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THE

House of Assembly Debates

(OFFICIAL REPORT)

SESSION 1961

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 18th April, 1961.

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

PRESENT

His Honour Mr. K. N, R. HUSBANDS, (Speaker);
Mr. J. E. T. BRANCKFR, (Leader of the Opposition);
Hon. 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 Honour Mr, L., E. SMITH, J.P., (Deputy
Speaker); Hon. R. G, MAPP, (Minister of Communica-
tions, Works and Housing); Mr.T. O. BRYAN, (Chair-
man of Committees); Mr, E C. GODDARD; Hon. F. E,
MILLER, (Minister of Social Services); Hon. D. D.
GARNER, (Minister of Agriculture, Lands and Fisheries);
Mr, C. B, SEARLES and Hon. L. St.A. THORNE ,(Minis-
ter of Education).’

Prayers were read.

MINUTES

Mr, SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House
that the Minutes of the meeting held on 15th March, 1961,
have been printed and circulated amongst hon. members
and unless there be any objection, these Minutes will be
now taken as read arx 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
commanded to lay the following:-

The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment) Or-
der, 1961,

Statement of sums of money paid over tothe Account=
ant General by the Commissioner of Police during the
quarter ended 31st December, 1960,

The Pensions (Pensionable Offices) (Amendment)
Order, 1961,"

Statement showing Gross Customs and Excise Receipts
for eleven months ended 28th February, 1961,

Hon, M, E'COX: Mr, Speaker, Iam commanded to lay
the following? : .

The Customs Duties (cardboard boxes and other con-
tainers of paper, etc,) Order, 1961,

Hon, R. G. MAPP: Mr, Speaker, I am commanded to
lay the following:-

Statement showing the sums advanced to the Post-
master General for the payment of Money Orders, the
amounts repaid to the Accountant General and the amounts
due by the various Post Offices etc, to 28.2,61,

GOVERNMENT NOTICES

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

Resolution to approve the Order entitled ““The Civil
Establishment (General) (Amendment) Order, 1961,

Resolution to approve the Order entitled **The Pensions
(Pensionable Offices) (Amendment) Order, 1961,"

Hon, R, G, MAPP: Mr, Speaker, lbegto give notice of
the following:-

A Bill to amend the Waterworks Act, 1895,

Hon, Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, I beg to
give notice that the Oral Reply to Question No. 16/1961
asked by the hon. junior member for St, John regarding
applications from Civil Servants for study leave is now
ready,

Also Oral Reply to Question No, 34/1961 asked by the
hon. junior member for St. Lucy regarding abreach of the
peace on the Wharf on 9.1.61 involving Thomas Hicks and
a Second Officer Thomas Belle of the S.S. Mauretania is
now ready.

Hon, L. St.A. THORNE: Mr, Speaker, I beg to give
notice that the Oral Reply te Question No. 41/1961 asked
by the hon. senior member for St. Lucy regarding the re-
signation of the Principal of the Technical Institute is ready.

Hon, R, G, MAPP: Mr, Speaker, I beg to give notice
that the Oral Reply to Question No, 36/1961 asked by the
hon, junior member for St, Lucy in respect of the sea~
worthiness and adequacy of life saving equipment of vessels
plying by sea between the territories of the Caribbean is
ready.

QUESTIONS

Mr. BRANCKER: Toenquire of the Appropriate Min-
ister:-
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Whether the sum of $3,000 which was approved of by
Resolution in this Chamber in 1960 as a grant from the
Public Treasury to be placed at the disposalof the Govern=
or-in=Executive Committee for the purpose of making
three (3) loans of $1,000 to each of three Assistant Light-
house Keepers, has just been paid out?

If the reply to above is ‘‘yes'’, would the Minister
state the date or dates on which each loan was paid out
and to whom?

12,25 pan.

Mr. BRANCKER: To enquireof the Appropriate Minis=
ters-

(1) Whether he is aware that members of the Barba=~
dos Fire Service are frequently engaged at scenes of fire
for unduly long periods of time (or are required to pro-
ceed directly from one fire to another) without opportunity
for, or access to, their meals or any other refreshment
whatsoever”’

(2) Will the Minister, without delay, institute a Mo=
bile Canteen Service whereby, under conditions or in cir=
cumstances suchas above, reasonable refreshment will be
supplied by the Service itself to such Firemen; such ser=
vice as obtains in other communities?

(3) (a) Is it true that the normal weekly duties hours
of Firemen in the United Kingdom do not exceed fifty=-six,
without overtime pay?

(b) Will the Ninister initiate necessary measures
whereby maximun weekly duty hours of Firemen in this
Island will cease to exceed those of their counterpart in
Great Britain?

NMr. TALMA: To enquire of the Honourable Minister
of Comimunications, Works and Housing;:

Is the Minister aware that a former employee of the
Public Works Department called Cecil Norland Simmons
of Welches Terrace, Kingston + Road, Saint Michael was
continuously emploved in that Department from 1921to
1940 and received no gratuity for this 19 years continuous
service”

2. Will the Minister cause the necessary investiga-
tions 1o be made with a view to directing that immediate
action be taken so as to ensure the payment of the usual
gratuity to the said Cecil Norland Simmons without delay?

N\r. BRANCKER: Nr, Speaker, may 1 on behalf of my
colleague, the hon., senior member for St. Lucy, put the
following question for oral answer;-

To enquire of the Hon. Minister of Education.

Has the Minister been informed that the Govern-
ing Body of Queen's College propose to re-employ a re=
tired Deputy Headmistress as from next term in some
capacity or other?

2. If the Minister has been informed, will he state
the reasons for this step and the probable duration of
appointment ?

3. If be has not been informed, will he take steps to
request the Governing Body to submit to himself the
reasons for this step?

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME

On motion of Hon. R. G, VAPP, seconded by Hon.
L. St.,A. THORNE, the Bill to amend the Waterworks Act,
1895, was read a first time.

ORDERS Nos. 1 TO 20 EXEMPTED
FROM STANDING ORDER No. 5

Hon, M. E. COX: Mr, Speaker, before you go to the
Orders of the Day, I beg to move that Orders Nos. 1 to 20
inclusive, be exempted from the provisions of Standing Or-
der No, 5.

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

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

THE LIQUOR LICENCES BILL, 1961

Mr, SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon, Minister of Trade, Industry and La~
bour: To move the second reading of a Bill to amend the
Liquor Licences Act, 1957,

Hon. M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, this Bill, as hon. mem=-
bers will see, seeks to amend the Liquor Licences Act of
1957 by: (1) removing the penalty attached for non-com=
pliance to sub-section 6 of Section 27 of the principal Act,
That section, Mr., Speaker, provides for a penalty of
half the licence fee if one fails to make application for the
renewal of a liquor licence within the prescribed time,

As Your Honour will remember, some time last year
or year before last, we brought in an amendment which re-
duced the penalty, which at that time was equivalent to
the licence fee paid, to half of the fee paid for a licence.
Since then, Sir, we have been informed that there have been
a few hard cases. Perhaps, I should like to say from the
outset that it was never the intention of the Government
to create any hardship on persons who fail to comply with
the law, but I think the House will appreciate that whenever
these applications are made, there is always someone who
may be reluctant in complying, to say nothing of those who
may not be aware of the changes; so, in order to get people
to comply with the law, these penalties were imposed.
12.35 pam.

As I said earlier, since we have reduced the penalty

"two years ago, we have also found that there have been a

few hard cases. The Government feels thereforethat it can
well remove the penalty altogether because there is no
large number of defaulters of the Act even although there
may be ignorance of the provisions of the Act, That is the
first part which seeks to remove completely any penalty
for non-compliance with the provisions of the Act.’

As regards the other part which is found in paragraph
(b) of the ‘‘Objects and Reasons’ of the Bill, there was no
provision in the principal Act for the Labour Commissioner
and the Labour Officers to inspect the premises upon which
these people may be employed. On close examination and in
comparison with the Shops Act, 1945, we have discovered
that in the Shops Act, powers are givento the Labour Com=
missioner and his Labour Officers to make inspection of
the premises. Under the Liquor Licences Act, no such
powers are given, We are attempting in this Bill to harmo-
nize, so to speak, the Liquor Licences Act with the Shops
Act in which case the Labour Commissioner and his staff
will be able to inspect not only clubs, hotels, and so on,
where people are employed, but also Liquor Licensedpre=
mises where people are similarly employed.

Mr,. Speaker, those are the intents and purposes of
this amending Bill, Ihardly think that there is anything more
which I can say on this Bill at this moment because I have
covered the two points in the Bill as set out in paragraphs
(a) and (b) of the Objects and Reasons. If there is anything
further which hon, members would like to know and I happen
to be in a position to give the information, I shall be only
too willing so to do. I'begtomove that this Bill be now read
a second time.

Hon, R, G, MAPP: I beg to second that,

Mr, GODDARD: Mr, Speaker, I am very glad for this
amendment, When the Bill was first before the House, we
pointed out at the time that even if you were to reduce
the penalty to one half of what it was, that would still be
inflicting on people a penalty which they could not bear,
Every year people have been coming to mein order to see
if anything could be done to relieve them of this penalty of
$25, I am glad that the Government has at least seen fit to
remove this penalty entirely. You put anotice in the news~
paper that something is going totake place at a certain date;
people do not look at the calender and it is only when they
hear that somebody is introublethat they find that they are
also in trouble, No one is entitled to sell liquor without

—
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having first taken out a licence and the Police would be
informed immediately as to who has not renewed his li-
cence,

The second purpose of this amendment is toenable the
Labour Commissioner to enter upon licensed premises and
prosecute offenders for breaches of the Act. Any liquor
licensed business other than a Club falls under the Shops
Act so that a number of private Clubs will be included,
The Labour Commissioner and his officers would have
power to enter these premises for the purpose of inspect=
ing the hours of work of the employees there, The Labour
Commissioner should have the right toenter upon any pre-
mises where people are employed for the purpose of in-
spection, For that reason, I am in entire agreement with
this amendment,

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. M. E. COX, seconded by Hon.
R. G. MAPP, Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the
House went into Committee on the Bill, Mr. BRVAN being.
in the Chair.

The four Clauses of the Bill were called and passed.

On the motion of Hon. M. E. COYX, seconded by
Hon. R. G. MAPP, the CHAIRMAN reported the passing
of the Bill in Committee.

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

On motions of Hon. M. E. COX, seconded by lon.
R. G. MAPP in each case, the Bill was read a third time
and passed.

12.45 p.m.

LABOUR DEPARTMENT (AMENDMENT)
ACT, 1961,

Mr, SPEAKER: Order No. 2 stands in the name of
the Hon. Leader of the House: to move the second reading
of a Bill to amend the Labour Department Act, 1943.

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, Order No, 2 is a Bill
to amend the Labour Department Act, 1943, This is one of
the Bills which I informed the House some time ago, after
Mr, Matithews made recommendations as to the Labour
Code for Barbados, that should be brought into being at
different stages. In other words, instead of having one Bill
which no doubt would be very voluminous, it was decided
that from time to time we should bring in various amend-
ments carrying out with modifications, of course, thepro-
posals submitted by Mr. Matthews and the recommendations
thereto,

This, as you will see, provides in the Objects and
Reasons for inspections to be made by the Labour Com=
missioner and/or his Officers, and the various things are
set out, I presume that members have already read the
Objects and Reasons, Perhaps I should say before dealing
with the various aspects of the Bill that the intents and
purposes of this Bill have been submitted to the various
organisations ~ the Barbados Workers® Union and all re~
presentative Organisations of the employers - and they
have all agreed to the proposals as set out in this Bill, I
should like to say that when these proposals were sent to
the Barbados Workers® Union they did submit some form
of modification which to a large extent has been accepted
by the Government, and therefore I do not anticipate any
opposition to this Bill, since, as I said, it has the general
approval, even though this approval was given some time
ago - almost a year now if not more - by the various Or-
ganisations.

The Objects and Reasons provide in paragraph (a)
for labour inspection duties to be performed by the Labour

Commissioner, Assistant Labour Commissioner and La-
bour Officers, and these duties are defined in Clause 2.

Paragraph (b) of the Objects and Reasons saysthat no
Labour Officer shall perform labour inspection duties in
respect of any business or undertaking in which he has an
interest directly or indirectly, While it is true that in the
Colonial Regulations an officer cannot engage in  busi-
ness, nevertheless there may be cases where an officer's
immediate family or connections or both could be engaged
in business, and therefore this provides against an officer
who is connected in any way remotely with any business
having anything to do with that business in so far as in-
spection is concerned.

Now, Sir, paragraph (c) makes provision for the
Labour Commissioner to be accompanied by a member
of the Police Force, That is found inClause 3, We felt that
was necessary although it will hardly be necessaryto seek
the aid of a member of the Police Force regularly, That
provision is made, however, that if, for instance, a Labour
Officer has to approach an individual who was intractable
and may have a high temper or something like that, the
Labour Officer would be protected by having a Police
Officer accompany him to this place.

In paragraph (d) an obligation will be laid on em-~
ployers of ten or more workers tofurnishthe Labour Com~
missioner on request with certain information, As the
1943 Act stands, no provision for that had been made, and
so we feel that it is absolutely necessary that all the in=-
formation that is available should be produced for the
Officer so as to be able to examine with great care and
attention the complaint made by the aggrieved person.

In paragraph (e), the Labour Officers when perform=
ing labour inspection duties shall not divulge the sources
of information or complaints concerning any contraven-
tion of the provisions of the Act, That is found in Clause
5, and I think you will also find it under the Wages Council
Act, This is therefore provided for in this Labour Depart-
ment Act.

Paragraph (f) says that no publication of any record
prepared in accordance with the provisions of the Act
shall disclose the particulars comprised in an individual
Report or shall be so arranged as to enable particulars
to be identified as relating to an individual person or
business, This is found in Clause 6.

12,55 p.m,

1 would like to say at this stage that the Labour Com=~
missioner did not relish that too kindly because if, {or
example, there was a business place which carried on a
particular business that another business place did not
carry on and that individual had to make a report, ob=-
viously if he reported on that business, indications would
be that he would be referring to that particular business;
but in consultation with the Crown Law Officers, it has
been found that it is impossible that he can get around
that; therefore it was agreed that this sort of provision
should be included in the Bill,

Then, in paragraph () of the Objects and Reasons,
you will see that the Labour Commissioner, Assistant
Labour Commissioner or a Labour Officer may institute
proceedings in his own name against an employer for any
contravention of or offence under theprovisions of the Act,
That is provided for in Clause 8, Your Honour will appre=-
ciate that these offences do not mean civil offences, but
criminal offences,

I should like to say at this stage that this was one of
the points which was raised by the Union which at first
felt that the Labour Commissioner or his officersought to
be in a position to institute proceedings against people in
civil actions; but after it was pointed out that by so doing
you would more or less place the Labour Comnmissioner in
a very individuous position, the Union decided notto press
that matter, It was also brought to the attention of the Union,
as far as my notes go, that that applied more or less 1o
backward countries or territories where penal sanctions
existed, For that part, I think I am correct in saying that
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the Union did agree not to insist that the Labour Com=
missioner or his officers should have power to institute
proceedings where civil actions were concerned inhisown
name against an employer for any contravention of/or
offence committed under the provisions of this Act,

The last peint which is complementary to a con-
sequential Bill such as this before us is that regulations
made by the Governor-in-Executive Committee under the
Act be laid before both Houses of the Legislature as soon
as may be after they are made and be subject to annulment
by resolution of either House within 40 days of being so
laid.

That is the intent and purpose of this Bill and if hon,
members would like to ask any questions, I would be quite
willing to answer. Ionly will remember hon. members again
that Government sometime in 1955 got an LL.O, expert
to come here to go into the question of the Labour Code,

I beg to move that this Bill benow read a second time,
Hon, D. D, GARNER: I beg to second that,

NMr., WALCOTT: Sir, this Bill is a non=controversial
matter so far as I am concerned, because it is the sort of
legislation that you have made from time to time, What 1
would like to say now, dealing with the Labour Department
and hearing what the Hon. Minister had to say about Mr,
Matthews, is that Barbados was never in need of a Labour
Code because the codification of Barbados Labour Laws
was not necessary. You could review them, but it was not
necessary to codify them and I am pleased to see, despite
what other people had to say, that Government had to fall
back on that method because they found that out, Because
they could not codify, they had to fall back on this and do
it measure by measure.

Sir, I think the time has come when consideration
should be given to making the Labour Department Office
a more appropriate office for discussions to be conduct=
ed from day to day, I must say that I use that building
more frequenlty than many people from other organisa-
tions, and I have found out, as well as others have found
out, that there is not adequate accommodation there for
both sides to have the private discussions which one re=-
quires at such meetings. When we meet there, very often
we are forced to use the Labour Commissioner's private
office because the office which is used as a conference
room cannot accommodate full teams when they want to
consult privately on matters before negotiations are ended.

1 think it is essential that this Department should
have those facilities which are now provided for in the
Bill. I hope that they will also have appropriate officers
to get the statistics because in Barbados iv is appalling
to find that you cannot get important statistical informa=
iion from some of the Departments in this island, and 1
think that as regards the Labour Department the question
of wages and conditions of employment should be given
serious consideration,

The Hon., Minister made mention about the Labour
Code and I would like to take this opportunity to say that 1
cannot understand why it is that the Minister is sending
down this piece of legislation which is a matter which we
do not regard as pressing today, and that what is of more
importance is that the Minister gave notice of a Bill on
the 10th January, 1961, to amend the Workmen'’s Com~
pensation Act, That was one of the matters with which
Mr. Matthews dealt and which in the process of the re-
marks of the Minister on that Bill he said that since it was
sent down he had proposed to have further discussions on
the matter, Today is the 18th April, which is more than
three months after that Bill was sentdownhere and what we
cannot appreciate, far from understanding, is how these
types of Bills such as the one with which we are dealing
can be considered more important than an amen:” nent on
the Workmen's Compensation Act which deals with people
who get injured and who are getting injured more often
today than before. It seems to me that a period of three
months is a long time to have discussions on a matter

with which you were dealing ever since 1955, I will say
no more than that today,. I think if this sort of thing con-
tinues that the workers will have to do what workers do
in Europe, that is, to stop work for an hour so that every-
body would know that workmen's compensation is inadequate
and that you are forcing people to do something about it,
1.05 p.m.

It is outrageous that a matter like this is being delayed,
No discussion is being held at the level at which it should
be held, and these matters which are relatively unimportant
can be dealt with while an important measure is left off for
three months. That is a long time for anyone to have the
patience of hearing what you propose to do,

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, before youput the ques-
tion, I could hardly allow the remarks which have just
been made by the hon, member to go unchallenged. I have
told this House on several occasions the reason for not
bringing down a comprehensive Bill dealing with Workmen's
Compensation, This Bill which is on the Order Paper has
nothing to do with the Bill which is under discussion, I am
prepared to defend the Government and the Ministry of
Trade, Industry and Labour; since Your Honour has allowed
the hon. member to speak as he did, I want to say that this
Bill was brought in so as to meet hard cases which may
come up during the time that the comprehensive Workmen's
Compensation Bill is under consideration. Ipointed out that
the Bill sought to increase from $1,800, the maximum which
will be paid tothe legal personal representativeof a person
who loses his life, to $3,000, I said that there was an in~
terim measure until suchtime as we would be able to bring
down this comprehensive Bill before the House, L also said
that, while we have agreed on the Bill which was brought
before the House, since I read the Report of the Assistant
Labour Commissioner to the Colonial Office, 1 was con=-
vinced that it was necessary for us to make further im=
provements on our Draft Bill. In other words, we want to
give a workman or his dependants better concessions than
what we have got in the Bill to be introduced before the
House. I went into the Bill with the Crown Law Officers
and the Labour Commissioner and after we got through all
the various recommendations inthe Report by the Assistant
Secretary of Labour to the Colonial Office, we agreed to
adopt these improved proposals and concessions,

Mr, Speaker, before that Bill could be brought before
the House, we had to submit it to the Barbados Workers®
Union and also to Employers® Organizations, As far as 1
gathered from my Permanent Secretary some four or five
weeks ago, that Draft has been submitted to the Union. 1
am not in a position to say today whether the Union has re=-
plied or not because, frankly, it slipped me even to ask
about it,

Mr, WALCOTT: On a point of order, I think that the
hon. member should go back and ask his Permanent Secre=-
tary about this matter because he should speakof what is a
fact, He should find out from the Permanent Secretary whe=
ther he sent this proposed draft to the Union or not,

Hon, M, E. COX: I did not state any particular date or
time, (Mr, WALCOTT: It has not been sent,) Well, it would
be unwise to bring it before the House before it has been
submitted to the Union, Until suchtime as these bodies are
able t0 examine these proposals and some agreement is
reached, the Bill will not be presented before this House,

Mr., WALCOTT: On a point of order. May I explain,
Mr, Speaker, to the hon. member what I did say? 1 said,
with regard to the proposals dealing with Workmen's Com-=
pensation, that Mr. Matthews' Labour Code also made re~
commendations about Workmen's Compensation, If the hon.,
member had listened as he should have listened to what 1
said, he would remember that I said that on the 10th January,
notice was given of a Bill to amend the Workmen's Com=
pensation Act and subsequently the Minister said that he did
not proceed with this Bill because they intended to have
some discussion about this amendment. I said that three
months had elapsed since then and up to this time we have
not heard anything about this Bill, The point I raised was
this: what are youdoing about this Bill? I regard it as more
important than these Bills which are now before us, The

-~
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hon. member should not state in any categorical manner
that things had been sent to the Union; he must first check
and see if that is so, because they have not yet been sent
to the Union.

Hon. M, E. COX: I accept what the hon. member says.
1 apologise for that, but I was under the impression that
the draft Bill had gone out to the parties concerned. The
hon. member said that we were bringing down all of these
unimportant Bills. Or. WALCOTT: Comparatively speak=
ing.) As far as this Government is concerned, we have not
got any time with non-important Bills; all the matters we
bring before this House are very important matters. If you
do not have the authority to inspect premises in order to
see whether or not the law is being carried out, what is the
good of making the law? You say that people must have an
hour for food and the employers say that they must work
right through or eat their food intheir hands while they are
working, You say that certain wages should be paid and that
shops should be closed at 4 o'clock and the employer says:
‘‘Oh no, there is nothing doing."* What isthe point of having
these laws if you do not have people to see that they are
carried out? I want the hon, member to understand that it
is just as important or more important to make sure that
*he laws are carried out as it is to have such '~ - slation
on the Statute Book.
1.15 p.m.
We donot go in for non-important items, I repeat, Mr.
Speaker, that all our items are important, but if the mem-=~
ber had given the slightest thought to what he was about
to say before he said it, he would have seen that it is by
far easier to draft something and to get through with some-
thing which could be regarded, taking his ownwords, as not
so important as something that is very important, because
the imore important the item is, the more thought, con=
sideration and cooperation have to be given to it.

I would like to tell the hon, member that as far as the
Crown Law Office is concerned, not only drafting legisla~-
tion is the function of these officers, but they have to pro-
secute cases, go to Grand Sessions, attend the Police
Cour:s and things of that nature, While it is true that we
press therm as much as we possibly can = because nobody
is mwore anxious to get legislationdownherethan we are =
still we must appreciate that an individualcanonly give of
his best and no more. While an officer is in Court prose-
citing or otherwise, he cannot be inhis office drafting law;
and these voluminous and very important Billstakea very
long time.

I repeat, Sir, that even sometimes when these things
are drafted you are confronted with some sort of legisiation
perhaps recently passed in some other island, some conven=
tion which was agreed to at LL,O, or something like that
which deinands your further attention, soas to make sure
that when you bring something to this House it is as good
as any existing anywhere in the world and better than a
lot.I was amazed, Mr. Speaker, to see that in St, Kitts
under this Workmen's Compensation Act greater conces=
sions were granted than are granted under our old Act,
Even the latest agreement they have reached does not ex=
tend to similar concessions in our Bill, Are you telling
me that with my eyes open I would come to the House with
lesser concessions in our Workmen's Compensation Bill
than what obtains in aplace likeSt, Kitts? (\r, WALCOTT:
Who asked you to do that?) Mr. Speaker, I repeat that this
Workmen's Compensation is nothing to play with; it is
something we are prepared to put on a very sound footing,
having beer given some of the best advice we could ever
hope to get from the Assistant Labour Officer of the Colo~
nial Office. We have also had advice from other places,

I have written to Canada and have had copies of their
latest Workmen's Compensation Ordinances and these are
also under study. I am prepared as soon as we have ex-
amined them thoroughly and have selected the bestof these
Ordinances that they be included in our legislation and
then submitted to the House of Assembly. If people have to
wait, it is better to wait for a little time and get the best
than hurriedly to get some piece of second-hand thing which
will let them down in a few days or weeks after.

— T ———————

The question that this Bill be now read a second

time was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division,

On the motion of Hon. M. E, COX, seconded by Hon.
D. D. GARNER, Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and the
House went into Committee on the Bill, Mr. BRYAN
being in the Chair.

Clauses 1 to 5 inclusive were called and passed.

Clause 6 was called. It reads as follows:-

6. The principal Act is hereby amended by inserting
immediately after section 6A thereof the following new
section to be numbered 6B —

6B. In any report, summary of statistics
or other publication prepared in accord-
ance with the provisions of this Act with
reference to any trade or industry, thepar-
ticulars comprised in any individual re-
port shall not be disclosed in any manner
whatsoever, or arranged in such manner
as will enable any person to identify any
particulars as being particulars relating
to any individual person or business."’.

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, I1am only using Clause
6 as a means of stating what I said earlier to the effect that
the Labour Department should be a Department where you
could get this very important information. The Labour De~
partment should be so constructed that the various people
who use it should be able to get information on a matter
such as Workmen's Compensation, We do not know accu-
rately, unless we get it from the insurers, the sort of in=-
formation we would like to know as tothe number of injuries
and how frequently they occur. The Minister should see
about this and also bear inmind that when I say that we re~
quire attention to be paid to similar labour legislation to be
passed as they pass this, it is not for me to say here that
the legislation which you are now passing you have not
given attention to, This is partof the Labour Code, and Mr,
Matthews was here in 1955, so I want the hon, member to
know that it is not at this late stage in 1961 that you are
now examining the thing in St, Kitts,
1,25 p.m,

We examined the one inSt, Kitts and if the Hon, Minis-
ter read what we said, he will seethat the Trade Union Bill
is superior to the one which you have sent down, We are
asking the Minister before he sends these Bills down to con=
sult us, We were not corsulted on the one which was sent
down before this one and therefore we objected to it, You
will notethat the time when they pass legislation to which
nobody objects is when we are consulted, What the Hon. Min=-
ister must bear in mind is that we do not write the Assis=~
tant Labour Adviser to the Secretary of State to get this
information, but we have our sources of information and
when we get our information we examine and deal with it
quickly, This is not a new Bill, This relates to more inspec=
tion being paid, and this Bill is not as important as the Bill
dealing with the amendments to the Workmen's Compensa~=
tion Act, We say that the Bill dealing with the Workmen's
Compensation Act is more important than this Bill with
which we are dealing.

The question that Clause 6 stand part was put and
resolved in the affirmative without division,

Clause 7,8 and 9 were called separately and passed.

On motion of Hon. M. K. COX, seconded by Hon.
D. 20 GIRYER, Mr. CHAIRMAN reported the passing of
the Rill in Committee,

wry P THXT resumed the Chair and reported ac-

cordingly,

n separate motions of don, {, E. COYX, seconded
in esch case by Hon, '), i, GARVER, the Bill was read
a third time and passed,
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THE AGRICULTURAL CREDIT BANK BILL, 1961

Mr, SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Minister of Agriculture, Lands and
Fisheries: To move the second reading of a Bill to repeal
the Peasants Loan Bank Act, 1936, and to make other pro=
vision in lieu thereof,

Hon, D. D. GARNER: Mr. Speaker, this Bill seeks to
repeal the Peasants Loan Bank Act, 1936-6, and to provide
in its stead the Agricultural Credit Bank Act of 1961, As
hon, members will recall, not so long ago I hinted to this
House that a new Act will be coming down to the House
which would embody more facilities than those granted
under the Peasants’ Loan Bank Act, Some sweeping changes
are made to that Act and some of the old clauses are still
incorporated in this new Bill with of course certain modi~
fications and expansions.

Sir, I do not think this Bill is controversial because
peasant proprietors have been hoping that it will be soon
finalised so that some of the benefits which are now passed
on to the farmers will be forthcoming to them, It is now a
great pleasure for me to deal withthe Bill in the hope that
it will have the blessing of all hon. members here assem=
bled.

I should say at the outset that we have made certain
changes in this Bill. We have altered some of the old things
and we have also brought in quite a few new things, I shall
read here some of the things whichthis Bill seeks to do. It
makes a provision for staff along similar lines as the staff
at the Government Savings Bank. You can find this provi-
sion in Clauses 12 and 14 of the Bill,

The Bank is also empowered to make loans for any
specific purpose to any cooperative society registered un=-
der the Co-operative Societies Actof 1949, That provision
is found in Clauses 29 to 34, Then, Sir, the requirements
for advertising the issue of loans has been removed. The
Bank will now have a firm of Solicitors to search titles,
etc, The Bank is alsoexempted from Trade Tax and Income
Tax, rating by Local Government Councils, exemptions
from stamp duties and other fees and that information is
found in Clauses 36 to 38, Clause 39 requires landlords
who supply tenants with the certificate required by para-
graph (b) of Clause 21 to notify the Bank of the termination
of tenancies of such tenants,

If you look at Clause 39 (a) you will see that every
landlord who supplies a tenant withthe certificate required
by paragraph (b) of Subsection (1) of Section 20 of this Act
shall, if the provisions of the Security of Tenure of Small
Holdings Act, 1955 apply to the holding in respect of which
the certificate is granted, serve the Board with a copy of
any notice issued under that Act for terminating the tenan-
cy of such holding,

Part V provides for the making of loans to owners
and tenants, sets out the purposes for which loans may be
made to owners and tenants, and the conditions applicable
to the grant of such loans, Provision is also made in this
Part of the Bill for the security of loans, the limit of credit
which may be granted to owners and tenants and ihe dis-
posal of crops charged with loans, Clause 25 prescribes
in detailthe time within which loans are to be repaid, and
Clause 26 provides for the recovery of outstanding loans
from owners and tenants on complaints made by or on be-
half of t*= Bank before a Magistrate, Clause 27 retains
the old provisioi. for the inspection of holdings in respect
of which loans are made and prescribes apenalty of a fine
not exceeding one hundred dollars for any per son convicted
of opstructing a member of the Board of other authorised
person carrying out an inspection, Clause 28 which is a
new provision empowers the Board to make special loans
to owners and tenants for the payment of premiums for the
insurance of chattels offered as security for loans.

There are many things which I can say for this Bill
but it would take me a very long time to do so., However, 1
do want to point out to this Honourable House some of the
changes which have taken place and whichthis Bill intends
to bring about, Heretofore, Co-operative Societies could not

get a loan from this Bank: but in this Bill there is provi~
sion for Co=operative Societies to be able to get a loan and
that would go a long way in helping Co-operative Societies
to carryout their commitments and their work. One of
the big features in this Bill, is that we are providing for
tenants. When the Peasants® Loan Act became law in 1936,
no one perhaps at that time thought that there would come
a time when an ordinary tenant without ownership of land
would be able to get a loan on a gentleman’s agreement.
1.35 p.m.

We have been doing that for the pastfew years. I would not
say thatthere have been losses, but we have found it very
necessary tohave legislation to protect ourselves. For
instance, any tenant who rents apiece of land from anybody
can go to the Bank and borrow money without security; and
we have found a few hard cases where people have sold
their crop and have gone off to England or elsewhere, We
do not want that state of affairs to exist because this Bank
operates in the interest of the people of this island, As a
Government, we are responsible to the people for the pro-
per disbursements of funds., You will find that in this new
Bill there are certain Clauses which seek to tighten up on
that phase of the Bank’s activities, Ithink that people should
be glad that they have an agency such as this Bank where
they can get loans and they should be only too glad to keep
the Bank functioning by repaying their loans.

Some of the things which we intend to do in this Bill
are very wide. There are canefarmers whofind it difficult
to get transportation for their crops and if these groups
become registered they will be able toget money from the
Bank for the purpose of buying lorries and so on, This Bill
gives the Bank the authority to loan money even for the
building of the garages and other things.

We have not left out the staff. Exactly what obtains at
the Government Savings Bank now will obtain at the Agri-
cultural Credit Bank. We have tried our best to fall into
line with what happens at the Government Savings Bank;
therefore the Staff at the Peasants® Loan Bank need have any
fear of malpractice or maltreatment because whatever goes
on at the Government Saving Bank willgo on at the Agricul~
tural Credit Bank.

Mr, Speaker, it has been said over and over again by
interested parties that they would borrow money fromtime
to time from the Bank, but they did not like the element of
having their names advertised and how much money they
were borrowing, Barbadians have a sort of pride in that
when they want to borrow money they do not want their next
door neighbour to know how they got this money; they like
to keep their next door neighbour guessing, Inorder o sa-
tisfy these fancies, we have removed that provision, We
are going to make more searches by way of the Bank’s
Solicitors, Itis agood thing to let peasants know that if they
felt that their pride was hurt inhaving these things adver-
tised, we have come to their desire and we are not adver-
tising any more, The last time we advertised was really
the last,

There are other aspects of the Bill which, perhaps,
some people would not like, We have made arrangements
that when we loan tenants money on their crops, we must
know where they are selling those crops, That is one of the
conditions as to the loans. We have found out that some
tenants = and we lend some of them quite a large sum of
money = have said that they were selling their canes to one
factory, whereas they sent the canes to another factory and
in somebody else’s name, We do not want that to happen; we
do not want to break the sweet relationship existing between
the Bank and the farmers so that those who would do the ex=
traordinary thing must be kept in line, so that this sweet
relationship between the Bank and the farmers will not be
broken. This Bill has gone so far away from the old Act
that I feel that the farmers will be glad to say that at long
last this Bill is here.

Mr. Speaker, looking through the Bill, youwill see that
there is a Clause whichallows landowners a certain amount
of money to repay their loans or mortgages or to clear their
properties, Heretofore, when a person had no land and he
wanted toget a loan from the Bank, he would have to have at
least 60%b of the value paid up. Thatprovision has been re-
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moved and today we have changed it to the other way around,
We say that if you have 40% paid up we will lend you the
other 60%. I think that that willbe a great help to people. If
you own a piece of land and the fair market value was $800
and you had 40% of that money paid up, whereas we would
lend you 40% before, today we are saying that if you have
40% of that money paid up we will lend you the balance of
60%. It is not as heretofore where we would lend you 40%,
We have made all of these changes because we want to see
agriculture adequately established and developed to the
point where nobody should have any unused land.Some peo-
ple cannot cultivate their land dueto thelack of finance and
it is good for the Government tobe mindful of the farmers
and to lend them money for thepurposeof cultivating their
land, buying their stock and erecting out-offices sothat the
peasants will have no need tosay: ‘‘Iwould like to do this*’
or *I would have had better crops if it had not been for the
inability to obtain a loan,"

1 can well remember speaking from time to time with
some of the Co~operative Officers who cometo this island
and who have pointed out that the co-operative movement in
Barbados cannot go very far inasmuch as the work which
the co-operative movement should be doing among the peo=
ple, the Barbados Government is doing in providing some
of the services, We feel that this is a service which should
be extended and the co-operative movement as such should
take hold of the fact that this Government is willing to vote
money each year in the Estimates so as to make sure that
whatever the programmes of people in this movement are,
so long as these people are organised and their books are
audited, so long as they are doing things in a businesslike
manner, then the Government will cometo their rescue and
help them with what they might need.

1.45 p.m. .

On the other hand, I should also warn those planters
who believe that they can go and borrow money and neglect
the land that they would not find a friend in this Act, be-

‘cause this Act gives the Manager of the Bank along with my
Ministry fairly wide powers, Whenever you are doing a good
service you have always got to look for loopholes, and
we have taken care as much as is humanly possible to see
that too many loopholes are not remaining in this Bill.

Now, Sir, there are several new items inthis Bill which
anyone will see, and I hope that hon. members have taken
time out to read it, Now, Sir, Iwill read from paragraph 19
just to give the House an idea as to what loans can be ob=
tained for. Clause 19 says that loans may be made under the
provisions of this Part of this Acttoowners and, where ap-
plicable, to tenants for all or any of the following pur-
poses =

(a) for carrying on the cultivation of holdings in this
island, including the cultivation of grasslands;

(b) to enable the owner of a holding in this Island to pay
the balance of any money owing in respect of the purchase
of such holding so however that the amount of any such
Ioan does not exceed sixty per centum of the fair market
value of the holding at the time the loan is obtained;

(c) for the irrigation of the holdings;
(d) for the purchase of livestock;
(e) for the housing of livestock;

(f) for acquiring a good or marketable title to a holding;
and

(2) for such other purposes as the Board may consider
reasonable and necessary for increasing the productivity of
holdings.

Further on in the Bill, Sir, you will see that there are
certain stipulated times that these loans are given for, I
should add here and now that quite recently this Govern=

" ment has seen fit to institute what is known as a peasant

ploughing system, and although we did not have this new
Bill yet, we made arrangements withthe Bank to give loans
to farmers to pay for their ploughing, and in that respect it

— e —————————

is not to be repaid from the next year's crop; we extended
the period to three years for the repayment of such loans,
and we give seven years to repay loans to people who buy
cattle.

As 1 said, this has gone very wide and far away from
the old Bill in order to make it very comprehensive and to
make its usefulness felt inthe agricultural community, The
Co=-operative Societies can also borrow money from the
Bank for the purpose of the purchase and distribution of ar-
tificial fertilisers; for the purchase of motor and other
mechanical equipment for agricultural purposes; for the
purchase of tractors, ploughs and other mechanicalequip-
ment for cultivation; for the erection or improvement of
farm buildings other than dwelling houses; and for the pur-
chase of irrigation equipment,

All these things havetodowithagriculture, Sir, and as
one would see from two years such as last year and this
present year, if we are to maintain our economy in agri-
culture, we must look to irrigation, because one can look
around and see what our crops can be in the absence of
rain. The only thing we know apart from the rairfall io
grow plants is irrigation, In other words, what does not
come down we must bring up. At this time, Sir, the Water
Board, the Irrigation Board and the Waterworks are all dis-
cussing ways and means of doing better irrigationwork for
farmers in Barbados.

Now, Sir, some time ago we made provision for an
Inspector of Wells, but that is not an end in itself, Per-
sonally I am against giving too many people the trouble
of attending to their fan-mills and what not, I speak my
own conviction now as a farmer. 1 know the trouble one
gets when he has to maintain a fan=-mill. More often than
not he knows nothing about it and when something goes
wrong he calls in somebody, and any man who has o go
down in a well wants big money, Sometimes it is o:ly Lo
tighten up a nut or something like that, but because he has
to go down there, he says it is dangerous work; so these
things become very expensive if a manhasto maintain liis
mill,

Speaking on my own now, I feel that when the water
situation becomes better, as we can see it will become
better in a short while, the people who are in charge of
bringing up water to the surface should deal with that as-
pect of it and not allow people to dig wells all over the
place when in truth and in fact after a certain period they
just deteriorate and leave the poor man in debt, If water
was supplied and meters given out, as well as a cheaper
rate charged for the water, people would use less water be-
cause they would have to pay a small charge for it and it
would be used with care and economy, I think the people
who are in the water business, that is the Waterworks, have
the technical know-how and they are the ones who are in
charge of the water; they know where the water is,
1,55 p.m.

1 have had the misfortune to see that a poor farmer
wanted to do something about irrigation and he went and
sank a well to 190 feet to find that he only got a drop of
water, while not far from him others got water from wells
which were only sunk a few feet,Say what you like, we will
always have years of drought just as we have years of
plenty; and when the years of drought come, a farmer like
any human being would still have to maintain himself and
family and he can only do that when he grows his crops and
markets them; but if there is no favourable weather for him
to grow his crops there would be nomoney coming in, Sir,
in some stores when business is not quite good, there are
some kind employers who say that they will still keep the
staff because when things brighten up again that staff will
be still with them. However, what lam saying is that most -,
farmers are unable and almost incapable of maintaifing **
these irrigating units, therefore, Iamnot infavour of their
sinking more wells and coming for more money by way of
a loan to erect fan-mills. I think that the time has come
when Government will have to see to it that water is made
available to the farmers and I think that they will take
greater care of it when it is metered to them, It would be
better for them to irrigate that way because in the case of
a hurricane, they will not have to be afraid of their mills
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toppling over. If you had proper watering facilities other
than that provided by a fanmill, Iam sure that a lot of peo=-
ple who have now gone out of the business would still be in
it,

Sir, we are glad to encourage small farmers. This
Government is willing to come to their assistance and, in
fact, we are working onother schemes now in order to help
them. We do want to make sure that this Bill covers the en~
tire lot of cane farmers.

I will pass on from irrigation to other parts of this
Bill. I think I should say here now that when the Peasants’'
Loan Bank Act is repealed and is supplanted by this one, all
the commitments whichwere under the old Act will be takel
over by this new Bill, '

SUSPENSION OF SITTING

Mr, SPEAKER: It now being 2,00 p.m. of the clock,
this Sitting now stands suspended until 2.30 o'clock.
2.00 pam.

On resumption:

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, Idrawto your attention
that there is no quorum and 1 ask that the Bell be rung.

The Bell was rung and a quorum was obtained,

QUESTION TIME
NEW SCHOOL BUILDINGS

Nr. SPEAKER: This is Question Time, The first is
Question No, 24 asked by the hon, senior member for St,
Lucy,

Mr. TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon, Minister of Educa=
sion:

““Will the Minister state what new schoolbuildings are
to be constructed this year as distinct from completion of
projects started last year?"

“9, Will he further state where these new schools will be,
as well as their nature and capacity,"’

Hon, L, St,A. THORNE: Mr, Speaker, I think I have to
acquaint this House that these questions were tabled during
the last financial year and we have now ventured on a new
financial year and programme,

In this — meaning, the last — financial year the pro=
gramme of new school buildings has included extensions to
St, Michael’s Girls' School, Hothersal Junior, St, Matthias
Girls’, St, Catherine'’s Mixed, Black Bess Mixed, Turner’s
Hall Junior and Speightstown Boys'.

The extensions at St, Michael’s Girls' will provide
Science Laboratories, Domestic Science rooms, an Arts
Room, a Library and additional classrooms whereby the
school will eventually house 600 secondary pupils. Theex=
tensions at the primary schools listed above will provide
accommodation for 720 pupils.

Mr, TUDOR: Can the Minister say whether the Depart~
ment has it in mind or whether it has been drawn to his
attention the serious state of disrepair at the St, Swithun
Junior School and whether in this financial year it is pro=
posed to carry out extensive repairs or to re-site that
School?

2,35 p.m.

Hon, L, St.A, THORNE: Mr. Speaker, I have no recol=
lection of that school being listed. I am sorry that I have
not got the list of priorities here; Iam not sure about that,

Mr, TUDOR: In view of the fact that the Minister is not
quite sure at the moment of what the position is, will he
undertake to discover what it is and let the House know
subsequently?

Hon, L. St,A. THORNE: I will do that.

POLITICAL BROADCASTS BY OPPOSITION
PARTIES ON REDIFFUSON

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Question stands in the name of
the same hon, member.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr, Speaker, Toenquire of the Honourable
Premier:-

1, Would the Government be prepared either
(a) to surrender a portion of its Broadcasting
time on Rediffusion to the Opposition Parties
for the purpose of Political Broadcasts? or

(b) to request more Broadcasting time and sur=
render that additional time to the Opposition
Parties? or

(c) permit Barbados Rediffusion Limited to sell
Radio Time for Broadcasts by the Opposition
Parties?

Hon, Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS: The answer is as follows:~

(a) No Sir, Government time on Rediffusion has never
been used for making political broadcasts, It has
been used to present information in an attractive
way and to provide a measure of adult education.
Information is given about such things as the
working of Government Departments and Govern-
ment projects, and the programmes are intended
to expand the horizons of listeners in the fields
of music, drama, education, literature and ethics.

(b) and (c) do not arise in view of the answer to (a),

Mr, TUDOR: In view of what the Premier has just said,
could he explain to this House under what category came the
re-broadcast of a speechmade by the Federal Prime Minis~
ter at a recent Conference of the Government Party? Was
it for the purpose of presenting Government activities in an
attractive way or was it for the purpose of adult education?

Hon, Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS: Obviously, it was informa=
tion and education,

Mr., TUDOR: That is a matter of opinion, Would the hon.
member, in view of what he has said, care to explore the
possibility of adopting the practice which the British Broad~
casting Company follows in England at the present time,
that is, allowing political parties = as parties = to make
independent summaries of the week’s proceedings in Par-
liament?

Hon, Dr. H. G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, is that a
proper supplementary question?

Mr, SPEAKER:1regard it as a supplementary question,

Hon, Dr, H. G, H, CUMMINS: All right, Sir. I cannot
answer that question now; I will have to give it some con=
sideration,

CONTRACT FOR PRINTING

THE LAWS OF BARBADOS

Mr, SPEAKER: The next question stands inthe name of
the hon. senior member for St. Peter,

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, Toenquire of the appro-
priate Minister:

Can the Minister state if the Government has awarded
the contract for the printing of the Laws of Barbados?

If the answer is ‘‘yes', can the Minister state if the
contract is awarded to a printer in Barbados,

Hon, R. G. MAPP: Mr, Speaker, the Reply to the hon,
member's question is as follows:
(1) Yes, Sir.

——— e —— ———————
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(2) No, Sir, The award of the contract was influenced
by considerations not only of cost but of early deliverytime,
The difference indelivery time between the local tender and
the tender which was accepted was one of nearly two and a
half years.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the
Minister if he is satisfied that that award is in the best in-~
terest of the unemployment situation in Barbados.

Hon, R, G. MAPP: That is adifferent question; it cer-
tainly does not arise out of this question,

Mr, WALCOTT: Apropos to this question where the
Minister is asked if he can state if the contract is awarded
to a printer in Barbados, I think one would have to admit
that you are talking about the award of the contract for
printing. If you are talking about that, then it must involve
the employment of Barbadians, 1am asking if the hon, mem-~
ber considers that, on this questionof the award of the this
contract, the reasons he has given are in the best interest
of the unemployment situation in Barbados. I thinkthat the
hon. member would have to admit that this is a relevant
question,

Mr. SPEAKER: It is relevant,

Hon, R. G. MAPP: The effect of unemployment did not
figure in the hon, member’s question, He asked a question
and I gave an answer of fact, If he is going on to something
else now, we will have to enquire about that. I would not
know to what extent this matter affects unemployment. That
did not arise out of the hon. member’s questiom,

Mr., SPEAKER;: This question seeks to get at what is the
fact or what are the facts and the facts are not here. I think
it is a relevant question,

Mr, WALCOTT: Can the Minister state the costof the
primting of theselaws outside of Barbados and the cost of
printing them in Barbados? Can he state what is the time
factor between printing the laws outside of Barbados and
printing them here?

Hon. R, G, MAPP: 1 am afraid that I do not have the
figures here; I can get them for the hon, member,

RELIEF TEACHERS

Mr, SPEAKER: The nextquestion stands inthe name of
the hon. senior member for St. Lucy,

Mr, TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon, Minister of Educa=
tion:=

1. Is it true that some Relief Teachers did not receive
their salaries until the second week in January?

2. If true, hasthe Minister discovered the reason for this
unfortunate delay and censured those responsible?

Hon, L. St.A. THORNE: Mr, Speaker, the answer to the
hon. member's question is as follows:-

1, The records of payment show no such cases.

2. Does not arise.

Mr. TUDOR: Willthe Minister be prepared to state that
no complaints whatever have come into the Department of
Education about the non-payment of salaries to some Relief
Teachers?

Hon. L, St,A, THORNE: I have said thatthe records of
payment show no such cases, Ihave made investigations and
those are the replies which Ihave got from the Department
of Education.

Mr. SPEAKER; In other words, the complaints may be
unfounded.

ALLEGED BREACHES OF THE PEACE
ON THE WHARF

Mr, SPEAKER: The nextQuestion stands in the name of
the hon, senior member for St. Lucy.

Mr., BRANCKER: To enquire of the Honourable Prem-
ier:=

Whether he is aware that, on 9th day of instant month,
there occurred alleged breaches of the Peace on the Wharf,
Bridgetown, when (a) one Tommy Steele is alleged to have
violated inter alia Sections 35 and/or 39 of the Offences
Against the Person Act, 1868 (1868-5),and Section 55 of the
Highways Act, 1900 (1900-5), by inflicting a battery upon
one Thomas Belle, a Second Officer of Steamship ‘*Maure~
tania'', and causing a disturbance; (b) the said Thomas Belle
likewise committed an alleged battery on the said Tommy
Steele?

2. If the answer to either of above queries is ‘‘yes’,
will the Premier state if it is a fact that no steps were
taken, or contemplated, by the Police to place the alleged
offenders before Her Majesty’s Courts of this Island?

3. Is the Premier aware that grave disquiet and concern
exist amongst the people of this Island concerning Police
failure to follow the normal procedure a propos of afore-
mentioned incidents, irrespective of whether parties in-
volved were residents or non-residents of this Island, and
regardless of class, colour or creed?

4, If it is a fact that Police have deliberately refrained
from taking steps re the above matter, will the Premier
cause an enquiry to be made to ascertain why?

2.45 p.mn.

Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr.Speaker, the Replies
are as follows:-

‘1, The Premier is aware that on the 10th January a
breach of the peace occurred on the wharf in Bridgetown
involving Thomas Hicks, alias Tommy Steele and Second
Officer Thomas Belle of the S.S. ‘*Mauretania®’.

2. At the request of the Police the two parties involved
went to the Bridge Police Station, where Hicks and Belle
were informed that they could chargeeachother for assault
under Section 35 of the Offences Against the Persons Act,
1868-5, However, both Hicks and Belle informed the Police
that the matter had been amicably settled and they wished
no further Police action to be taken. A common assault is
one in whichno wound or serious injury is inflicted, It is an
offence against the Offences Against the Person Act, 1868,
section 35, and except under rare and aggravating circum=
stances is only dealt with by a Court of Summary Jurisdic-
tion on the complaint of the person assaulted.Inpractice the
Police do not take action under section 35except in very ex-
ceptional cases, but advise the parties to take their ownac~
tion,

3. The Premier is not aware that grave disquiet and con=~
cern exist amongst the people of this Island, nor have the
Police failed to follow the normalprocedure a propos of the
incidents,

4. As the Police have not deliberately refrained from
taking steps in this matter this question does not arise.

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, further and supple-~
mentarily, is the Hon, Premier aware thatitis the custom
of long standing by the Police of this country that whether
or not persons involved in a fracas decide to call it quits
and settle the matter amicably among themselves, for the
alleged disturbance of the peace it hasbeenand still is the
practice, with this one exception, of the Police Force in
this island, to institute proceedings for making or causing
to be made a disturbance contrary to section 55 of the
Highways Act, 1900 (1900-5) of this island?

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, in respect of the alleged battery
referred to in the firstQuestion, is the Premier aware that
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if the assualted Thomas Belle had not been a capable
swimmer, the battery inflicted onhim might well have been
resulted in his death, he having beenpushed into the sea in
which he was beyond his depth and the result would have
been a case of murder consequent on this initial battery?
In view of that fact, does the Hon. Premier regard this
assault and battery as being inconsequential as it might well
have caused the death of the personon whom the battery had
been inflicted had he not been a capable swimmer?

Hon, Dr. H.G,.H, CUMMINS: Mr.Speaker, bothof those
subsidiary questions begun by asking whether the Premier
is aware, The Premier begs to say that he is not aware of
either case.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 think the hon. member's questions
involve some knowledge of Law; I think they have that par=
ticular bias,

Mr, BRANCKER: Mr, Speaker, did the Hon, Premier
satisfy himself that there was no departure from normal
Police procedure in this particular case in respect of the
failure of the Police to cause either of these two parties to
be charged for making a disturbance contrary toSection 55
of the Highways Act, so that in future in similar cases
occurring between residents of this island irrespective of
who they are or what they look like, the procedure followed
by the Police in this case in not instituting proceedings will
likewise be followed and this case will be accepted as a
precedent?

Hon, Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Sir, the hon. member
began by asking if I satisfied myself. Yes, Sir, I satisfied
myself on the information and the advice givento me by the
Crown Law Officers,

Mr, BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, will the Hon. Premier
state whether he is at present advised that the Police will
noi in future take any steps in respect of any alleged dis-
turbance under circumstances similar to what is enumerat=-
ed in these questions in case of Barbadians and non-Euro-
peans - or I should say non-Nordic or non-Aryan,
2,55 p.mn,

Hon, Dr, H. G, H, CUMMIINS: I certainly do not consider
that to be a supplementary because the question of non=
Nordics does not enter the question,

Mr. BRANCKER: Does the Hon, Premier not know that
Question 3 stated that grave disquiet and concern existed
amongst the people of this Island concerning Police failure
to follow the normal procedure a propos of aforementioned
incidents, irrespective of whether parties involved were
residents or non-residents of thisIsland, and regardless of
class, colour or creed? Did not the Hon. Premier observe
that that was the vital Clause inthe question when he made
his reply?

Hon, Dr. H. G, H. CUMMIINS: Since the hon. member
has read the Question afresh, Ithink Iam correct in saying
that the questionof Nordics and non=Nordics does not arise,
1 thought it was about residents and in respect of class,
colour or creed.

RESIGNATION OF PRINCIPAL OF
TECHNICAL INSTITUTE

Mr, SPEAKER: Question No, 41,

Mr, TUDOR: To enquire of the Hon, Minister of Educa-
tion:~

““Is it true that the Principal of the Technical Institute
has resigned?"

‘2. If true, why has he?"’

‘3. What is the Hon. Minister going to do about it?*’

Hon, L. St,A. THORNE: Mr. Speaker, this isthe reply
to Question 41, asked by the hon, senior member for St,
Lucy.

“l. Yes, Sir.”

‘2. He has accepted another appointment inJamaica.*®

3. I am sure that the Public Service Commission,
the body responsible for filling vacancies in the Service,
will try to find a suitable successor.'

Mr. TUDOR: Arising out of what the Hon, Minister
says, would he say who has been acting in the place of the
Principal and what is the staff situation at the Institute
proper?

Hon. L. St.A. THORNE: One of the members of the
Technical Institute has been appointed to act as Principal
for the remainder of the term and we hope that by the time
we resume work that some appointment would be made to
the post,

As far as the state of affairs in connection with the
staffing, I am pleased to say that it has improved consider~
ably, We have just been able togettwo or three permanent
persons on the staff; one for engineering, another for
plumbing and the third for something else, but I may say
that the situation as far as staffing is concerned has con-
siderably improved. It is not that anxiety which it was a
few months ago.

Mr. TUDOR: Is there at the moment any proposal to
train people for eventual positions on the staff?

Hon. L. St.A. THORNE: Yes. For thepresent financial
year, provision is being made for training instructors for
the Technical Institute as well as for the Grammar and
Secondary Modern Schools., The hon. member will recall
a statemnent which was made in His Excellency’sSpeech to
the effect that it was Government's policy to establish
workshops in various centres: so we are sending a batch of
between fourteen and fifteen trainees out shortly,

Mr. TUDOR: Just one more supplementary in respect
to the reply the Minister has given. Is the Minister in a
position to state whether notices have already been publish~
ed to invite applications for the post of Principal?

Hon. L. St,A, THORNE: I am not sure of that, We have
been discussing the matter and I have not checked to see
whether the notice has been published.

Mr, TUDOR: In view of what the Minister has just said,
would it then be contrary to the Government’s policy to
have these notices pubished both inside and outside of the
Island such as in Canada and elsewhere?

Hon., L, St,A. THORNE: It is Government’s policy to
advertise for a post like this inside and outside of the is=
land; therefore, there would be no departure from this
practice in this case.

INSPECTION OF VESSELS
Mr. SPEAKER: Question No, 36.

Mr., BRANCKER: To enquire of the appropriate Minis-
ter:~

Whether all vessels plying by sea between Territories
of the Caribbean are thoroughly inspected before departure
from this Island in respect of seaworthiness and adequacy
of their lifesaving equipment according to recognised Bri-
tish Standards?

2. In respect of such equipment, will Government seeto
it that no such vessels leave here on ‘‘Excursions'’ or
otherwise — without adequate lifesaving equipment, es-
pecially having regard to the number of persons being car=~
ried on such voyage??

Hon. R. G, MAPP: All vessels plying by sea between
Territories of the Caribbean are not thoroughly inspected
before departure from this island in respect of sea worthi=
ness since this will entail their being placed on dry dock.
However, the Port Department and Immigration Department
inspect the Certificate of sea worthiness issued annuallyto
all vessels which is in accordance withthe Merchant Ship-
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ping Act, 1898, Such inspection is carried out prior to the
departure of the vessel on each voyage. The life equipment
on all vessels plying between territories of the Caribbean
is inspected before each departure, Life-saving equipment
in the Caribbean is not required to be up to British stan-
dards, but the Federal Government has under consideration
legislation which will stipulate standards for ships plying
within the Federation, The Government of Barbados has
already considered this legislation and is satisfied that when
enacted it will meet local needs.

Since the coming into operation of the new Harbours
Legislation and the establishment of the Port Department
no vessel has been allowed to leave Barbados on any ex-
cursion without special attention being paid to its life-sav=-
ing equipment and without the Harbour Master being satis-
fied that the vessel and its equipment are in good condition,
This practice will be continued."

Mr, BRANCKER: Irrespective of the good condition of
the life-saving equipment -~ which is most important ~ will
the Minister give this House the assurance that this good
equipment is not merely good butis sufficient and adequate
as the question proposes. Question 2 istothe effect that in
respect of such equipment, if the Government will see to it
that no such vessels leave hereon **Excursions’’or other-
wise - without adequate lifesaving equipment, especially
having regard to the number of persons being carried on
such voyage.

3.05 p.m.

Secondly, in respect of and supplementary to question 1,
does the Minister agree that no standard below the recog~
nized British standards of sea=worthiness should or willbe
accepted by the Government of this particular unit territory
in respect of vessels plying by sea betweenthe territories
of the Caribbean?

Hon, R. G, MAPP: I would be glad if the hon, member
would make his question more distinct and a little clearer
because it has been very difficult for me to follow it, I
would also be glad if he would separate Question 1 from
Question 2 because the Questions are rather long.

Mr. SPEAKER: The first part of the Question was in
respect of adequacy. Is that right?

Mr. BRANCKER: Adequacy of the good life-saving
equipment.

Hon. R. G, MAPP: If the hon, member would recall, he
would see in the Reply to Question 2 that special attention
will be paid to the life~saving equipment - which means
that all aspects of the equipment will be looked into both as
regards its condition as well as its adequacy in order to
cope with the number of people on Board,

Mr. BRANCKER: Does the Minister receive informa=
tion as to the number of persons who are leaving this island
on any particular boat on an excursion or otherwise and
satisfy himself that there is life-saving equipment not only
good, but adequate, in order to cope with the number of
persons who are actually leaving this island on the particu-
lar boat?

Hon, R. G. MAPP: In answer to the hon. member, I
would say that the Minister does not receive such informa=-
tion, but I presurne that the Harbour Master does. That is
expressing that since legislation has been in vogue, we
have been rigid in carrying out such inspection.

Mr. TUDOR: The Minister has said that special atten-
tion will be paid to the life-saving equipment. Does he ac=
cept the inference that the word ‘‘will’® means that that
attention is not now being paid?

Hon, R, G, MAPP: Iwill read my answer for the benefit
of the hon. member who has just spoken, This is what I said:

‘Since the coming into operation of the new Harbours
Legislation and the establishment of the Port Department
no vessel has been allowed to leave Barbados on any ex-
cursion without special attention being paid toits life~saving
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equipment and without the Harbour Master being satisfied
that the vessel and its equipment are ingood condition, This
practice will be continued,"

Mr. BRANCKER;: Does the Minister agreethatitis not
merely a matter of anofficial known as the Harbour Master
being satisfied, but that that satisfaction is shared by the
Minister himself in view of the fact that the responsibility
is ultimately his? If there is any reason for the hon. mem-=
ber to feel that this inspection which should be carried out
is not being adequately carried out, and that vessels are
leaving here without being properly examined, he will have
to have an enquiry into the matter.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, willthe Minister tell us
whether it is likely that the proposed Federal legislation
will come up to the recognized British standards which he
has mentioned before?

Hon. R, G.MAPP: We are satisfied that it will measure
up to the British standards.

Mr, STRAUGHN: What is the ratio of life=saving equip~
ment to the number of passengers which you have, on
British standards?

Hon, R. G, MAPP: I the hon. member will table his
question, I will get that information for him in due course,

Mr. SPEAKER: The next question stands in the name
of the hon, junior member for St, John. I observe that the
hon. member is not in his place.

Mr. TUDOR: Mr, Speaker, in view of the fact that ihe
hon. member is not now in his place I am asking that the
answer be held over until the next meeting of the House or
until whenever the hon. member can attend.

Mr, CORBIN: Mr, Speaker, I would liketoenquire why
the answer to question No. 26 standing in my name is not
yet available? That question was asked since the 10th
January. I think that there are questions which have been
asked on the 7th February and those questions have becn
answered, 1 would like to know the reason for that.

Hon. R. G, MAPP: Mr. Speaker, the replies to that
question are not yet ready. Imay say that the hon. member
will not be long delayed inhis anxiety because of the answer,

Mr, SPEAKER: It is now time for the consideration of
Private Members' Business.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS
RESOLUTION re ENQUIRY INTO THE
SUGAR INDUSTRY

Mr, SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day under Pri=-
vate Members® Business is to resume debate on the {ollow-
ing Resolution:~-

Resolution relative to an inexhaustive investigation into
all phases of the Sugar Industry in Barbados by the Sugar
Enquiry Commission under the Chairmanship of Mr. Carl
Goldenberg,

On the last occasion the Hon. Leader of the House was
addressing the Chair,

Hon. M.E,COX: Mr.Speaker, onthe last occasion when
this matter was under discussion, Iwas at the point where I
was attempting to demonstrate to the House that the recom=~
mendations of Mr. McKenzie, who has gone into the econo=
mics of the sugar industry very thoroughly, were accepted
by the Workers’ Organisation,

Mr, WALCOTT: On a point of order. The hon. member
cannot say that the recommendations in the McKenzie Re-
port were accepted by the Union. I think the hon, member
has on his record that the Union did not take part in the
McKenzie Report but rejected it. The hon, member knows
that. The recommendations were not accepted by the Union,
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Hon, M, E. COX: I do not know why the hon, member
says that the Union did not take part in the Repori. The
Union submitted a memorandum,

Ar. WALCOTT: On a point of order. Ifthe hon. mem=
ber is a Minister, he must get his facts. Submitting a
Memorandum does not mean that you took part in the Re-
port, You submit a Memorandum: but when the Commission
came here and started to work they wanted the meetings to
be held in private. The Minister of Agriculture agreed with
Mr. McKenzie that the enquiry should be held in private and
we said that we were not participating in any Commission
of Enquiry into the sugar industry which would hold its
imeetings in private,
3.15 pan.
We did not take part; we rejected the Report.

Hon, M. Eo COX: It is correct to say that the Union
did not appear in person before Mr, McKenzie, but again I
repeat that the Union submitted a memorandum to Mr,
McKenzie, and when Mr, McKenzie asked the Unionto come
and discuss the maiter, the Union refused, He is right in
saying that the Union refused, and the Union refused on the
grounds that it wanted to have this inquiry carried out in
public rather than in camera; but that does not deny the fact
that the Union had submitted its proposals to Mr. McKenzie,
~ow I am saying, Sir, that on the performance of the Union,.

Mr, WALCOTT: On a poimt of order, 1 hope the hon,
member will continue his speech in a logical sequence. 1
rise on a point of order because the hon, member said that
the Union agreed withthe recommendations of the McKenzie
Report, The Union never agreed with the McKenzie Report
because it rejected the Report. I think the hon, member
st be prepared to make adistinction between the memo«
randusy subimitted and the Report of Mr, McKenzie, because
e krows that we never agreed with the Report and we
sraved thas,

Hioit, M. E. COX: Mir,Speaker, Isaid last week and re-
peated in my opening remarks today that the Union had ac-
cepted with modification the McKenzie Report, and I am
going to proceed,.....

Mr, WALCOTT: On a point of order, I should like the
hon, member to understand that he cannot get up and say
that you, Mr, Speaker, agreed to something, and, when you
say that you did not agree, that he should still say that you
agreed to it, I can put the hon.member right if he wants to
be put right., What he must understand isthat a Report is a
document in which everything is set out. What the hon.
member should say is that the part of the Report on which
the Govermment approached the Union was that concerning
the Provident Fund. That is all on which the Government
consulted the Union, but the Union never accepted the
NcKenzie Report which was a document laid on the Table
of this House.

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, Imust say quite frankly
that the hon. member is not risingona point of order; he is
just interrupting me, I am prepared, however, to say what=
ever 1 am going to say this afternoon, and if I do not get an
opportunity to say what I want tosaynow, I will say iton a
subsequent occasion, I do not want the hon. member to tell
me how to conduct my business in the House of Assembly;
I know what to say and what not to say. I am going to pro~
ceed to prove that inprinciple, as I said two weeks ago, the
Union accepted the recommendations with modification,

Let us get back to the Lewis Report, As I mentioned
last week, I had some extracts from the Lewis Report
which I am afraid I did not, inmy anxious moments of put~
ting the case, find in my file. The Lewis Report recom=
mended in 1958 after we had......

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

Mr, Deputy Speaker, I was saying that the Lewis Re~
port in 1958, after we had the strike and so on, recom=
mended that an ad hoc bonus of b be paid to all workers
in the sugar industry, and that for the future all organisa-
tions should get together soastobeable to reap their crop

as smoothly as possible. May I repeat the McKenzie re-
commendations before going further so that youwill be able
to follow the sequence of the argument? Mr, McKenzie re=
commended that in future = that is, after 1958, because he
investigated this matter in October, 1958 = whenever there
is an agreement as to arn increase in wages that the per=
centage.,.... Let me pu it this way: Mr, McKenzie said that
the differential between the workers in the sugar factory
and the cane cutters and loaders was too great and that an
attempt should be made tonarrow that differential when in-
creases are agreed on in the future, He said that the dif-
ferential between wages of field and factory workers in this
industry is not justified. In any future change in basic wa~
ges, the ratio of benefits should be 75:25 in favour of field
workers, In other words, the 100% should be divided as
field workers 75% and factory workers 25%.

Now, Sir, this is what happened in 1957, In 1957 there
was an increase on the basic wages of 17,5% on the 1954
wage agreement, and that resulted in $1.10 per ton for cut=-
ting canes. In 1958 an increase was given by the Sugar
Producers’ Association of 6% on the basic wage. As soon
as Mr. Lewis after the strike recommended 7%, it meant
that all workers in the Sugar industry got 6% basic and %
ad hoc wage. That brought cane cutters and people like
those 10 $1.17 per ton, In1959 there was no basic increase,
but the 6% which was given in 1958 along with the 7% ad hoc
were consolidated in sofar asthecane cutters, loaders and
people like those were concerned. In 1960, Mr, Deputy
Speaker, there was no increase, but there was a consolida=
tion of the 1959 rates for cane cutters which brought it to
$1.25 per ton. In 1961, which is this year, an agreement of
a % increase to basic wage brought the cane cutters to
$1.36 per ton,

Let us examine what took place with the workers in the
factory. In 1957 as I mentioned earlier, all sugar workers
got this 17.5% on the 1954 basic wages, In 1958 they got the
same &% increase and also the ad hoc T but in 1959 the
year after Mr, McKenzie made his recommendation, this
is where Iamemphasising and categorically stating that al-
though it may be said that the McKenzie Report was not ac~
cepted and was repudiated, this is what happened.

3.25 p.m,

One when reading between the lines can decide who is
right and who is wrong, In1959, there was no increase, but
the workers in the sugar industry got a 4% bonus on the
aggregate wages of $800. In other words, the worker who
had worked for up to $600 got 4% as against the % ad hoc
bonus which he got the year infront; therefore, he only got
£, The other fellow worker who worked for over $600 and
who had got the same 7% the year before only got 2% bonus,
Therefore, neither reached the ad hoc bonus, whereas all
the cane cutters and such people got their consolidated 7%
as basic wage for that year,

Let us go a litde further, In 1960 nobody got an in-
crease, In 1961, the same factory workers who got the 7%
ad hoc DONMUS.eeese

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr, Speaker, I rise on a point of order,
I did not want to cross the hon, member and I gave him time
to make the mistake, He said that nobody got an increase in
1960. Let him go and get his facts right. It is true that his
Ministry does not negotiate therefore, the people under him
cannot give him the facts.,In1960, there was an increase in
the wages paid to factory workers. There are separate ne-
gotiations for in-crop and out-of~crop wages.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I cannot now call that a point

~of order.

Mr, WALCOTT: Well, Sir, I am on apoint of explana~
tion. Do you mean that if the hon. member says something
which I know is wrongthat Idonot have the right to correct
it?

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: 1 did not say that you cannot
do that, but you rose on a point of order,

Mr. WALCOTT: Then, if I rise on a point of explana=
tion, I would be in order. The hon. member said that there
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was no increase in 1960, What he is now talking about is in
crop wages as against out of crop wages and the negotia-
tions on this basis are conducted on a completely different
basis from that in the past, Youwill find, if you look at the
crop wages of 1960, that they are noton percentages but on
a fixed amount. The percentage rise would be more than
what the T ad hoc bonus was.

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I am sure that
the hon. member knows that I am dealing with in-crop
wages,

Mr., WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I riseona point
of explanation, What I want to pointout to the hon, member
is that the basis for negotiations today is not on the basis
of what Mr, McKenzie put forward because we negotiate to=
day on a completely different basis,

Hon. M, E, COX: The following table shows the per-
centage increase of the wage rate paid for topping, cutting
and cleaning canes.

Mr, WALCOTT: I rise on a point of explanation, Before
Mr. McKenzie came, all these wage rates used to be nego=
tiated for at one time = cleaning, topping, taking up
trash and so on, Now, we negotiate on in crop and out of
crop = two separate negotiations, Therefore, the hon, mem-
ber cannot quote a year and saythatthere was no increase
for workers in that year.

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I wish the hon.
member would keep quiet and let me put my case, If the
hon. member thinks that I do not know, I wish to tell him
that I know a great deal morethanhe thinks, That is why I
can bring out my facts. We were dealing with cutting, load=-
ing and .....

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I riseona point
of explanation, The hon. member said that the Barbados
Workers® Union accepted the McKenzie Report with modi=
fications and he went on to say that we so accepted the Re-
port that something was less. I roseand said that his facts
were wrong. Do not use this Assembly totalk of something
when all you want to do is to decry the leadership of the
Trade Union which is something which the hon, member
is incapable of doing.

Hon. M, E. COX: I am not attempting to do any such
thing, There is one thing which anybody can say about me
and it is that I have helped in my early days to build the
Trade Union up and I am still helping to assist in keeping
it together. “Let him who thinks he stands take heed lest
he falls.” 1 would never turn one straw against the Union
because I strongly believe in the Union, I think it is one of
the main reasons of workers getting their rightful due.
There is no question of my being opposed to the Union.
The question of my being opposed to an individual may
arise, but not my being opposed to the Union,

Now, Mr. Deputy Speaker, what I am emphasizing is
this, I am not dealing with people out-of-crop, the people
who dig cane holes and work by the day; I am discussing
the question of cutting, topping and cleaning of canes and
things like that and I am comparing the 1957, 1958, 1959
and 1961 crop years and I am drawing an analogy between
the workers in factories, how they weretreated in 1958 on
account of the recommmendations of Mr, Lewis as compared
with what they are getting today.

Mr, WALCOTT: Sir, 1 rise on a point of explanation.
What I want the hon. member to be clear on and to point
out to him is that he will not find in his file the question of
the rates of pay for factory workers within the same period.
He would see in his file that the factory workers were in=-
creased by four cents an hour as distinct from the amount
which they got for work in the crop. Therefore, when you
take the percentage of the factory workers’® rate, that is not
a true basis because you do not see it here,

3.35 p.m.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr, Deputy Speaker, if I may, on a
point of explanation, emer this issue, I would say this: 1

take it that what the Minister is trying to do is this. He is
saying that, because the rates after Mr, McKenzie were
laid down on the basis fixed by Mr. McKenzie, the Union
had accepted Mr. McKenzie's Report; but that does not
make any sense to me at all, These basic rates would have
been there whether they were laid down by Mr, Cuke, Mr,
McKenzie, Mr, Disraeli or anybody else.

Hon. M, E, COX: Irepeatthat in 1958 the increase was
6% basic wage and T ad hoe bonus to all people who were
working by way of cutting and loading canes and to factory
workers, That is for the grinding period; that is nothing to
do with the hard period.

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order, The hon, member
is wrong; the 6% applied to everybody. After negotiations,
it was agreed that there should be an increase of 6% on all
rates whether out-of-crop or in-crop. After the breakdown
came and there was the Lewis enquiry intothe matter, the
Lewis report made a recommendation of 7% ad hoc bonus
to be paid in that year onlyoncrop wages. The &% increase
was for all classes and the 7% was ad hoc bonus for the
year 1958 only.

Hon, M, E, COX: That is whatlam saying. The ad hoc
bonus was paid to people who worked during the grinding
season. I am pointing out that since the Report was made,
that is what happened. The workers in the sugar factory
who worked for wages up to $600 a year got 4% ad hoc
bonus which is a reduction of 3% on what they got before,
Those who worked for over $600 and who also got 7% only
got 2 in 1959, That iswhatI quoted, I go further and say
that as far as cane-cutters are concerned, that 7% ad koe
bonus was consolidated and formed a part of the basic sa-
lary. In other words, these workers got 7% plus 6% which
is 13% as against other people who only got & as basic
wage. When you arranged for wages in 1961, you gave a
%% increase to the people who cut, top and clean canes
and 6 1/2% to those who work in the factory. The factory
people never had the 7% consolidated in their wages.

Mr, WALCOTT: On a point of order......

Hon. M, E. COX: Every time that I make a point the
hon. member gets up to explain,

Mr. WALCOTT: After all, Mr. Deputy Speaker, this is
how I live, The hon, member said that in 1960 there was no
increase; the McKenzie report spoke about whenever there
is an increase, not an increase in crop, The factory wor-
kers® wages were increased in 1960 which applied to 1961,
What the hon. member is reading now is only part of the
increase for 1960/61, They have already had an increase of
wages which formed a part of our negotiations, I cannot ne-

. gotiate on Mr, McKenzie's Report, What the hon, member

does not understand is this; when we askfor a %% increase
on the crop wages to equate with %% on plantation wages,
for 1960/61 we already have an increase of more than
because the factory rates have gone upto 34 cents an hour
and the increase is more than 10% in some cases. Those
are the facts which I am giving the hon. member.

Hon, M, E, COX: One thing of which I can assure the
hon, member is that I study these things so that when I get
up to speak I can speak withauthority, Let me say that this
is a matter of what Lintended to say all along. I do not want
to waste the time of the House or to force the hon, member
to waste the time of the House, What I want to say on this
particular matter is that where the cane cutters and such
workers are concerned, over the last three or four years
their increase amounted to 7% and %pwhichwas a 16% in-
crease in so far as thecropperiod is concerned as against
the factory workers who only got 6 1/2%. Hitherto there
was a blanketing thing for all workers.

Let us get back to the McKenzie Report. I have shown
that the Barbados Workers® Union although not admitting
that it was working on the lines laid down by Mr, McKenzie,
has sought to narrow the differentiation between the cane
cutters, loaders and people like that, and the factory wor-
kers by giving the cane cutters an increase of 7% and Fh
which would make 16% since 1958 or 1959, and only giving
the factory workers an increase of 6 1/2%.
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Mr, WALCOTT: On a point of order, I do not think it
is fair for the hon., member to say that, because if you
read the McKenzie Report you will see that it refers to
total wages, There is no point in saying that the Union has
adopted Mr, McKenzie's report, I cannot tell the hon, mem=-
ber today what is the net percentage of the total wages
which went to the factory workers because that is not nego=
tiated on a percentage basis at all, The hon., member
should bear in mind that the rates of pay for the factory
worker are computed differently fromthe wages paid to the
sugar workers, He has made the mistake of talking about
a %% increase to the cane cutters and an increase of 6 1/2%
to the factory workers. Therefore, there is a difference
in not taking into account out of crop wages.

3. 45 p.m,

As you know, Sir, the out of crop wages have been in=-
creased for both factory and field workers not on a per=
centage basis but on a fixed rate; and if the hon, member
would take this as an example, all the rates in the factory
have been increased for 1960-61, and in the field some of
the day’s work jobs have been increased, but rates appli-
cable to certain jobs remain the same. It is an involved
matter for a layman like the hon, member to fully appre-
ciate, and he cannot be dogmatic about something, more
so in terms of percentages, by coming and laying down
that the percentage is this or that, It is not fair to the
workers themselves and you only confuse people in the
sugar industry, because after reading his speech he would
not be able to explain what he meant by what he said, and
it would only leave a lot of confusion for somebody else to
go and clean up.

Hon, M, E, COX: Now, Sir, Ishallpass on to the other
aspect, Now on page 35, paragraph 82, this is what Mr.
McKenzie had to say about the Provident Fund.

““The provision of a Provident Fund whichgives com=
prehensive benefits is very costly, and requires a large ad~
ministrative staff. This Iam convinced is not feasible at the
moment, as the industry has neither the financial ability
nor the administrative staff to implement such a scheme;
furthermore sucha scheme should be a contributory scheme
on similar lines to other well=established schemes else-
where, Under the conditions in Barbados I would suggest
that a comprehensive scheme of such a nature should not
be left to the industry to implement, but in view of the Old
Age Pensions Act and other possible changes in social
security it should be the subject of serious consideration
by Government.

Agreement has already been possible between those
concerned to apply a cess of 40 cents per ton to sugar
from the Price Stabilisation Fund for the purpose of finan~
cing a Provident scheme. These monies have already been
earmarked since 1956, but such acess willonly provide an
income of some $68,000 per annum, which even on a very
restricted basis of benefits is inadequate to meet the needs
of such a Fund, It is clearly impossibleto establish a fund
so inadequately financed, on the basis of each person hav~
ing amounts credited to his or her personal account, The
amounts would be so small as to be somewhat farcical;
and administrative costs would be prohibitive,

If a scheme is started on the basis of a pooled fund,
from which benefits can be paid topersons in need, I would
recommend that the Fund be restricted to =

(i) Sickness benefits;
(ii) Maternity benefits for women;

(iii) Death gratuity to comtribute towards burial ex-
penses,

In view of the small income derived from the cess, I
have examined the possibility of raising further funds which
would not necessitate further levies on the industryor re-
quire any direct contribution from Labour,

I recommend that as large sums are held in reserve
in Price Stabilisation Fund, tlese monies could be put to
productive use to assist a Provident Fund. I recommend
that two and a half million dollars of the reserve in the

Price Stabilisation Fund be invested in such securities that
will yield at least four per cent per annum of interest. This
earned interest should be paid annually into the Provident
Fund for its use, This willgive the Fund a further $100,000
a year. This together withthe 40 cents cess already agreed
will provide a total annual revenue of something like
$168,000: a sum which should be sufficient to meet a limited
Provident Fund on the lines proposed above.

Unfortunately there are little or no reliable statistics
to guide anyone as to the levelof benefits which will be re~
quired, I would suggest that a special committee be set up
to consider the details, The Fund will have an annual in=~
come of $168,000, it will also be able to draw on funds al=
ready reserved which should now total something in the
region of $190,000, This accumulated cess from previous
years should be kept as a reserve fund from the very be-
ginning, so that in the initial year or two, the operation of
the fund will be covered by areserveof approximately one
year's revenue,'

In dealing with that point, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the
Union has since this Report represented to Government
for the first tirne that a Fund such as the one herein stated
should be provided,

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order, the hon. member
knows that is not true, because before Mr. McKenzie came,
representations were made to the Barbados Government
that a levy should be made, and it was agreed that the 40
cents per ton which he spoke about should be levied for the
purpose of a Provident Fund; so the hon, member should
not say that for the first time representation was made,
Again I say that the hon, member is saying purely for poli-
tical purposes that the Union never made any representa~
tion for a Provident Fund until McKenzie said that there
should be a Provident Fund.

Hon, M. E, COX: I did not say that at all, What I read
must indicate that long before McKenzie came that levy was
in existence for this purpose; so I hope the hon. member
does not think he can get away with that. What I am trying
to point out is that the Union had only suggested that there
be a 40 cent per ton levy be put to a Fund, but what Mr,
McKenzie has recommended is that in addition to that 40
cents we should use up $2 1/2 million of the reserve Fund
which is put to Price Stabilisation, Iamtrying to point out
where McKenzie's recommendations have been accepted in
principle, and it is only a question of time.

Mr. WALCOTT: The hon. member is talking about the
Provident Fund, but he cannot read a Reportas vast as the
McKenzie Report and say that because the Union agrees
with the establishment of a ProvidentF und that they there=
fore agreed with the Report. We were never against a Pro-
vident Fund.

3.95 pam.

Hon, M, E, COX: All 1 am saying is that since Mr.
McKenzie has recommended that $2 1/2 million of the Price
Stabilization Fund be invested, the interest of which should
be passed on to this Fund, the Union has put up that pro-
posal.

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr, Deputy Speaker, you will forgive
me if I read again what I read on the last occasion. I have
a letter here of the 8th January, 1959 in reply to a letter
from the Ministry of Trade, Industry and Labour, It reads
as follows:~

‘*With reference to your letrer, No, C 626/1, dated 15th
November, 1958, concerning the Report by Mr, A, F. Mc
Kenzie on the Sugar Industry, and the request made by you
to submit the comments of the Union on the recommenda-~
tions contained in the Report regarding the Provident F und
and the payment of Severance Gratuity, I have been instruct=-
ed by the Executive Council of the Union to submit the un=-
der-mentioned reply,*

The Hon, Minister sent to the Union and asked for its
comments on this specific part of the report because he
knew we rejected Mr., McKenzie's Report, There was a
specific request from the Minister to submit our views on

e —
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this question to hirn and we would be very discourteous, if
he asked us for our comments, for us to write back and tell
him that we do not agree with the McKenzie Report and,
therefore, we have no comments to offer.

Hon. M. E, COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, what it boils
down to is that what Mr, McKenzie recommended is quite
acceptable to the hon. member because Mr,McKenzie said
$2 1/2 million and the hon. member has agreed to that,

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I rise ona point
of order, Is the hon, member suggesting that because I
agreed withthat, I have agreed withMr, McKenzie's Report?
The Hon, Minister from his own Ministry wrote a letter to
the Union asking for our comments; so hon, members will
see that we did not agree with Mr, McKenzie's Report,

Hon, M., E, COX: Your reportonthis matter is exactly
similar to what Mr, McKenzie recommended.

Mr. WALCOTT: Yes, on the Provident Fund,

Hon. M. E. COX: Sir, we will go a little further and
deal with displaced workers, and severance pay. Iam going
to read what Mr. McKenzie recommended and I am going to
prove in addition that so far as this aspect of the recom=
mendations is concerned, the Union had also adopted Mr.
McKenzie recommendations.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 rise on a point of order. The Hon,
Minister said that he was associated withthe Union, Before
Mr. McKenzie came here the Unionhad asked for severance
pay and the Hon, Minister is aware of that. We had sever-
ance pay instituted in other industries, but the quest for it
was going on with the Sugar Industry since 1954 and no
agreement was reached on it,

Hon. M, E, COX: Sir, Ican stand any interruptions. On
page 38, paragraph 91, dealing with severance pay, this is
what Mr, McKenzie said:~

**The occasion when a factory closes down raises many
difficulties. The closure isusually duetoeconomic factors,
and the closing of a factory implies the abandonment of the
capital investments. Factories whichhave been closed down
were usually worn out and obsolete units, the saleable value
of their assets was at the best only scrap value, If any
assets were available they were probably required to dis-
charge debts ana other charges which may have been out~
standing.”’

He goes on to say in paragraph 92:~

*Shortly, the closure of the factory means that the
owners are unable to continue and have no funds from which
any severance pay or such like scheme could be met. It
would therefore be unrealistic and indeed impossible to ex-
pect a factory which has been closed down to accept the
financial commitment of providing severance pay for the
workers who are displaced.”

And he says in paragraph 93:-

“*The position is not so difficult when a factory dis=
places workers because of some ‘‘technological’® change in
the factory itself, as it is still a continuing entity and will,
it is hoped, earn profits, It should therefore be possible for
such a factory to capitalise the total cost of severance pay,
and amortise this cost over a period of years. There are
precedents for this elsewhere where conditions have been
specially favourable to the implementation of such a
scheme, "’

What does Mr. McKenzie state? He saysthat if a factory
is closed down on economic grounds = not techmological
grounds ~ that it is unfair the expect the owners of that
factory to pay severance pay., The hon, senior member for
St. Peter knows as well as I do that recently we have been
negotiating with a view to reaching agreement and coming to
this House with legislation to provide for severance pay,
provident fund, and so on,

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 rise ona point
of order, Now, the Union wrote a letter to the Ministry on

severance pay and the letter points out that if a factory lays
off people through technological changes, severance pay
should be provided by the employer for the workers. The
Union rejects the recommendation on severance pay by Mr,
McKenzie on the basis that it cannot be considered on the
age of the workers. It is ludicrous to state that if a worker
is under 32 vears of age he is not entitled to severance
pay. Mr, McKenzie recommended that people who are 32
years of age should not get severancepay.We rejected his
idea, That is what I want the Hon, Minister to be quite clear
in his mind about, We rejected the proposal that a man of
32 years should not be given severance pay,

4,05 p.m,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I did not deal
with whether a manis thirty~two, forty or whatever he was,
1 was making the point that Mr, McKenzie recommended
that if the factory is closed down on economic grounds,
(Mr. WALCOTT: A man at thirty-two years should not be
paidl) I amdealing with a fundamental principle and not with
a detail. That is why I said thatthey have accepted the Re-
port with modifications. I am right on that. I am saying
that there is a recommendation where a factory is closed
down on economic grounds, He says that it is unfair for
the owner of the factory to accept liabilities for severance
pay for all of these workers. Having laid that down, I am
contending that the Union has accepted that in principle
because the Union has agreed with us on their own proposal
that if the factory is closed down on economic grounds the
money to meet severance pay for the workers must come
from this Fund and not from the employers, We had Sandy
Lane as an example; that factory was not closed down on
economic grounds so that the owners had topay these peo-
ple. The Union has proposed to us that those who are en-
titled to severance pay should be paid from the Provident
Fund, That is what Mr, McKenzie has said, I repeat that as
far as Mr. McKenzie's recommendations are concerned,
those recommendations have been received and they form
the basis for discussion and agreement in so far as this
Fund is concerned.,

There are some points which could be made but I do
not want to tire this House with them, However, the points
which I have made are the major ones which were brought
out in the McKenzie Report. As I said in my earlier re-
marks, thisquestion whichhas been raised was unnecessary
and 1 will repeat again that this is only another political
dodge or scheme which is thrown up from time to time,
but more particularly when Elections are around the corner,
Here you have the Union which claims to be representing
all the workers in this industry (Mr. WALCOTT: Not
‘claims’, we will show.) Well, the hon. member does not
agree with this Resolution because he does not claim, since
he says that he will show, that they are the accredited repre-
sentatives of the workers in this industry. They have all
along, for allthe years, been negotiating with the employers.
The first Magna Carta of the sugar industry in Barbados
was negotiated between the Government of Barbados and
the Sugar Producers® Association; the hon, senior member
for St, Peter and myself were members of the Government
and we appended our signatures to the Document. That is
for the benefit of the hon. member who used that aside; that
was in 1951, Only a few weeks ago I was looking through
some old papers and came across thedocument which was
signed by us in 1951 and which was regarded as the Magna
Carta for the sugar industry of Barbados, That is the Bar-
bados Labour Party which is in existence up to today,

We are now told for the firsttime what a serious pre-
dicament we are in, and how precarious acondition and so
on, the sugar industry is in, Itis in such a doubtful position
that it necessitates an hon, member who has no organisa=-
tion, no Union, not even a Party, .coming to this House and
raising this issue, The virile and agile senior member for
St, Peter, who is supposed to be representing his people,
does not know that the sugar industryisin all of this peri-
lous position. The hon. member is the Leader of a Trade
Union and he has nothing to his credit apart from what he
inserts in the newspapers whenever he likes, Irepeat that,
as the Minister of Agriculture has appealed to this House
we should not make this industry a football (Mr, MOTTLEY:
I has been made one for all the years,) I agree with you,
but from that side,

4,15 p.m,
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Years ago the hon, member used togeton the emigra=
tion horse, The emigration horse no doubt seems to have
broken its foot and as a logical consequence has been shot
and buried; therefore it is not possible now for him to
get up here and tell us how many people should go to
Brazil and maybe later on to Cuba, That horse having died...
(Mr. MOTTLEY: Joe Stalin was the greatest thing in the
world for you all) The hon. member in an aside said that
Joe Stalin was the greatest thing in the world for you all,
meaning us...

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon. member must not
take those asides seriously. Hon, members are breaking
the Rules of the House by talking across the Table.

Hon, M. E, COX:1would liketo say that had it not been
for the strength, the cooperation and the effort of the Rus~
sian people, the British Empire would have gone, (Mr,
WALCOTT: So would the Russian Empire.) The Russians
are the people who stood up tothe Germans and beat them.
Mr, WALCOTT: Alone?)

Mr, MOTTLEY: On a point of order, the hon, member
is very good on his history.

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: On what is the hon. member
speaking?

Mr, MOTTLEY: On a point of order. I am only saying
that the hon.,., member is very good on his history and
famous political ideology. He is claiming that the English
people who fought for a year by themselves...

NMr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is not before the House,

Mr,. MOTTLEY: The hon. member said that had it not
been for the Russians, the British Empire would have gone.,
I am among those people who say ‘‘Thank God there are
other political ideologies beside democracy'®, and Ihave not
been afraid to say that, lam notgoing to sit here and allow
the hon. member to say that had itnot been for the Russians,
the British Empire would have gone, The British Empire
fought by themselves, alone. If the hon. member is stupid
enough to say that Joe Stalin was the greatest man then
living in the world...

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am speaking to the hon,
senior member for the City,

Mr, MOTTLEY: I amonly speaking on a point of order.

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am not entertaining that as
a poimt of order, and if you persist in doing it, I will rule
you out of order,

Mr, MOTTLEY: How are you going to rule me out of
order when I am speaking on a point of order? You did not
rule him out of order, and when amember gets up and says
something like that, we on this side of the House cannot let
it go unchallenged, As a matter of fact, the hon. member
could well have said that had it not been for the American
people....

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon, member must take
his seat,

Mr, MOTTLEY: I am sorry.

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: If the hon. member persists
in making those remarks, I will rule him out of order.
Stalin, Russians or anybody else is not inthe Resolution, I
will not sit here and allow any member to do as he likes or
thinks fit in a disorderly manner, I am not entertaining it.

Mr, MOTTLEY: You will agree, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
that if a member makes a statement on the floor of this
House which reflects on us, another hon, member has an
equal right to get up and refute that statement, Having not
stopped him, I am entitled 10 Sa¥..cus.

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: Youhave said all that you had
to say already,

— e ——reii

Mr. MOTTLEY; How can you say that?

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am not entertaining it, The
Hon, Minister will continue to speak.

Mr, MOTTLEY: Mr, Deputy Speaker,.cees

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon, member is out of
order.

Mr. MOTTLEY: How a2m I out of order?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: You got up on a point of
order on something that is not before the House.

Mr, MOTTLEY: You cannot say so. Yousaidthat I had
said all I had to say. The Hon, Minister has given me an
opportunity to reply to what he said.

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am nothing to do with that,
Mr. MOTTLEY: Why?

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon. member cannotgive
you anopportunity to speak in here or say anything; he could
be a Minister, a priest or anybody,

Mr. MOTTLEY: The Minister and the priest have spo=
ken and now the layman will speak, The last thing I want
to do, Mr. Deputy Speaker, is to get hot. Everybody knows
that I can get hot and hold my own. I do not want to be rude
to Your Honour; as a matter of fact, I do not think that the
microphone should be before your face, because Iwould like
to see it when Iam speaking toyou, When Your Honour says
that I have already said all I had to say, that is really
assuming too much and it is very unkind to me. You cannot
assume that 1 have said alllhave to say on the matter, You
will agree with me that what the hou, member has said
will go into Hansard and at least I am not ashamed to say
that I am a Conservative, and those of us on this side of
the Table with a different political ideology will disagree
with the hon, member. I am not only pointing out that he
could very well have said that if it were not for America
and if Hitler did not make the mistake of turning back to
Stalingrad bit had marched on to England, the British
Empire would have gone,

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon. member is making
a speech,

Mr, MOTTLEY: I must get it on the record that I re=
fute what the hon. member has said to the effect that had
it not been for the Russians the British Empire would
have gone, because as I pointed out Great Britain carried
the War one year by itself, won the Battle of Britain and
saved the world, and gave him an opportunity to be a
Minister in here, and I think the hon. member will agree
with that, All of us are grateful for that.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: 1 am speaking to the hon,
senior member for the City.

Mr. MOTTLEY: I must apologise to Your Honour if
1 caused you any inconvenience,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is what Iwas asking you
to do. As you have done it, you can take your seat.

Bon, M, E. COX: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I was about to
read the Resolution, It reads as follows:=

“WHEREAS the future of the sugar industry is uncer=-
tain and there istherefore urgent need to place every phase
of its operation on the most rational basis,

BE IT RESOLVED that the Government take steps to
invite the Sugar Enquiry Commission’’ - I do not know if
that is a mistake because it says ‘‘to invite the Sugar En-
quiry Commission'’ - under the Chairmanship of Mr, Carl
Goldenberg, Canadian economist-lawyer, which recemly
enquired into the sugar industry of Jamaica, with such ex=
cellent results for the workers and cane farmers, to under=-
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take a most exhaustive investigation into all phases of the
sugar industry in Barbados,*’
4,25 pam.

The future of the sugar industry, he emphasized, is un=
certain, Well, Mr, Deputy Speaker, I do not think that it is
beyond the knowledge of the hon. member who brought in
this Resolution that our sugar industry is guaranteed up to

1968, We have a guaranteed quota of sugar and there is an

agreement between the sugar producing areas under the
Commonwealth Sugar Agreement and the BritishMinistry of
Food that the British people willpurchase a very substantial
percentage of our sugar up to 1968. And, the hon. member
knows that every year this Committee meets and another
year is added to the agreement.

REVERSION TO GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKER: It now being 4,30 o°clock,
this House now reverts to Government Business,

HOUSE RESUMES DEBATE ON AGRICUL~
TURAL CREDIT BANK BILL

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: On the suspension of the
sitting, the Hon, Minister of Agriculture was addressing the
Houseo

Hon, D. D. GARNER: Mr, Deputy Speaker, before the
sitting of the House was suspended, I was dealing with the
Bill to repeal the Peasants® Loan Bank Act and substitute
in its place the Agricultural Credit Bank Act, I was deve-
loping the point that this new Bill has made sweeping chang-
es from the old Bill and that it also makes similar demands
on those people who stand to benefit from this new Bill,
In other words, if youhave authority, youmust also realise
that you have responsibility. It means that if this Bill gives
one the authority to get a loan as a tenant, he must bear
the responsibility of repaying the loaneven although he does
not own the land, I also pointed out to hon, members that
that would be no hardship to the tenant because we have
made every safeguard for him., Mr, Deputy Speaker, you,
yourself, know that these things were a long time coming be-
cause this is not a Bill which has a model all over the
West Indian Islands. This is very unique and peculiar to
Barbados, The work which is done by this Bank is usually
done by Co-operatives inother islands and in some cases, it
is not done at all, Farmers in Barbados have been very
fortunate in being able to get all of these services without
much inconvenience.

I have said quite a lot on this Bill this morning and I
do not intend to repeat the remarks which I have made, 1
only want to recommend it to the farmersof Barbados and
to say that it is a good Bill and where it has certain
generous portions, it also has a few stings: but the stings
will only apply in the case where people intend to take ad-
vantage of the Bank. Any responsible Government whichis
organising a Bank such as this or putting funds at the dis-
posal of people, or anything like that, should see to it that
the people who stand to benefit from these things honour
their obligation, We nave the Sugar Industry Agricultural
Bank as an example of what honesty of purpose really
means, I need not go over the whole historical background
of the Bank because I think everybody knows that at some
time previous when the sugar industry was in trouble that
money was granted to help those in the sugar industry and
that they did not take it and divide it among the plantation
owners, It was put in a Bank from which they could get a
loan and today it is a tower of strength to the big planters.

Of course, Sir, this Bank which we areoperating does
not make money, The money received from the interest
which it charges is far below what it takes to operate the
Bank, We have to pay the staff, and the little money which
it receives by way of interest is negligible. It costs the
Government a certain amount to run this Bank, and it can
be said that it is really a service which we provide for
peasant farmers; therefore, because of that, should I say,
a dishonest elememt in the planters, that element would
destroy the spirit of this Bank so thatits usefulness would
be denied those people who know what it means to have

—

this service, We have gone further and stated in Clause 22
what security we accept in respect of loans to owners and
tenants,

I think I can safely say that this Bill does not impose
a hardship on anybody. However, when people talk of
Government money, they should realise that there is no
animal isolated somewhere or any spirit located some-
where which is called Government, All of the people in Bar-
bados constitute the Government and the Government is
administered by Ministers, officials and what not, Govern=
ment is not something detached from human beings; and
knowing that, we have to safeguard institutions suchas this.
There are many people who do not understand what Govern=
ment means and they look at it as if it is something de~
tached from the people. Some people believe whenthey get
a loan from this Bank that there is no need for them to
repay it because they say that it is Government's money.

Now, who is the Government? What constitutes the
Government? We, who are inresponsible positions must see
to it that we make circumstances very easy and ready to
help people, but we must also see that when we establish
institurions for this purpose, they are maintained.

4,35 p.m.
Now, Sir, Section 22 of the Bill says this:

‘*(1) Subject to the provisions of subsection (3) of
this section every loan made to an owner under the pro-
visions of this Part of this Act, shall, in addition to the
personal liability of such owners for repayment of such
loan or the interest thereon, be notwithstanding the pro-
visions of any other law to the contrary:-

(a) in priority to all other liens and charges, a first
lien and charge against the holding (including the
live and dead stock of such holding) in respect of
which the loan is made; and

(b) afirst lien and charge against —

(1) the crop, to bereaped, or begunto be reaped
in the agricultural year in which the loan is
made; and

(ii) the croporcropstobe reaped inany succeed=
ing year or years during which the loan or
part thereof remains outstanding,'®

I think I said already that these loans vary. We have
several types of loans. We have one for the tractor ser=~
vice which will be repaid over a period of three or four
years; we cannot expect to collect that loan in one year,
Then we have aloan for livestock whichis for a seven-year
period; then there is one in respect of the Co-operative
Movement, the purchase of lorries and what not, and that
is for a twenty-year period. Then there is a loan for
clearing mortgages. It is agood thing that we have repealal
the old Act because owners of land who find themselves
in difficulty in paying off the mortgages can now get 60%
of the value of the land. I think that this Bill runs very
far; it goes a long way from the old Bill, I repeat, for
the last time, that loans which were made before the
coming into being of this Act will be covered by this Act.
In other words, although this old Act is being repealed,
with the coming into operation of this new Act, this new
Act will take into account all the responsibilities of the
old Bank.

I think I have said quite a deal on this Bill, I have
spoken about irrigation, about responsibility, about staff,
about housing, about livestock and perhaps on all the aspects
of this Bill, From the Government's point of view I think
that this Bill will serve a useful purpose, I have referred
to the aspect of not advertising the names of borrowers
in the Press. That was a sore point with some of these
people, and in order to please or facilitate them, we have
dropped that aspect of the matter. Nevertheless we will have
to retain a Solicitor in order to search titles. We will be
relieved of the printer’s bill for advertising now that that
aspect will be removed.




505

Mr, Deputy Speaker, I think I have made all the points
relative to this Bill and if any hon. member wants to say
what he feels about it, Iwould be very glad to hear what the
comments are, BeforeI sit down, Iwantto say that this Bill
is long overdue, but we could not have brought it down be-
fore. There was no model on whichto work, and so it had to
be brought down according to our purpose. I hope that this
Bill will give the satisfactiontothe farmers as it has given
us to bring it before this Honourable House.

1 will repeat the new features in this Bill, It has,
amongst other things, a few sweeping changes, It has a pro-
vision for the staff along similar lines to that of the staff of
the Government Savings Bank. These officers willhave the
same privileges and obligations as officers appointed under
a Civil Establishment Order, The Bank will be empowered
to make loans to any Co~operative Society which is regis=
tered under the Act for specific purposes. The provision
of advertising for the issueof loans has been removed, The
Board will utilise the services of its Solicitors in order to
search titles. The Bank is exempted from Income Tax,
Trade Tax, Stamp Duties and other fees.

At this stage \Ir, SPEAKER took the Chair.

Hon.D. D. GARNER: Mr. Speaker, Iwas reiterating the
changes which this Bill brings about. The position of per-
sons who have made loans under the old Act has not been
affected except that the position has been tightened up. I
now beg to move that this Bill be now read a second time,

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

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Speaker, while agreeing with the gen-
eralprinciple of thisBill, yetthe Billin itself merely gives
a high=sounding title to the old Peasants Loan Bank Act,
This Bill is called the Agricultural Credit Bank Act; it is
a Bill which, in truth and in fact, consolidates most ¢f the
provisionsof the Peasants Loan Bank Act with the addition
of granting loans to Co-operativeSocieties. To suggest that
this Bill in itself will grant any new and additional benefits
to the owners and peasants of this island is far from ac-
tually stating the case and interpreting the porovisions of
this Bill as they are,

4,45 pom,

The policy of the Government with regard to peasants,
whether they be owners or occupiers of land or even squat-
ters under the very 1955 Act, hasbeento aim at maximum
productivity, and the provisions of the Peasants Loan Bank
Act were extended from 1955 so as to afford occupiers
and even squatters of land with no legal title deeds what~
soever to be granted loans for agricultural purposesin or=
der to ensure the greatest measure of productivity, In that
respect, Sir, it is nothing new; it is what obtained in this
country since 1955; so to say that any new or additional
benefit will be derived by the owner, occupier or squatter
as such who has no legal title tothe land in his possession
is not correct.

I agree, Sir, that by the provisions of this Bill certain
credit facilities will be extended to Co~operative Societies,
and it is in that respect mainlythatI refer to section 30 to
which the Hon, Minister referred at length in pointing out
that this Bill will serve a useful purpose. While agreeing
with the principle of setting up a body corporate and making
the Bank a body corporate, and while agreeing to its per=
petual succession and a common seal and all the necessary
paraphernalia of a corporate body - because this is in
reality a statutory company - while agreeing to the pro-
visions, powers, constitution and objects of the Bank as set
out inpart 2ofthis Bill, yet I want to draw to the Minister's
attention the fact that the powers of the Bank should be very
clearly defined, because the powers as set out in Clause 3
(2) will be tantamount to the Memorandum of Association of
a Limited Liability Company. The powers should be clearly
defined, or else thetime will come whenthe Bank may want
power, say, to borrow money as the Transport Board has
done on numerous occasions in the past, The Bank in turn
may seek power or believe it has power to borrow money.

Mr. Speaker, if it is the intention of the Government
that the Bank be given power to borrow, now and now alone
is the appropriate time to have that provision included in

the Bill, To leave it loose and open so that no definite
power is given is in my opinion the wrong way to proceed.
With Your Honour's permission, Iwill read the appropriate
part of this Bill which deals with the most important part
of the entire Bill = the powers of the Bank which is tanta=~
mount to the Memorandum of Association of a Limited Li-
ability Company. The paragraph reads as follows:-

‘“The Bank shall be a body corporate with perpetual
succession and a common seal and, subject to the provi=
sions of this Act, shall have power to acquire, hold, and
dispose of the land or any interest therein and other pro=
perty of whatever kind and to enter contracts and do all
things necessary for the purposes of this Act."”

Then it goes on in the next paragraph as follows:=~

“The Bank may sue and be sued inits corporate name
and may be for all purposes be described by that name,*’

Now, Mr, Speaker, if the Bank has power to acquire,
hold and dispose of land, inferentially, as lawyers in this
House may tell you, it should have power to borrow. Let us
assume that the Bank acquired land and did not pay the full
purchase price for it, and there is a vendor's lien raised,
that in itself is tantamount to anequitable mortgage and, if
under seal, a legal mortgage; so thenthe Bank should have
power inferentially, although it would not be expressly stated
here, to borrow. If that is the intentionof the Hon. Minister
and the Government, by all means it should be stated here:
or else the members of the Board of the Bank in future will
not know how far their powers go or how much is actually
vested in their hands,

That is one flaw, Mr, Speaker, whichIsee in this Bill,
because the Peasants Loan Bank, which will now be called
the AgriculturalCredit Bank, being a corporate body, should
have power to acquire, hold and sell land, If they can go in-
to the land business, they should also have power to borrow,
because it is all tied up in the same transaction, If the Min=
ister sees something sound in what I am saying, it may be
a good thing for him to see that the necessary insertion is
made, because to set up a Statutory Corporation and have
them penalised or hamstrung in suchaway that they cannot
borrow may mean that it may not be able to function as
effectively as it would otherwise be able to function,

I take it that the object of this Bill is to set up a Statu-
tory Corporation on a footing which would grant them all
facilities in functioning as a body corporate; so that is my
first submission as far as this Bill is concerned by way of
suggesting to the Minister that it seems to me as though
something has been omitted here in so far as the powers
of the Bank and the Board are concerned.

4.55 p.m.

Now, Mr. Speaker, this Bill which seeks to establish
this corporate body will, in truth and infact, be establish~
ing what may be termed an anomalous body corporate in
that it varies from the rules in many respects. When 1
say that, I refer specifically to Section 12. If you refer 1o
that Section, you will see at sub-section (1) that the Staff
of the Bank shall be appointed by the Governor. You will
see that the appointments and conditions of service will
be vested and controlled by the Civil Establistiment
(General) Order of 1956, You will see that in so far as sala~
ries and emoluments of the staff are concerned that will
be in the hands of the Governor-in-Executive Committee
after consultation with the Board, You will see that the
funds are to be voted by the Legislature and pensions would
be controlled by an order of the Governor which will be
published in the Official Gazette.-That is a conglomeration,
No one is against the appointments to the Bank being vested
in the Governor-in-Executive Committee and not in the
House of Assembly. That can be regarded as a result of
further advancement by way of constitutional advancement,
It may have been suggested so astogive a greater security
of tenure to the employees of the Bank so that these em~
ployees will not be molested by the whims and fancies of
members of the Board of this Bank as happened in the past.
1 know that we have a special Act which grants people in
the Public Service security of tenure, and now it is intend~
ed to extend it to the Manager and other officers of this
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Bank and because members of the Board havegreat power,
I think it is for that reason that the Minister has tried in
his way, but it is a very anomalous way to ensure such
should be the case when the appointments to this Bank
would be made by the Governor and conditions of service
by a Civil Establishment Order and then salaries would be
in the hands of the Governor-in-Executive Committee
and funds are to be voted by the Legislature,

1 am merely offering certain criticisms on the Bill
with the hope of trying to improve it. I am not attacking
the Bill, although in reality it does not carry us further
than we are. It gives a further measure of security to
the employees of the Bank and places greater power in the
Governor-in=-Executive Committee but it takes away what~
ever power which was granted to members of this Honour-
able House,

To say that tenants stand to benefit from anything fur-
ther is not true, unless they form themselves into Co-op-
erative Societies under Section 30 of the Bill they will
have even greater facilities than ordinary tenants and or-
dinary owners., Under Section 30, loans may be made to
Co~operative Societies for all or any of the following pur~
poses (a) for the purpose of the purchase and distribu-
tion of artificial fertilisers; (b) for the purchase of motor
and other mechanical equipment for agriculturalpurposes,

Why did the Minister not include paragraph (b) in the
case of ordinary owners? As far as I remember, the
average owner is not granted a loan for the purchase of
a motor car or other mechanical equipment for agricul-
ture. It may be said that very few owners would in his
own right take advantage of this facility, but it should be
left to the individual and he should not be prevented from
securing a loan for purchasing a motor vehicle or other
mechanical equipment for agricultural purposes. I think
the Hon, Minister of Agriculture should include Clause (b)
in the earlier provisions, There is noreasonwhy he should
not do that, and it is not for the Minister to say that not
one owner, peasant or tenant would take advantage of it
because a tenant or peasant is an owner of land up to 25
acres. It has been extended to 25 acres in my time; so it
is not a point that no single owner or occupier would be
able to take advantage of that facility.

If the Minister can see the wisdom inincluding para-
graph (b) ‘‘for the purchase of motor and other mechanical
equipment for agricultural purposes'’ inthe earlier clauses,
I think that he will make some improvementto the present
Bill. It is not in our place to say that a peasant with 25
acres should not have his own tractor. He may purchase
a tractor with the assistance of the Government, and by
that means he may also be able to do other agricultural
work in that area among the other peasants.

Hon, D, D. GARNER: I rise on a point of order, 1
think the hon. member knows that the Government has a
tractor service for these people.

Mr. TALMA: I know that. I know that the Government
has a tractor scheme for peasants, The scheme was started
during my time and was successful, but it never met the
demands of the peasants., That is why I am making the
suggestion that these facilities should also be given to
tenants who may want to buy mechanical equipment. It
is not in our place to say that he is too small a fellow
to have this equipment and only a Co-operative Society
should have it, It should be left to the person to decide
and not to us to decide, I say that because a peasant today
as is defined by this Act is not one who holds five acres
of land; he is a man who holds 25 acres of land.

5,06 p.m.

I am wondering if the Minister only considers peasants
with twenty-five acres. A man withathree~acrelot is also
a peasant, I do not see why the Minister could not agree
with the inclusion of a sub-clause in Clause 19 to read as
follows: ‘For the purchase of motor and other mechanical
equipment for agricultural purposes.'* If the Minister would
agree to that, then he could say that he is doing something
for the owner or squatter. If the provisions do not go any

further than the Peasants Loan Bank Act with regard to
the single owner having more facilities, I do not see how
he stands to benefit more than he did under the 1936 Act.
This Bill has only a high~sounding name withno more bene-
fits to the owner; it is a rose by another name.

A lot has been done from 1936, but this Government
has not guaranteed any further facilities except in respect
of Agricultural Credit Societies which were hard tobe built
up. It is difficult to get these Societies working unless you
have some practical benefit. As to the marketing of canes,
these people could have their canes transported tothe fac~
tory at a lowcost, Itisonly if it is a practical way in which
the peasants stand to benefit that this Bill could be of any
great assistance to them. To leave out provision for the
transportation of peasants’ canes except in the case of the
Co-operative Society is not what is desirable, The inclusion
of such a provision is just what the individual peasant is
looking for. He is not getting the privilege of being able to
purchase a motor lorry or other mechanical equipment.

In this Bill greater protection is given to the employ-
ees of the Bank. Their pension rights have been set out
and they are not left so much in the hands of the members
of the Board, I am happy to see that the interest of the staff
of the Peasants’ Loan Bank will be protected. I have very
little more to add to what I have already said. One respect
in which this Bill deviates fromtheold Act is that it makes
provision for the remuneration of members of the Board.
This is what Clause 6 (3) says:-

**The Chairman and other members of the Board shall
receive such remuneration (to be paid out of the funds of
the Bank) as the Governor-in~Executive Committee may
from time to time determine.' At present the members
of the Board sit free, gratis and for nothing and they have
done so from time immemorial, With the passing of this
Bill, the hand-picked members of the Board by the Gover-
nor-in-Executive Committee will receive remuneration;
the stooges of the Government (Mr. STRAUGHN: Of which
Government?) Of whichever Government is in power, The
Bill in itself is a hotch-potch arrangement inthat it brings
into account all the provisions of the Peasants Loan Bank
Act and incorporates new ones dealing mainly with Co~-
operative Societies. It may be a means of having one Bill
and a Bill brought up-to-date in that the Peasants Loan
Bank Act was passed since 1936, Ithas served a very use~
ful purpose. This Bill was introduced by the Conservatives,
improved upon by Labour Governments and now the present
Labour Government is seeking to bring in Co-operative
Societies, It is in that respect = and that only = that the
Bill deserves our support. The other provisions of the Bill
do not offer much in any way; the Bill opens the door for
the administering of the Agricultural Credit Bank, As I
have already said, it is just a high=sounding name for car-
rying out the same duties as the Peasants Loan Bank
Act,

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member who
has just sat down has said that this Bill is just a rose by
another name. He could have added that the rose by another
name is just as sweet, This Bill is an improvement, as
he has admitted, on the old Act, because it brings in Co-
operative Societies. The Hon., Minister in the course of
his remarks did make mention of anirrigation scheme and
he particularly mentioned that some of the smaller farmers
have found it impossible to provide adequately their own
irrigation scheme. Irrigation schemes are regarded as
being important; with our geographical position, the wea~
ther plays many tricks. As the Hon, Minister has said,
if the water does not come down we must bring it up,
5.15 p.m.

He did mention, in passing, something which I would
like him, if he may, to clarify a little further about the
Water Board and the Inspector of wells, which post was
established by us some time previously, and which, as far
as I know, has not yet been filled. Evidently there must
have been some technical and administrative difficulties
that would have precluded the filling of such a post, but
am I to understand that the Water Board itself would have
power not only over wells which are now in operation, but
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also to inspect sites where people would propose to sink
wells for irrigation purposes? Does this fall under the
duty of the person who would be appointed as Inspector
of wells if and when this person is appointed? I got the
feeling from the Minister's remarks that perhaps this In-
spector of wells was not to inspect existing wells to see
if they were in order, but to make a check of sites where
people propose to sink wells. My interpretation might not
have been correct, and Ithink a clarification from the Min=
ister would certainly help us immensely,

Hon. D, D, GARNER: Mr, Speaker, there has not been
much debate on this Bill; at least I did not think there
would be. As I said before, I think this would serve a very
useful purpose. Nobody is denying the fact that this was
here since 1936, but my intention is that is should now
be handled by the Government, and we have brought in
new services in this new Bill. lam hoping it will do great~
er good and will reach those people whom heretofore it
did not reach. The hon. senior member for Christ Church
was bitter and sweet, almost hot and cold, At one time he
was saying it was a good Bill and at another time he said
he was in Government and now heis in the Opposition, and
therefore you must give him some credit, When he spoke
the truth, he said it was agood Bill; 1 accept that, We can-
not expect the Opposition to get up and praise what we do,
because they would not get in if they told the people other-
wise, I do not think he is getting soft; he would be getting
soft if he got up and encouraged everything we did and
gave the people outside something to praise us for.

Mr, Speaker, 1 accept everything he has said in good
faith, and he has done the best he could under the circum-
stances, I should like to tell him, however, that at the
moment 1 would not encourage Government to give the
Bank any powers to borrow money outside of the arrange-
ment now, because we only charge 3% of the Agricultural
Bank, and you would have to be in the open market at
perhaps 6 1/2% to Te; Government would have to subsi-
dise. We prefer therefore, to take the money from general
revenue,

The hon. member made another point in whichhe said
that the Bill did not do much more than bring in Co-opera-
tives and so om; but if he had read the Bill thoroughly he
would have seen that whereas people who wanted to borrow
money to clear mortgages had to have 60% of the money
invested in the land, today it is the other way around; they
have to have 40% and we loan them 6(0; so it is the re~
verse, There are a lot of people who are waiting on this
Bill because they want money to pay off morigages; so if
you say that this is not going any farther, I must say that
this is going a far way to help people repay mortgages
and get their titles secure,

Mr., TALMA: On a point of order, Iwould like to bring
to the Minister’s attention that although in the normal course
of business one can only secure a loan normally of 80%,
there are cases where you get 75 in ordinary business.
In the law books it says you can borrow up to two-thirds.
You can get two-thirds of the money which you need from
any Solicitor’s office; so the Bank has not gone that far. If
the Bank were offering 7%, then I could understand the
Minister saying that he has done something substantial to
bring it in line with normal practice.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: Again, Mr, Speaker, that is his
opinion as against mine, perhaps.

Now, Sir, 1 wonder if the hon. member really knows
the changes which have been brought about in this Bill so
far as staff is concerned. The staff is absolutely happy with
the changes made in this Bill. Heretofore they were set
aside by themselves; in fact they had no connection with
anybody else, but today they have a certain sense of securi-
ty, stability and better terms. This Bill sets that out very
clearly and distinctly; so to say that this Bill only serves
the Co-operative section is far fromthe truth. It has a num=-
ber of greater facilities in this new Act which could be
enumerated here one after the other,

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Speaker, on a point of order, I cannot
allow the hon. member to get away withthat, I made it clear
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on two or three occasions that the staff of the Bank stood
to benefit from greater security and tenure of office, but 1
just went through the anomalous way in which it is done,
The staff is appointed by the Governor, promotions and con-
ditions of service are under the Civil Establishment, and
salaries and emoluments are not in the hands of the Public
Service Commission bui in the hands of the Governor=in~
Executive Commiitee and the Board. thappento understand
what it is all about, They are still in the hands of the Legis~
lature because we have toprovide the funds for them to run
the Bank. It is not a corporation whichissues shares; it is a
Bank financed by the Legislature, but no power is vested in
the Legislature itself, beca'ise the power is vested in the
Governor-in=Executive Comrnittee.

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member spoke rather ex-
haustively on that, but now he is repeating what he said al-
readv.

Mr, TALMA: I have to because I am being misquoted
and therefore I have to explain in detailto break down that
misrepresentation. I appreciate the privilege which Your
Honour has accorded me, and like that I do not think i will
continue, because I think I have said enough.

Hon, D. D. GARNER: Mr, Speaker, I have no intention
of having any argument or generating any heat with any hon.
member. I have not misquoted the hon, member; I was just
pointing out to the House that he said that so-and=so was
so, and I am saying that it has gone further than this so-and-
so about which he has told the House, In other words, he is
trying to make us believe that it is still a limited Bill and
should go much farther, because we have only done one par-
ticular thing, He was very much at pains to say what this
one particular thing was, and he had 1o say it because it is
absolutely new; but if he had taken time out to read the
various provisions in this Bill and the many benefits which
go farther than the old Act, he would not have said it, It is
my duty to point out where the benefits are; so why should
he take exception to that?

Mr. Speaker, I am here to defend the Government and
my position; I am not trying to say anything about him. I
was at pains, Sir, to point out the irrigation facilities in
this Act and I told the House what we intend to do for the
farmers by way of their approval tothis Bill. I think I spoke
at great length on this in this morning's Session, and 1
need not go over that because I think the hon. member was
here. This Bill provides and gives more latitude.

Now, Sir, my colleague asked what about the Water
Board and the Inspector.
5.25 p.m.

Well, Sir, I would like totellnotonly the hon. member
but the House for information that sometime ago I really
thought of doing sornething about the Water Board and the
Irrigation Board: but my experts and technical people must
have the proper sources of water to carry out a proper
irrigation scheme; hence, we are getting a Water geologist
and I think before another month is ended we will have his
services, Some people dig a well justtwoor three feet and
they get water, Other people dig asfar as 190 feet and can-
not get it, It is my policy, solong as I eccupy this position,
to see that these people are not put to the expense of dig~
ging these wells and putting up these fan mills and diesel
engines, It is my policy that water must be carried to them
and it must be metered so that they would not be able to use
it indiscriminately. Do not put them to the expense of digging
a well and putting down machinery which is incapable of
maintaining their acre of land. They cannot cope with the
expenses incurred by the operation of these things; there-
fore, we should make it convenient for these people who
have small plots of lands to get water. Carry the water
to them, but be sure that you meter it in order to save the
indiscriminate use of it, If you carry water to them, they
will know that they would pay a reduced rate for it and they
will not use it indiscriminately as if it were free without a
meter, Everybody knows how the Government works, When
I have an idea and it is to do with another Ministry, then
the other Minister has to say something about it. After that,
all of us have to get together.
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I am happy to say that a geologist will be coming short-
ly and he will be working under my Department because 1
have the most need for him. if thehon, senior member for
Christ Church had listened to me when I spoke earlier, he
would have learnt that this Bill will give a lot of scope to
these people who heretofore did not have this service, We,
of the Government, cannot go out and talk to people of what
we are doing because before we know .what is happening,
somebody will come in here and askquestions and then try
to make the people believe that they are doing it, Therefore,
you have to wait until things are almost fait accompli.

The hon. member said that the tractor scheme was
started in his time, Mr. Deputy Speaker, Ido not know why
the hon, member persists in saying that, History has it
recorded that the hon, member was the first Minister of
Agriculture in Barbados and history will record that I am
second. Why go over that all the time? The hon, member
and I are very friendly and, as a matter of fact, he should
be over here and I should be over here too. I did not want
to succeed him.

Mr., TALMA: Mr, Speaker, I rise on a point of order.
The hon, member has a way of speaking to suggest that
since he has been Minister all of these things have happened
for the first time,

Hon. D. D, GARNER: Sir, I object to that, I made no
such remark., What 1 was about to say was that the hon.
member said that the Government was ploughing the pea-
sants® land in his time. The Government had a pilot scheme
in his time and from the files I have in my office on the
scheme, it almost cost $60 an acre to plough these pea~-
sants' land, At that time, the scherne was only carried out
in parts of St. Philip and Christ Church. The scheme which
we have today is an island wide scheme. If you live in St.
Andrew, you can get the service,

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Deputy Speaker, I rise on a point of
order. The Minister will not be allowed to get away with
that propaganda. To my recollection, the pilot scheme at
that time was costing something like $20 per acre and not
$60,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Sir, I went through this matter
very thoroughly and when I told some of my technical ad-
visers that Iwanted to start this thing again, if I had minded
them, I would not have had it because of the cost, I do not
want to bring these things out. As I have said, there was a
pilot scheme, When a man went inwitha tractor to plough,
another man went behind him who was doing nothing at all
but taking time sheets and making out time. He was a sort
of time=~keeper. I am not saying that the hon, senior mem=
ber for Christ Church did not do anything but it was only a
pilot scheme. From the facts which they got at the time
they came to the conclusion that it could not work. Then
again, the machinery which they bought for this purpose
was too heavy. You had the D4 tractor and it seems to
me that the peopie who advised the Minister at that time
did not know what they were doing.

Mr., TALMA: Sir, I rise on a point of order, To say
that the scheme did not work is not correct. It was a suc-
cessful scheme and it was in great demand and it is for
that reason that the present Minister hasgot it on a bigcer
scale.

Mr, SPEAKER: The Minister said something quite
different. He said that the cost was too great and because
of that the scheme fell through.

Mr. TALMA: How would he be able to get on to this
new scheme if the pilot scheme was not successful?

Mr. SPEAKER: This is not Question Time,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: That is one item. How can you
send in a heavy D6 tractor to plough a half acre of land?
The time that such a tractor would take on the road and
then to move around in the half acre of land, it just could
not pay.

Mr. TALMA: Sir, I rise on a point of order. For the
Minister to say that they were D6 tractors, that is not true.
There were different sizes of tractors.

Hon, D, D. GARNER: Iwas quoting one particular trac=
tor, I was just proving to the House that it could not work
because the people who were doing it did not know quite
enough of it,

5,35 p.m.

You must know what you are doing when it comes to agri-
culture; you cannot just read a book and deal with agricul-
ture.

Mr., TALMA: The Minister is saying that unless you
can go intothe field and dig cane holes you cannot be Minis=
ter of Agriculture,

Mr. SPEAKER: I will not entertain that point of order.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: Mr, Speaker, I will keep that for
another time; the time will come when we will meet on the
soap box, Whether it suits himor not, practical experience
helps. People tell me things in a theoretical sense but in a
practical way it cannot work, Therefore you should get into
the soil and know something. I was brought up on a farm;
1 love the farm so much that Iwish I was there now. There
is nothing like farming and living close tonature and enjoy-
ing the fruits of nature. Idonot think that the hon, member
means to be in any way offensive, Ilove farming; my fore-
fathers have been farmers. We must have people at the
College to learn the craft. You should not only theorise by
reading a book but you should do things yourself.,

Two years ago when I was on an overseas visit there
was a group of young boys whotold me this: ‘*Mr. Minister,
we want to get backto Barbados where they clean cow-=pens
and wash cows"'. I said that if you complain about that you
do not deserve the job which you are now holding because
you cannot teach people to do a jobif you yourself have not
practised it. You cannot say that youfeelfor these agricul-
tural labourers and so on unless you go into the land and
the perspiration runs down your cheek and is salt. If you
have not got that experience you cannot feel for these people
or teach them anything., You are only making sport,

1 was telling the hon., member who asked a question
about the Irrigation Board that we are trying to get these
bodies together — the Waterworks Irrigation Section and
the Water Board Section — so as to make a really good
substantial job for the farmers. I amn dissatisfied with this
Section which deals with irrigation by means of fan mills
and so on, That puts people in debt. Let the Government
marshal its forces together and make a start. We have
spent a few thousand dollars in St, Philipand in Christ
Church and later on we will get water in St, Andrew which
will help the area down there. As soon as the geologist
comes, and we have a survey made, we will have a pro=-
gramime to present to the domestic users as well as to
the farmers. These problems are being tackled by people
who have the *‘know how'’. Perhaps if I did not know about
irrigation or working a kitchen garden 1 would not know
how hard it is upon a poor man when he digs a well and puts
up & fan mill, and then the wind does not blow. If he can get
water with a meter attached to his premises he is far bet-
ter off than with a fan mill, That is the plan which I hope
to bring forward in the near future.lhave to come down to
this House with a statement to that effect before long,

I feel that the hon, senior member for Christ Church
admires what has been done in this Bill. I do not know if
he is still the shadow Minister in thenew set=up, but I be-
lieve that he realises that the Bill has some benefits in it,
I recommend this Bill to this House as being very far from
what the position originally was in 1938. It puts a lot of
confidence in people who do not even own anything. [ am
not saying that that has not been done in the past, but we are
giving people more latitude and making the position more
businesslike. I did not know that the hon. member would
say what he said,

The hon. member made a point about the members of
this Board being paid. I think that that it as it should be.
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People who devote their time to the working of other insti=-
tutions are paid, and if the members of this Board are
paid, I do not see that there is anything wrong about that,
This is the last of that statutory provision where this House
appoints members of the Board and so on, Where this House
appoints members to this Board, that will come to an end;
all of that will be done by the Governor-in-Executive Com~
mittee, That system is antiquated and it does not fall in with
political advance. We are therefore taking the opportunity
to rectify that provision in this Bill.

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

division,

was put

On the motion of Hon, D. D. GARNER, seconded by
M. E. COX, Vr, SPEAKFER left the Chair and the
BRYAN

Hon,
House went into Committee on the Bill, Mr,
being in the Chair,

Clauses | and 2 were called and passed,

Hon. D, D, GARNER: Iam sorry, Mr. Chairman, I have
an amendment to offer to Clause 2,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That will have to be done at a later
stage,
5.45 p.m.

(lauses 1 to 13 inclusive were called and passed.

Clause 14 was called, It reads as follows:-

14, (1) The Governor may by order published in the Of-
ficial Gazette declare to be a pensionable office any office
in the service of the Bank,

(2) Everyorder made under subsection (1) of this sec-
tion shall, subject to the approval of both Houses of the
Legislature, have effect as if it were anorder made under
subsection (1) of section two of the Pensions Act, 1947,

(3) In determining for the purposes of the Pensions
Act, 1947 and any regulations made thereunder the quali=-
fying service or pensionable service of any officer or em=
ployee of the Bank -

(a) holding at the date of the coming into force of an order
made under subsection (1) of this section any office
specified in such order; or

(b) appointed to such office after the date of the coming
force of such order,

any period of continuous served by suchofficer or employee
with the Bank in any such office, whether or not such ser-
vice was prior or subsequent to the coming into force of
such order, may be taken into account and for the purpose
of determining whether or not suchperiod of service shall
be treated as continuous service, regard shall be had to the
provisions of the Pensions Regulations, 1947,

(4) All service which by virtue of the provisions of
subsection (3) of this section may be taken into account as
qualifying service or pensionable service of any officer or
employee of the Bank by whom such service was served,
shall for the purposes of the Pensions Act, 1947 and any
regulations made thereunder be deemed to be service in a
civil capacity under the Government of this Island entitling
such officer or employee, subject to the provisions of that
Act and the said regulations, to apensionor gratuity or to
a pension and a gratuity thereunder in accordance with the
provisions thereof.

(5) For the purposes of this section the expressions
*‘qualifying service'® and ‘‘pensionable service’® shall re~
spectively have the meanings ascribed to chem by regula-
tion 2 of the Pensions Regulations, 1947.

Hon, D. D, GARNER: Mr, Chairman, Ibeg to move that
Clause 14 stand part.

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

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Chairman, before you put the ques-
tion, I just want the Minister to know that I have read the
Bill sufficiently well to observe that thereis a typographi-
cal error in sub-clause 3 (b) of Clause 14, In the third
line I presume the word ‘‘served’’ should be *‘service*’,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Mr, Chairman, Iam asking leave
to amend sub-clause 3 (b) of Clause 14 by inserting im=~
mediately after the word ‘‘continuous'® in line 3 the word
‘‘service"’.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The Hon. Minister is askingleaveto
insert the word ‘‘service' immediately after the word
‘‘continuous”* in line three of sub-clause 3(b)of Clause 14,
and unless there be any objection, leave will be granted.

There being no objection, leave was graated the
Hene Minister,

Hon. D. D, GARNER: Mr, Chairman, I beg to move that
the word ‘‘service’* be inserted immediately after the word
“continuous®’ in line three of sub~clause 3(b)of Clause 14,

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

Hon. D, D, GARNER: Mr, Chairman, I begto move that
Clause 14 as amended stand part.

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

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

Clause 15 was called and passed,

Clause 16 was called, It reads as follows:-

16, (1) The funds of the Bank shall, subject to the pro=
visions of this Act, be applied towards =

(a) the making of loans in accordance withtheprovisions
of this Act;

(b) the payment of the remuneration, fees and other al-
lowances of officers and employees of the Bank;

(c) the payment of the remuneration of members of the
Board; and

(d) the payment of all other expenses properly incurred
pursuant to the provisions of this Act,

(2) The Board shall in respect of the financial year
in which this Act comes into operation and every financial
year thereafter on the demand of the Accountant General
pay out of the funds of the Bank into the Public Treasury of
the Island in aid of the pensionsof the officers of the Bank
a surn equal to one quarter of thetotal sum of the salaries
paid in each financial year to such officers serving in that
year or any part thereof in any effice specified in an order
made under section fourteen of this Act to employees of the
Bank serving in each year or anypartthereof to whom the
provisions of the Public Employees Pension Act, 1937, ap=
ply.

Hon, D. D. GARNER: Mr, Chairman,Iam asking leave
to substitute a semi~colon for the full stop appearing after
the word ‘‘Act’® and insert the word ‘‘and®’ immediately
after the semi-colon in sub~clause (1) (d) of Clause 16,

L eave was granted the Hon, Minister,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I beg to move that Clause 16 as
amended stand part,

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

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

Clauses 17 and 18 were called and passed.

Clause 19 was called, It reads as follows:-

e ———————— e
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19, Loans may be made under the provisions of this
Part of this Act toowners and, where applicable, to tenants
for all or any of the following purposes -

(8) for carrying on the cultivation of holdings in this
Island, including the cultivation of grasslands;

(b) to enable the owner of a holding in this Island to pay
the balance of any money owing in respect of the pur~
chase of such holding so however that the amount of
any such loan does not exceed sixtyper centum of the
fair market valve of the holding at the time the loan is
obtained;

(c) for the irrigation of holdings;
(d) for the purchase of livestock;
(e) for the housing of livestock;

(f) for acquiring a good or marketable title to a holding;
and

(@) for such other purposes as the Board may consider
reasonable and necessary for increasing the produc=~
tivity of holdings.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: I beg to move that Clause 19 stand
part,

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

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Chairman, before you put the ques-
tion, I want to draw to the attentionof the Minister that the
facility for purchasing motor lorries and other mechanical
equipment which will be afforded Co-operative Societies is
not being afforded the individual owner. I have already
spoken on this point and Iwillnot labour it any further, but
I feel that the facility should be granted to the average in=-
dependent owner just as to the Co-operative Society. A
peasant holder of a twenty-five acre lot may want to ac~
quire a motor lorry or tractor or some other mechanical
device in order to assist him in the ploughing of the land
and things of that nature; so I am going to move formally
the insertion of a new sub-clause to be numbered (h) = or
you can renumber the whole Clause by calling the present
sub-clause (g) sub-clause (h), and make this new sub-
clause (g), because sub-clause (h) is ‘*for such other pur~
poses as the Board may consider reasonable and necessary
for increasing the productivity of holdings*®’. That is a
general Clause and should go last, I am therefore moving
that a new sub-clause (g) be inserted to read as follows:~

‘ffor thepurchase of tractors, ploughs and other me-
chanical equipment for cultivation."
5. 55 p.m.,

I am suggesting that it is not in our place to decide
whether or not an average peasant can purchase or own a
motor lorry or some other mechanical equipment for agri-
cultural work. It should not be left to us to decide and for
us to say that only a Co~operative Society can take advan=
tage of that facility, It should belefti for the individual pea=
sant to decide. When they market their canes to the fac~
tories, they are paid at the lower rate and they can only
get a higher rate if they belong to a Co-operative Society.
That is not good enough. If we want to help the peasants,
let ushelp them in every respect. Do not say to them that
unless you join a Co-operative Society, youcannot get that
assistance. Let him join a Co-operative Society of his own
free will, As Your Honour knows, Barbadians are individu~
alistic people and it is for that reason that Co-operative
Societies have not taken root in this country over the last
few decades. I admit that the Government is trying hard
and is succeeding in a smallway, butI can see the benefits
which can be derived by the individual peasant if he is
granted the facility of owning a motor lorry by way of aid
from this Bank. He would be able to assist not only him~
self but the other peasants around him,

The only benefit which the peasants get in this agri~
cultural community is by selling their canes in bulk and

T ——— .

that can only happen provided they can sell an amount of
over 500 tons, It is only then that they will get the higher
price for their canes. In marketing their canes in bulk,

you should afford them the facility of the necessary means

to own their own transportation. What is wrong with doing
that? You are doing it in the case of Co-operative Socie-

ties, but so far as individual peasants are concerned, you

say “no,no’’. That is not good enough. I am asking the
Hon, Minister 1o consider the inclusion of this paragraph
into the earlier Clause sothat the average peasant proprie=
tor, as long as he plants canes and assists in the produc-

tivity of the soil, be given full facilities just as what a Co~

operative Society will have under this Bill,

Hon, D. D. GARNER: Sir, I am surprised that the hon,
member after reading paragraph (g) still wants something
new, He claims that he can read as well or better than
somebody else, Paragraph (g) says:

‘for such other purposes as the Board may consider
reasonable and necessary for increasing the productivity of
holdings."’

On the other hand, if you donoteven use that, I really
do not believe that the hon, member is against people com-
ing rogether in a Co=operative movement because what the
Co-operative movement can do for them, surelythe indivi-
dual cannot do for himself. It is just like one island going it
alone, It is just like Barbados going it alone instead of
joining the Federation, Does the hon, member think that an
owner of less than 25 acres of land would think of getting a
loan to buy a motor lorry to draw canes from his holding?
How many tons of canes would he be buying the motor lorry
to draw? Let the hon, member think of the mechanics of it,
In order to have a motor lorry, you must have work for it
the year round. I do not see any peasant with any 25 acres
of land finding work for a lorry all the year round, If they
get together and send their canes in bulk to the factory, they
will be able to get something like 30 cents per ton more for
their canes., When one man owns something, he is out to
get as much as he can fromthe other fellow, We are out to
encourage the team spirit among these people and to learn
them *‘co-operation’’; so I do not think it is anything wrong
to say that if you want to get these things, form yourself
in a Co-operative Society and have your books properly
audited. I do not think that Government can give a loan to
everybody who has five acres of land to purchase a motor
lorry: but if they bind themselvesina group, then, they can
get a loan for alorry and the running of that lorry would be
less expensive. From the economic point of view, consider
a man who has perhaps $2,000 inland or $4,000 in property
getting money to purchase a $6,000 item, which when he
puts it on the street and in somebody else’s hand, there is
a great amount of risk involved. And then there is the
money which it would take to keep it on the road, Why
should one individual involve himself in all that risk when
a group of them can join themselves together and make it
so easy for them? Surely, their burden would be so much

lighter.

I hope the hon. member would notpress for this, Even
small plantation owners are now grouping themselves to-
gether because of the overhead costs it would be to each of
them if they go alone,

Another thing which I should remind the hon, member
about is that if you have a unit which is too small, it is un~
economic to run if you want to get the best out of it. The
hon, member must bear all these things in mind, It is
good advice to him. Any man who has $5,000 worth of land
should not be tempted to get a lorry to put in somebody’s
hand to run to jeopardise his property. As a matter of fact,
lorry owners of today are finding it difficult to get enough
work to give them a proper living out of it, The plantations
today are better organised than they were previously: so
you cannot get very much work from them. We are saying
to the farmers that just as the big landowners are organis~
ed, the peasants should bind themselves together in Co~
operative Societies so that when they come together as a
group, the Government caa help them. What we can do for
a Co-operative movement and a Co-operative Society, we
cannot do for an individual.

6.05 p.m,
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We camnot do it; commonsense teaches that and busi-
ness demands it, It is all right just to talk politics on a
soap box or in here, but when you get to the people who
are administering this thing, it is business and strictly
so. When you come to the economics of the matter that is
a different proposition. Let us be realistic, As much as the
hon. member would like to make everybody the gift of a
Iorry.ceee.

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order, The hon, member is
attempting to reduce what I have saidtoan absurdity. I am
pointing out that there are certain individual peasants who
are big peasants in their own right, who can take advantage
of the facilities of owning motor lorries. I did not say
that every peasant should be given that opportunity, but
that privilege could be given to a limited few.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: The hon., member uses the word
*‘limited*’ now, The Government does not exist for a limi=
ted few, I take it that paragraph (g) covers everything, This
section says: “‘Loans may be made under the provisions
of this part of this Act to owners, and, where applicable,
to tenants for all or any of the following purposes....'* and
then paragraph (g) says ‘for such other purposes as the
Board may consider reasonable and necessary for in-
creasing the productivity of holdings,' I did not mean any~
thing derogatory when I spoke just now, If the hon, member
is kind=hearted he would like to see every peasant own a
lorry. I was not throwing any aspersions against the hon,
member; it was not meant to be in that way. I said that it
would not work to give every peasant a lorry, I say that in
the interest of the hon. member, of the House and of the
Government he would not persist in that case because it is
already covered in paragraph (g). I donot think that people
want the provision to be any wider than this.

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, I am seconding the
amendment moved by the hon. senior member for Christ
Church for obvious reasons, I would like to make our posi=
tion abundantly clear. Everything that the Minister has
said appears to be a plea for collective farming under the
Soviet system, What the hon. senior member for Christ
Church was pointing out is that no matter what the Govern-
ment would like us to know, no matter how much we de=
plore the rugged individuality of the peasantry, we have to
face facts and realize that the small man in Barbados,
whether he is a peasant or owner of three or five acres
of land, should be given this opportunity without being for-
ced into one of these collective camps or groups which,
no doubt, the Minister would like to see instituted in this
island. The peasant or owner should be given an opportunity
to improve his productivity.

Hon, D. D, GARNER: Onapointof order. I do not know
anything about any forced labour camp or any such thing,
We have been preaching Co~operatives about the island and
1 say that it is better for the small farmers to become
small Co-operative groups,

Mr. BARROW: What is the distinction between collec=
tive farms in Russia and the Co-operative groups which he
wants to see instituted in Barbados? Eventhe Russians are
having trouble with the peasant farmers and they will al-
ways have trouble with them because the man who farms
the land is a rugged individualist, The Hon. Minister went
to India; I do not know if he reached China and was inspired
by what he saw there.However, the rationale of mechaniza~-
tion is an increase inproductivity which is effected by using
mechanical appliances. The Hon. Minister has advocated
that since you are moreor less blackmailing people who do
not join the Co~operative groupS..eess

Hon. D, D, GARNER: On a point of order,

Mr. BARROW: On a point of manners; he should not
interrupt people.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: Ona point of order. I do not know
anything about blackmailing anybody., The Co-operative
movement is a free movement of people on equal terms.
Are you gainsaying that that can be said about Co-opera-
tives? What can you expect from your Party if you do not
co-operate? These people are working on an equal status.

1 have been speaking to people about Co-operatives and
when the hon. member talks about blackmailing, be is in=
ferring that I am forcing people to do something.

Mr, BARROW: Was that really a point of order, Sir?

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Th: junior member for St,Johnmay
proceed,

Mr. BARROW: I thank you very much, but was that
really a point of order? I would like the hon. member to
spell ‘‘co-operative'', Before the hon, member became
elevated to the status of a Minister, he owned a portion of
land in St. Philip and I helieve that he still owns a con=
siderable portion of land in St. Philip, He is now a plan=
tation owner,

Mr. Chairman, I will prove rugged individuality now,
The hon, member sends his canes to Foursquare Factory;
to what Co-operative group does he belong? He had nine
acres of land and since he has become a Minister he may
have forty or fifty acres,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: On a point of order. The hon,
member is wrong; not nine acres but fifty acres.

Mr., BARROW: In the hon. member's humble days
when he used to speak to poor people like myself, he only
has nine acres; now he has fifty acres of land. What Co-
operative movement has he joined? He is more of a rugged
individualist than anybody I know in the island of Barba~
dos. It is not every small man with two or three acres of
land who will get peopleto call for his canes in Pie Corner.

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Foursquare Factory will send
for anybody's canes; if you had some they would send for
them too,

Mr. BARROW I am glad to know that people even the
shareholders, can get their canes sentfor, We are mere=-
ly stating that no matter how much the idea of co-opera-
tion in business or in farming may be the consummation,
as far as the relief of the Barbados situation is concerned,
the people are just not co~operators,

6.15 p.m.

There are about 69 rum shops in Baxters. Road; do
you think that you can tell the rum shop keepers in Bax=
ters Road that they should co-operate and have a big bond
so that they can buy rum inabulk from the rum refinery?
No, Sir, These people are more individualistic, as the hon,
member has pointed out, than any other group in the com=
munity, Here is the Minister of Agriculture himself, a
peasant farmer, preaching co=-operation which comes
directly under his Ministry, Has the Minister himself
thought fit to adopt co~operation? That is like being a bishop
in the Church and not being confirmed.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: Will the hon, member vouchsafe
if such a statement is absolutely correct or is he seeking
information?

Mr. BARROW: I am making a broad statement and he
is in a position t¢ deny what I say, He should be able to
say that he started off with one and a quarter acres of
Marchfield and now he has fifty acres, and that is through
the advantages of Co~operatives,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: I did not start off with one and a
quarter acres of Marchfield, Before I came to this House
I had what I have now; sodonot make any sport, As a mat=~
ter of fact, I had more before I came to this House than
I have now, If you do not believe me you can go and search
my papers; so do not make those statements because they
sound childish.

Mr. BARROW: Do you understand what I am driving
at, Sir? It is like being the Archbishop of the West Indian
Diocese without being confirmed, because there he is as
Minister of Agriculture preaching co~operation and hedoes
not even belong to the Church! I am only making this il=
lustration to bring home te him personally that what the
hon, senior member for Christ Church says is correct, The

——a——
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rationale of mechanisation isto increase productivity, Why
should a man necessarily have to belong to a monolithic
group whether it is a Co~operative Wholesale Societyor as
large a capitalist item as ICI in England? Whether it is a
Co-operative group in St, Philip or whether it be Carring-
tons Estate Ltd., the point is that there is an unfortunate
trend today towards amalgamation and monopoly and
whether you call it a Sccialist monopoly like the Soviet
Union or a capitalist society which is a monopoly, neverthe~
less the backbone of the country is individualistic and
therefore you have to accept pro tem certain proclivities
that these peasants have, and try to help them inprove their
standard of living by showing them the benefits of mechani-
cal tillage and so on.

Mr, Chairman, the hon. member has referred toClause
30 as far as I can remember onpage 21 of the Act, In sub~
clauses (b) and (c¢) of Clause 30 vouwill see that Co-opera=
tive Societies are being given facilities for the purchase of
motor vehicles and for tractors and ploughs. I know two or
three peasants with less than twenty acres who have trac=
tors and ploughs and they lend them toother peasants, When
I say *‘lend’’, some lend and some rent them. To use more
neutral terms, Sir, they make them available to other pea~
sants in the districts, because ofien the tractors which they
have at the Government farms are not sufficiently available
to people at the time when they want them, If a peasant in
his wisdom goes to the Bank and says he has enough se~
curity and he would like to purchase a tractor = it is true
he is not in a co~operative, but he knows that if he had a
tractor in his district the other people would be able to take
advantage of it, or if he had a lorry he would not have to
wait on Carrington to send for hiscanes, but he could send
them to Spring Hall, Searles, Bulkeley or Porters and when
he is finished he can make his lorry available to people and
may be able to work for afewextra pennies hauling stones
or sand from the various beaches as a side line - is there
anything wrong with a peasant having a side line ? Does the
Minister feel that any farmer can live on his five acres of
land and have a decent standard of living?

Mr. Chairman, you have toencourage therefore a self-
sufficiency on the part of these people, and you should not
tell them that they must join a Co=-operative, because
that is what I call political and economic blackmail, We
have been preaching co-operation to the people of this
country more than anybody else. Do not let the Minister
feel that this is now a wonderful panacea for saving. There
is co-operation on the part of the large plantation owners;
co=-operation and economic amalgamation is what they have;
if you like to call it ‘‘co-operative'’, all right; but they are
essentially looking after the profit motive, They analyse
their income and expenditure and decide whether it would
be a bigger return from amalgamating with another fac-
tory and closing down one factory, or joining up two or
three estates and getting certain advantages and soon, It is
not a way of life withthese people; with the peasant farmer
it is a way of life, and as long as he is condemned to a
four-forward, I mean an agricultural fork, he must con-
tinue to have a low return out of his land. He does not have
a large holding, The legaldefinition retained by Government
is that a peasant is a manwithtwenty-five acres of land or
less. It is highly problematical that 2 man with ten acres
can make a decent return owt of that land, and therefore
the lower his expenses, the more efficiently he has his
small holding organised, the better his opportunity of getting
a decent income from the property., Why must he have to
join a Co=-operative?

There is no earthly reason, Mr, Chairman, why he
should join. Why is it so offensive unless the Minister of
Agriculture is dedicated to the principle of collective
farming on the Communist basis? Why is it so offensive
that the member for Christ Church should suggest that an
individual should be given the same facility that a Co-
operative group is given? The test to apply is not whether
he has been forced into one of these farming units; the test
is whether he has the security. Why does the Minister of
Agriculture not listen? He might learn something from what
1 am saying. Mr. Chairman, a man who has a quarter of
anacreof land and a board and shingle chattelhouse on it ob~
viously have not got the kind of security which would inspire

—

him to go to the Bank and borrow $3,000, $4,000 or $5,000
to buy a lorry., That sort of peasant farmer would much
sooner get an advance to assist him with purchasing some
more land and go on until he gets five, six or ten acres as
the case may be, and when he gets ten acres, that is as
much as he can handle, or twenty or twenty-five acres,
The Minister of Agriculture can handle fifty acres. Some
people farming on the scale upon which he is farming may
be able to have fifty acres, but obviously when he gets to
that stage unless he is getting a big subvention from Gov-
ernment in another capacity, he may think of transportation
costs and making a little extra money out of something
else. If he has the security hemay want to buy a lorry; but
this is not a lorry amendment; this amendment is to afford
a peasant to purchase the same kind of mechanical aids to
farming that the Co-operative group can.

6.25 p.m.

Mr, BARROW: Are we then going to say that the Co-
operative group must be allowed tofarmonthe same scale
as large societies and since you are a small man, although
you may have 50 acres of land, although the size of your
unit is such that it would be most convenient and econo-
mic for you to have mechanical aids, we cannot loan you
because you are not one of the collective farming units?
You are saying that this big brother is watching over you
all the time and your big brother says that you should be
a collective farming unit, All it means is that you must be
in their books all the time; you must come to them and
beg them to do this and that. They are saying that that will
encourage individuality and you cannot encourage indivi=
duality and co-operation at the same time, It does not mean
that when a man is in a co-operative venture he has lost
his individualism. I you are saying that these peasants
must join themselves into a co-operative group or a co=-
operative farming unit, whatever it may be, Mr. Speaker,
all that you are doing is holding a gun to the peasants’
head. In other words, you are using the economic whip
against these peasants and it is the same thing as when
you accused the capitalists of keeping the standard of living
at just subsistence level,

Sir, I have great pleasure in seconding the amendment
by the hon, senior member for Christ Church, He suggested
that ‘for the purchase of motor and other mechanical equip=
ment for agricultural purposes’’ should be inserted as
paragraph (g) of the Section. I think the amendment should
go a little further and it should incorporate the provisions
of Clause 30 (c) which is ‘‘ for the purchase of tractors,
ploughs, and other mechanical equipment for cultivation,’

Mr., TALMA: Sir, with your permission. I would like
to say that 1 accept the amendment as moved by my col-
league, In continuation, I will say that when the Hon, Min-
ister spoke on the last occasion, he mentioned that para-
graph (g) ‘*for such other purposes as the Board may con=
sider reasonable and necessary for increasing the produc-
tivity of holdings'® would apply. That is a general para-
graph and for him to say that that covers the amendment
which 1 have proposed which is paragraphs (b) and (c) of
Clause 30 is not correct, It must be specifically stated and
set out as is done in Clause 30, If the general object and
aim of this Bill is to increase productivity, why deny the
small peasants of the opportunity of purchasing tractors,
ploughs and other mechanical equipment for cultivation
purposes? In other words, you are saying that if he stands
alone, he must be penalised and must face up to all the
difficulties in cultivating his land. That is so because you
have made no provision for him to ger these things under
Section 19, You have made no facility under this Section to
grant him the facilities for cultivating his land; therefore,
we are saying that peasants, large or small, must cultivate
their land and they have all the expenses and trouble in
doing it as if they were banded in a Co~operative Society.
If a peasant happens to be 2 member of the Co~operative
Society, under Clause 30 (b) the Society can acquire a
loan for the purchase of a motor and other mechanical
equipment for agricultural purposes and under (c) for the
purchase of tractors, ploughs and other mechanicalequip-
ment for cultivation; therefore, we are saying that you
should also make it available to the peasant himself by
putting it under Clause 19, If this Bill remains as it is, the




individual peasant would not be able to get a loan for this
purpose,

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr, Speaker, I1do not think that there
can be any real serious objection to this amendment to
Clause 19 because in the final analysis where a peasant is
given a loan, that loan will always be regulated by his
asstes, No Bank is going tolend him for any purpose what-
soever unless his holding willeconomically carry the bur-
den of the loan. Since you have nodoubt in your mind that if
a man got a loan to purchase a motor lorry, he must have
enough collateral to get the loan, Ithink you need not worry
about it.

Sir, the only advantage held out to farmers in this
country, as I see it, to co-operate collectively is the so-
called advantage to get a better price for their canes. Un=
der the Domestic Sugar Agreement negotiated between the
Government and the Sugar Producers Association, the
peasant growing canes has been told that if he markets his
canes collectively, in amounts of 500 tons and over, he will
get the same price as is given to a plantation, That is the
only advantage set out for him to operate collectively.

But even, Mr, Chairman, in this matter of price of

canes, the Government is actually fooling the peasants,
This so-called offer of a special price if you market 500
tons and over does not operate in fact. It more or less
operates by a trick. When they tell the peasants that they
must market their canes in amounts of 500 tons and over
and they will get the special price given to the plantation
owners and then in the same agreement turn around and
say that they can only get that price : provided that the
plantation has not got shares in the tactory, since nearly
allthe plantations have shares in the factory, you are al-
most saying to the peasants that even if they market in
terms of 500 tons you will not get the price. You tell the
people on a platform to join a Co-operative and market
their canes collectively and if they market more than 500
tons thay will get a better price, That is not true, That is
a deliberate falsehood and a misrepresentationof the facts.
6.35 p.m,
There is not a single plantation of any importance which
has not got shares in the factorynear it, The factory’s life
is that the surrounding plantations should have shares in
it because that guarantees their canes,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Ithink that the hon, member is getting
away from this Section of the Bill with which we are dealing
and bringing in a matter which he is attempting to debate.
Do not let the hon. member debate the price of canes.

Mr, CRAWFORD: I am sure, Mr, Chairman, that you
are labouring under a misapprehension, Ibegan by pointing
out that the only advantage held out to the peasants to join
a co=operative group is in the question of the marketing of
their canes. I told them at the time that they did not know
what they were signing,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: As far as I know, nobody talked
about getting the same price for canes as a plantation is
paid. We told these people that if they grouped their canes
together they will get a better price for them, It is a ques-
tion of so many tons of canes for so much and so much., The
agreement is there; five hundred tons of canes for so much
and so much, two hundred tons for so much and so much.
That is all in the agreement, Co-operation is a wide field
and it will embody many things besides canes.

Mr, CRAWFORD: I am nothing to do withwhat the Min-~
istry says. Later on I will demonstrate how little the Min=
istries know what they are doing, I am acquainted with the
Domestic Sugar Agreement and there you will find that if
you market your canes in terms of five hundred tons you
will get the same price as aplantationgets; but later on in
the same Agreement, you are told that you will get the
same price for your canes as a plantation gets, provided
that the plantation owner has shares in the factory, The
only advantage which is held out to you is nullified in the
same Agreement, If you ask somebody in the Ministry who
knows what I am talking about, you willfind out that what I
am saying is true.
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In so far as the advamtage to be derived from co-opera=
tion is concerned, people have absolutely nothing to gain
from it unless some of the advantages enjoyed outside of
Barbados are brought into play here. In any case, there
could be no harm in putting in this Bill the power for a
man who has land to get a loan big enough from this Agri-
cultural Credit Bank for mechanizing his productionor for
providing his own transport. None of us need fear that the
people who run the Bank, unless people like those over
there are the Directors of the Bank — square pegs in round
holes — are going to sitdown and give a man who has three
or four acres of land a loan of $600 or $700 which is of
equal value to the land. In order to get a motor lorry, you
must have proper coverage; and if apersoncan afford it he
will be allowed to get it, The Directors of the Bank can
interpret this general Clause in whatever terms they like,
As a matter of fact, it is highly possible that the people who
are running this Bank will take up the Act and say that be=
cause no specific power wasgiventothemto advance loans
for lorries and tractors to peasants in the same way that
they would do to co=-operatives, it was not the intention in
the Bill originally to do so. You will find that inequality is
a reason for not doing it, That is the first thing that a law~
yer would say. For that reasonlam supporting the amend~
ment,

The question that the words proposed to be inserted
stand part of the Bill was put and resolved in the negative.

A division was taken as follcws:-

AYES: Messrs, TUDOR, TALMA, BARROW and
CRAWFORD, - 4.

NOES: Hon'bles Dr, H, G. H, CUMMINS, COX, GARNER,
THORNE, MILLER, Messrs.SEARLES and SMITH =17,

The question that Clause 19 stand part of the Bill
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division,

Clauses 20 to 24 inclusive were called and passed,

6.45 p.m,
Clauses 25 to 42inclusive were called and passed,

Mr., TALMA: Mr, Chairman, before you put the First
Schedule, I am asking that Clause 40 be re-committed.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The re~committal has to take place
in the House,

Mr. TALMA: In sub=clause (2) of Clause 40, you hawe
left out the word ‘‘Bank"’, If you want to let faulty legisla~
tion pass, let it pass.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: If the hon. member would read
it, I do not see anything wrong with it,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That section has already beenpassed.

The First, Second and Third Schedules were called
and passed,

On the motion of Hon. D. D. GARNER, sec,nded by
Hon, M. E. COX, Mr., CHAIRMAN reported the passing of
the Bill in Committee with amendments, and Mr, SPEAKER
resumed the Chair and reported accordingly.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: Mr, Speaker, I beg to move that
Clauses 2, 3 and 40 be re-~committed.
Hon. M, E, COX: I beg to second that,

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

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

Clause 2 was called,
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Hon, D. D. GARNER; Mr, Chairman, in sub-clause (c)
1 am asking leave to insert immediately after the word
“lands;" the words ‘‘and in any case where the lands do
not exceed twenty-five acres;". Also in sub-clause (g)
1 am asking to delete the words ‘‘in any case where the
lands do not exceed twenty-five acres;"",

I beg to move that Clause 2 as amended stand part.

Hon, M. E. COX: I beg to second that,
6,55 p.m.

Mr, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, if you are going to amend
Clause 2, you might as well make it sensible. There is no
point in resorting to the faulty terminology inthe interpre-
tation clause, If you take the first Clause which the Minis-
ter wants to amend = that is Clause 2 (c) just above (a) in
the definition of ‘‘owner’'*, This is what the Hon, Minister
wants to include: *‘and, in any case where the land does not
exceed twenty-five acres,'’ It does not make sense to in-
clude it there, The whole thing would have to be amended.
First of all, we do not talk of ‘‘lands exceeding’® or being
“less or more than'. My suggestion is that it is not safe
to do it in that mamner. You say that ‘‘owner®’ means any
person who owns any agricultural lands not exceeding
twenty-five acres'’. And then you come to (c) and say
‘an executor or administrator of a deceased owner if
authorised by will or by an order of a court or otherwise
by law to mortgage lands and, in any case where the lands
do not exceed twenty-five acres;’ similarly, when you
get down to (g) you are asking to delete the words “‘in any
case where the lands do not exceed twenty-five acres."

What I now understand is that they want to put what
they have after (g) under (c), but Iwill ask the Hon, Minis=-
ter to consult the Crown Law Officer about it first,

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair.
SUSPENSION OF SITTING

Mr., SPEAKER: It now being 7.00 p.m. o’clock, this
Sitting now stands suspended until 7.45 o'clock.
7,00 p.m.

On re-assembling.

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, I notice that there is
no quorum and I ask that the Bell be rung.

The Bell was rung and a quorum was obtained,
Mr, SEARLES TO ACT AS CHAIRMAN

Hon, M, E. COX: Mr, Speaker, I beg to move that the
hon, junior member of St. James be appointed to act as
Chairman of Committees during the temporary absence
of the Chairman of Committees.

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division.

HOUSE RESUMES IN COMMITTEE
ON BILL

Mr, SPEAKER: When the Sitting was suspended the
House was in Committee.

Mr, SPEAKER left the Chair and the House resumed
Committee on the Bill, Mr. SEARLES in the Chair.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The question is that Clause 2 as
amended stand part of the Bill.

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative

without division.

Clause 3 was called.

Mr, SEARLES left the Chair and Mr., BRYAN twk
the Chair,

—— e

Hon, D, D. GARNER: Sir, under Clause 3, sub~section
(2) after the word ‘‘enter®’ in line five, I wish to insert
the word *‘‘into**, That Section will now read:

‘“The Bank shall be a body corporate with perpetual
succession and a common seal and, subject to the provi-
sions of this Act, shall have power to acquire, hold, and
dispose of land or any interest therein and other property
of whatever kind and to enter into contracts and do all
things necessary for the purposes of this Act.”

I beg to move that Clause 3 as amended stand part.

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

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

Clause 40 was called,

Hon. D. D. GARNER: Mr, Chairman, in Clause 40
after the word ‘‘Loan’® in sub-section (2), insert the
word ‘‘Bank’’.

I beg to move that Clause 40 as amended stand part,

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

On motion of Hon, D, D. GARNER, seconded by
Hon. M. E. COX, Mr. CHAIRMAN reported the passing
of the Bill with amendments in Committec.

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported ac-
cordingly.
1.50 p,m.

On motions of Hon. D. D. GARNER, seconded by
Hon. M. E. COX in each case, the Bill was read a third
time and passed,

COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS TO DOMESTIC
EMPLOYEES (HOURS OF DUTY) BILL

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, before youcall the next
Order of the Day, I am asking leave to take Order No, 20
as the next Order of the Day. That Order deals with the
amendments of the Other Place to the Domestic Employ-
ees Bill,

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

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day now stands
in the name of the Hon. Leader of the House:~ To move
the first reading of the amendments of the Honourable
the Legislative Council to a Bill to provide for the hours
of duty of domestic employees.

Hon, M. E, COX: Mr, Speaker, as hon, members will
see, the Other Place have amended this Bill to the effect
of removing a part of the penalty which was imposed on
any employer who fails to comply with any of the provi-
sions of the Act, In the first place, in Section 2, the Other
Place have included what can be regarded as the spread-
over period. In the interpretation Clause they have put in
the interpretation of ‘‘day time''. They have inserted the
following:=

‘¢ ‘day~time’ means the hours beiween six o'clock in
the morning and eight o'clock in the evening of the said
day."

That was not included in the Bill when it left this
House., Then they have defined ‘‘night’’ as follows:~

‘* ‘night' means the hours between eight o°clock in
the evening of any one day and six o'clock in the morning
of the next succeeding day."’

The next amendment is in Clause 5 where the penalty
imposed on any employer for contravening any of the pro-
visions of the Act has been reduced. The penalty as we
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passed it was a fine up to $100 or to imprisonment for
a term not exceeding three months, That has been amend~
ed and there is a fine"of $25 without the alternative of
sending the offending employer to prison.

Then there is an addirional section numbered 6. In
Section 5 as we passed it, we did not set out any particu-
lar period within which a prosecution could be brought
against an employer for contravening any of the provi-
sions of the Act, Under the Magistrates® Jurisdiction and
Procedure Act, provision is made for a time limit of six
months but it has been suggested that that period was a
fairly long one and therefore this amendment stipulates
that a prosecution cannot be brought after the expiration
of three months from the time when any offence was com-
mitted, Hon, members will also see that as far as domes-
tic employees who sleep in are concerned - this does not
mean those who sleep in for convenience. This means the
accornmodation of employees on premises; that still holds
good, But where an individual sleeps inwitha view of being
called upon to perform duties, that has been altered to
provide thatboth parties should reach agreement and not
regard those hours as overtime, because the whole period
would have to be taken as overtime, It was not intended
that that should be so,

Mr. Speaker, I must confess that I have seen quite a
number of reports in the Press concerning this Bill, re-
ports to the effect that this Billis unworkable and it means
nothing to these workers because no minimum rate of pay
has been fixed. I would like to repeat what I said when this
Bill was under consideration, It was decided that no mini-
mum rate should be included in this Bill for obvious rea-
sons, No minimum pay was put in because, in that case,
it would be very difficult indeed to fix a minimum to suit
persons of very slender incomes who would find it almost
impossible to have somebody to assist them intheir homes,
Therefore, we left that matter tothe parties concerned; we
left it to them to negotiate these terms, As I said when I
was introducing this Bill it was not revolutionary, A simi-
lar Bill exists in St, Vincent. In St, Vincent there is pro-
vision in the law to regulate the hours for domestic em=-
ployees. While I am not in a position to say how well or
otherwise it works, nevertheless..e.ceeecesse
8.00 p.m,

Mr, SPEAKER: May I point out to the hon. member
that we have passed the principle of the Bill, and the Other
Place has passed the Bill with amendments; but I rather
think the hon, member is making an introductory second
reading speech. It certainly has that flavour, and I do not
think the hon. member can be said to be speaking on the
amendments at present before the House,

Hon. M. E, COX: Ithought Iwas in order because these
amendments are being read now for the fir st time. Perhaps
I went a bit too far in referring to St. Vincent having the
law on their Statute Book, but Iwas more or less referring
particularly to the amendments when I talked about sleep~
ing in,

Mr. SPEAKER: The reason for the Bill and the com-
ments about what the Press says about the unworkableness
of it does not concern us.

Hon. M, E. COX: I thought it appropriate to sound a
warning at this stage that we are compromising on this
Bill in order to get something on the Statute Book to pro-
tect these people; but if we find that it does not work satis=~
factorily, then we would not have to come to the House to
amend this Bill; allwe needdoisto set up a Wages Council
to deal with these particular people. All we need do is to
set up a Wages Council to fix a minimum wage for these
people if we find that any advantage whatsoever is being
taken of them, I have read how they will spread over these
hours, and if they were working twenty hours all you need
do is to adjust the hours to suit that, It will not be done
that way, and indeed I go further and say that, after ali,
these people are human beings, and they need not accept
the conditions which some of these people want to offer.
The Government will not hesitate if needs be to set up a
Wages Council if this does not work satisfactorily.

1 beg to move that these amendments be now read a
first time,

Hon, L. StA, THORNE: I beg to second that,
The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division.

Hon, M, E. COX: I beg tomove that these amendments
be now read a second time,

Hon, L, StA. THORNE: I beg to second that,

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

Hon, M, E, COX: I beg to move that the amendments
be now agreed to,

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

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

THE INCOME TAX (AMENDMENT)
ACT, 1961

Mr. SPEAKER: Order No. 4 stands in the name of the
Hon., Premier: to move the second reading of a Bill to
amend the Income Tax Act, 1921.

Hon, Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, this Order
is a very short amendment to the Income Tax Act, It has
to do with allowances on industrial buildings, their struc-
ture and also machinery. It will be remembered that in my
Budget Speech of 1959 the Government promised toprovide
for an annual allowance of 2% of the capital expenditure
incurred on the construction, alteration or purchase of an
industrial building or structure.

The Bill also seeks to make provision for an invest~
ment allowance on machinery or plant used for the purposes
of a trade or concern in a basic industry. In the case of an
investment allowance onmachinery and plant, the allowance
will be one~half of the amount of the initial allowance that
could have been granted in respect of such machinery or
plant and will be in lieu thereof, It further says that no in-
vestment allowance would be granted in respect of expendi-
ture on second hand machinery or plant, except where it was
being imported into the island for the first time,

The Objects and Reasons go on to say that Clauses
two, four and five of the Bill seek to give efiect to the
foregoing proposals, Clause three of the Bill, by paragraph
(b) thereof, seeks to correct a minor typographical error
in the Income Tax (Amendment) Act, 1959, No, 30, whilst
by paragraphs (a) and (c) thereof, it is sought to improve
the administrative arrangements relative to the payment
of tax free dividends by companiesenjoying pioneer status,

I beg to move that this Billbe now read a second time.
Hon, L, StA, THORNE: I beg to second that,

Mr., TALMA: Before you put the question, Mr. Speak-
er, while agreeing with the general principle of this Bill
which seeks to grant certain capital allowances in the na-
ture of an annual allowance and an investment allowance,
1 am not quite clear ononeor two points which the Premier
explained. I would like to know, if the assessment for the
year is less than the amount of the allowance claimed,
whether the balance or the whole, if there is no assess~
ment, may be carried forward indefinitely and set against
the first available assessment of the profits of the same
business in succeeding years. That is not stated here, and
although the Bill does seek togive some measure of relief,
yet in truth and in fact unless that power to be carried for-
ward is inserted in the Bill, it will not give the relief which
is sought,

While we are on that and while appreciatingthe assis-
tance and inducememnt which are given for investors in in=-
vesting capital, I want to know if the Premier and his

e ————— ————— ]
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Cabinet has considered the granting of other reliefs to
individuals, and I refer to earned income relief,

8.10 p.m,

In many countries of the world and in the United Kingdom
particularly, earned income relief is granted to individuals,

Hon, Dr, H. G. H, CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker,I rise on a
point of order, This Bill sets out quite definitely to what
this amendment applies and the question of earned income
does not come into it, Earned income relief is separate
and distinct in itself, and if the hon. member wanted to
raise it, he might have raised it in March when we were
considering the rates of income tax. So, Sir, I do not think
the question of earned relief should be allowed to come into
this question which really is a question of allowances on
buildings.

Mr, SPEAKER: I would say that the hon, member is
asking the Premier a question. The hon, member need not
answer it.

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Speaker, I'was merely saying that on
the question of income tax, I wanted to know if Government
was giving consideration to other amendments under the
Act and then I went on to quote, for example, that earned in=-
come relief is granted in all enlightened countries in which
income tax is collected, especially in the United Kingdom,
In the United Kingdom, earned income relief is granted
on two-ninths of the net earned income up to £4,005 and
thereafter on one-ninth up to £9,945. That is actually the
earned income relief as distinct from people who have in-
vestments, Certainly, if allowances and relief are being
given to capital invesunents and to corporations, Ithink the
time has come when consideration should be givento other
personal reliefs in the nature of earned income relief, If
you are going to have your Income Tax Act into line with
that which obtains in enlightened countries.

In so far asearned incomerelief is concerned, that in-
cludes the net annual value of the house in which the em=
ployee lives rent free, pensions, family allowances but
not profits of a sleeping partner. There is another allow=
ance granted the individual in the United Kingdom in the
nature of additional personal relief, Such relief is available
to married couples who are living together. I refer to
additional personal relief which is seven-ninths of earned
income of wife living with husband, The maximum relief
in this case is £140.

Mr, SPEAKER: Ithink the hon. member is now straying
a bit, The amendment which we are now considering deals
with private allowances: so Iwill not allow the hon, member
to make what he was just saying the brunt of his speech,
As it is, youare actually quoting something from a book and
it certainly has nothing to do with the Bill which we are
dealing with at the moment,

Mr. TALMA: Sir, while agreeing with the actualprin~
ciple of this Bill, I want to know if the question of initial
allowances, in other words, the actual initial amount in~
vested and the annual wear and tear allowances and
balancing charges will be considered in this Bill because
unless the Bill makes provision for all of these things, what
is set out here will not be carried out to the satisfaction of
the ones whom we want to help, Iwould like the Hon, Prem-~-
ier to answer the question as regardsthe carrying forward
of these allowances.

Hon. Dr, H. G, H, CUMMINS: Sir, ldo not quite under=
stand what the hon. member is referrring to about the
question of carrying forward,

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Speaker, I took the trouble to bring
these books soasnottorelyonmemory. There are various
allowances in respect of depreciation of capital assets
which may be claimed by a trader and operate in reduction
of his assessment for the year to which they relate, If the
assessment for the year is less than the amount of the
allowances claimed, the balance~or the whole, if there is no
assessment - may bt carried forward indefinitely and set out
against his first available assessment of the profits of the
same business in succeeding years. I want to know if this
assessment is granted and will be carried forward.

Hon. Dr. H, G. H, CUMMINS: There is no reference
here to carrying forward.

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

On motion of Hon. Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS, seconded
by Hon. M. E. COX, Mr, SPEAKER lefi the Chair and the
House went into Committee on the Rill, Mr. BRYAN in
the Chair.

Clauses 1, 2 and 3 were cailed separately and passed,
8.20 p.m.

Clauses 4 and 5 were called and passed,
The Schedule was called and passed,

On the motion of Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS,
seconded by Hon, M. E. COX, the CHAIRMAN reported
the passing of the Bill in Committee.

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

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

CHIEF SECRETARY (ALLLOCATION
OF FUNCTIONS) BILL

Mr, SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day also stands
in the name of the Hon., Premier:~ To move the second
reading of a Bill to repeal the Chief Secretary’s Office
Act, 1903, and to make provision for the allocation of the
functions of the Chief Secretary and for other matters in~
cidental thereto,

Hon. Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, this is the
first of the Orders onthe Order Paper dealing with the Con~
stitution. I am asking leave, as 1go along, that the munbers
of these Orders be re-arranged. There is a sequence in
these Bills in which one should follow after the other, but
they are not arranged in that order on the Order Paper.
I am therefore asking that No, 6 be taken as the next Order
of the day.

There being no objection, leave was gronted the
Hon, Premier,

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE (AMEND-
MENT) BILL
Mr, SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day also stands
in the name of the Hon, Premier:= To move the second
reading of a Bill 10 amend the Executive Committee Act,
1891,

Hon. Dr. H. G. H, CUMMINS: Mr.Speaker, I think that
hon. members will remember that soon after my return
from England and in October, 1959, His Excellency the
Governor sent down a Message to this House with regard
to certain constitutional changes. Those are the changes
which 1 have discussed in England; and this House, on the
8th December, 1959, answered His Excellency the Governor
to the effect that they had accepted the proposals for con-
stitutional advance mentioned in the Despatch and that they
would favourably consider legislation togive effecttothese
proposals., These Bills on the Order Paper are really to
give legislative effect to those constitutional changes. The
firs: Bill is the one which we are now considering, an
amendment to the Executive Commmittee Act, 1891, I suppose
that we are all acquainted with the fact that the Barbados
Constitution is provided for in a number of enactments
and other constitutional documents. According to arrange-
ment, the nominated members of the Executive Committee
shall cease to be, as they are at present, members of the
Executive Comimittee, Thzat is also effected by an amend-
ment to the Executive Committee Act relating to the com-
position of the Executive Committee. In place of 2 Com=
mittee comprising the Governor, the members of the Ex~
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ecutive Council, no less than one member of the Legis=~
lative Council and no less than four members of the House
of Assembly shall form, together withthe Governor and the
Attorney General, the Executive Committee, In other words,
the members from the Executive Council will no longer,
except one, be part of the Executive Committee. The mem-=
bers of the Exec:itive Committee drawn from the Legis-
lative Council and the House of Assembly will be determined
in accordance with the conventions governing the selection
of the Premier and other Ministers of the Government.

The arrangement that legislative provision should be
made to enable the business of the Governor=-in-Executive
Committee to be carried out where convenient without a
formal meeting of the full Executive Committee is included
in this Bill. In short, by this amendment, what is known as
the Cabinet will have the power to meet without the Governor
being present. Provision is also made that all the members
of the Executive Committee will be kept in touch with the
affairs of Government and they will be provided with all
documents and information necessary for the transaction of
business, These documents will be circulated to all mem=
bers of the Committee whether or not they are present;
that is the Governor, and the Attorney Generalneed not be
present to carry on the business of the Executive Commit-
tee, but they will be served with all the documents and all
business relating to the work of the Cabinet.

8,30 p.m,

The Attorney General will only attend meetings of the
Cabinet when he is so required to do. This will still be
the principal executive authority of the Island, and the
Clerk of the Executive Cornmittee and the Cabinet shall
be subject to oaths or affirmations of secrecy. Accordingly
the Bill by clause three seeks to make provision to that
end and also provides for the appointment of a Clerk.

There are certain minor amendments which have been
made to the principal Act in order to clarify some of the
provisions of that Act, Clauses seven, eight and nine seek
to make it clear that the references to the word ‘‘year’
in the sections which they amend are references to the
‘*“financial year'®, whilst clause eleven seeks to clarify the
peculiar wording of section ten of the principal Act, So too
in order to comply with the provisions contained in clauses
XV of the Barbados Letters Patent 1914, clauses fifteen
and seventeen require that warrants for the payment of
money shall be made under the hand of the Governor or of
a person authorised by him in writing,

As it is felt that the present requirement contained in
the principal Act for all leases of public properties to be
subject to the approval of the Legislature imposes an un=
necessary restriction on the administration and wastes the
time of the Legislature, clause thirteen seeks to provide
that only those leases which are for periods exceeding
ten years shall require such approval. And further as the
imposition of stamp duties on conveyances, leases, con-
tracts or other documents executed on behalf of Govern-
ment is tonoeffect as the duties are paid out of Government
funds, clause fourteen seeks to exempt the Executive Com=
nittee from the payment of such duties.

The opportunity has also been taken to widen the
classes of deceased public officers in respect of whom
the Executive Committee may authorise to be paid to
their dependants before probate is granted the sums due to
such officers in respect of salary, allowances or pension,

With regard to this section about deceased public
officers, I should explain that for upto £10 the Government
has authority to pay, but that is now considered too small
and the amount has now been advanced to $300,

Those, Sir, are the principal points of the Bill and 1
beg to move that this Bill be now read a second time,

Hon, L. St.A. THORNE: I beg to second that,
Mr, WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, these things have been

agreed upon and some of them are new; therefore some
reasoning must be given to them, For example, the Premier

ran over the Objects and Reasons as they are written, The
Objects and Reasons state that as it is felt that the present
requirement contained in the principal Act for all leases of
public properties to be subject tothe approval of the Legis~
lature imposes an unnecessary restriction onthe adminis=-
tration and wastes the time of the Legislature, clause thir=
teen seeks to provide that only those leases which are for
periods exceeding ten years shall require such approval,
Now this is an arbitrary method, Why is it that the length
of the lease should be the determining factor and not what
is to be leased? You may come to lease something that is
worth a valuable amount of money for only two or three
years, but the Legislature might agree it should not be
leased at all, I do not think that there should be this in=-
fringement on the sovereignity of the Legislature,

Mr. Speaker, the members of the Cabinet are part of
the Legislature and not the whole Legislature, If the ad~
ministration is getting too lazy to do its work, it should let
us know, and not tell us that it is a strain on the Legisla~
ture. I do not want to be unkind and hard to people, but
who in fixing these things can say that there is any strain
on the Legislature? We have a Crown Solicitor now; some
years ago we did not have one, we had a Queen’s Solicitor.
We have a permanent mandoing the work. If you are leasing
land from the Government and leases are soprevalent, let
us know the number of leases that we executed in the last
three years, and at what rate per month, per day or per
week we carried out these leases. Thenwecan see what is
the strain on the Legislature, I have been in this House for
sixteen years and I can count the number of leases that came
through this Legislature on my hands, When is the last
time that we had a lease?

It is stated here that it is felt that the present re~
quirement contained in the principal Act for all leases of
public property to be subject to the approval of the Legis-
lature imposes an unnecessary restriction onthe adminis-
tration, Why is that the administration does not want to
be restricted by the Legislature in the leasing of property
which is supposed to be vested in the people of this country?
These administrators are getting a little bit too cocky.
Soon and very soon they will feel they are more important
than the Legislature, Too many of them have the idea that
coming to the Legislature is a waste of time. They want to
have a lot of authority. In the process of time they will
want to spend money and we would have no right to say how
it should be spent. That is the part on which I should like
some more explanation from the Premier, because Ido not
like giving up our fundamental rights in the Legislature
too willingly even to the Cabinet, The reason for my saying
that is because the Cabinet has now reached the stage where
it says they are not going to meet on every occasion but
will send around some of the papers, Whenthe hon, senior
member for Christ Church was Minister of Agriculture,
land was sold inSt, Philip and nobody knew anything about it,
The Cabinet did not know about the land that was sold until
after it was sold, and then they came with excuses to this
House and said there was an error. An exchange of docu-
meats had to be made for the land in St, Philip, but mem-
bers did not know about it, Youcanget these Departmental
arrangements where the Minister is asked to sign his name
on the way out of his office, and the next thing you know.....
8.40 p.m.

Hon, D, D, GARNER: I was not in my place, I was
outside and I heard the hon. member speak about the
Minister of Agriculture, Lands and Fisheries. I wish that
he would put the records straight and say which Minister it
was.

Mr, WALCOTT: The Hon. Minister was not in his place,
as he has said; therefore he was not part of the debate, It is
not the present Minister of Agriculture because if it were
the present Minister of Agriculture and this exchange was
made as it was, 1 would get very funny about it,

1 feel that the Hon. Premier would have to give us some
explanation about this inconvenience. I do not see the
reason why you should say thatonlythose leases which are
for ten years or more should come tothe Legislature, As a
matter of fact, I do not think the length of years of a lease
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must he the criterion to determine if the Legislature must
approve of the lease. The idea of the Legislature being given
the opportunity of approving a lease should not be governed
by the duration of the lease, Idonot think because Govern=
ment property is vested in the Executive Committee or in
the Cabinet, let us say it is the Public Buildings, that we
should hear afterwards that the Government decides to
lease this building out and put us somewhere else and for
them to tell us that it is only for three years. Of course
1 have quoted an extreme case, What is the authority for
vesting in this Act that you can lease land out under these
conditions? I think that this Honourable House will require
more information about this aspect of the Bill.

This is another aspect of this measure, All Cabinets
have Clerks and Ithink that is the policy of all Governments;
but this Government I think follows too slavishly what is
done in the United Kingdom and elsewhere, For the life of
me, I cannot see why we should have a Cabinet Secretary
of the position of a Permanent Secretary. I would like the
Hon, Premier to tell me what are the increased duties of
the Cabinet today as compared withthe duties when the Ex~
ecutive Committee used to handle those matters so that
you will need a Permanent Secretary to be Clerk of the
Cabinet, I do not tell you togo and pick up any boy who has
entered the Service yesterday and make him Clerk to the
Cabinet. But why should you go and take a sledge hammer
to crack a nut? Why should you take a top man to do the
work of Clerk to the Cabinet? It seems to be a waste of
money, It is no use your asking a messenger to give you
full productivity and then you pay a man a top salary just
to assort newspapers - because that isthe fundamental job
of the Clerk tothe Cabinet, He is responsible for the collec=
tion of papers from the various Ministries, Do not tell me
that this is the same job asthe man who is responsible for
advising you on matters. Mr, Cozier and Mr, King did that
job efficiently when they were young men in the Service, and
I may say that when Mr, Walcott whowas a principal clerk
did it there was no comparison, The only difference is that
the young men today may have done a better job. They have
the same counterparts in the Service today, Do not tell me
because it is done in England that it should be done here.
You send down similar Bills to what you sent down pre-
viously. You do not write any different English, The quality
of the work is not going to change because you call a man
a Minister today. The Executive Committee was comprised
of the same men youhave today. As a matter of fact, a man
can be an ordinary member of this Cabinet today and to=
morrow he can become a Minister, Becausethatis so, are
you turning him into a different man when he becomes a
Minister? If he was an idiot before, he would be the same
idiot, and if he was a wise man before, he would be a wise
man afterwards, I cannot for the life of me see ithat thereis
any justification for a Cabinet Secretary being of the rank of
a Permanent Secretary more than that you are following
the other people, You are saying that the content of the
job requires the calibre of a man who has reached the top
of the service and unless that man has reached the top of
the service, he cannot do the job, You have a man doing
the same sort of work as Clerktothe Public Service Com-=
mission and he is not of the status of a Permanent Secre-
tary, Both the Clerk to the Public Service Commission and
the Clerk to the Cabinet have confidential jobs to do.

I do not know why this post should be given that status
unless they have given the Clerk to the Cabinet additional
duties to what the Clerk of the Executive Committee used
to perform. The Clerk to the Executive Commitee did not
enter into discussions. You do not ask the Clerk to the
Cabinet to advise you as to how something should be done.
He is not advising anybody as to policy. The Permanent
Secretaries of the various Ministries have to be advising
the Ministers, You cannot claim that the Cabinet Secretary
is advising all the Ministers on policy, Inthis dispensation
when you have all these Permanent Secretaries - six of
them - what do you need a man like that to be Cabinet
Secretary to do? Why should you waste your money like
that? I think it is time that we have a proper evaluation
of jobs. Even if it is done in England, in Jamaica and in
Trinidad, I do not see any reason why it should be done
here. This is the smallest Ministerial Government in the
Caribbean apart from the Governments in the smaller is-
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lands, For its size and population, it has a big Ministry, It
has a budget of $21 million and we have per capita a Min-
isterial Bench higher than the one in Great Britain, Of
course, Great Britain needs more than one Cabinet Secre=
tary because as we know, the Mother of Parliaments, holds
meetings day after day, It istheSovereign Government and
that Government has grown up over the years.

Sir, I cannot see the justification for these two things
which I have just pointed out and Iwould be very glad if the
Hon, Premier would tell us what are the justifications (1)
that the Clerk of the Cabinet must of necessity be equal to
a Permanent Secretary so that the Cabinet should function
efficiently, and () why is it that the basis for arriving at
the leases of Government property should be on the basis
that the lease should beten years sothat the matter should
come to the legislature. Do you not think that what you
are going to lease out is more important than the length of
the lease? I say that because it rnay be an extremely good
bit of valuable property and that is what the Legislature
would like to know something about, Whether you lease it
for a day, a month or ten years, we feel we should know
about it before the lease is finalised.

8,50 p.m,

Mr, TALMA: Mr, Speaker, before the Premier replies,
I would like to support the remarks of the hon. member who
has just sat down in relation to the granting of leases to
Government land by the Executive Committee, 1feelthat it
is the subject-matter of the lease which is important, and
the area of the land and the value of the property to be
leased are the most important factors, and not the actual
term of years, It is correct to say that a lease for a short
term can be done orally or not under seal. It may be that
the draftsman had something in mind. It would seem prima
facie that the object of this proposalis to take the power out
of the hands of the Legislature and vestit in the Executive
Committee, A lease under ten years does not need the
sanction of the Legislature as heretofore, but a lease for
over ten years will be brought here.

That is what is proposed in this amendment, In other
words, this amendment is a means whereby more power
will be placed in the hands of the Executive Committee,
Very few leases are granted for terms longer than five
years with the option of renewal for another five years, and
it goeson ad infinitum, if you have successful options for
renewal, In other words, such leases need not come here
at all; Government leases can be made without the consent
of the Legislature, If the Government want to ignore the
Legislature and make a lease for five years with the option
to renew it for another five years and have as many leases
or options as are required by the leases, well, that seems
to be the case. If that is a way of having a mock Legisla-
ture as regards the purchase of land, if you are trying to
reduce the Legislature to a farce, well, say so. You only
hear of leases for 999 years in England today; but a lease
which obtains in these parts is only for five, or seven
years, You will seldom find a lease for ten years, If it is a
lease of Government land, then, we need not come here at
all,

In order to make capital of his point, the hon, senior
member for St. Peter referredto alease of land which took
place during my tenure of office, Anything could have hap~
pened then; it was all done behind my back; I was wrong
and 1 apologise for that, but I had no benefit to receive from
the exchange of land in St, Philip, It was a question of try=
ing to ignore a Labour Minister. There was no scheme; it
was no benefit to me. It was kept away from my desk and
worked upon between the Crown Solicitor, the Director of
Agriculture and the people concerned. I was asinnocent in
the matter as the hon. member who referred to it,

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order, Mr, Speaker, I do
not want the hon, member to think that the statement I made
was any suggestion against his character or any improprie-
ty; my Statement was a reference to show what can take
place as individual incidents take place, It was done without
the approval of a Minister and by this means anything can
happen.
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Hon, M, E. COX: On a point of order, May I try to
clarify the point made by the hon, member? I do not think
it is fair to the officials to say that this thing was done be~-
hind our back,

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. senior member for Christ
Church spoke particularly of a matter in which he was
thought to be involved,

Hon. M. E, COX: 1 am dealing specifically with the
exchange of land at Six Roads; I am saying that it is not
fair or correct to say that the Conservative officials did
it behind our backs.

Mr. TALMA: The hon. member is not in a position to
say what happened inmy Ministry. I say that it was done be-
hind my back; I knew nothing about it, It was a question of
land on one side of the road being exchanged for another
spot of land,

Hon, M, E. COX: In these days any old thing can hap=~
pen,

Mr, SPEAKER: I am asking the Hon, Minister to apolo-
gise here and now for making the statement that in these
days any old thing can happen,

Hon, M, E., COX: All right, Sir, I apologise, I know
something about it. This matter was thoroughly discussed
in Executive Committee with all the Ministers before any
agreement was reached.

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order.Iwas out of the isl-
and when the matter was discussed,

Hon, M, E.COX: It is not fair to say that these officials
were Conservatives, that they undermined the Government
and that sort of thing, That is not true. I repeat that this
matter was discussed in Executive Committee and decided
upon; but there was an error somewhere in the Ministry
after it had been agreed to by the Executive Committee,
9.00 pomc

After it was agreed by Executive Committee, there was
a slip~-up in the Ministry and it was not brought and put be~-
fore the House; but it is not true and I categorically deny
that any Civil Servant whether highor low in status was op-
posed to this Government because it was a black Govern=
ment, and therefore decided to undermine the authority and
do these things behind our backs. Ican say for myself that
as far as the ones who work for me are concerned, and I be-
lieve that can be said throughout,.....

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon, member’s Ministry is not
before us, The Ministry of Trade, Industry and Labour as
a Ministry is not before us at all,

Hon, M, E. COX: I am trying to defend a defenceless
people,

Mr, SPEAKER: The hon. member does not haveto try
to defend these people, The hon, member has not made any
reference to the Ministry of Trade, Industry and Labour,

Hon, M, E. COX: When he refers to the Ministry, he
means the whole Government and not any particular Minis-
try, because it is a collective Government,

Mr. SPEAKER: I say now again that the hon, senior
member for Christ Church who formerly was Minister of
Agriculture spoke of a specific incident whichrelated to his
Ministry alone.

Hon, M. E, COX: Mr. Speaker, it could not have reach-
ed this House of Assembly unless and until it had been
agreed to by Executive Committee for which we all have
collective responsibility; and I again repeat that it is not
true, neither is it fair and honest to those Civil Servants
to make it appear as though they were undermining the
authority because it was a black Government. That matter
was discussed and agreed on in Executive Committee, but
there was a slip-up in the Ministry concerned so that it did
not come before this House.

Mr, TALMA: 1do not caretoprolong this nor am I try-
ing to find any scape goat. I am speaking the truth, The po=
sition is that the sale of this land was closed before the
consent and approval of the Legislature was secured, and
I am saying now that the matter was closed unknown to me
and brought for approval after the sale had taken place,
I am not a Queen’s Solicitor nor the Director of Agricul-
ture, and I never saw the conveyance,

Hon, M, E. COX: Onapoint of order, it was not a sale;
it was an exchange of land. The Government had land on
both sides = I think Foursquare was involved = and the
Government took in part of Foursquare which adjoined the
Government land and gave part of the other land.

Mr. SPEAKER: Can we pass on now?

Mr. TALMA: Everybody knows it was an exchange,
but it is a question of the exchange being completed and
whatever compensation was paid unknown to me, I did not
know when the completion took place, and that was done
before the approval of the Legislature was sought. You are
getting on as though you have something against me.

Mr. SPEAKER: Do not let us make that the principal
point of this Bill.

Mr, TALMA: The hon. member isgettingonas if I am
involved in some exchange of land.

Hon, M, E. COX: On apoint of order, I never said that,
neither could what Isay give that impression, All I said was
that there was a slip-up in the Ministry. (Mr. WALCOTT:
What is a slip-up? Did youexchange apair of bone dice for
a pair of diamonds?)

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Speaker, in view of what has just
been explained about this exchange of land, how much the
more should the Legislature be vigilant in the granting of
leases and the sale of land generally inthe proposed amend-
ment to the Executive Committee Act which normally de-
mands or necessitates that incaseof any sale or exchange,
the approval of the Legislature should be sought before the
completion of the sale or exchange.

Hon, M, E. COX: On a point of explanation, under the
Executive Committee Act, 1951, (1951~27) youwill see that
Section 2 reads as follows:=

*‘Section twelve of the Executive Committee Act, 1891
as contained in the Executive Committee (Amendment) Act,
1950 is hereby repealed and the following section substitu=
ted therefor:-

The Executive Committee may, with the approval of
the Legislature, lease, sell or exchange any lands which
they may possess.'

(Mr, WALCOTT: Youbelieve you are very bright.)

Mr. TALMA: Mr, Speaker, I have said the same thing.
With the present state of the Executive Committee Act and
with the necessary amendments up to now, inorder for the
Executive Committee to sell or lease land, they must re~
ceive the approval of both Houses of the Legislature; but
with this proposed amendment, in the case of a lease of
land vested in them for a fixed term not exceeding ten
years they can dispose of it without the approval, consent
or knowledge of the Legislature, We are saying that in the
case of a normal lease which, as everyone will know will
be for five or seven years, in future they will not have to
come here for approval, They will grant a lease for five
years with an option of renewing it for successive periods
of five years unknown to the Legislature.

Of course, Mr, Speaker, 1 do not agree with that
amendment; but there is another point Iwould like to make:
if the Bill had said atermofone year, well then, you could
understand it may be for some convenience; but to vest such
powers in the Executive Committee for leases notexceed~
ing ten years or periods under tenyears is something with
which I do not agree,
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Now, Sir, in the case of the proposal where the estate
is $300 or less if there benoletters of adrninistration, the
Hon, Premier read from the Objects and Reasons as fol=
lows:~

““The opportunity has also been taken to widen the
classes of deceased public officers in respect of whom the
Executive Committee may authorise to be paid to their
dependents before probate is granted the sumsdueto such
officers in respect of salary, allowances or pension,”
9.10 p.m,

Now, Sir, I appreciate this change because it does work
a hardship on very poor dependants where the estate is
$200 or $300 or thereabouts, and more especially when the
deceased was an employee of the Public Works Depart~
ment or a casual worker of the Highways and Transport
Department who died after serving fifteen years and left
his dependants to receive the gratuity and that gratuity is
around $1,000, It is very hard for the average dependant
to seek Letters of Administration, It is known that the
majority of these people die intestate and for their depen-
dants to seek Letters of Administration, it may cost them
about $120, Therefore, I am suggesting to the Hon, Prem-
ier, although he is helping by substituting $300 for £10 that
he should go a little further and amend the $300 to $1,000 or
$1,200, He would be really helping this group of poor peo=
ple who experience a great amount of difficulty in securing
a gratuity on the deathoftheir beloved husbands or what-
ever it might have been, I amtherefore asking that he sub-
stitute $1,200 for $300 because itisa very expensive busi=
ness today in securing Letters of Administration. Although
$300 would be helpful, it does not go far enough.

Sir, I am not going into the other parts of the Bill be=-
cause this Bill is only carrying through by legislation many
of the things which now obtain by convention.

Mr, STRAUGHN: Sir, if the Hon. Premier is replying
relative to the question of the time of the Legislature being
spent on these leases would give us an idea if more than
50% of the leases whichGovernment enters intois less than
for ten years it would be very helpful. We think it is com=
mendable in using time to advantage, and we do not like to
waste time; probably we may be saving much time if the
great number of your leases were of not more than ten
years duration.

Hon. Dr, H, G. H. CUMMINS: Mr, Speaker, the hon.
senior member for St, Peter attacked the proposalsof ha-
ving a Cabinet Secretary of the calibre of a Permanent
Secrerary. Of course in his day there were no Permanent
Secretaries: but he knows, because he had the experience,
that we have always had a senior official as Secretary to the
Executive Committee. With the abolishing of the office of
Chief Secretary, there is morework, and in consequence of
that, you will get going to the Premier s office cer:ain mat-
ters which were performed by the Chief Secretary, That is
additional work and additional responsibility. Withthat ad-
ditional work and additional responsibility we must have
a senior official to take care of suchthings. The hon. mem-
ber through his experience knows that,

As regards the question of leases, as you have heard
just now, the Executive Committee has certain powers as
regards the leases.

Mr. BARROW: Sir, i rise on a point of order. We
heard read just now that the Governor=-in-Executive Com-
mittee has certain powers. The point made by the hon.
senior member for St. Peter was that, as the law now
stands, any lease is subject to the approval of the Legis~
lature. When the hon. senior member for St, Michael
read it out, I noticed that he dropped his voice and I think
Your Honour also noticed it. It was pointed out by the late
junior member for the City, Mr, A.E.S. Lewis, on an oc-
casion in this House that they were exercising powers which
were ultratvires 1o the Executive Committee, just like what
they did with the road down by Bath, The hon. senior mem-=
ber for St. Michael dropped his voice,Section 21 of the Act
says that the Executive Commitee ‘‘may with the approval
of the Legislature®’, When the hon., member got to those

words, he dropped his voice and sat down. That is what [
observed and 1 think Your Honour also observed it,

Mr, SPEAKER;: Is the hon. member asking a question?

Mr. BARROW: Yes, Sir. The question whichIam ask-
ing you is this. The Hon, Premier said that the powers of
the Executive Committee were read out; soheis referring
to this Act. That certainly was not read.

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Well, I thought that the
hon. senior member for St, Michael had read the sentence,

What I am saying is this, Instead of having to come to
the Legislature = as we did a few months ago when we had
a lease which came before us =~ all that we are saying is
that instead of having every now and then to come for a
lease for a period of three years, we would save the Gov~
ernment the trouble of referring that to the Legislature and
we are saying that only a long lease of ten years or more
should come to the Legislature from the Executive Com=
mittee.

The hon. senior member for Christ Church said just
now with regard to the £10 for Letters of Administration
that he had approved of the extension of it to $300 but he
thought that it should go further thanthat, I think he should
remember that he was the man who has suggested this
$300 extension,

Mr. BARROW: Sir, let me explain how I understand
this question. When the hon. senior member for Christ
Church was getting up even then the Hon. Premier was
anxious to get up to explain something. When the hon,
senior member for Christ Church had finished speaking,
I am sure that the Hon, Minister of Finance was desirous
of getting up to explain some point which the hon, senior
member for St, Peter made.

9.20 p.m,

1 am sure that Your Honour will grant him the in-
dulgence of replying again to any new points which might
arise,

Mr, SPEAKER: I had the impression thatthe Premier
had replied, The hon. junior member for St, John is asking
the permission of this House to speak and the Hon. Premier
will have the permissionto reply again. Unlessthere be any
objection, leave will be granted the hon. member to speak.
(After a pause), There being no objection, leave is granted
the hon. member.

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Speaker, there are one or two
short points which 1 would like tomake about this Bill, The
first one is in support of the remarks of the hon, senior
member for Christ Church who referred to Section 9
of the Act, The amount in that Section which can be paid
out without Letters of Administration or the grant of Pro-
bate being obtained is $120 and now the Premier wants to
substitute therefor the words‘‘three hundred dollars',
I do not see that the amendment to the marginal note is
to be included in the Statute itself. We do not pass margi~
nal notes in this House; marginal notes are inserted by the
Printer or proof reader for guidance, but they never form
part of the law, If a substantive amendment takes place to
a section, the Government Printer, let us say, will amend
such marginal notes as he thinks fit in order to guide
readers of the particular statute who are searching for
particular provisions, This is the first time in my tenure
of office in this House, and it spreadsover nine years, that
I have seen an official amendment to a marginal note, 1
would not like to see the principle encouraged, that we
amend marginal notes.

Hon, Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: On a point of order.
To what marginal note is the hon. member referring?

Mr, BARROW: If you look at Section 10 you will see
an amendment by deleting the symbol and figures in the
marginal note. I have merely said that it is a principle
which we would not like encouraged. When we amend a mar«~
ginal note we intend to give it the force of law, and it was
never intended to give a marginal note the force of law,
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As the hon, senior member for Christ Church has
said, the average cost of Letters of Administrationto a
modest estate may be anything between $75 and $120, It
is my experience of Public Works employees who have
done over 15 or 20 years’ service, that very often the gra-
tuity is in the vicinity of $850 or $900. The very latest
example is that of a constituent of Your Honour who worked
in the Highways and Transport Department and had a small
gratuity given to him of some $700 or $800, The Under-
taker’s bill was $200 or $300, he was anxious to get his
money amn he had to get legal advice in taking out Letters
of Administration; the result was that the expenses of the
Administration coupled with the . undertaker’s bill swal~
lowed up a considerable portion of the gratuity which the
widow was supposed to collect, The hon. senior member
for St. Joseph and the hon. senior member for St. Michael
can vouch that ‘‘turnouts®’, to use a common Barbadian
expression, are items which can be fairly expensive, If
anybody can get a burial for under $200, that is considered
to be a cheap funeral. If youareonly granting an exemption
up to $500, this is an undertaker's amendment; this is not
to cover anybody else. I do not know if this is a Bill speci-
fically introduced for the benefit of the hon. senior member
for St. Joseph or for the benefit of the hon. senior member
for St. Michael, I say that jocularly, This provision allows
an undertaker to collect his money fromthe Treasury, but
it does not allow widows to be able to carry on until em=-
ployment is found for the older children and matters of
that kind, I feel that the figure of $1,200 is a more realis=
tic figure. The Government does not become interested in
this matter until the amount of the estate is $5,000, Ways
and means have been found but I suggest that the sum of
$4,800 may be a good sum to put in here, Until the aggre=-
gate of the estate amounts to $5,000 the Government is not
interested., There are no Death duties paid-on an estate
under $5,000. We give the Executive Committee power to
relieve an estate under $4,800, With the kind of gratuity
which is paid out to people in the Key Scale, those who
are least likely to have property, the amount of $1,200
would be adequate for the moment untilthings are changed
for the better for these admittedly under-paid employees,
according to the statement made by the Hon, Minister of
Trade.

9,30 p.rn,

Now, Sir, we come to this much provoked question of
leases, I must join with the hon, senior member for St,
Peter, your colleague, in insisting that the sovereignty
of Parliament be maintained in any matter dealing with the
experditure and or the disposal of public funds and pro-
perty. It is set out in the Letters Patent and the Royal
Instructions that public funds may be expended only with
the approval and sanction of the Legislature and not other=
wise., The words “and not otherwise' are the last three
words occurring in that article of the Letters Patent which
are the keystone of the Constitution of this Island, The Ex~
ecutive Committee Act cannot alter that, because that could
only be altered by the Queen=in=-Council,

Mr, Speaker, we are not altering the constitution to
make it possible for the Executive Committee to dispose
of or give away or spend public money except with the ap=
proval of the Legislature, How is it that we can therefore
by this amendment give to the Executive Committee power
to exchange, sell, lease or give away public land? We have
just bought an estate down in St, Andrew called Sedgepond
for $120,000; you could not take five centsout of the Trea-
sury unless you came to the Legislature, and the amend~
ment which the Premier now wants us to agree to gives
them the power to exchange or give away Sedgepond Plan-
tation for half acre of land in Hothersal Turning without
coming to the Legislature and getting approval, and we
would have the Minister of Trade, Industry and Labour
talking about slip=ups in some Ministry. We know that there
was some slip-up in here over the Admiralty Pasture in
St. Philip; we know that land was exchanged at the rate of
two acres for one acre; that cannot be denied,

Hon. M, E, COX: On a point of order, all I meant was
that there was an oversight, f members interpret it other-
wise, I am not responsible, lintend at a later stage to draw
it to the attention of the House,

Mr. BARROW: The law was that the Executive Commit=
tee by the Act of 1951, Chapter 39 as far as I can remem-~
ber.ccenceee

Hon, M, E. COX: On a further point of order, I think
that somewhere there is a Rule which states that you can-
not adversely comment on anything which the Legislature
has passed unless you are prepared to make a substantive
motion, Despite the fact that it was done at a late hour by
the Legislature, it was done anyhow. A Resolutioncame to
this House and the House approved of the transfer or ex-
change of the land, so that is the law of the land today.
Unless the hon, member makes a substantive motion, 1
humbly submit to Your Honour that it is out of order to
adversely comment on what the Legislature has decided.

Mr, SPEAKER: I am not prepared to say that it is an
adverse comment, but surely any hon. member may refer
to what has happened without referring to it adversely.
I do not know that any adverse reference has been made.

Mr. BARROW: If Your Honour would correct the hon.
member, if we in this Session of the House pass a Reso-
lution or a Statute we could not reflecton it, but the House
we are talking about has been dead twice over, This was
not passed in this Session since 1956,

Hon, M, E, COX: On a point of order, what the hon.
member said just now is misleading, It does not apply to
any Session, It says no law, no Actor anything done by the
House, I am going to get the Rules,

Mr, SPEAKER: That is not before the House.
Hon, M, E, COX: What, Sir?

Mr. SPEAKER: What the hon, member is saying. I
am the sole interpreter of the Rules.,

Mr. BARROW: The hon. member cannot say that the
Act we are amending was a bad law, Does he mean that
if located labourers go on the Statute Book that we could
not discuss it?

Hon, M. E, COX: On a point of order, I did not say
that, You can bring in an amendment any time, but when
an amendment comes before the House, it is a substantive
motion and the Rule says you cannot do it other than by a
substantive motion,

Mr, BARROW: The hon, member not only talked about
it but discussed it at length and disclosed official secrets
here tonight, He discussed what took place at Executive
meetings and matters of that kind. This is above his head.
The 1late hon, junior member for the City, Mr. A, E. S.
Lewis distinctly pointed out to the Government on more
than one occasion that the Executive Committee Act only
gave them power to lease docks; that had nothing to do
with the exchange of land when they contrived to exchange
land; so they brought inthe amendment whichis the 1951-27
Act which we are trying to change now, but even this reser=
vation shall be with the approval of the Legislature.

Mr, Speaker, there must be some limit tothe authority
exercised by the Executive Committee. Let them under=~
stand this clearly once and for all; the Legislature is
delegating powers to the Executive Committee, The Execu-
tive Committee is not comprised particularly now of people
who are sitting down on plantations, or people who are in
England and come here on vacation or anything like that; it
is comprised of members of the Legislature, and the other
people of the Executive Council have a right to sit on Exe=
cutive Committee only when summoned by warranton spe=
cial occasions; therefore the part cannot be greater than
the whole, The sooner they realise that we derive our
authority from the people, the better, We delegate for the
purpose of the mechanics of Government certain powers
to the Executive Committee which is now the Cabinet; so
they cannot be greater than us, They cannot take Sedgepond
Plantation and exchange it for some land atOrange Hill or
anything like that, I see the hon, junior member for St,
James beginning to take an interest. They have come to
us and let us decide whether it is a worthwhile project,

]}
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All 1 said in relation to the Admiralty Pasture was
that the hon, member says it wasdonewithout the approval
of the House due to a slip~up. I am not commenting on the
subsequent ratification; I am commenting on what was
done prior to the ratification by the House.

9,40 p.m,

1 am merely pointing out what was done there when
they did not have the authority to do it so that two acres
of land which was lying fallow and which was fertile was
exchanged with a plantation at the ratio of two acres of
fallow land for one acre of rabland. (Hon, M. E. COX: That
{s not true.) How much was it? I give the hon, member a
chance to say what the ratio of exchange was, whether the
land which we gave them was not at the ratio of two acres
of fallow land for one acre of rab land. (Hon. M. E, COX:
That is wilful lying.) We were here; we did not drop from
the sky. I give the hon. member a chance to say what the
ratio was. It may be 1,798 recurring to one acre of plan-
tation land, I was merely pointing out the mechanics of
democratic Government and the reason why you cannot
delegate to the Executive the power to do things like this,

We do not mind the time. It is our duty to sit in here
even if it is until 3 o’clock in the morning. It is part of
our duty to approve of these leases. The main reason
given in the Addendum for altering the constitution in
this respect is this, and I will read it,

**As it is fel: that the present requirement contained
in the principal Act for all leases of public properties to
be subject to the approval of the Legislature imposes an
unnecessary restriction on the administration and wastes
the time of the Legislature, clause thirteen seeks to pro=
vide that only those leases which are for periods exceed~
ing ten years shall require such approval,**

Now, Sir, you can see what we are driving at. Twenty
years from now this democratic Government would have
to go on and by that time most of us would be pretty near
our allotted span. This is a constitutional principle. It is
not what we want or what they want. No administration
has got the right to tell the Legislature that the House
having to approve of something is a restriction on them.
That is Item No, 1 and Item No, 2 is that they cannot
tell us what is a waste of our time, We have to tell them
what we consider is a waste of our time. I do not know of
any place in the world where the people would surrender
their sovereign rights and allow the admininstration to
hold virtual powers of life and death over their life and
property as they do here in this Island. The hon. member
has admitted that on one occasion the administration even
effected something which was ultre ~ses, (Hon, Dr, H, G,
H., CUMMINS: Not me.) 1 did not say a member of the
Government; I said the administration,

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of
order, I said that maybe it was due to a slip-up, I said
that 1 presumed it was an oversight, I said ‘‘slip-up®*
first and then I clarified it. At a later stage I will try to
explain further,

Mr, BARROW: The point is that it was done and it was
done contrary to law, The only reasonfor the hon. member
emphasizing ‘*‘slip-up’’ is that he is trying to impress on
the House that it was not done intentionally, I was beginning
to be converted to his point of view that it was a slip-up,
but now it seems as if it wasnot a slip-up at all, He seems
to be presuming that it was a slip-up. It has to be either
a slip-up or an intentional and deliberate act done to de=
prive this Chamber of its constitutional authority, It must
be one of those two things which would tend to lower the
authority and dignity of this House and it seems to me as
if the hon, member is in doubt as to whether it was a
slip-up, Whatever it was, it was ultra vires, unconsti-
tutional and illegal, They want us togive them the authori~
ty to do it legally and that is why I say I doubt very much
now that it was a slip-up in the first instance, They want
us to give them this power so thatthey can do things clan=
destinely without the full knowledge of this Legislature and
so that they can do these things with impunity and that we
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cannot challenge them as we challenged them before on
grounds of constitutional legality,

1 will give you another illustration, There is a road
at Bath on the old railway line and the Hon, Minister of
Communications came in here last year and said in a reply
1o a question posed by me that this land has been leased
to certain private property owners who had constructed
the road and I remember asking him then under what
authority was that land leased; so you will see that they
have no authority to lease it. These private owners were
obstructing the road at Bath so that motor lorries and
excursion buses could not go down there on Bank Holidays.
When I asked the hon. member what were the terms of the
lease, he said that the Governor~in-Executive Committee
had leased that road out on a monthly basis. Now, my col-
league from St, John knows that that is so, So, Sir, here is
another illustration, I think that the obstructions have been
removed but not by the Department over which the Hon,
Minister presides, but by the private people takingthe law
in their hands, There again, the Executive Committee en-
tered into a private treatytoleasethatroad at Bath, It was
a question of their vesting the possessory rights of the peo-
ple in the private owners down there and they did not dare
to come to the House to do that kind of thing,

Sir, do you not think when they go to do something in
my parishthat my colleague and myself want to know some~
thing about it? There is no reason why people should not
be able on Bank Holidays to go to Bath,

9,50 p.m,

There are a lot of little petty annoyances that an Adminis=
tration can impose on the people of this island under the
guise of vesting proprietory rights of the public in private
individuals, If the Section only went so far as to allow the
Executive Committee to lease land under a ten-year period,
then one may say that if their reasons were valid the posi=
tion may not be so bad. But if you were to read the Section
you will see that this is what it says:=-

‘*‘Section twelve of the principal Act is hereby repealed
and the following new section to be numbered *‘12'* sub~
stituted therefor —

12, The Executive Committee may lease any lands
vested in them for a fixed term not exceeding ten years
or may dispose of any personal property vested in them
and may, with the approval of the Legislature, lease for
any period exceeding ten years any such land or may grant,
sell or exchange the same,",

I am saying that there is a patent ambiguity in the
wording of the section. The way in which the Section is
worded may give the Executive Committee power togrant,
sell or exchange the land without getting the authority of
the Legislature. 1 know that it is worded like that inten-
tionally because when they have something to sell they
will say: ‘‘Yougave us the power and now you are reflecting
on a vote of the House.’" That is the security behind which
they want to shelter. We do not have to make expressions
about’ *‘over our dead body"’; we talk about ‘‘over our living
body*’, We are not voting for this Section because it is the
negation of democratic and constitutional rights, The whole
Deep Water Harbour area may be leased and we may not
know anything about it. Mr, Chairman, we cannot vote for
this Section.

Even the Executive Committee, when they are renting
out the Garrison Savannah, have to put anotice in the Offi-
cial Gazette. They have to give notice that they are renting
the Garrison Savannah on special days every time that a
race meeting is going to be held, That is only something
in which everybody participates. What is there to prevent
them from exchanging Sedgepond Land for a piece of land
at Peterkins Road? They can say that they will rent Sedge-
pond Land to a man for the purpose of planting a kitchen
garden and he will give them some where for the buses to
be turned around.

Mr, Speaker, I consider this as amostretrograde step
from the point of view of parliamentary democracy and I am
instructed to say that we donot see our way to support this
amendment,




Hon. M, E, COX: Mr, Speaker, there are a few points
which I want to make before you put the question,

Mr, BARROW: On a point of order. The hon. member
did not ask for permission to speak, The Premier has
spoken and, as Your Honour has said, the hon. member
has made several explanations on points of order.

Mr. WALCOTT: I was waiting to see if the Premier
was replying. The hon, junior member for St, John desired
to speak but he did not have the right to speak and Your
Honour permitted him to do sowiththeclear understanding
that the Premier would have the right of reply to that
speech, The matter was closed because nobody else wanted
to speak after the Premier, If the Hon, Leader of the House
can speak now, that would be making a farce of the Rules of
this House.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is perfectly right.
Does the hon, Premier want to reply?

Hon., M. E. COX: May I ask whether an hon. member
cannot ask this House for permission to speak?

Mr., SPEAKER: Under certain circumstances, but not
under these circumstances. The hon, junior member for St.
John rose to speak after the Premier had replied, and it
was with the distinct understanding that the hon. member
had got the leave of the House to speak and that he would
be the only member to get such leave, If any hon, member
thinks that he can now speak, that-would be making a farce
of the Rules of this House,

Hon, M. E.COX:Withalldue respectto Your Honour...

Mr, SPEAKER: I have already ruled,

The gquestion that this Bill be now read a second
time was put and resolved in the affirmative,

A division was taken as follows:

AYES: Mr, BRYAN, Hon'bles Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS;
COX; MAPP; GARNER; THORNE; Messrs, SEARLES;
STRAUGHN and SMITH - 9,

NOES: Messrs, WALCOTT; TALMA; BARROW; TU-
DOR; CRAWFORD and BRANCKER - 6,
10.00 p.m.,

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

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division, and Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair and
the House went into Committee, Mr. BRYAN being in
the Chair.,

Clause 1 was called and passed.

Clause 2 was called, It reads as follows:-

2. Section two of the Executive Commitee Act, 1891, which
Act is hereinafter referredto astheprincipal Act, is here~
by amended as follows:=

(a) by re-numbering section two thereof as section
2

(b) by deleting the words ‘‘Immediately on the opening
of each session of the Legislature’® appearing in

lines one and two thereof and by substituting there-
for the words =

‘At the opening of the first sessionof the Legisla~
ture following a dissolution of the Legislature®’;

(c) by deleting therefrom the word *‘Executive’® ap=
pearing in line five thereof and by substituting
therefor the word =
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“Pl’ivy";

(d) by deleting therefrom the words *‘Governor=-in-
Executive Council, acommittee®’ appearing in lines
six and seven thereof and by substituting therefor
the words =

*‘Governor and the Attorney General, a committee
to be known as the Executive Committee'’;

(e) by deleting therefrom the words ‘‘the Executive
may deem it*’ appearing in lines nine and ten there-
of and by substituting therefor the words =

““it may be deemed"’;

(f) by inserting a full-stop immediately after the word
“‘institutions®® appearing in line twelve thereof and
by deleting therefrom the words =

‘of the kind and in the manner hereinafter men-
tioned."’

appearing in lines twelve and thirteen thereof;

(@) by deleting therefrom all the words appearing
therein immediately after the word “‘appointed®
in line fourteen thereof tothe end of the section and
by substituting therefor the words =

**shall, subject to the provisions of section three of
this Act, continue as members of the Executive
Committee until the opening of the first sessionof
the Legislature immediately following the disso~
lution of the Legislature at the opening of which
they were so appointed member s of the Executive
Committee,"’;

(h) by inserting therein the following new subsections
to be numbered *‘(2)"* and *‘(3)" -

*42) Notwithstanding the provisions in subsection
(1) of this section specifying the occasion onwhich
appointments during pleasure shall be made tothe
Executive Committee, the Governor may from
time to time appoint during pleasure to the Execu-
tive Committee members of the Legislative Coun~
cil or of the House of Assembly tobe members of
the Executive Committee in addition to those al-
ready appointed or to fill any vacancy arising in
the membership of any member of the Executive
Committee appointed during pleasure and any ap~
pointment so made shall be subject to the like
terms and conditions applicable to an appointment
made during pleasure under the said subsection

M.

(3) Where any appointment is made tothe Execu-~
tive Committee under the provisions of subsection
(2) of this section the Governor shall cause public
notice to be given of such appointment.*

Hon, Dr. H. G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Chairman, I beg to
move that Clause 2 stand part.

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

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman,I would like to know if
the Government had any discussion on this matter and what
is Government'’s policy with regard to the position of the
Attorney General in relation to constitutional changes. Is
the Government still of the opinion, in view of what is tak-
ing place and in the context of ‘constitutional changes, that
the Attorney General’s post should not become a political
post? It seems to me that withthese constitutional changes
which we are making we are still retaining the Attorney
General, when in truth and in fact the Attorney General
is a Civil Servant. He cannot {make any policy with regard
to Cabinet decisions, and the time has come when you want
a politically appointed Attorney General. You should face
that issue foursquare and tell the public so rather than wait
until Trinidad, British Guiana or somebody else does it,
because if in 1962 we are going to have internal self-
Government, the time has come when you should be able

)
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to declare your policy on this matter, Ishould like to know
what are the views of the Premier on this question,

Hon. Dr. H., G. H. CUMMINS: Mr, Chairman, if the hon,
member will remember, 1 referred 1o October 1959 as the
date when the proposals were before this House, and Idid
mention that with regard to the office of the Attorney Gen-
eral, it is agreed that we can have a political Attorney
General when it suits us. It is already agreed on, so when
the time comes and it suits us, we will have the change
made,

The
resolved in the affirmative without division,

question that Clause 2 stand part was put and

Clause 3 was called. It reads as follows:-

3. The principal Act is hereby amended by inserting im-
mediately after section two thereof the following new sec=-
tions to be numbered *‘2A'* and *2B" -~

*2A, The Governor shall appoint a person in the
public service of this Island to be Clerk to the
Executive Committee,

2B, Before entering upon the functions of his of~
fice, the following oath or affirmation shall be
made by every person apppinted in accordance
with the provisions of sections two and 2A of this
Act before the Governor or some other person
authorised in that behalf by the Governor =

Lreeencoresesesseses GO Swear that Iwill well and truly
serve our Sovereign Lady Queen Elizabeth the
Second in the office of member /clerk of the Exe=
cutive Committee and that Iwill not, either direct=-
ly or indirectly, reveal such matters as may be
discussed in Executive Committee and committed
10 my secrecy. So help me God.’

or

*Loseessssessssensee. 40 solemnly and sincerely affirm
and declare that I will well and truly serve our
Sovereign Lady Queen Elizabeth the Second inthe
office of member/clerk of the Executive Commit~
tee and that Iwill not, either directlyor indirectly,
reveal such matters as may be discussed in

Executive Committee and committed tomy secre=
cy. () v.

Hon, Dr. H. G, H. CUMMINS: I beg to rrove that
Clause 3 stand part,

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

Mr. TUDOR: Mr, Chairman, I wonder if at this point
the Hon, Premier would like to answer one question which
I believe arises out of consideration of this Clause, In the
new set-up, what exactly will be the difference in duties
berween the functions performed by the Cabinet Secretary and
the Clerk of the Executive Committee?

Hon, Dr, H. G. H, CUMMINS: As I said a little while
ago - I do not know if the hon. member was not here -
naturally now that there is no Chief Secretary, the
major portion of the functions performed by that officer
will be transferred to the Premier’s office. Of course,
the hon, member asked why we had an officer of that
high standing, but that does not answer his question. In
fact the hon, member is asking about the functions. As 1
said, he will have now the major portion d the work of
the Chief Secretary’s office, which will be transferred to
the Premier’s office, in addition to his work as Cabinet
Secretary.

The

resolved in the affirmative without division.

question that Clause 3 stand part was put and

Clause 4 to 10 inclusive were called and passed.

Clause 11 was called. It reads as follows:-

11, Section ten of the principal Act is hereby amended
as follows:-

(a) by inserting in subsection (1) thereof immediately
after the word ‘‘office’ appearing in line eight
thereof the words -

¢, in the case of the real property,"’;

(b) by inserting in subsection (1) thereof immediately
after the word ‘‘Island’’ appearing inline tenthere-

of the words =
*«, and in the case of the personal property, in
trust for the public of this Island*®%

by deleting from subsection(l)thereof the words
“‘Governor-in-Executive Committee may in his
discretion'® appearing in lines sixteen and seven-
teen thereof and by substituting therefor the words

sExecutive Committee may'’;

©)

) by deleting from subsection (1) thereof the words
“‘Governor -in=-Executive'* appearing inline twenty-
one thereof and by substituting therefor the

word -
‘“Executive’’.

Hon. Dr. H, G, H. CUMMINS: Mr, Chairman, I beg to
move that Clause 11 stand part,

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

Mr. WALCOTT: Now, Mr, Chairman, I donothave the
Act, but I am going to deal with Clause 11. This section
talks about the property, and Ido not think the Premier has
given us any real explanation about the changes which are
proposed in this Clause; so I thinkthatthis Clause and the
following one will give him an opportunity to explain, 1
think that the administration is extremely impertinept to
send this to us inthis Chamber and members would be los=
ing their sense of balance. The note which appears here
in the Objects and Reasons is an insult to suggest that
bringing a thing like this to the Legislature is an unneces=
sary restriction on the administration, and that the ad~
ministration is more important than the Legislature indeal=
ing with vital matters,

10,10 p.m,

Now, this is what I wanttodraw to the Hon, Premier’s
attention and I think he will agree with me, This is nothing
which you should fight about; this is something which you
should agreeto, Ithink when Iam finished speaking on this,
you will agree withme, Iam pointing out to the Hon, Prem=
ier that this is a small island and you must not forget the
fact that you are in power today, but you have not got all the
votes, You have been voted to come in here as well as I,
and we are not going to be inhere forever. Some people may
succeed us who may possess the same philosophy as we,
but it is a question of propriety.

The Central Foundry land has been vested inthe Exe~
cutive Committee., Why should it be a lease for ten years
in order for us to determine whether they should be given
a lease? The Hon, Premier said that somebody in the ad~
ministration says that it imposes an unnecessary restric=~
tion if it is a lease for less than ten years, 1 have been a
member of the Executive Committee and I know that a lot
of Jim Crowism is practised in Barbados, The number of
people who can lease lands from the Government is mainly
people from themoney owning class., You have a few peo-
ple who had bathsheds put at Shot Hall and that is the sort
of thing which you do not really want to waste time about,
But do not tell me that the Aquatic Club wants a lease and
we should not know anything about it. This is no Executive
secret which I am bringing out, On one occasion I said to
the Governor then that I was not in favour of leasing land
to the Aquatic Club unless they were prepared to allow
people like me to walk in there, Of course, I said that I did
not mean myself, I do know thatIcan go places now where
I could not go before, and it is not on the basis that I am
more wealthy: but it may be because such people at those
places feel that it is good tohave me there as an advertise~
ment for them. They can say: “Look, Mr, Walcott was
there.’* The Molasses Terminal has a lease of land which
is vested in you and it is my interest to know, when that
lease is to be renewed, how long you are going to lease it
for. With the employment practices which some of those
people carry on, we of the Trade Union say that it is a
practice which we are not in favour of and that is why we
would like to know something of these leases. I am sure
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the Hon, Premier is aware that we have had difficulties
with people who leased land which was vested in the Exe~
cutive Committee,

Now, Mr, Chairman, I do not know in whom the land
of the Deep Water Harbour is vested, but I know that the
Port Manager has control over the 92 acres of land there,
1 also know that the Government has under consideration
the leasing out of that land and Iwant to say in this Cham=
ber now that there will be the biggest showdown in Christen=
dom if we do not know beforehand everything in detail in
relation to the lease of that land at the Deep Water Har-
bour. I say that because Iam aware that the Government is
getting advice on this matter which isnotgood. That is the
sort of situation which is arising there and then we would
hear that this person or firm has got a lease of the land
there., We want to know now before you pass legislation
what are the portions of land which you have to lease, and
in view of the fact that the Deep Water Harbour has just
been built and the land there is vested in you, what are the
applications which you have received for leasing that land
from you and what you aregoingtodo about it, As a matter
of fact, I hear that some people want to buy some of the
land there. It is truetosaythatl have built the Deep Water
Harbour; therefore, 1 want to know something of how the
land there is to be leased and to whom it is to be leased,
That is something which I want members of the Govérn-
ment to understand. Do not get the idea that I only turn up
in here, I have been elected in the same manner as you
have been elected. If I had wurned up in here just so, you,
Mr. Chairman, would be asking a policemanto put me out=
side of this Chamber. They cannot ask a policeman to put
me outside because 1have been elected to this Chamber. As
the hon, junior member for St. John has said, there is the
belief that when you vest something inthe Executive Com=
mittee or the Cabinet that the Cabinet is more important
than the people who sent all of us here, But that is a fal=~
lacy. The only authority by which we have to come in here
is by the votes of the people. There are also some people
who have got the idea that youvote for the House of Assem=
bly en bloc. That is not so, They vote for the name of the
person whom they want torepresent them, I say this to the
Premier and I challenge him to deny it. He has under con~
sideration leases and the disposal of land at the Deep Wa-
ter Harbour., The provision of this ammendment in the Bill
is going to be a means of Government disposing of the land
at the Deep Water Harbour without coming to the Legisla-
ture and the reason for it is because some people are
against you discussing that in here.

I say that there is a lot which is going to shock the
people. The Hon, Minister of Trade can elect whomever
he likes and put them on the Deep Water Harbour Board,
but, may be, he is going downthereto unload the ships that
call at the Port, When it comes to using this as a guise, you
are not taking the people of Barbados into your confidence.,
What little guys have you up there that they have got so
cocky that they can say that it is a nuisance and an unneces=-

. sary restriction on them to ask you to come to the House
to seek approval of these leases? Let those little guys go
and face the people. I am surethat this is not the policy of
the Premier. As a matter of fact, the Premier would not
write this rude note. We of the Opposition are your equals
in here, You say that it imposes an unnecessary restriction
on the boys whom you employ and to whom you pay pen=
sions for them to come to us; therefore it meansnow that
the Legislature is not the supreme authority of this coun~
try, but that the administration is the supreme authority
and the Legislature is only a glorified rubber stamp,
10.20 p.m,

The Premier would know this. Constitutional changes
cannot affect a basic principle. In England youhave consti-
tutional changes and a Sovereign Government. The Aquatic
Club is vested in the Government and for how long is the
lease in relation to that Club? It is a yearly lease and the
matter does not even come up here, Yougive the Governor=
in-Executive Committee the power to renew the lease from
time to time. I do not know what the legal position is where
that is concerned. As the hon, senior member for Christ
Church has said, you grant a Jease for three years and the
lease is renewed. When we come to the other part of this
matter, I will tell the Premier that he should endeavour

to introduce something which connotes value, If you are
dealing with value, I am sure that hon. members would not
worry too much if the property is only of a certain valua~
tion, A very important debate will take place in here on
this question of the lease of land. The Deep Water Harbour
is avaluable area; it is the most valuable area of land today.
It has a value of $30 million, Ifeel that the Premier would

be well advised not to proceed withthis Measure which has
come down as a part of their constitutional changes, This

has nothing to do with the constitution,

The Governor-in-Executive Committee already has the
power to lease land; because you are having constitutional
changes and you are having a Cabinet, what is that to do with
it? The land at Cave Hill was sold out and nobody came to
this House in connection with that; but your friends might
buy it and we want to stop that, Some people will make an
exchange and you know what they get in exchange, I am
saying that the vesting of the land in the Government of this
country is all right, but when it comes to fundamental things
you cannot give them unlimited rights, Even where you have
children you put a Clause in your Will so that the mother
of those children should live in a place until she dies, so
that the children should not put her out, Why do you want
to arrogate to yourself the things which you should share in
Parliament? The next thing willhappenisthatthe people in
the Administration will send around a Round Robin for you
to sign.

Hon, Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: On a point of order. To
what is the hon. member referring when he talks about
sending around a Round Robin?

Mr, WALCOTT: When Iwas inthe Executive Committee
they used to send around papers for me to sign, I signed
for somebody to go to the Mental Hospital. I have been in
the Administration and the Administration constitutes the
Government in power; you are giving this power to the
present Government, but the Administration does not want
the trouble of sending something to the Legislature, Very
soon the Legislature will agree to a Cabinet and then we
can go back home; we will not need the Legislature because
you will have a Cabinet. Why do you come here and ask us
to vest land in the Governor~in-Executive? The land belongs
to the people of Barbados and the Legislature is only the
trustee for the people, I am sure that the Premier would
not agree that trustees should have the unlimited right of
disposing of property without the owners knowing something
about it, If this land is vested inthe Governor -in-Executive
Committee, if this proposal is giving authority to have the
land vested in the Executive Committee, can you say that
the point whichwehave raised as to what matters will come
up is something which should not be considered? I think that
this matter about the leasing of land in the Governor-in-
Executive Committee is something which should be further
considered. The length of the lease is an important matter
for the bon. members to discuss, but Ido not think you
should say that they own property.

I would say that just as that other riglt is extreme on
one side, this Bill is extreme on the other and it does not
leave any room for modification, I think that the Premier
has heard my views and he should be willing to see that
there is no unnecessary restriction on the administration,
I should like to say that this is the worst thing that could
have come down to us by way of a note.

Hon, M. E, COX: Mr. Chairman, perhaps I would not
have spoken on this matter if the hon. member had not re-
ferred to the Cave Hill project some time ago, 1 do not have
to go over what I said about the purchase of Cave Hill ever
since. I would just say this.

10.30 p,m.

Whereas areas were sold by people who were very
friendly with the hon, member at 36 cents, 40 cents and 60
cents a square foot, when Iwas Minister of Communications,
Works and Housing I bought the Cave Hill area at approxi=
mately 6 cents a square foot somewhere in 1955, and I am
sure that everybody would agree that that was a very good
buy indeed, But those little insinuations do quite a lot of
harm, because whenever one thinks about money, one will
always say that the individual got something out of this deal,

)
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Cave Hill was sold out by friends or maybe it was bought
from your friends.

1 amgoing to quote from page 301 of the Official Gazette
of this House, the meeting of 1st September, 1953, when the
hon, senior member for St, Peter was on this side of the
House. This is what he said in reply to the late A. E. S.
Lewis who was a very meticulous and criticalperson as far
as government was concerned. The member was then a
member of this Government, (Mr. CRAWFORD: He has
more sense now,) As long as he is associated with you, he is
bound to have more sense, I amnot a chameleon. 1 will die
on one spot, This is what the hon, member said:-

I am not dealing with the aspects of this Resolution;"’
- this was the Resolution for the purchase of Enmore which
is now a Health Centre. (Mr. WALCOTT: What is the rele-
vance between Enmore and Cave Hill?) This is what the
member said in reply to the late A. E. S. Lewis when he
made a remark similar to the one which the hon, senior
member for St. Peter has just made,

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order, thehon., member
says that the late A. E.S. Lewis made a similar remark in
relation to Enmore. 1 spoke about the purchasing of Cave
Hill without coming to the Legislature. Youhadto come to
the Legislature for the purchase of Enmore, but not for Cave
Hill,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Before the hon., member proceeds,
what I understood was that the hon. member for St. Peter
made reference to the purchase of Cave Hill without the
sanction of the Legislature,

Hon. M, E, COX: What is he doing but insinuating im=
proper motives?

Mr. WALCOTT: If the hon. member wants me to reply,
I said that this is a small community and in a small com=
munity the number of people who can buy and sell land be~
long to the money classes. In making reference to what this
is likely to do, I said that the purchase of Cave Hill was
made and that is one of the things that did not come to the
Legislature, and that is why I do not like the idea of giving
the right of having these things done without coming to the
Legislature, I did not go anymore into the details, because
I can go into the details of Cave Hill any time with the hon.
member, and I would say that he is bound to come out on
the wrong side.

Hon, M. E, COX: That is the type of remark to which
I am objecting.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: = The hon., senior member for St.
Peter made reference to the purchase of land at Cave Hill
without the sanction of the Legislature, and as you said, he
said it before and you got up and refuted it on several oc~
casions, You have got up again and pointed out the advantage
of the Cave Hill area, Inthis instance you are quoting from
the Official Gazette on a matter which came before this
House re the purchase of Enmore which in my opinion is an
entirely different matter, That has nothing to do with Cave
Hill, and I do not think it is right to open the question of
Enmore in the face of a Resolution having come for the pur=
chase of Enmore and therefore having legislative sanction,
It is not on all-fours with the purchase of Cave Hill, nor
does it deal with the Executive Committee Act which we
are now discussing,

Hon, M, E. COX: With great respectto Your Honour, I
would appealto Your Honour to realise that in this Assembly
when the character and integrity of amember is challenged,
every ounce of laritude should begiven tothe member of the
Government, so that he can defend himself,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I have given you latitude because you
have refuted the statement,

Hon. M, E,COX: I1have not even attempted to read what
1 am prepared to read tonight, I want you to understand, Sir,
that if you were acquainted with the facts of the two sets of
circumstances, you would not have made the statement you

made just now, because in so far asthe Cave Hill property
is concerned, it was bought with money whichwas vested in
the Executive Committee; so we did not have to come to the
House of Assembly. The hon, member knows that as well as
anybody else because he was a member of the Executive
Committee.

Mr, WALCOTT: That is precisely whatIsaid; and that
is the analogy that I brought to show that in that case it did
not have to come before the Legislature, That is why 1 said
that this is a small community and we do not like to do these
things unless we come here,

Hon, M, E. COX: What I am asking, Mr, Chairman, is
why should the hon. member get up and say that we never
brought it before the Legislature when the hon, member who
was a member of the Government knows that it was bought
out of Labour Welfare F unds whichwere and still are vested
in the Executive Committee. He knows that we bought land
for playing fields....

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr, Chairman, on a point of order, I
did not say that the Cave Hill matter should have come to
the House, This is a Bill which will give the Executive
Committee the right not to come to the Legislature for a
lease unless it is over ten years, and that is where we say
the period is too long; it should not be related to periods.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I do not agree that that is the state=
ment you made, because I was listening and waiting to hear
whether you would attempt to deal withthetime for the ex-
tension of the lease for ten years.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 have only dealt with that in passing,
but that really comes under section 12.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The question of time did not arise at
all; otherwise I would have stopped you.

Mr. WALCOTT: I spoke on the question of not coming
to the Legislature, and Ibrought in Cave Hill as an analogy,
so that is the point,

Hon. M, E, COX: The hon, member referred to pur-
chasing land from our friends, and if Your Honour will re-
member, the member said that if we had to go into this
Cave Hill issue, I would come out on the wrong side, I am
sure that with those remarks you will allow me to refer to
what the hon, member said as regards the integrity of mem-=
bers of the Government of which he was a member at the
time,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Is it in connection with Cave Hill?
10,40 p,m,

Hon. M, E, COX: Sir, what l1am saying is analogous to
what the hon, member said just now.

Mr, CHAIRMAN; May I ask a question? Isthat dealing
with the Resolution which came here for the purchase of
“Enmore"**?

Hon, M, E, COX: I am speaking on Section 13 of this
Bill and I am replying to remarks made by the hon, senior
member for St. Peter on this very section,

Mr., CHAIRMAN: I am asking the hon. member if he
is dealing with the Resolution whichcame before the House
for the purchase of *Enmore".

Hon, M, E. COX: I am no baby. I have tolerated a lot.
The Chair has a responsibility to this House and a duty
to members too, All I am saying is that I am speaking on
this Section of the Bill and I am replying to remarks made
by the hon. senior member for St, Peter,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I have asked you a question and it
does not seem as if you will answer it. I have asked if
that is dealing with the Resolution which came before the
House for the purchase of Enmore. If so, I am not prepared
to allow you to deal with that,
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Hon. M, E. COX: I am prepared to quote what the hon,
senior member said when he was a member of Government
when there was an issue topurchase land which was some-
thing similar to what he said just now. I am prepared to
quote what he said then in respect of character of the mem-
bers of the Government of which he was a member.

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, they cannot do as they like, Let
us go home, What are you? The Chairman or what?

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Two hon. members are ontheir feet.
Will both hon. members take their seats. I have had the
occasion to call the Speaker to adjourn the House already.
I do not want to do it again.

Mr, CRAWFORD: Call the Speaker,

Mr, BARROW: Mr, Chairman, I rise on a point of
order, I have never seen in my short career such dis-
gusting behaviour by the Hon. Premier. He is walking
into the Chamber, throwing his hands up and saying ‘‘let
us go home; let us go home,"*

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That is not a point of order, That is
for me to decide as Chairran,

Mr, BARROW: I am drawing it to Your Honour's atten-
tion. Here we have a debate taking place and the Hon.
Premier walks in here shaking his hands and jumping up
and saying ‘‘let us go home; let us go home."’

Hon, Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: I certainly did not say so.
Mr. BARROW: Whom do you want to frighten?

Hon. M, E, COX: Yes, Mr. Chairman, this is what the
hon, member said, I am dealing with the remarks made by
the hon. senior member for St. Peter.

Mr, BARROW: I am on a point of order. You will keep
quiet.

Mr, WALCOTT: I hear that the Premier was a boxer.
You had better be careful.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon, senior
member for St, Peter, Do not let your asides be so loud,

Mr, BARROW: The Minister is taking the authority
of the Chair into his hands and he is making a long harangue
and is trying to overrule you. You said that he should not
read any speech and he is now reading a speech.

Hon, M., E, COX: The Chairman never said such a
word,

Mr. BARROW: I am still on my feet,
Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to both hon. members.
Mr., BARROW: But he is spitting in your face.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I would like to make an appeal o
this Committee, I have had an occasion previously through
disorder in Committee to summon the Speaker and it seems
as if I would have to do it again,

Mr., BARROW: You will have to do it again, He is
flouting the authority of the Chair.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I am speaking to the hon. senior
member for St. Michael. 1 am drawing to your attention
that if that is a Resolution for which financial sanction of
the House was obtained for the purchase of “‘Enmore"’,
it is not in my opinion on all fours with the purchase of
Cave Hill, I am prepared to give all latitude to the hon.,
member to defend any charges made against him in the
case of Cave Hill, You can go on and defend the charges
made against you, bt I do not feel that you should be
allowed to bring in the ‘‘Enmore’’ question, because as 1
have said, I do not see where the analogy comes in, If you
are going to quote a speech made bythe hon. senior mem=
ber for St, Peter relative to the characcer of the member,
that part will be allowed,

Hon. M, E, COX: 1 am not quoting any Resolution; I
am quoting something which the hon. senior member for St.
Peter said in September 1953 when he was a member of
this Government, This is part of the remarks which the
hon, member said:-

*I am dealing with the remarks which the hon. junior
member for the City has made here with some reference
to me as a member of the Executive Committee, I want to
say that I have the greatest respect for the hon. member's
integrity,"’

Mr, CRAWFORD: Iriseona point of order, Mr, Chair-
man, Are we to understand youto saythat any reference to
“Enmore"’ in this context would not be allowed?

Mr, CHAIRMAN: He has not said anything of *Enmore*’
yet, If he says anything of that, I will stop him, I said as
regards the charge made against him, that I would allow
him the opportunity to defend himself.

Hon, M, E, COX: The hon, senior member for St, Peter
went on to say:=-

‘I want to say that I have the greatest respect for the
hon. member's integrity; knowing him as I do, I regard
him as one whose integrity I would not challenge,*® (He
was referring to the late Mr, A, E. S, Lewis,) ‘“The hon,
member made a statement to the effect that the reason
aback of the acquisition of this property is that the owner
of it seems to be in some financial difficulty.*’

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, I challenge the hon.
member that he is not leaving words out of the speech, I
want you to see the debate so that you can checkwhathe is
reading. Let him quote the debate in full, He cannot sub-
stitute words. You have made a ruling and this is an
attempt by the hon, member to subvert your authority and
to fly wp in your face, I challenge the hon, member be-
cause I know he is not quoting the debate now, I was pre-
sent during that debate and I am inviting you to see that he
is not leaving out and substituting words in that debate.
I never owned land at Cave Hill, Iwas never an auctioneer,
a racketeer or a buccaneer.

Mr., CHAIRMAN: In answer to the hon, junior member
for St, John, what I have to do is to wait and hear what he
says, and if he quotes anything at all against the ruling I
have made, I will stop him,

10.50 p,m,

Mr. BARROW: I am drawing to your attentionthe fact
that the hon, member is not quoting the debate; he is
changing words in the debate. I happened to be present and
1 know that he is not quoting the debate, It was seven years
ago but I am certain that what I am saying is correct. He
is subvertng your authority by substituting words.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I am waiting until Ifind that out, The
hon, member can read extracts from the debate,

Mr. BARROW: Are you saying, Mr, Chairman, thatyou
cannot call for a document from which an hon. member is
purporting to read when another hon. member in all serious=
ness tells you that he is misquoting? Are you saying that
seriously? If that is so, then you have no respect for the
Chair which you are occupying.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I intend to look atthe docwinent when
the Hon, Minister has finished,

Hon., M. E. COX: Yes, but you cannot look at itso . If
you say that you will ask me for it, that is O, K, The debate
is that of the 1stSeptember, 1953, onpage 301, I would like
to assure you, Mr, Chairman, that when I said ‘‘this pro-
perty* that is mentioned here. The hon. member is capable
of grievous dishonesty,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: There are three members on thefloor
of the House.

Mr, BARROW: I would like to know whichhon. member
he means when he refers to him as being capable of
grievous dishonesty.
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Hon, M, E, COX: I mean the hon, junior member for
St. John,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I think that the hon. member should
withdraw those words *‘grievous dishonesty*’,

Mr., BARROW: When last did you see me taking sailors
to my home?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I would like to draw the attention of
the hon, member to the fact that I am on my feet.

Mr. BARROW: Mr, Chairman, are yougoingtoask the
hon, member to withdraw the remarks?

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I am asking you to withdraw the re~
mark which you just made too, I will ask the Hon, Leader
of the House to withdraw his remark and I will also ask the
hon, junior member for St. John to withdraw his.

Hon. M. E, COX: I will withdraw that remark,

Mr, BARROW: I withdraw my remark also,

Hon, M, E, COX: The hon. senior member for St, Peter
said this: ‘“The hon. member made a statement to the
effect that the reason aback of the acquisition of this pro-
perty is that the owner of it seems to be in some financial
difficulty and apparently the four members of the Executive
Committee were aware of that. The hon, member said that
on the eve of the introduction of Ministerial Status, the
members of the Executive Committee must be careful be-
cause as sure as two and two make four, anyone who is
dealing with a matter such as this, would find it very diffi-
cult to explain the position to the public, Just as I have the
greatest respect for the hon, member's integrity Lhave the
same respect for members of the Executive Committee
other than myself,"*

Mr, WALCOTT: On a point of order. What do you
want me to say?

Hon, M, E. COX: He speaks the truth conveniently,

Mr, WALCOTT: What is wrong in my saying in 1953
that I had respect for the hon. member'’s integrity? Within
the context of the speech, he was talking about ‘‘Enmore"’,
and we were accused of having bribes; but do not tell me
that that was anything improper.

Hon, M, E. COX: Iam satisfied that the hon. member’s
expressions of truth are spasmodic and occasional; they are
not consistent.

Mr. WALCOTT: The hon, member should bring all the
papers in connection with the Cave Hill matter; he should go
into details, We would ask the Governor to release all the
papers to the Premier and allow this matter to be the sub=
ject of debate in this House,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Now that the Cave Hill incident has
been finished, and the hon. senior member for St. Michael
has had his chance to quote from the speech of the hon,
senior member for St. Peter that he had the greatest re-
spect for the integrity of the hon, members of the Executive
Committee, I would suggest to the Hon, Leader of the House
that that matter has been closed and therefore let us get
back to Section 1 of this Bill.

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr, Chairman, there is one last
thing which I will read. Ishould liketo say that such state=
ments as are being made are doing more harm than any=
thing else in this community, This is what the hon. member
saids

Mr, CHAIRMAN: That matter has been closed. Let us
proceed with Section 11 of the Bill,

Hon., M, E, COX: That is all I wanted to say on this
Section,

The question that Clause 11 stand part of the Bill
was put and resolved in the affimative without division.

Clause 12 was called.

— e ——————

Hon, Dr. H, G, H, CUMMINS: Mr, Chairman, I beg to
move that Clause 12 stand part of the Bill,

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

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, this is the Clause to
which I think the Hon, Premier would have to give serious
thought, This Clause says that the Executive Committee...
(A MEMBER: It is the next Clause.)lam sorry, Mr, Chair=-
man.

The question that Clause 12 stand part of the Bill
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division.

Clause 13 was called.

Hon. Dr, H, G, H, CUMMINS: I beg to move Mr, Chair=
man, that Clause 13 stand part of the Bill. In making this
motion I want to say that as regards what the Hon, Leader
of the House referred to in the speech which he read from
the Official Gazette, Iwas aboutto saythe same thing which
the Hon, Minister said.

11,00 p,m.

The hon. member was a member of the Executive Com=
mittee at one time and while there we must have dealt with
matters of this sort - leases, transfers and things of that
nature., He must have seen something transpire there
which caused him to adopt the attitude he adopts tonight
of imputing dishonesty to the Executive Commitiee. Of
course his reply a little earlier to the hon, member on
my left was **what did you expect me to do at that time?"*
If he at that time thought that the members of the Executive
Committee were dishonest, he should have resigned; he
should not have associated himself with a bunch of people
in whom he had no confidence.

With regard to the leases themselves, the hon. mem-
ber mentioned the Aquatic Club. The Aquatic Club had a
long lease; I think it was 15 or 20 years. (Mr. BARROW:
Twenty five years.) When it came back to us for renewal,
we refused to renew it and the Aquatic Club has been going
on on a yearly rate every since 1949, Now I say that to
say this: The Government property must be vested in
somebody, It is not vested inme; itis vested in the Execu=-
tive Committee, and we happen to be members of the
Executive Committee, Of course we will be members of the
Executive Committee for some time yet, but there may
possibly be a change, and when it comes about it applies to
the people occupying the office, Somebody has to own it,
take care of it and administer it, and when there are
questions of leases, somebody has to look after them.
All we are saying is that if you have confidence enough in
the Executive Committee to make them owners of pro-
perty, why can that confidence not extend to the granting
of leases for periods up to ten years? What can members
of the Executive Committee do with the property of the
Government? They cannot sell it and put the money in
their pockets; so I really do not see the need for all this
argument that is going on, We have simply said that in~
stead of coming to the Legislature for leases of three,
four and five years, let us agree to give the Executive
Committee authority to contract a lease for tenyears, and
above ten years to come to the Legislature,

Mr, Chairman, I really do not see the need for all
this noise, talk and insinuations of dishonesty. As the hon,
member said some time ago, that sort of thing does not do
the community any good. He said it seven years ago, and I
think he ought to say the same thing tonight, I have no other
argument but that; if that is not good enough, well...

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr, Chairman, in seconding this
motion I will draw to the Committee’s attention that when
I got up in this House on this Bill I referred to the 1951
Act in reply to what was said about the exchange of land
at St, Philip, I remembered that some time either in
1950 or 1951 we had passed an amending Bill to the Execu~
tive Committee Act which gave the Governor-in-Executive
Committee power to dispose of land by saleor lease as the
Governor~in-Executive Committee think fit, When Iquoted
it first I thought Iwasquoting the 1950 Act, but incidentally
1 was quoting the 1951 Act. This is what the 195025 Act
says:

Mr. BARROW: On a simple, elementary point of order,
the existing law is the 1951-27 Act, and he is reading it in
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1961, ten years later.In1951 the 1950 law was repealed, so
how can he get up and quotethat as being the present posi~
tion? Section 2 of the Act says that ‘Section twelve of the
Executive Committee Act, 1891, as contained inthe Execu=
tive Committee (Amendment) Act, 1950, is hereby repealed
and the following section substituted therefor....That was
repealed ten years ago and he is now getting up and ponti~
ficating that the existing position is the 1951 position,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I think you are anticipating the hon,
member.

Mr, BARROW: He said he made a mistake and that he
read the 1951 when he should have read the 1950 Act, I am
pointirg out that the 1950 Act was repealed in 1951,

Hon, M. E. COX: Mr, Chairman, I am accustomed to
these interruptions, so nothing he says can stopme. This
was done by the Almighty and nothing like him can stop it,
(Mr. WALCOTT: The Almighty does not know anything like
you,) The 1891 Act was amended in 1950, Section 2 of that
amendment reads as follows:-

“For Section 12 of the Principal Act, the following
Section shall be substituted:-

‘The Executive Committee may let any lands which they
may possess for any term and on such conditions as they
may think fit,’ "

That is the one to which I was referring just now, but
as 1 said, I made a mistake and quoted the 1951 Act, All 1
am trying to say in defence of the attack which was made
upon the officer is that presumably a mistake was also
made by the Officer who probably looked at the 1950 Act
and not the 1951 Act,
11,10 p.m.
After I noticed that the 1951 Act said ‘‘with the approval
of the Legislature'’, I put down this book and thenI
looked for the 1950 Act because 1 remembered that it
was passed sometime between 1950 and 1951, In defence
of the officer I believe that dealing with the same land,
he might have by accident referred to the 1950 Act which
gave the Executive Committee power to lease this land
or exchange it or whatever the case may be, without
reference to the Legislature, That is the point which I
wanted to make just now,

Mr. WALCOTT: Now, the Hon. Premier in a very
easy and nonchalant way sort of brushed off what I said as
if we are some busybody people interfering with some=
body else’s business. He talks about the Legislature as if
it is some innocuous body. The Hon, Premier is not speak=
ing of the Legislature as if it is an important body, but as
if it is here for the convenience of running a Government,
In a democracy if youdelegate your authority to a body, you
must have confidence in it, But he is reversing the issue, I
want to say, Mr, Chairman, that they are very famous for
quoting me when I was on the Executive Committee, Let
us get this straight about the Cave Hill land, I never
agreed to the purchase of the Cave Hill land,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I appeal to you and to the hon, senior
member for St. Michael and to the Committee. You have
already referred to it, I appeal to you. That matter is
closed. Get back to the Bill,

Mr, WALCOTT: The hon, member said that if I felt
that way about the Executive Committee, 1 should have
resigned. I propose to deal with that, In 1953, I told the
then Hon. Premier that I was going to resign, It was not
over the Cave Hill issue, on the basis that the then Hon.
Premier on the Executive Committee wanted to act in a
high~handed way and I said to him that so far as I am con=-
cerned, he could let me go now, When the hon, senior
member for St. Michael said that if I felt that way about
the Executive Committee I should have resigned, he does
not give the impression that at any stage the question
of resignation did not occur to me,. It occurred to me and
he was one of the people who implored me around that
time not to resign. I had drafted a letter which I had to
send to the then Premier concerning my resignation and
my wife told me that the wording of the letter was too

strong and that I should not send it, Of course, if 1had a
different wife, I may by now have been on some gallows,

In so far as the Cave Hill matter is concerned, it was
not finalised until after I left the Executive Committee, It
was finalised sometime in 1954 and I spoke against the
matter in Executive Committee. I did not agree with it.,
I think it was sometime in 1954 when I spoke about the
matter in the House of Assembly but I had spoken against
it in the Executive Committee before. I say that because
I do not want any member to believe that I did not speak
against it before, What I saidtoMr, Lewis, I would repeat.
I could not defend myself against any charge which any=
body made against me and it is the right of any hon, mem-~
ber to do what Mr, Lewis did. What 1 say now in relation
to the Cave Hill issve is not anything which I have said
for the first time today. I said so from the time the
matter came up, I said that it should not be bought out
of Labour Welfare money but that it should be bought out
of funds of the Legislature. The Hon, Premier says that he
does not see anything wrong with it, He has not yet ex-
plained to us why it is that he is coming and asking for
a restriction from bringing those leases which do not
exceed ten years. He is saying that you must have
confidence in them, The Note says:

““As it is felt that the present requirement contained
in the principal Act for all leases of public properties
to be subject to the approval of the Legislature imposes
an unnecessary restriction on the administration and
wastes the time of the Legislature, clause thirteen seeks
to provide that only those leases which are for periods
exceeding ten years shall require such approval.”

How can anybody look at Parliament as an unmmecessary
place for you to come to get the approval of a lease of
Government land? The Hon, Minister thinks I am making
fun when I say this, There was a time when Mr, Allder
wanted the Government to buy Rosegate; because that
particular member was not a member of the Government
Party at that time, they said that they were not going to
do anything to help the hon, member. They did not buy
the land which I told them to buy at St, Peter; they went
and bought some other land, You have it that the Hon.
Minister of Communications made a statement to the House
—which was untrue - thatinsofar as your selling agricul-
tural land, they were not allowing you to sell agricultural
land to be used for other purposes and subsequently it has
proved that the Minister allowed people to sell agricultural
land to be used for another purpose.

Hon, R, G, MAPP: Mr, Chairman, I rise on a point of
order., The hon. member was not here when we coveresd
this whole matter, Far from being untrue, that was
absolutely true. He was not here; he should not say that
when he does not know anything about it, Let him get the
debate in which we replied to these charges and let
him see what was the truth and what was the untruth,

Mr. WALCOTT: Sir, in 1959, the hon., member said
that he was not going to allow Heywoods to be used for
this project because it was agricultural land, and at that
time the hon, member was well aware that negotiations
were going on to dispose of that land otherwise, I said that
statement by him was not true. When the hon, member
made that statement, he was well aware that Heywoods
Plantation was being negotiated to be sold other than for
agricultural purposes.

Hon, R. G, MAPP: Before the hon, member makes
himself more foolish, let him read the debate. We said so,
and like anybody else, because of the advice we got we
changed our minds, We changed our minds justas the hon,
member changed his mind when at one time he talked in
favour of the Government and now is doing otherwise.
11,20 pam,

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr, Chairman, I have not lost the
point which I intended to make.(4SIDES)1am looking after
my living; you have to tell that to people people who look
out for you! Do you think I am a lackey or a pimp?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: We are dealing with this Bill and
therefore 1 do not see the point ingoing over the ground as
regards Heywoods and Fordes,

—
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Mr, WALCOTT: 1 am asking how can you expect me
to have confidence in you? WhenMr, Cadbury came here in
1959 he changed their minds. In 1959 when the Resolution
was moved in this House, they knew that negotiations were
going on for the sale of thatland at Heywoods for purposes
other than agricultural: the hon. member was aware of that,
If you talk about confidence, I will take up any challenge to
show that you talk in one way now and then you changed to
the other way. They have changed their viewson the ques-
tion of how the land was to be used at one time; I know that
the change came about when Mr. Cadbury advised them to
use this land otherwise. When I moved the passing of the
Resolution, the Premier said that he was bringingdown Mr,
Cadbury. Does the hon. member think that I do not know
about what I am talking? Mr, Cadbury came down here in
1959 and left in March,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: You agreed withmethat there was no
necessity for re-opening that debate.

Mr, WALCOTT: This is a question of confidence. How
can I have confidence in you when, at the time I brought
forward that Resolution, negotiations were going on for this
land to be used, not for one purpose but for another? When
the hon. member spoke against the Resolution he was aware
that negotiations were going on for the change, He can now
make one of those shameless, heartless, reckless state-
ments because money is his saviour.

Hon, R, G. MAPP: On a pointof order. The hon. mem-=
ber is referring to the debate on that Resolution in 1959, 1
went to St, Lucy and said that we have to watch very care~
fully the position as regards agricultural land, The hon,
member was not here when the debate took place on this
project, The Premier, about the month of February or
March, referred the matter toMr, Cadbury and it was pure-
ly on Mr, Cadbury’s advice that the Cabinet came to the
conclusion that we would allow this land to be used for other
than agricultural purposes.

Mr, WALCOTT: You cannot make a speech on a point
of order. The hon, member is making a speech.

Hon, R. G, MAPP:1 am speaking on a point of order.
Mr, CHAIRMAN: Two hon. members are ontheir feet.

Hon, R, G. MAPP: 1 willget back to the point of order.
When the hon. member, intheface of what I have said, still
talks about dishonesty, he knows who is dishonest,

Mr, WALCOTT: If the hon, member sayvs thatl am dis=
honest, that does not worry me; but if I said that about him,
that would worry him, The hon. member talks about his
speaking to groups. The time will come for me to speak to
his groups before the year is out.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Let us get back to Clause 13,

Mr. WALCOTT: If the Hon, Premier saysthatit was a
question oi confidence, these are only instances to show
that a question of confidence is something which has to be
encouraged. It does not come about by just using remarks.
The question of confidence does not arise because the land
is already vested in the Executive Committee. You do not
have confidence in the Legislature to allow the Legislature
to retain what right it now possesses. The present Bill does
not give to the Legislature the right to approve the lease
of land; anyone should know that we approve of the leases
which you make.

With regard to the Regulations we say that we have a
right to approve suchRegulations, When you talk about con-
fidence, do you think that we are fools over here? I can see
all the pressures and excuses for people being put in jobs
when other people could not find employment for years, What
super-qualifications have their brothers and cousinsgot so
that they can get work over everybody else who has been
seeking employment for all this time?Somebody knows that
somebody is your son or your daughter....

Hon, L, St.A, THORNE: 1 am sorry that the hon, mem-
ber has seen fit to refer to me,

Mr, WALCOTT: No Sir, That can refer to you but it
does not specially refer to you.

Hon, L. St.A, THORNE: I have no relatives or friends
to whom I have given jobs in preference to anybody else, I
believe in merit; anybody who has any merit will receive
consideration,
11,30 p,m,

Mr. WALCOTT: I have been seeing a lot of things going
on around here; so Iknow what Iam talking about. The hon,
member talks about confidence, but I am submitting that
the Premier’s question of confidence is the other way
around, because the Premier is taking away something from
the Legislature which, from the point of view of confidence,
is lacking onhis side, The Premier says that there is a lack
of confidence in the Legislature, because he is now submit=
ting a Bill which takes away from the Legislature something
which it now possesses; but it does not take away fromthe
Cabinet what they possess, because the note says that these
things create an unnecessary restriction onthe administra~
tion, which means that the administration has to send to
the Legislature on too many occasions and ask for leases; so
in order not to have to legislate any longer for leases, we
should let any lease in the first instance be for a period of
ten years.

Now, I would like to ask the Premier to tell me what
he is going to do with the Deep Water Harbour. You would
expect, at this stage of our history withan important mat=~
ter like the Deep Water Harbour and what is taking place
there with the leasing of land, that Government would not
want to take such a step, I know that someelements want
the Government to dispose of the land at the Deep Water
Harbour ina certain manner. The Government does not have
enough experience as yet about the mercantile community
and how the thing is going to shift, but already many people
want to line up, As you can even see, before you have got
your things done properly, the Jaycees want to keep a fair
on the land at the Deep Water Harbour, though the build-
ings have not yet been set up,

Mr, Chairman, the members of this Chamber would be
failing the community miserably in an issue like this at
this stage if the collective wisdom of this whole Chamber is
not brought in at an early stage to determine how the posi=~
tion is going to be disposed of. All I can see aback of this
Bill is that you do not want to bring the measures from the
Deep Water Harbour here, I know members of the Cabinet do
not like to run to the House of Assembly; as soon as you do
not want to come to the House of Assembly, where are you
going to run? Why is it that you de not like measures to
come to the House of Assembly? Youshould go and run for
some fishing boat or in some boat race, or even go to
Kensington and run so that nobody would worry you. If the
members of the Cabinet do not want to come to the Legis-
lature, then we are getting back to the same position in
which we had to fight to get here. In the old days the ones
who were in power felt that they could put around themselves
all the protections to keep them inpower and therefore you
could not get in easily from the outside.

The Premier has not answered what is this unnecess~
ary restriction on the administration. Let us look at it this
way, Mr, Chairman, If somebody makes an application for
the lease of land, the Cabinet makes the decision whether
it is going to lease the land; so the administration has to
perform its task in letting the Cabinet know, How is it that
the five or six Ministers are more capable of determining
if this lease should be made and not the Legislature? There
is this gradual idea of the Executive Committee not letting
the Legislature know about things, It is justlike in another
respect where the Minister of Communications said that I
talked things about the Harbour business. You ought to be
glad that people have a sense of responsibility. If you really
think you can get people todo something and somebody else
cannot get them to do something else,all you have to dois to
let us have a challenge., You tell them to do something and
let somebody else tell them not to do it and see who will
succeed! You will get a rude awakening, How can the ad~-
ministration say that it is an unnecessary restriction on
them to put a matter before us for our approval?

Mr, Chairman, the note states that it is felt that the
present requirement contained in the principal Act for all
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leases of public properties to be subject tothe approval of
the Legislature imposes an unnecessary restriction onthe
administration, We are passing constitutional changes and
giving more power to the Cabinet, taking power away from
the administration and taking power away from the Attorney
General, and they have the brass to send a Bill down here
saying that these things create an unnecessary restriction
on the administration! We are the ones who have to go down
in the by=ways and hedges and ask people to vote for us to
send us here, and they can tell us that we are imposing an
unnecessary restriction on Civil Servants |It means that we
are inferior as a Legislature to the administration, What
kind of authority are we going to have? Why do we have an
election? How can you talk about the supremacy of the House
of Assembly when we are not even supreme to approve?

I will show you, Mr. Chairman, how far the Govern=
ment in power is going. When it comes to appointing people
to Boards, we have the sad experience that they have the
right to approve and appoint people. They do not want the
appointing Bodies to say whom they should approve; they
both want to approve and appoint. All I am asking, Mr.
Chairman, is why should the Legislature not have the right
to approve of a lease, The Premier has asked us to let
them make a lease to ten years. Why shoult the criterion
for determining the validity of letting the Legislature know
if you are goingto approveof alease be based on the length
of the lease? Is the length of the lease the determining
factor or is it what you are goint to lease? If somebody
wanted to lease the Ministerial boxes, do you believe they
would want to come here?

Mr. Chairman, with the Deep Water Harbour looming
before me, I would be a traitor not only to the electors of
St. Peter but to the workers Irepresent in the Trade Union
to sit down here and give up their fundamental rights of
knowing what is going to happen at the Deep Water Harbour
vis-a-vis the leases that are going to be made, So far as 1
am concerned, I will remain here until tomorrow morning
on this issue because it is inthe interest of the people, For
ten years this has been operating and it has nothing to do
with constitutional changes; but at this stage when you are
making constitutional changes and passing matters which are
controversial, you are sticking in this Bill to amend the
Executive Committee Act. You know thatthe Legislawreis
always very sacred about the powers whichitpossesses in
respect of authority., You want to take away that authority
by saying that it is a matter of confidence,

The hon, member said that in 1953 I said I had confi-
dence in them. Yes! At one time Christ had confidence in
Judas, too; but you do not think that he continued to have
confidence after the situation with the thirty pieces of sil=
ver! So it is not a question of using words and phrases
loosely; it is a question of examining the situation,
11,40 p.m,

Before 1953, I said things in respect of all the members of
the Government -the Prime Minister of the West Indies, the
now Premier, the Hon, Minister of Trade, the Hon. Minister
of Communications - but since then, from 19561 saw them
in their true colours, Isaw them intheir true colours when
they were trying to deprive me fromgettinga seat in here.
There is no point of their talking of 1953, Let them talk from
1953 onwards, 1 am in here with them four square.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Let us get back to the Section.

Mr, WALCOTT: Do you think that I can have any con=
fidence in them? Confidence is something which is very
precious, They talk of integrity but the only thing which
they have not called me is a gentleman.

There is nothing which can make me depart from the
standpoint which I have takenonthis measure. I go further,
When you hear this silence, it is that they cannot answer
matters in a straight forward manner, You heard the Hon,
Premier. He said that he does not see why it is that we
should make all this fuss about this matter, Normally, he
does not make any fuss, but I see tonight that he nearly
broke a blood vessel, He finds it hard to distinguish between
fundamental matters which strike at the root of parliament-
ary propriety as against matters which are for the Cabinet

to deal with, He does not see that this is something which
should be discussed on a parliamentary basis, No matter
what kind of Government Department you have, no Govern~
ment Department can know anything about how Government
property is to be disposed of. This is a matter for Parlia=
ment, They talk of having confidence in them as if it is their
own property which they are trying to dispose of. They get
on as if this Island of Barbados is their property or some=
thing which they have bought, The Hon. Premier talks as if
this is something in his home. He has a breadfruit tree at
his home and I am certain that I cannot go there and pick
one of them, As a matter of fact, he has a big dog home
which would eat you up, The property at the Deep Water
Harbour is valuable property and the members of the Gov~
ernment want to sell it as if it is something which they
carried there. They know already how they aregoing to dis=-
pose of the property there, The Hon. Minister has been
going down in Chapman Lane and asking the people to give
him a vote.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Will the hon. member get backio Sec=
tion 13?

Mr. WALCOTT: Sir, how can you have confidence in
them in a circumstance like this? They are walking about
like people who are mad and saying that they are responsi=
ble for the Provident Fund. Can you have confidence in
them? They talk as if they haveput their hands in their fob
pockets and have taken out the money? Why should we have
confidence in them when it comes to disposing of the land
at the Deep Water Harbour when it has not come before the
Legislature to get our approval? They say that they have to
appoint a Deep Water Harbour Board and they come to you
and tell you that they want a panelof names from you so as
to pick out some person, We want to know why are you
selling the land there. Do you want 1o dispose of the land
there without the people’s representatives having the right
1o say ‘‘yes'* to what you intend to do? You told the people
that youput me inhere. Youmay have put me in here before
1956 but you have not put me in here after that. It is a
quarter to twelve by the clock and Iam ready to go on until
a quarter to four because, so far as I am concerned, this
measure is not passing tonight.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Mr, Chairman, we all are quite con=
scious that the Objects and Reasons do not form part of
the Bill itself and I think that this paragraph to which hon,
members are debating is the one unfortunate feature which
is mentioned in the Objects and Reasons, It is precisely
what hon, members are arguing about all the time, I have
looked through the Bill itself and read the significant clause
and it does not seem to imply what is stated in that para=-
graph of the Objects and Reasons. What is stated in the
Objects and Reasons is, I think, an unfortunate implication.

I have said previously that if we had it clear in our
minds what was the number of leases whichwere under ten
years and what was the number over ten years so as to
know how much time would be taken in discussing these
maters, that information would help us a greatdeal, I ask
the Hon. Premier if he could tell us if most of the leases
were over ten years or less than that. I do not know if he
has those statistics, The hon, senior member for St. Peter
mentioned the Aquatic Club and only yesterdayIheard that
the lease for the SavannahClubhad recently been removed.
We certainly do not think that there is lack of confidence
in the Government but there is that partof the Objects and
Reasons which tells us that coming here withthese matters
is wasting our time and we should really get some informa-
tion in regard to leases which come up for consideration.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Before the hon. junior member for
St, Lucy begins to speak, I would just like to make this
comment, In connection with the quoting of the debate by the
hon. senior member for St. Michael, I wish to say that I
have persued the document and the words which were
used by that hon. member in his quotationare the same as
that in the document. The hon. junior member for St, John
seemed to have taken objection to the word *‘property”’ but
that is how it is stated in the debate.

Mr, WALCOTT: Mr, Chairman, you need not worry
about that, I am capable of defending myself and even my




colleague. The hon. senior member for St, Michael has to
quote me in defence of himself,

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr, Chairman, I beg to move that
Your Honour do now report progress and ask leave for the
Committee to sit again,

Mr. BRANCKER: 1 beg to second that motion: but be=
fore it is put, I would like to say that in regard to the of=
fensive part of this proposed Section where we have been
forewarned in the Objects and Reasons that the view of the
administration is that bringing these measures of leases
here imposes an unnecessary restriction onthe administra=
tion and it wastes the time of the Legislature, it is an act
of presumption, Mr, Chairman, for anyone outside....
11,50 p.m.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Is the hon, member speaking on
Clause 13 of this Bill? There is amotion for reporting pro=
gress; the hon. member still has the rightto speak, but I do
not think he can deal with the Section now,

Hon, M. E. COX: I withdraw that motion,

Mr, BRANCKER: I was saying that it is an act of pre=
sumption for anyone outside of Parliament to suggest that
the time of the Legislature is being wasted,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: I think that the hon. senior member
for St. Michael would have to askthe leave of the House to
withdraw that motion.

v

Hon. M, E, COX: All right, Sir,

Mr, BRANCKER: Mr, Chairman, I am trying to say
for the third time that in dealing withthis Section it should
be obvious to every member of this Chamber that it is a
serious attempt to derogate the power of Parliament by
attempting to take away from the Legislature its inherent
and long~standing right to approve of any lease of property
by the Executive Committee of this island, Itis a matter of
grave impertinence for whoever is responsible for drafting
the Objects and Reasons of this Bill torefer to the Section
which we are now considering and state thatthere is an un=
necessary restriction on the administration and an utter
waste of the time of the Legislature, It is for Parliament
alone to consider what is a waste of its time; it is not for
any officer to suggest that the time of the Legislature is
being wasted,

Mr, CHAIRMAN: 1am sorry to interrupt the hon, mem=
ber bit this is what the Rule in connection with reporting
progress says:

‘A dilatory motion is a motion made for the adjourn~
ment of a debate or of the House during any debate or, in
Committee that the Chairman do now report progress and
ask leave to sit again or do leave the Chair."

The hon. member cannot discuss this Clause; he can
give reasons for supporting the motion.

Mr. BRANCKER: I want the Government to have time
to turn over this matter in their minds after hearing the
discussion from this side in connection with this Section;
1 want the Government to turn over intheir minds whether
they should continue to persist with this Section, We can~
not agree with it under no circumstances; we cannot at this
stage of our history allow any attempt to take away the
sovereign authority of Parliament......

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is getting back to
the Section. The hon, member cangive his reasons for sup~
porting the motion which is before the House.

Mr. BRANCKER: My reasons for speaking onthe mo=
tion is to give the Government more time to consider the
points which we have made. Things do not sink into their
minds as quickly as they sink into theminds of hon, mem-
bers over here, Mr. Chairman, you seemtogive the mem-
bers over there more ability and intelligence than you
yourself possess. On the question of constitutional changes,

= —

the Secretary of State for the Colonies made it clear that
he would support anything in whichbothofthe main parties
in this House were in agreement. That is why he said:
**Hold off for the time being the matter of the representa-
tion of the Opposition in the Upper Chamber'’, That seems
to have been completely overlooked by the membersof the
Government, This matter has not been the subject even of
discussion; it has not been the subject of disagreement and
it could never be the subject of agreement as far as we are
concerned, This wording should not have been stuck into
this Section in this ostentatious manner in the hope that it
would escape our vision., Whoever is responsible for this
draftsmanship is responsible for an unfortunate bit of work.
It is an attemnpt to hide away something in a Bill which he
thought would have been overlooked by a less vigilant Op-
position. We must oppose this Section tooth and nail.

Mr, Chairman, I can hardly hear myself for the Clerk
of this Chamber; it should be made known to the Servants
of this House that they can be as guilty of interruption as
any of the members who are opposite on the Ministerial
Chairs.

I am saying that under no circumstances could we be
expected to take this matter lying down; this is something
which must meet our uncompromising and relentless hostil-
ity. It must be obvious to you that all they have to do is to
give a lease for 999 yearsS.e....

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The hon, member is backonthe Bill.
Mr, BRANCKER: I heard the Clerk say that.
Mr. CHAIRMAN: You heard more than I heard.

Mr. BRANCKER: I can hardly hear you for the Clerk
of this House, (A VOICE: Order,) Who is saying ‘‘Order"
now? Is that the Clerk?

12,00 midnight.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: You are giving your reasons for re-
porting progress, but you will have anopportunity to speak
again on Section 13 which is the Section on which we are
reporting progress, There is a dilatory motion before the
House which you have seconded, and ingiving your reasons
for supporting it, you should refrain from going into de~
tails.

Mr. BRANCKER: I am pointing that the reason why I
am supporting the motion is to give the other side an op-
portunity to consider that which they must obviously have
overlooked, In respect of your managing the Commitee,
will you see that the employees of this Chamber take their
proper seats and do not provide distractions when the
House is in progress?

Mr. STRAUGHN: Is the Leader of the Opposition not
shortening the amount of time the Government will have
to consider the measure? The longer he speaks, the longer
he delays the adjournment,

Mr, BRANCKER: A point of order can never begin
by asking a question, Iseethat inthe case of certain mem-
bers you do not try to teach them, because you realise
how difficult it is., Perhaps the Clerk could go around and
tell the member that you do not start a point of order by
asking a question.

Mr. STRAUGHN: Has the hon, member ever heard
about a rhetorical question which is infactnot a question?

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr, Chairman, that is not a point of
order and it is even a more futile attempt to hold up the de=
bate, I understand that youaretired having the Clerk stand-
ing there behind you and would like to be rid of that em~
barrassment and discomfiture. If members feel likewalk~
ing out, that is a matter for them; but I just want it to be
clearly understood that on this particular sectionwhichwe
are discussing, it does not matter how many days we spend
on it, because we cannot allow this togo through. If we did,
we would be giving up our rights as members of Parlia-
ment in order that the Executive Committee would have the
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powers which are vested in us when we are elected to re~
present the people of this island through the various con=
stituents who sent us here, Let whoever is responsible for
this phrasing of wasting the time of the Legislature under-
stand that it is the Legislature and Parliament alone which
decides when its time is being wasted.

The question that Mr. CHAIRMAN do now report

progress and ask for leave to sit again was put and re~

solved in the affirmative without division, and Mr.
SPEAKER the Chair and reported accordingly.

resumed

ADJOURNMENT
The Order Paper having been fixed,

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr, Speaker, for some time now we
have passed the Rules of the House, and I think it is a most
unsatisfactory state of affairs that an important Chamber
like this is really without the Rules of the House in a prin=-
ted and bound form, Iam asking that they should be in some
form, and I am wondering if suchanorder has not yet been
given by you, as they have not yet come our way, I saw the
Clerk endeavouring tonight to find the Rules and bending
back as many foolscap sheets of the cyclo=styled copy for
the Chairman to see. I think it is an unsatisfactory state,
and efforts should be made for the Chamber to have the
Rules,

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member is perfectly correct.
I have learnt thar the indexing of the Rules is the present

hold=up, A copy has been produced by the Printer in a
bound form, but I am as anxious as any other member to
have a printed and well bound copy in my hands and in the
hands of my colleagues, To date I have been unable to do
so, but I hope the indexing will be soon finished, I under-
stand that is the only hold-up.

Hon, M, E, COX: Mr. Speaker, inmoving the adjourn-
ment, I would like to inform the House that it is the inten~
tion of the Government to meet on Tuesday and Thursday
of next week, We have quite a few important Bills, and some
of us will be leaving this island at the end of the month;
therefore we want to get through these Bills before we go,
I have discussed the matter with the Leader of the Opposi~
tion, (Mr, WALCOTT: That is your business,) I would like
the hon. member to know that we must take charge of this;
we do not trespass on his preserves in Probyn Street, He
dictates that, We do not dictate; we run our affairs, (Mr.
WALCOTT: Wise dictatorship is better than foolishdemo-
cracy,)

I beg to move that this House do now adjourn until
Tuesday, 25th April, 1961, at 12 noon,

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division, and Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House
accordingly.

12,10 a.m.,
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