meeting when the offer
was made, that it was made in a spirit of jest; but even
if it were so, we could say that it was just unfortunate
or indiscreet. However, that has been bandied about
quite enough, and even although it was improper or in-
discreet or unfortunate, it still has the same effect.
Mr. Chairman, I wanttodeal at greater length with matters
which hon, members have brought up pertaining -to the
Local Branch of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Associ-
ation and I think that the speech which was made by the
hon. senior member for St. Lucy was one which carried
a high tone to me. How much different in tone was the
speech of the hon. junior member for St. John who,
I understand, said that he wanted to say these things
particularly for the record. I believe that the hon. junior
member for St. John, inhismore sober moments,. would
prefer that many of the things which he has said be taken
off the record,

I would just like to comment on four points which the
hon. member hasmade and question how he could want
these things to remain on the record. I am glad that the
hon. member is present to be reminded of some of the
things which he has said. He emphasised that when they
attend a meeting of the Parliamentary Association they
should be doing it as individuals and not as members
of a Party. He was very glib in emphasizing those re-
marks when he talked about the Opposition boycorting
this meeting. He mentioned that one person would be
the Government delegate, onewould bea personfrom the
Other Place, and he ended up by remarking on what
he thought was the dignity of the Speaker. I would like
to dwell a little on this point and show why the hon.
member’s remarks should better be taken off the record
than placed on the record.

First of all, if the Hon. member is insisting that
when people attend meetings of the Commonwealth Par-
liamentary Association, and 1 understand that the hon.
member has decided not 1o attend any more of these
Conferences, which would have been a decision made quite
recently, (Mr. BARROW: How many meetings have you
attended?) I have attended when the hon. member also
attended and disclaimed that he was there. The bon.
member actually said that his Party, which is the Official
Opposition, boycotted this particular meeting because he
wonld not be a party to any member of the Other Place

handing out some sort of offer to members of this Assem-
bly.

Mr, BARROW: On apointof order. Is the hon, member
purporting to quote me or is he interpolating words of his
own? I see him gazing up to the Heavens for inspiration.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Well, Sir, 1 think that thatis a much
better place from which to get inspiration than from over
there. If the hon. member is saying that his Party boy-
cotted the meeting because he did not want any member
of the Other Place to make any such offer to this House,
how would his pParty have known, without going to the
meeting, that such an offer was going to be made? How
would he have known that if he said that they had boy-
cotted the meeting for that reason?

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order.
I would like to ask you to ask the Reporter to read back
what I said. It is a matter of public and general know-
ledge that this arrangement was made before the Hon.
member was selected on the basis on which he was
selected by them. I would like to ask the hon. member

_ who nominated the member from the Other Place?

Mr, STRAUGHN: 1 am glad I was there; I am going
exactly by what the hon. member said today. If he is saying
that he knows that this arrangement was made before-
hand, what nonsensical argument is his? The hon. member
talks about the Government delegate; if the hon. member
wants to say that for some time members of the Opposition
have not attended any of these Conferences, well let him
say -so; but do not let him talk about the Government
delegate, Why should there be a Government delegate on
a parliamentary delegation except he is the Speaker? 1
think that that is the most reprehensible part of the re-
marks made by the hon. junior member for St. John.
(Mr. BARROW: Well, put me in detention then) The hon.
member is in detention now; but he has to take what is
coming. After saying that he thought that this offer was
out of order,thehon. member said that he was glad to see
that His Honour the Speaker had the dignity on this occasion
and he repeated the remarks. It is true, Mr. Chairman,
that different men have different reactions to the same
things, butlam surprised that the hon. member was al owed
even to repeat these particular remarks in the manner
in which he did.

6. 20 p.m.

To me it did not reflect that he really gave the honour
to the Hon. Speaker of this Chamber that should have
been given, and it certainly sounded as if it had the in-
nuvendo that he was challenging the dignity of the Speaker
on all occasions, because if he is that well trained and.....

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order, Mr. Chairman, I
would take it that ifI said anything whichHis Honour
the Speaker found offensive, he would have objected.

Mr. STRAUGHN: He was not present.

Mr. BARROW: It is not competent for the hon. member
to talk of what I said an hour ago. If His Honour wanted
to object- and I assure His Honour that I said exactly
what the hon. member said and intended it just as he
understands me.....

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 was not in the Committee in here
when the hon. member for St. John made that statement.
I did over-hear it and it did ring rather peculiarly tome,
o be quite frank; but knowing what English is, after he
had said ‘‘on the occasion” and did not say ‘‘on this
occasion only*, 1 said nothing.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Chairman, the hon. member wants
to know why 1 di¢ not object to it then. I did not have to
object to it then; the hon. junior member for St. John
wanted it on the record, and if he wanted it on the record,
let him have it on the record, but he would have the reply
on the record too. I say, Sir, that if he has the legal
training he is known to have, it was a strange thing to
see that he would repeat an adverbial phrase more than
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once without realizing the true significance of it. He
actually repeated it, and I think, Sir, that it was really
a peculiar sounding remark; I would use the words of
His Honour the Speaker and perhaps leave it at that,
and 1 would say if he is talking about the proper spirit
of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association, I wonder
if the record would show thathis remarks today were made
in such a proper spn-it. .

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr Chairman, it is true that this

matter has been very fully ventilated, but I think I should. |

make it clear that we of the Official Opposition decided that
we would not attend this meeting in the Council Chamber

of the Com:ronwealth Parliamentary Association to which
we were summoned at very short notice to attend when we
knew that the purpose of it was.to select delegates to go
to a Conference in Trinidad. Bec8use of our previous ex-

perience in that there has always been opposition and voting
against the Opposition by members of the Other Chamber
and members of the Government Party or at least by the
majority of them, we have found it an absolutely waste of
time to attend these meetings, because the whole purpose
and function have always been regarded as one, by the
first Premier and so far as we can see by the second
Premier, to select some member of the Government Party
or some member of the other Chamber for a trip.

You will recall, Mr. Chairman, that apart from the
occasion when Mr. Fred Bethell was selected - and that
was the occasion when the Government would not allow
any subsistence allowance to be voted, it was the occasion
when only the passage money 10 New Zealand was paid,
and 1 recall giving him my vote, - the person selected
has invariably been a member of the Government Party
either from this Chamber or the Other Chamber. The
Minister of Agriculture, Lands and Fisheries was selected
for a trip to India; there was His Honour the Speaker who
was selected for.Australia and the other day for Trinidad;
there was the Leader of the -House who went to the United
Kingdom and the Deputy Speaker at the same time when
we proposed the late Mr. A, E. S. Lewis as one of the two
representatives, because if Mr. Lewis had gone with the
Deputy Speaker or with the Leader of the House, you would
have had a member from the Ofticial Opposition and a
member of the Government Party; but the majority of the
Government Party ensured that the representation of the
two was 100% of their own Party. Then there was the oc-
casion, Mr. Chairman, when you were selected. There was
another occasion when in respect of a trip to Kenya the
hon. Dr. Cato was chosen as a resultof the voting strength
of the Party in power, and so we can go on. There has
never been a solitary occasion when the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association has been regarded by the Gov-
ernment Party either by nomination or by their voting as
being a matter outside the pale of Party controversy.

Another reason, Mr. Chairman, is'that it has been
treated as a matter in which some member of their Party
irrespective of his status or junior apprenticeship inpoli-
tics has been' selected so as to ensure that one of their

. members who might possibly show mgns of disaffection
by not being given a Ministry is’ g(wen afreetripasa
result of their voting strength to represent the Parliament
of Barbados at Parliamentary Association Conferences.
1 think it is well for it to go on the record for the people
in other Colonial Parliaments that it has never happened
once in the history of Barbados with the C.P,A. that a
member other than a member of the Party in power, apart
from Fred Bethell when he had to pay his own expenses,
has been selected. a

Mr. Speaker, we are all busy men on this side of the
Chamber; each of us has to work for our livelihood; and
we would not waste our time attendjng that meeting early
last month of the Barbados C.P.A. Branch, because we
knew we would just have been attending and wasting our
time in order to support a member of the Government
Party, a selection which we have no doubt was made long
before the meeting at a caucus meeting. I remember on
one occasion when the Minister of Agriculture was se-
lected for India, the other two members proposed were
His Honour the Speaker and Mr. “‘Sleepy’’ Smith who was

then junior member for St. Andrew. The votes received
by those who combined were much less than those of the
members of the other Chamber and members of the Gov-
ernment Party who supported the Minister of Agriculture.
We decided in view of that attitude that we would not waste
our time by attending meetings; that is the reason for our

.official boycott of that meeting and the reason why we have

no intention of attending similar meetings so long as Gov-
ernment adopts the policy which it has adopted from the
time it was instituted by the present Federal Prime Min-
ister.

Now, 'Sir, we have hiad excessive discussion on the
manner in which the proceedings took place on this particu-
lar day early last month. I am sorry we have not had the
benefit of the first-hand knowledge of the hon. junior mem-
ber for the City who, I have heard, was presentat that
meeting and who, 1 am also informed, took a very manly
stand and who actually brought his senior colleagues to
order, to a sense of realities and put them on the spot, so
1 am told. Mr. Chairman, 1 regret that we have not had
the benefit of his first-hand knowledge of what took place
at that fneeting but the night is yet young and no doubt he
will speak in due course, But His Honour the Speaker told
us, if I understand him correctly, that this offer was made
by the Hon. Mr. Hunte, and Mr. Hunte knows that I so fre-
quently refer to him as His Excellency the Governor of
Russell House; he knows the inference which he can draw
from that,

6.30 p.m. .

When we lesarn from His Honour the Speaker that this
offer was made by Mr. Himte before he was selected, that
can also give the impression that this gentideman knew well
ahead that it was their intentiontoelecthim, so that it may
well be that he made it because he knew that it would

.clinch his election. That gentleman, a keen businessman,

after careful thought wonld have said: *'I will underwrite
the cost.’”” He might have said to himself: ‘“No doubt, I
would like to go to Trinidad at this time to do some busi-
ness: but if I go with the status and dignity of being a
member of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association
that would be so much better.’’ Mr. Chairman, you are a
businessman, Of course, you are a very small business~
man in comparison with that gentlemans but youas & busi-
nessman would know in putting through a business deal
what the status and dignity of beinig a member of the Com-
monwealth Parliamentary Association would mean in your
clinching it. Therefore, when he made this offer before
the meeting proceeded with the nomination of delegates,
you may well have this opinion that this gentleman felt
when he wxlertook 1o underwrite the cost that the members

" would be so captivated and fascinated by his offer that he

could say: ‘1 am already picked.’* and they would say:
“Pick that man."’

Sir, I feel that we should let it be known in a tangible
way how we feel about this matter. The way in which the
hon. junior member for St. Peter spoke gives me the im-
pression that he made his private arrangements because
of the feelings of members at that meeting. We apprechte
that. . - .

Mr. SPEAKER: It was done when I saw that someone
sensed an insult.

Mr. BRANCKER 1 never said that he needed to be
fortified, but I think his moral courage must have received
great support from the firm and manly attitude of the hon.
junior member for the City when he expressed himself as
forcibly and frankly as he did, as I was made to under-
stand. o

. Sir, because of the way in whichmeetings of the Com~
‘monwealth Parliamentary Association are conducted here,
because of the fact that the Government has invariably
supported members of their own Party, and accepts the
nomination of someone from the Other Place whénever it
suits them, we of the Ofticial Opposition, as a matter of
protest, are moving the reduction of this amount in the
Resolution by the sum of $201. I presume that this figure
of $1,402 is arrived at in this way. One~-twentieth of the
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share of the expenses of the Conference would be $1,000
if the estimated expenditure is $20,000, If $402 is added
1o that to make it $1,402, that canbe called the amount for
the expenses of the delegates and divided equally it would
be $201 for each of thedelegates But as we are supporting
the payment for the expenses of the hon. junior member
for St. Peter and we are showing how we deprecate the
attitude of the hon. member of the Upper Chamber, we
are not prepared to associate ourselves with the amount
to reimburse him. If he agrees to display his wealth to
indicate what he can do at the exten: «f his cheque book,
even though it is only $201, we will still show our dis-
approval of the way in which it is to be expended.

1 beg formally to move that this amount be reduced
by $201 for that reason. That is my motion and the reason
why we look at it is clear. The hon. member of the Other
Place who can offer to pay everything will, so far as we
are concerned, be in the position wherehe can pay his own
way.

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I rise to second the
motion by the Hon. Leader of the Opposition. In doing so
I just want to clear up one or two matters. I do not want
to indulge in any recriminations with members on the
other side. The hon. junior member for St. Peter said
in the course of his remarks that the member of the
Other Place, the Hon. K. R. Hunte, made this offer
prior to his being nominated. I do not think that it was to
His Honour the Speaker that we made this query, but
when some other member was speaking, we certainly did
ask who made the nominations. I have been made to under-
stand that the nominations were made by no less a person
than the Premier. To reflect on the gesture or offer,
whether it was made seriously or not seriously, he
cannot stop other hon. members from feeling that it is
an insult to the dignity of the House and the people of
this island when a single individual can so arrogate to
himself the function of omnipotence that he can carry
people to a Parliamentary Conference. But having exposed
his lack of training, his lack of sense of decency - and
I am pulling no punches because the hon. gentleman
knows exactly how 1 feel aboitt his machinations, political,
economic and otherwise - if I werein Alaska, I would have
to artack somebody up there and if I were in Chicago I
would have to attack somebody up there and, as the hon.
senior member for St. Peter has so often said, itis a
pity that we do not have a Senatorial Investigation Com-
mittee in Barbados because a lot of things would come
to light in this Chamber.

The point which I want to make is this: in view of
the fact that the hon. gentleman made a suggestion like
that which I consider an improper suggestion to make -
anybody who had any kind of decency dr training would
never have done it. The Speaker’s reactions to it are
tolerable because he is a charitable person. 1 donot
intend this as a reflection on the hon. member of the
Other Place, but I doubt very much whether in similar
circumstances on another occasion, if the personnel were
different he would have acted similarly:

6.40 p.m.

It is fairly well known in this island that the late Sir
Frederick Clarke, who was once Speaker of this House
was not a wealthy gentleman; as a matter of fact, I do
not think that he was much better off than many of us
an this side of the House. I doubt very much that with
his gall and effrontery, the hon. gentleman who said
that he would pay the expenses of this delegation, would
have had the effrontery to do thatif the late Sir Frederick
larke was still Speaker of this House. Now that people
like us have taken over, people like the Minister of
Trade, Industry and Labour cannot see that they are being
treated with contempt. That is what really hurts me.
I am a very peculiar person, and if I thought that somebody
like the hon. member who made this suggestionwas trying
to humble even the Minister of Trade, 1 would have
voted against it. 1 say thatthis is making anaffront; 1
would regard it as efirontery to our race and it may be
that I am hyper-sensitive. I think we should stop

letting these people feel that theyare such masters that
they can buy somebody and put him in their pocket.
I want hon. members to get that straight. I am not against
the Government; I am against what represents Government
by conspiracy. If you study the Kistory of the economic
growth of this island and think what these things mean,
you will see what 1 mean. If we had a senatorial inves-
tigation in this island or an organization of that type-
I regret that the transactions and the doings of more of
these Committees which really have the control of the day
to ‘day running of this country are not published in the
Daily Press.A lot of the arrangements which are made
now would not be made if the whole tenor of the trans~
actions ' was laid open to public inspection. I strongly
feel that way about these matters; I do not share His
Honour’s view that these matters should be kept con-
cealed from the public gaze because these rumours get
about.

Mr. Chairman, I come now to the most important
aspect of this matter. I would not worry to dignify the
hon. junior member for St. Joseph with a reply to any~
thing he has said because he has been unable to say any-
thing original since he has been a member of this House;
but he takes every hon. member's speech like a school-
master and says ‘‘Give him two marks for this, three
" marks for that, put him in detention’’ and that sort of
thing. After the hon. member made the suggestion that
he would pay the cost of the delegation to this Conference -
I understand that after that offer was made, the Premier
got up and nominated the same hon. member. That would
have been very undignified, because it would appear that
the Premier was saying ‘‘Since you will pay for the boys,
we will put you on the delegation.'’ Did the Premier have
some conversation beforehand? Did he not even get on the
telephone and ask if the hon. member wanted to go? The
hon. member has developed his own political philosophy-
that is, political philosophy for himself = but I have never
found him to be a liar. I am sure that if I went to him to-
morrow and asked him if he had spoken to the Premier on
the telephone he would say ‘‘Yes” if it were so. I invite
the Premier to allay the fears of members on this side
of the House by saying whether he had not previously dis-
cussed this delegation going to Trinidad with particular
reference to the Hon. Mr. Hunte. It was either told direct-
ly to him or a message was sent to him, because it would
have been strange that he ofiered to pay the delegation
thereby bribing the people of this country, and then the
Premier should turn around and nominate the person who
made the offer.

People do not feel very well when people like the
Judges of the Federal Supreme Court bring these things
to light from time to time and make a pronouncement in
public, The hon, senior member for St. Peter has said
that he bad occasion to look with censure on the action
of the adviser to the President of the United States of
America, but you cannot conduct the Government in a
“‘sabotenrial’’ atmosphere and succeed forever. It means
that we may as well have anarchy and no one will have
confidence in the Government. Mr. Chairman, I am second-
ing the motion which has been made by theHon.Leader
of the Opposition. You have the action of the Minister of
Finance in this House that when a member had offered to
pay for this delegation going to Trinidad, the Minister of
Finance should be so lacking in self-respect and in dignity
as to get up and nominate the same person who made this

! offer.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, when
the hon. :nember speaks of being lacking in self-respect
and dignity, I should like to say that my name is not
*“Dipper Barrow™’. ‘

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, you as Chairman of
this Committee will have to point out to the Premier that
he is breaking the Rules of this House; because if the
Premier starts that, T will tell him that my name is not
‘“Monkey Nuts'' either. Mr. Chairman, are youstill Chair-
man of this Committee or is your mind elsewhere? I see
that you are conducting a conversation with the Clerk of




420

E— sttt i e e
e

—— ]

this House and you are completely ignoring statements
which are made on the floor of this House.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Is the hon. member saying that 1
have no right to have any conversation with the Clerk of
this House?

Mr. BARROW: Not when a submission is made. The
Rules of the House say that you should not refer to hon.
members by their names; the Premier could not be *‘ Dip-
per Barrow'' even if he were born again.

6.50 p.m.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Are you through? You see how pa-
tently I was waiting on you. Have 1 no right to receive
advice from the Clerk?

Mr. BARROW: And the Hon. Premier is breaking
another Rule by reading a newspaper, and I draw that to
your attention.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The point I wasdiscussingiswhether
the Premier had broken a Rule of the House by referring
to you by name. Itisa little technical because I do not think
he made any personal reference to you; what he did say
was that he was not *‘Dipper Barrow’’, and that is how
he mentioned your name. 1 feel the Premier was not jus-
tfied in calling the name, because he was breaking the
Rules of the House.

Mr. BARROW: 1 will not call on him to withdraw; 1
will not go on., Barbados has been the laughing stock of
the West Indies ever since he has been presiding over
the unfortunate people of this island. He went to make a
toast the other day at the Hotel with ASTA, and talked
about rats and so on.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I must tell the hon. member for St.
John that what he is saying is outside the ambit of this
Resolution, and I am asking him now to stick strictly
to the Resolution and desist from any personal reference.

Mr. BARROW: I would only caution the hon. member
that if he was born again he could not be like me. No-
body who had any sense of racial pride at all in those
circumstances would get up and nominate a member
of the Other Place to go to Trinidad. Every time people
like that go to Trinidad, they want to know if thatis
really what Barbados stands for. You have to send your
best and the Premier of Barbados nominated him and
then they say they believe in democracy and the rights
of the Opposition and all that and he would not answer
the question. He would not even stay in the House now’
and is going outside with three minutes to go.l am not
a speclalist in psychiatrics, so I cannot tell whatis
wrong with him; he was completely lacking in any sense.
of self-respect and pride, racfal or otherwise, when he
made that nominadon; that makes it worse; and when
the other hon. member says he does not see anything
wrong with that, that member must be lacking in any "
sense at all; they must have their tongues in their
cheeks. Are they trying to cover up for the Premier by
saying that they would actually nominate the person to go? |

1 was a member of the Labour Party like the hon.
senior member for St. Peter, andthese things were always
discussed over there; but now to come to the hon.
senior member for St. Michael, the reason why the
Prime Minister of the West Indies did not vote was be-
cause he did not want him to go and we said the Opposi-
tion would vote for the member for St. Michael.l am
not mincing any matters now. The Premier at the dme
said that they were not going to vote the money if Mr.
Cox was nominated because there were two members-
the hon. senior member for St. Michael and the hon.
senior member for St. Joseph. The Premier of the West
Indies refused to come in and vote and he knew certain
members on this side were supporting him on this issue,

Hon. M. E, COX: You were not one.

Mr. BARROW: I just wanted to know if the hon,
member remembered. 1 did not support him and I will

tell you how he knew. He met me outside of Bornns Bay
Rum building and thanked me for supporting him, but
I told him bhe was wrong, I did not support, but have a
good trip.

Hon. M. E, COX: And I went to St. George and sup-
ported you like a fool.

Mr. BARROW: 1 told you that 1 did not support you
and not to thank me. | was supporting the Deputy Speaker,
and there is nothing to conceal about that.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: | will ask the hon. member to
get back to the Resolution.

Mr. BARROW: The Premier of the West Indies
refused to come in and vote and said he was not going
to vote any money either.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Let us get back to thée Resolution.

Mr. BARROW: 1 was there when he said that the Gov-
ernment does not interfere withthesethings. It would
have been bad for him to make that suggeston before
he was selected, but it was worse for him to state after
selection that he would underwrite the thing, Why didn't
the President of the Legisladve Coumcil, Mr. Lucle~
Smith, Mr. Robinson, Dr. S. John, Mr. Bayne or Mrs.
Talma volunteer to pay this money? It'is because cer-
tain people in Barbados refuse to have any respect for
Parliamentary institutions, and regard Government as a
question of lobbying and influence and doing this for
somebody and that for the other person, and that is the
whole atmosphere in which this evil can be met. So
let us get the record straight. The Government has used
the big stick as the hon. senior member for St. Peter
can tell you when their nominees do not go, and not once
bavethey done Parllamentary democracy even the token
favour of saying at least on one occasion in ten years
we should send a member from the Opposidon,

Mr. CHAIRMAN left the Chair and Mr. SPEAKER
took the Chair.

SUSPENSION OF SITTING

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 7 p.m. o'clock,. this
Sitting now stands suspended until 7. 45 p.m. o’clock.
7. 00 Peme

On re-assembling,

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr. Speaker, there belngno quorum,
1 ask that the Bell be rung.

The Bell was rung and a quorum was obtained,

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House resumed
Committee of Supply, Mr. BRY AN in the Chair.

RESOLUTION re COMMONWEALTH
PARLIAMENTARY ASSOCIATION

The question that the sum of $1,402 be reduced by
$201 was put and rescived in the negative, the Committee
dividing as follous:~

AYES Mr. BRANCKER - 1

NOES& Hon'bles M. E. COX; D, D. GARNER, R, G,
MAPP; L. St.A, THORNE, F., E, MILLER, Messrs.
HOLDER and WALCOTT - 7.

The question that the Resolution do now pass uns
put and resolved in the affirative, on the declaration
of Mr. CHAIRMAN, °‘I think the ‘Ayes’ have it”,

On motion ofHon.M. E. COX, seconded by Hon,
D. D. GARNER, Mr. CHAIRMAN reported the passingof
one Resolution in Committee of Supply.
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Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported ac-
cordingly.

O n separate motions of Hon. Dr. H. G. H., CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon. M, E. COX in each case, the Resolution
was read a firstand second time ond agreed to.

THE FIRE SERVICE BILL, 1960

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Premier: to move the House into
Committee on a Bill to constitute a Fire Service for the
island and for matters connected therewith or incidental
thereto.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H, CUMMINS: 1 beg to move that Your
Honour do now leave the Chair andtheHouse go into Com-
mittee on this Bill.

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

The question uas put and resolved in the affimative
without division,

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the House went into
Committee on the Bill, Mr. BRY AN in the Chair.

Clause ] was called,

Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMIN& Mr. Chairman, before
you proceed to consider the Clauses, 1 just want to say
that on the last occasion, the hon. junior member for &.
Lucy asked some questions. Since we are now in Com-
mittee, 1 will reply tothose questions as we take the relev-
ant sections,

1 beg to move that Clause 1 stand part.

Hon. M, E, COX: I beg to second that.
The question was put and resolved in the affimative
without division,

Clause 2, 3, and 4 were called separately and passed,

Clause 5 uns called,

Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS; Sir, I think I will take
this opportunity to answer the question raised on points
which 1 know the hon. junior member for St. Lucy is very
well acquainted with, The hon. member asked why some
certein things were done by the Governor and others by
the Governor-in-Executive Committee. The answeris very
simple. As far as the Governor is concerned, the Governor
appoints members of the Civil Service butthe Governor is
not responsible for policy; therefore, in any section in
which the Governor-in- Executive Committeeis mentioned,
that has something to do with a question of policy.

Those are the broad answers to these things. The Gov-
ernor makes appointments to the Civil Service and in this
case, the Fire Service; the Governor will appoint men
to the Fire Service but as regards the policy, thatis a
matter for the Governor-in-Executive Committee.

With that statement, I beg to move that Clause 5 stand
part.
Hon. L, St.A. THORNE: I beg to second that,

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division .

Clause 6 was called and passed,

Clause 7 wascalled,

Hon. Dr. H. G, H., CUMMINS I beg to move that
Clause 7 stand part of the Bill.

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

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, I wili make my re-
joinder on this Clause to what the Hon. Premier said in

reference to Clause 5. He said thatthe Governor appoints,
but on the matter of policy that is a matter for the Gover-
nor-in-Executive Committee. However, it must strike one
on the instant Clause how thin is the dividing line, On the
one hand, you must sadsfy the Governor on your standard
of fitness and conduct and your standard of education and
then when it comes to the question of your required height
and chest measurements, that standard is fixed by the
Chief Fire Officer with the approval of the Governor-in-
Executive Committe, The dividing line is so thin that you
must wonder why they attempt to distinguish between the
t\vo.

We know that formerly, there was no question of
Cabinet status, and during the time of the sert of Govern-
ment which we had before now, everything was put in the
hands ef the Governor: but the tendency today is to put
everything in the hands of the Governor-in-Executive
Committee,

7.55 p.m.

I do regard this Clause as being full of anachronisms;
certain standards are to be satisfactory to the Governor
and other standards are tobe satisfactory to the Governor-
in-Executive Committee. The standard as to health is to
be satisfactory to the Governor and the standard of educa-
tion:and the standard of height, chestand measurement are
to be satisfactory to the Governor-in- Executive Committee,
Mr, Chairman, I am not saying that this is wrong, but it
only strikes me as being rather odd. In the same Clause
you have the Governor to approve of certain standards
and you have the Governor-in- Executive Committee, which
is the Cabinet, to approve of other standards. One would
have thought that the standard as to health, height and
chest would be regarded as being in the same category,
but for some reason or other, which is strange to humble
laymen like myself, a distinction has been made between
these things and it is most curious to me.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS; Mr. Chairman, I do not
gsee that there is anything strange about this matter, A
medical Practitioner examines you and finds that you are
all right and then the Governor appoints you. As far as
the standard of education is concerned, I think it is gen-
erally known that the standard of educaton is generally
a matter for the Executive Committee.

The question that Clause 7 stand part of the Bill was
put and resolved in the affimative without division,

Clause 8 was called and passed,

Clause 9 was called,

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS Mr. Chairman, I beg to
move that Clause 9 stand part of the Bill.

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

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, in connection with this
Section, what I want to draw to the attention of the hon.
member is that the Fire Serviceis now changed from being
a part of the Military and the Police and here in Sub-
section (2) this is what is stated: ‘‘The Governor may at
any time dismiss from the Service or dispense with the
services of any subordinate officer or fireman whom he
may consider unfit for further service in the Service.”

Mr. Chairman, we are living in different times now.
These men do not have any right of Protection such as
what a Trade Union could offer. The Fire Service in Bar-
bados should not be precluded from having such freedom
of assoclation which ether Fire Services have throughout
the Britdsh Empire or Commonwealth. In England and in
Jamaica firemen can join Trade Unions; here the Gover-
nor stll has the right to dismiss these men: but what re-
dress do these men have to show thatr what has been put
up against them is not fair or right? There is nothing in
this new Act which provides for the firemento have a free
association of their own. I am not begging for any mem-
bership butl am saying that a fireman’s condition of ser-
vice should be something for which he has to barter him-
self and not necessarily in assoclation with the Police
Force. 1 feel that the time bhas come that if you are going

N
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to provide a Fire Service the men should not be precluded
from joining a Trade Union. This Clause says:-

“The Governmor may at any time dismiss from the
Service or dispense with the services of any subordinate
officer or fireman whom he may consider unfit for fur-
ther service in the Service.”

If the Governor considers a fireman unfit for further
service in the Service, that is not his consideradon;
it is really the consideradon of the Fire Officer. This
Clause does not even speak of his conduct; it speaks
of considering a fireman unfit for further service,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I would like to draw to the atten-
tdon of the hon. member that he is now speaking on
Sub-clause (4) of Clause 10. 1 made the same mistake
as the hon. member has made,

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 am sorry, Mr. Chairman.
The question that Clause 9 stand partof the Bill
was put and resolved in the affimative without division,

Clause 10 was called,

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS Mr. Chairman, I beg
to move that Clause 10 stand part of the Bill.

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

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, 1 am sorry that
I was speaking on this Clause just now. Now Sub-Clause
(4) of this Clause says this:-

The Governor may at any time dismiss from the
Service or dispense with the services of any subordi-
nate officer or fireman whom he may consider unfit
for further service in the Service.”

When 1 came back to this island 1 did not have the

pportunity of perusing this Clause carefully, but I thought
hat there would have been such protection given to fire-
nen as obtains in other places. 1 would like to point
sut that, in other countries, there is the protection by
the Trade Unions for these people, In Jamaica, for in-
stance,the firemen are free to join a Trade Union of
their choice and in Great Britain firemen are affil-
jated to Trade Unions; but here there is no protection
for firemen where Trade Unions are concerned. Is it
that something which is as vigorous as a Trade Unionis
not relished? I would like to know what is the attitude
of the Government in this matter, A man is free to be
dismissed; 1 have been trying to find out what redress a man
has if he considers that what is done to him is not right
or fair; how is he going to get to the Governor? Getting
to the Governor in his case is just as if I were to try
to get to Sputnik 1. I do not think that a man should be
liable to dismissal where he cannot have some means
of defending himself. It is the last disciplinary action
which can be taken against a man and therefore he should
be free to have his protection, Is this question of pro-
tection expressed, implied or otherwise, that these men
would have Trade Union freedom if they should so desire?
8.05p.m.

Hon. Dr. H, G, H. CUMMINS Mr. Chairman, 1
think the hon. member knows that in this case the fire-
men will have the same protection as policemen and
as any member of the Civil Service. In Clauses 16 and
17 of the Bill, provision is made for the appeals from
the decision of a subordinate officer to the Chief Fire
Officer, and if you are dissatisfied with him you can
appeal to the Governor, and if you are dissatisfied with
the Governor, you can appeal to the Secretary of State
for the Colonies. That is the procedure in the Clvil
Service and it extends to the Firemen, and in Clause
16 (b), the Chief Fire Officer, may, of his own motion
or at the request of such member of the Service, call
or permit to be called any further evidence, or may call
or permit to be called for further examination .any wit-
nesses who gave evidence before the officer who enquired
into the charge.

In Clause 17 any member of the Service who is
dissatisfied with the decision of his superior officer, may

p—

within seven days after the decision has been commun-
icated to him and subject to the provisions of any re-
gulations governing the same appeal to the Chief Fire
Officer who may make such order as the circumstances
may require; and any member of the Service who is
dissatisfied with the decisfon of the Chief Fire Officer
may, within seven days after the decision has been com-
municated to him, appeal to the Governor. So it is gen-
erally known that anybody has the right to appeal to the
Secretary of State for the Colonies.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, that appeal 1s a
different thing from representation. 1f these firemen
are free to be members of the Civil Service Association,
then 1 say 1 have no quarrel, but I want to know that they
are free to join any association. What I am pointing out
is that if a man has the right to make an appeal, he should
be able to do that and have representation to support
the appeal. As it now stands, a Clvil Servant is in a better
position than a fireman in this sense; if a Civil Servamt
is dismissed, owing to Whitley Council arrangements he
can get the type of representation through the Whitley
Council in order to make representation to the person
who dismissed him so that the man can argue his case
to see whether it is reasonable or justifiable, but in an
appeal that goes before the Governor, there is no repre-
sentation; it is purely a matter of how the Governor feels
and the type ol representation made. 1 feel that the
firemen in this new Service should be given the right to
have a Firemen'’s Association or be given the freedom of
being in an organisation of thelr choice; it can be within
the Civil Service Assoclation, or it can be a structure in
which they have their own Whitley Council. I have had it
drawn to my attention on one occasion that a fireman was
dismissed and he felt that in the circumstances in which
he was dismissed, the punishment was too harsh. I had no
means of representing the man because there wasno avenue
through which to make representation. I do not for one
moment ask for such persons to be members of a Trade
Union that operates outside the service, but 1 can very
well see that with the Fire Service it does operate outside
of anything in Jamaica; so the point that the Hon. Premier
rajsed is only in connection with the appeal. I am talking
about the type of Trade Union representation that 8 man
is entitled to.

1 realise, Mr. Chairman, that the members on the
other side are not interested in fundamental human rights
therefore the thing I am speaking on is of no interest to
themn in the Cabinet, But what I am saying is something
that may reach Cabinet decision,because if youare setting
up a new Fire Service apart from the regular Police Ser-
vice, we want to know what rightsand protection a fireman
would have in an Association or Organisation of his own
because you are granting a person - andthat person is the
Governor- power to dismiss this man, and the power of
dismissal is through his superior officer. I want to see
that a man has protection, so that a Committee, Works
Council, Whitley Council or whatever you have should be
given that right,

Mr. Chairman, this further speaks of Auxillary Fire-
men who are not necessarily part of the permanent
structure; so you are settdng up a new organisation for
fire fighting and it is of such that you have to do it. I do
not go further into that because this is where you.can
enlist men for a year and there is a sort of year-by-year
contract. | feel that the rights that a fireman should have
should be stated, The Premier says that he has the same
rights as other members of the Civil Service. If a man in
the Civil Service {s dismissed, he can make representation
and there is no doubt about that; the Head of Department
cannot send in a note and that is all. I know 1 have sprung
something on the Premier in this matter, but I had no
opportunity of discussing it before, and it struck me that
these are things that should be done. I look upon firemen
in the same light as 1 look upon nurses; it is apart from
theregular run of your Civil Service,l do not know what
your Regulations may permit, but these are only Regula-
dons.

1 think, Mr Chairman, that they hope to amend the
Trade Union Act. 1 know there is a Police Association but
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how well it works I do not know. Alll want to know is if
the Government is in favour of the freedom of association,
whether that freedom of association be within the Civil
Service or is the formation of their own Organisation.
8.15 p.m.

1 feel that they should have the sori of freedom to deal
with these things in a similar position as if they were in
a Trade Union and in the way in which they can have any
representation they may want,

Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: | reaily do not see any
objection to putting that in the Regulations. Anyway, I
promise the hon. member to give more thought to it and,
as he suggested, it can be included in the Regulations.

Mr. BRANCKER: It is true that the Police has an
association but that is an association only in name and is
of no benefittothe rankandfile. As a matter of fact, some-
body just above the rank and file ~ and 1 can say it very
well now because that Policeman {is not in the Force now-
expressed a view which was different from the view of the
Commissioner of Police and as a result of that he was
transferred from the Station over which he was putin
authority with the resultant loss of about $40 a month
which he got from travelling. The Police Force thinks
nothing of this particular Association. They are expected
just to go there to attend meetings just as members of
the Reichstag attended meetings when Hitler wasinpower.
They go and say'‘aye, aye'’ towhatever the Commissioner
says.

1 was interested to hear what the hon. senior member
for St. Peter said about freedom of association and that
sounds much more worthwhile than what exists in Bar-
bados for our policemen. This Section 4 of Clause 10
is really a serious section. Considering it word for word,
you realise the tremendous power, the arbitrary power,
which 1s vested in the Governor, It says that the Governor
may at any time dismiss from the service or dispense
with the services of any subordinate officer or fireman
whom he - that is, the Governor- may consider unfit for
further service in the Service, That means that it is ab-
solutely in the power of the Governor at any time to dis-
miss from the service any subordinate officer or fireman
for any reason for which the Governor may consider him
unfit. I know that we would be toldthat the Governor would
not do that unless he has good reason and no one would
expect the Governor to act in an inconsiderate manner,
But that has happened already, We have had Governors
who have acted that way. There is the appeal to the Chief
Fire Officer and then the appeal to the Governor but that
does not apply to Section 10, sub-section 4. We may be
reminded of the appeal to the Secretary of State for the
Colonies. Well, Sir, you know about that. You know that
the Secretary of State for the Colonies on the receipt of
the appeal will reply that he has giventhe matter his care-
ful consideration and will say that he sees no reason, or
that no reasons have been advanced, for him to interfere
with the reasons of the Governor.

As | see it, if we leave this sub-section as it is, then
any subordinate officer or any fireman is entirely at the
mercies of the Governor at any time to be dismissed if
the Governor considers him unfit for further service in
the Service. There is no limit to his power. His power is
absolute, limitless, arbitrary and uncontrolled. I cannot
see the justification for that, Mr. Chairman, andl am going
to oppose the inclusion of that sub-section of this Clause.
1 am going to move that Clause 10 be amended by the de-
letion of sub-section 4 thereof,

The question that Clause 10 stand part was put and
resolved  in the affirnative, the Committee dividing as

follows: —

AYES Hon'bles Dr. H. G, H- CUMMINS; M. E, COX;
D. D. GARNER; L. St.A. THORNE; R. G. MAPP; F. E.,
MILLER, Messrs. HOLDER; SEARI.ES; STRAUGHN and
SMITH - 10.

NOE& Messrs CRAWFORD and BRANCKER - 2.

Clause 11 was called,

Hon, Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS:; 1 beg to move that Clause
11 stand part.

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

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, again, in sub~section
1 of Clause 11, I deprecate the use of the phrase ‘‘without
lawful excuse.”’ That is not sufficiently wide. That Clause
provides that every subordinate officer or fireman who
(a) absents himself from roll-call or from duty for the
space of twenty-four hours without lawful excuse; or (b)
resigns from or leaves the Service without the permission
of the Governor shall be deemed to haveillegally resigned
from or left the Service and shall be liable on conviction
by a Court gf summary jurisdiction to imprisonment for
a period not exceeding six months or to a fine not exceed-
ing one hundred dollars.

The word **lawful’’ is much too harsh, Thereare cer-
train excuses which are lawful, thatisto say, excuses which
the law accepts. One of them is if a person is ill and he
sends in a medical certificate to that effect, That can be
regarded as a lawful excuse. If a person is too ill to turn
out to work and his illness is supported by a medical cer-
tficate that is a lawful excuse; but there are other excuses
which we as human beings regard as valid or reasonable
which would not be regarded by law as strictly lawful.

I am sure the majority of this House would not be in
favour of a subordinate officer or fireman who absents
himself to be deemed to have illegally resigned from or
left the Service and, therefore, to be liable on conviction
to a term of imprisonment or to a fine if he has a reason-~
able excuse which is not inthe strictterm a lawful excuse;
therefore, 1 am moving an amendment to delete the word
“‘lawful’’ where it appears in (a) of Section 11, sub-section
1, and to substitute in its place the word ''reasonable’’.
It may happen that there may be a very close family be-
reavement of a subordinate officer or firemanandfor that
reason he may absent himself from roll-call. That is a

reasonable excuse and 1 hope that hon. members will be -

disposed to accept the substitution of that word.

I beg to move now formally the deletion of the word
“‘lawful’’ and that the word ‘‘reasonable’’ be substituted
in lieu thereof.

8.25 p.m.

Mr. CRAWFORD:; 1 beg to second that.

The question that the words proposed to be deleted
stand part of the Bill, was put and resolved in the af-
firmative, the Committee dividing as follous:—

AYES Hon. Dr. H, G. H, CUMMINS; Hon. M, E, COX;
Hon. D, D, GARNER; Hon, L. St. A. THORNE; Hon. R, G.
MAPP; Hon. F, E, MILLER; Mr. HOLDER; Mr. SEARLES,
Mr. STRAUGHN and Mr. SMITH - 10.

NOES; Mr. CRAWFORD and Mr. BRANCKER - 2.
Qauses 12 and 13 were called and passed,
Clause 14 was called,

Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMIN& Mr. Chairman, 1 beg to
move that Clause 14 stand part of the Bill.

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

Mr., CHAIRMAN: The question is that Clause 14 stand
Part coeseene

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, will you please always
look this way? I am sure you will do that when the present
Government is in the Opposition.

At this stage, it now being 8.30 p.m.of the clock,
Mr. SPEAKER wok the (hair,

-
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Mr. SPEAKER: This is the moment of interruption.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 understand that this
matter is non-controversial. (ASIDES) Since that is so,
we will have to adjourn.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, did the Hon. Leader of
the House say that he understood that this matter is con-
tcoversial? If he did say that, ne is quite correct. It is
controversial.

Mr. SPEAKER: This matter beinga controversial one,
it cannot be proceeded with any further at this stage.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if we could
get on with the Rates of Income Tax Bill which should be
non-controversial because the ratesarenotbeing increased
and perhaps we could also get on with the Savings Bank
Bill. (AFTER A PAUSE) lamaskingleave to proceed with
Order No. 5 as the next Order of the Day.

RATES OF INCOME TAX BILL

Mr. SPEAKER; The hon. Leader of theHouseis asking
leave to proceed with Order No. 5 as the next Order of the
Day. And unless there be any objection, leave wiil be
granted. (AFTER A PAUSE). There being no objection
leave is granted.

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day therefore
stands in the name of the Hon. Premier:- To move the
second reading of a Bill to settle the rates of Income Tax
for the year One thousand nine hundred and sixty and to
make provision for certain other matters in connection
with the levying of the said tax.

Hon. Dr. H. G, H, CUMMINS Mr. Speaker, in connec-
tion with this Bill, the rates are the same this year as they
were last year. There is no change either upwards or
downwards, 1 beg to move that this Bill be now read a
second time.

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

The question that this Bill be now read a second

time was put and resolved in the affirative without
division,

"

On the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMNS, second-
ed by Hon. M. E. QOX, Mr.SPEAKER left the (hair and the
the House wentinr> Committee on the Bill, Mr. BRY AN
beingin the Chair.

The Two Clauses of the Bill were called and passed,

The Schedule was called and agreed o,

On  the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS, se-
conded by Hon. M. E. COX, the CHAIRMAN reported the
passing of the Bill in Conmittee.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the (hair and reported ac-
cordingly.

On motions of Hon. Dr. H.G. H.CUMMINS, seconded
by Hon. M. E. COX in each case, the Bll was read a
third time and passed,

8.35 p.m.
ADJOURNMENT
Hon. M., E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to move ....

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, if the hon. member
would give way, 1 would like to ask that the last item which
stands in my name on the Order Paper under Private Mem-
bers’ Business and which is not numbered, be placed as
No. 1 under Private Members’ Business. Thenature of the
Bill is such that it would, as you know, if it passes the
Second reading, have to be referredto a Select Committee,
and 1 will ask that it be placed as Order No. 1 so that at
the next meeting, it being duly advertised, we might then
appoint a Select Committee to consider it.

Hon. M, E, COX: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to move that this
House do now adjourn until Tuesday, 24th May at 12 noon.

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

The gquestion was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division and Mr. SPEAKER adjoumed the House
accordingly.




