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Pursurnt to the adjournment, the House of Assembly 
met at 12 o'clock (mon) today. 

PRESENT 

His Haour Mr. K. N. R. HUSBANDS, (Speaker); 
Mr. J. E. T. BRANCKER, (Leader of b e  Opposition); 
Eon. Dr. H .  G. E. CUMMINS, C.B.E, M.D.,C.M., ( P r m -  
i a k  Hon. M .  E. COX, (Minister of Trade, Industry and 
Labour); His Honour Mr. L, E. SMITB, J.P., (Zkpury 
Speakerh Hon. R. G. M P ,  (Minister of Communica- 
tions, Works and Housing); Hon. tl D. GARNER, (Minis- 
ter o f  Agriculture, Land* and Fisheriesk Mr. C. B. 
SEARLE3 Hon. L. StA WORNE, (Minister of Educa- 
tiont and Mr. G. E. S. STRAUGJN. 

dmyrtr were read 

MINUTES 

Mr. SPEAKERz I have the to Worm the House 
that the Minutes of the meeting which was W oh the 10th 
January, 1961, have been printed and circulated amongst 
hon. members, and unless tbere be any objection, those 
M i n ~  will be taken as read and confirmed.(After a pause). 
There being no obMtion, those Minsldes arc now taken as 
read and confirmed. 

Mr. CRAPFORD and Mr. BRYAN entered the House 
and took their seats. 

MESSAGE FROM THE GOVERNOR 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. C-: Mr.Speaker, I beg to lay 
Message No. 2/1961 .from His Excclkncy the Governor to 
the Honourable the House of Assembly, regarding appoint- 
ments to the Executive Committee. 

The Message is as folbws:- 

HE EXCELLENCY THE COVERNOR 
TO 

THE HONOURABLE THE HOLSE OF ASLTEMBLY 

His Excellency the Goveznor has* honour to inform 
the Honourable the House of Assembly that pursuant to the 
provisions of the Executive Committee Act, 1891, he has ap- 
pointed the following members of the Honourabk the House 
Assembly to be members of the ExecutiveCamminee under 
and in accordance with tbc provisions of that Act:- 

The Honourable M. E. Cox, M.C.P., 
The Honourable R. G. Mapp, M.C.P., 
The Honourable F. E. Miller, M.C.P., 
The Honourable D. D. Garner, &CS., 
The Honourable L. St.A. Thorne, M.C.P. 

J. M. Stow 
GOVERNOR. 

Government House, 
Barbiulos. 

10th January, 1961. 

PAPERS LAID 

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

The Public Officers' Loan and Travelling Allowances 
(Scheduled Officers) Regulations, 1961. 

Statement of Revenue and Expenditure of the Barbados 
Savings Bank for the half year ended 30th June, 1960. 

Annual Report of the Barbados Fire Service for the 
year 1959. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, I am commanded to 
lay Post Office Advances for the payment of Morlly Orders 
to 30th November, 1960. 

GOVERNMENT NOTICES 

Government Notices were given as follows:- 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMIN& Resolution to place the 
sum of $19,300 at the disposalof the Governor -in-Executive 
Committee to supplement the Estimates 1960-61, Part I - 
Current, as shown in the Supplementary Estimate 1960-61, 
No. 31, which forms the Schedule to the Resolutior.. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Resolution to place the sum of 
$4,000 at the disposal of the Governor-in-Executive Com- 
mittee to supplement the Estimates 1960-61 Part I - Cur- 
rent as shown in the Supplementary Estimate 1960-61, No. 
32, which forms the Schedule to t.b Resolution. 

A Bill to amend the Trade Act, 1910. 

A Bill to amend and repeal the provisions of certain 
Acts  of the Island relatingto thedues and charges that may 
be levied upon shipping. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker. I beg to give notice of 
my intention to move the House into Committee of Supply 
at its next meeting in order to consider the Money Reso- 
lutions of which notice has just been given. 



PRIVATE MEMBER'S NOTICE 

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

WHEREAS the establishment of a new industry is of 
general economic advantage to the country, and 

WHEREAS the completion of the Deep Water Harbour 
renders it imperative to endeavour to find suitable alterna- 
tive employrr~ent for dock workers, and 

WHEREAS as has been pointed out in Questions tabled 
in this I-iouse il l  July, 1949 and in a Resolution tabled in Oc- 
tober, 1950 that the manufacture in Barbados of flour from 
imported wheat would make available different grades of 
super-quality, including whole wheaten flour and a highly 
nutritious additional ingredient for preparing feed for dairy 
cattle and pigs, namely bran, and 

WHEREAS it has been established that it is economi- 
cally feasible to establish a flour mill to produce as little 
as 20,000 lbs daily - working 250-300 days a year, and 

WHEREAS the consumption of flour in Barbados alone 
now approximates 24 million lbs annually at a cost of nearly 
$2 million - to say nothing of the adjacent units of the Fe- 
deration, 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Government take immediate 
steps to ensure the establishment in Barbados at the ear- 
liest date possible of a mill tomanufactureflour from im- 
ported wheat - a project which has been rendered highly 
practicable by the completion of the Deep Water Harbour. 

QUESTIONS 

Mr. SPEAKER: Questions standing in the name of the 
hon. senior member for St. Lucy, who, I observe, is not 
in his place. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my col- 
league, I beg to enquire for oralanswer of the Hon. Minis- 
ter of Education:- 

W111 the Minister state - 
(1) What wage is paid to the janitor or  janitors employed 
at the Richlnoud Schools? 

(2) Will he also state whether such janitor or  janitors are  
paid during vacations and what they are  paid? 

(3) Will he further state what amounts arepaid for scrub- 
bing whenever this is done? 

!Mr. TL;DOR entered the House and took his  seat .  

Mr. SPEAKER: Question standing in the name of the 
hon. senior member for St. Peter. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the hon. 
senior member for St. Peter, I beg to enquire for oral 
answer of the appropriate Minister:- 

Can the Minister state i f  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 W a printer in Barbados? 

BILIS READ A FIRST TIME 
On the I motion of Hon. R .  G. MAPP, seconded by 

Hon. L .  S f A .  THORNE, the  Bill to amend the Trade 
Act, 1910, u a s  read a first time. 

On a similar motion, seconded by Hon. L S k A  

THORNE, the Bill to amend and repeal the provisions 
of certain Acts  of the island relating te the dues and 
charges that may be l e v i ed  upon shipping, was read a 
first time. 

12.25 p.m. 

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 
+ 

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day stands in d 
the name of the Hon. Leader of the House: To move the 
House into Committee of Supply. 

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

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative 

without division, Mr. SPEAKER left  the Chair and the 
House went into Committee of Supply, Mr. BRYAN being 
in the Chair. 

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES, 1960-61, No. 30 

LEGAL 

Head VIII - Legal - was called.  

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, this Re- 
solution is to seek supplementary provision for the Legal 
Department. This was rendered necessary becauseatype- 
writer was repaired and the cost of it was rather more than 
the usual. We had to have this typewriter because of the 
state of the work being done in the Legal Department which 
had to have an additional stenographer. In addition, there 
were other expenses incurred in the Department. 

In connection with Item 13, this is rendered necessary 
because the Crown Counsel who has been appointed now has 
to travel to the various Courts of the Island on business. 
This amount for his travelling was not included in the cur- 
rent Estimates. 

I beg to move that Mead VIII - Legal - stand part. 

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

The question was  put and resolved in the affirmative 
ujithout division. 

JUDICIARY 

Head XIV - Judiciary - was called. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Due to an oversight, Mr. 
Chairman, no provision was made in thecurrentEstimates 
for the travelling of the Provost h4arshal. That was discov- 
ered at a very late hour, and this supplementary provision 
is required to pay for his travelling already done and to 
carry on to the end of this financial year. 

I beg to move that Head XIV - Judiciary - stand part. 

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

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, a s  to this Head, it is 
not quite clear to me whether this travelling done on official 
duties by the Provost Marshal, was done within or outside 
of the Island. Perhaps the Hon. Minister of Finance would 
make that clear. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: This was for his duties 
inside the Island. 

Mr. BRANCKER: I thank the Hon. Minister. I am grate- 
ful for the information becauseIheard recently of a case in 
which a highly placed public official did some travelling and 
was involved in certain other expenses totalling a compara- 
tively small figure for which, 1 understand, hewas not re- 
imbursed by Government. He was thereby out of pocket 
by that amount which I was told was in the vicinity of E30; 
so I was just wondering whether this travelling may have % 
been done without or  within the Island. If it has been done 
outside of the Island, what is the principle on which public 
Officers are  reimbursed for travelling outside the Island on 
official duties? I 

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



MEDICAL 
i 

Head X X M  - Medical (2)  General Wspitul  - was called. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr.Chairman, this item 
is for work done on research projects atthe General HOS- 
pital. According to the information I have, a special effort 
is being made to produce at least five papers on research 
projects from Barbados for presentation at theconference 
of the Standing Advisory Committee for Medical Research 
which will. be held in April, 1961. The work is not proceed- 
ing, as far as I understand, as rapidly as one would expect; 
and this supplementary provision is required to pay for 
temporary clerical assistance so that the work can be corn- 
pleted in time. 

I beg to move that Head XXIIX - Medical (2) General 
Hospital, stand part. 

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

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, in connection with 
these papers on research projects for presentation to the 
Conference, I wonder if - it does not seem at all inappro- 
priate - as we are considering the passing of a Resolution, 
to produce papers for presentation before this distinguished 
body, the Hon. Minister of Financeperhaps on behalf of the 
Hon. Minister of Health would give us some information as 
to producing on the Table of this House, the Report of the 
Medical Advisory Committee on the General Hospital. I 
think it is, more or less, all a propos :the same line of 
thought; it is something to which we are looking forward. 
Just as it is seenfit that these five papers on such projects 
should be produced on Barbados, it seems to me even more 
necessary and urgent that there should be also produced for 
presentation to Barbados through its Parliament, the Report 
of the Committee which examined and reported on conditions 
at the General Hospital. 

I trust that the Hon. Premier would take us into his 
confidence as to how soon we may expect the laying on the 
Table of this House for presentation to thepublic of Barba- 
dos, this much sought after and greatly awaited Report. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMIELS: Mr. Chairman, I think it 
is very well known that the Minister concerned was very ill. 
I think that as soon as he is able to resume coming to his 
office the Report willbepresented. Iam not in a position to 
do it for him, therefore, we must await his return. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, I am grateful to the 
Hon. Premier for at least giving theofficialanswer to that 
query, but Imust say that the most regrettable indisposition 
of the Hon. Minister, as I understood, tookplace compara- 
tively recently; whereas, this Report was, Ibelieve, accord- 
ing to rumour, presented as long ago as last September. Of 
course, apart from when the Hon. Minister's illness took 
place first in relation to the presentation by the Committee 
of this Report, you know theold saying that the King is dead, 
long lives the King; as soon as one King is dead, somebody 
else is there. 
12.35 p.m. 

We are very glad that the Hon. Minister has recovered 
and is very well again; we sawhim in the House last Tues- 
day. However, in respect of that, we feel that somebody 
should have been carrying on as Minister of Health; or, per- 
haps, another Minister should have &n attending to this 
portfolio whether the cause of absence be a holiday, a vaca- 
tion in the colony or any conditionof illness. It is expected, 
as far as parliamentary procedure is concerned, that if a 
Minister is ill someone else would be acting for the ailing 
Minister, would be performing the duties of Minister of - Health just as if the Minister was perfectly well and attend- 
ing to the duties of his office. I trust having s a n  him out 
last Tuesday, and on other occasions, that at the next meet- 
ing of Parliament this report would be put before this 
House. 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, I think it is more se- 
rious than that. This idea of boking upon business of the 
Government as if it wereproprietorship must be complete- 

ly eradicated from thepubllc'smind. Itwaspathetic to hear 
the Hon. Premier answering the query put to one of his 
Ministers in relation to the laying of a document. He has 

come out with the astonishing stammnt that the Minister was 
ill and, therefore, as soon as the Minister has completely 
recovered, the question about this Report would be----- 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, I rise on 
a point of order. Ididnot say if he recovered. I said ''when 

resumes his office.,' An hon. member on that side said 
he saw the Minister of Healthout last Tuesday. Yes, that is 
so, but the Minister has not yet come back to his office. 

Mr. WALCOTT: The peopleof Barbados do m t  seem to 
understand that when you haw a system of Government, you 
have nothing to do withwho is sick. It is just like telling me 
that because the Minister of Health is sick, the medical ser - 
vices of the island have come to a standstill. The Govern- 
ment is not dead; the Government is not sick - altbough the 
Government is likely to be mentally sickl 

When it comes to this question, how can you say, be- 
cause the Minister of Health is ill, the report was not laid. 
What has that to do with the Minister b e e  sick? There is 
nothing in our constitution to say that a Minister should re- 
sign through illness; and, as a matter offact, he can go on 
drawing all the emoluments of his office when be is sick; 
and there is nothing to say that he has to retire after 40 
days or six months* illness. He is the on: person who can 
draw his pay for the whole session. 

This is a question of a report which has been made in 
so far as the Barbados General Hospital is concerned. The 
Hon. Premier either has to say that theGovermnent has not 
studied it sufficiently as yet, or thattheGovernment is not 
laying it yet on the Table of the HOUSC', he cannot say that it 
has not been lajd yet becausetheMinister is ill. As a mat- 
ter of fact, when itcomes to aquestion Uloe this, this is the 
collective responsibility of the whole Governmnt. This 
matter does not rest with the h4inister atone. If the Minister 
of Health does not wish that the Report should be laid in the 
House, and other members of the Cabinet desire that it 
should be laid, then he should resign. Mr. Chairman, I know 
how anxious you are for me to stop speaking on this matter. 
I can anticipate your anxiety, but Iwant to say irrespective 
of your anxiety, that, to hear statements coming from the 
Hon. Premier as that which he made just m, is an acknow- 
ledgment of what type of Government weareaspiring to for 
the people of Barbados. We have the Hon. Premier in the 
position where he has absolualy no knavledge of what inter - 
nal self-government implies. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, there is only one thing 
for me to say, and that is that it is a very good thing that the 
Hon. Minister of Health has not didl l Wewould wish to see 
hirn well of course as an individual, but judging from tht 
Hon. Premier's remarks, if this Minister had died we woukl 
have had to bury the report with hirn. It may have added to the 
expenditure of the turnout1 

The entire action of the Government in this matter is 
most reprehensible. This report, so far as we are aware, 
was made public before the illness of the Minisher. The 
Government has been sitting down on it for what purpose, 
we are fully aware. If we had not prod them into publishing 
it, this report would never have seen the light of day. It is 
sincerely to be hoped, Mr. Chairman, that an action of this 
sort will  not occur again. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, now that we have the 
opportunity of speaking on this matter it is my intention to 
query about the publication of this report at some future 
time. Contrary to other members* thhking, I do not agree 
that any report the magnitude of this reponon the General 
Hospital SW be put purely within the scope of the Minis- 
ter concerned. To m, it is of such great importance that 
it should be dealt with at Cabinet ]level; this is not mre ly  
a matter for the Minister alone to answer. 

Ihate to say this,butIbtlicvethat the report has bten 
published. I krmw that it is customary for honourable mm- 
bers to say that I w i l l  bring people into trouble by what I 



say, but I want to preface my remarks and say now that 
three people cannot keep a secret urnless two are dead ac- 
cording to the Hon. Premier. There are those of us who 
are so interested in the public health of this country, and 
who, perhaps, because we are not so strong, have to make 
enquiries as regards the publication of this report. 

I do not want to bring any tales out of school, but I h w  
as a fact that the Government is not very enamoured over 
the publication of this report; that it is not a very kind re- 
port. Let us face facts. Noneof usexpected that this report 
would be a kind report; even the Hon. Premier himself who 
is more knowledgeableof the conditions at the General Hos- 
pital than any of us, would not expect that this would be a 
kind report - if any person learned in the rnedical profes- 
sion had to report honestlyonthat institution. I think I have 
said enough on that. 

I say to the Hon. Premier to forget all the stupidity that 
the Minister of Health is in charge of this matter. This mat- 
ter is one which should be treated purely at Cabinet level. 
We are contending that because it concerns thehealth of the 
community that this report should have been published for 
the benefit of the people. Weof theOpposition are contend- 
ing that the shocking wnditions at the Hospital are some- 
thing which we expected would be spoken about in this re- 
port. The Government is even in the happy position where 
they can say, when this report is presented, that what they 
are doing to remedy it is to build a new hospital, the work 
on which has started already. 
12.45 p.m. 
The amount of money which we are spendingon the Hospi- 
tal is such that, if I m r e  in the position of the Government, 
I would publish that Report and show the justification for 
publishing it. You have one General Hospital to serve 
230,000 people and we are demanding the publication of that 
Report for the benefit of the people. It is unanswerable for 
anyone to say something about aMinister's illness in rela- 
tion to this Report; this is not a Report for the Minister; 
obviously the Minister will get his copy of the Report, but, 
as I said, threepeoplecanonly keep a secret if two of them 
pass off; under the circumstances, you have three medical 
men doing something. Like members of the Government, I, 
too, have my friends who may be friends of doctors, and I 
am interested in public health and in human beings. Because 
the wnditions are shocking you should facethern; if condi- 
tions are shocking then you should be removing them. I say 
nothing more about that. 

You cannot bring people here at the expenseof the pm- 
ple of this colony to make a Report on a Hospital and then 
withhold the findings of the Report from the people. I do not 
think it is right to do that; therefore I am demanding that 
this Report bepublished. I am sure that the Opposition joins 
me in saying that it should be published. Mr. Chairman, if 
it is not published, I will come in here with extracts from 
the Report and then the public will know. What is the point 
of hiding a Report? Public Health standards are improved, 
people demand more of medical practitioners and youhave 
not got the number of medical men in the island to cope with 
these matters. When people pretend that they know all and 
do not want to take instructions from other people, then you 
are bound to get these things going from bad to worse. 

When this Report comes to this House I should like the 
opportunity for us to have a field day in connection with it, 
because there is a feeling in this country that if you offer 
criticism of medical men then you areindanger. The Pre- 
mier laughs; but he knows well enough that I have passed 
through the days when people like myself whose qualifica- 
tions were alongside those of people in the Hospital, when 
surgeons and people like myself could not have dared to 
criticise medical men because you would have been de- 
barred from entering the Hospital. Thehon. member knows 
that what I am saying is true. There are those who believe 
that if you attempt to criticise adoctor at the Hospital you 
are looking for trouble; but I say that if we, in this House, 
must stifle our consciences and come in here with our 
tongues in our c l p k s  and be prepared to say nothing be- 
cause it affects someparticular doctor, then I say we should 
not he in here. 

Mr. Chairman, I feel very strongly on this matter. I 4 
hope that the Premier will forgive me if I tell him not to 
attempt to say that the particular Minister was ill and that 4 
affected the publication of the Report. This is an important 
matter and members of the Cabinet should havestudied it. 
I feel that the Minister will agree that we are not partners 
in crime, but partners in peril, because we suffer from the 
same illness and I do not want togive him any worry. How- 
ever, this is not a matter merely for the Minister but it is 
a matter for the Cabinet. This is something which deals 
with the health of the people of this island. This Report 
must be laid in this House, and it should be laid by the end 
of this month. 

lk question h a t  Head XXIII - Medical (2 )  General 
Hospital - stand part of the Schedule was put and re- 

solved in the affirmative with out division. 

MENTAL HOSPITAL 

HEAD XXLD[ - MEDICAL (3) MENTAL HOGPITAL 

Head XXIII -Medical (3)  Mental Hospital - was called. * 
Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Under this Head, Mr. 

Chairman, there is the Item "Incidentals". In the 1959-60 
Estimates certain items such as cigarettes, tobacco, snuff 
and toilet paper were removed from the vote under "Inci- 
dentals" to the 'Frovisions"vote. However, in the 1960-61 
Estimates, through a typographical error, the notes to the 
Estimates continued to indicate that provision is made un- 
der "Incidentals" for cigarettes, tobacco and so on. In 
short, this amount seeks to makeprovision for these items 
under this Head, and the supplementary amount required is 
$3,250. I beg to move that Head XXI1I - Medical (3) Men- 
tal Hospital - stand part of the Schedule. 

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

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I just want to say this: 
there seems to be the tendency when you are dealing with 
Government Estimates to have oneview of them while when 
you are dealing with Local Government Estimates, tohave 
another view of them. 
12.55 p.m. 
I heartily support w h t  is being done, but there is a tendency 
to say in certain quarters that incidentals - I do not know 
for the other two areas, but for the Bridgetown City Coun- 
cil - must be itemised. I wonder, Sir, from whose brain 
that sprung; and why it is not actually so for Government 
Departments. This amount would carry the Incidentals for 
the Mental Hospital to quiteover $7,000, and it merely sets 
out in the Estimates that it includes these things; and, quite 
naturally, things within this scope you cannot very well 
estimate for and they are usually paid for out of Inciden- 
tals. For some reason or other somebody witha hair across 
his brain seemed to have advised the Government as to what 
the Bridgetown City Council should have. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall follow the example of the Gov- 
ernment in this case indoing this whether it is good or bad. 
I do not follow the Government's example in doing every- 
thing, but in this case I should follow its example. I hope 
that when the time comes and thecity Council's Estimates 
go before the Premier he will see that it is what Gov- 
ernment has done, and if the Bridgetown Citycouncil does 
it that way, there should be no quarrel. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I am sorry the Hon. 
Premier has not taken up thehon. member on that point. As 
far as incidentals are concerned, the hon. senior member 
for Christ Church, as a former Minister, knows that every 
Head of Department when applying for or submitting esti- 
mates has to give a breakdown to the Finance section in C 

I * 

respect of these incidentals. No Head of Department can set m 
out incidentals without having anything behind them; t h y  
must be itemised. I would like to assure the Committee of 
that. 

I would not like the hon. member to give the impres- 
sion that, because we may not come to the House setting out 
the various irems, breakdowns are not given. If any mem- 



ber asks for a breakdown of incidentals, Iam sure that we 
could give the information. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, Iquite appreciate what 
the hon. member has said about a breakdown, but I think he 
should take out tb words "itemised account of inciden- 
tals". If you look in t k  Estimates, you will see that inci- 
dentals include tobacco, haircutting etc., and thereforeac- 
cording to the most elementary principles of accounting, if 
you itemise small things, they wuld not be incidentals be- 
cause you would know how much is needed. 

Mr. Chairman, if you look under Item 41 - Head XXIII 
(3), you will see that the note reads "includes for Account 
Books, Manuscript Books and Fkgisters; Cricket Gear, 
Gratuities to patients, Carpenters' and Masons* tools, Rent 
of Rediffusion, Gratuity to attendants operating cinema, 
Burials, Subscription to daily paper, Postage, etc., Christ- 
mas Festivities. Provision for cigarettes, tobacw, etc.," - a word which they made the Bridgetown City Council 
cut out - "Provision included for medical trearment to 
staff and travelling expenses of Dispenser." 

The Hon. Minister is correct, and we arenot at cross 
purposes on that at all; but if you itemise incidentals, ac- 
cording to elementary methods of accounting, they are not 
incidentals. What I contend, however, is that you cannot very 
well say that the method of breaking down your incidentals 
must be different for the Government and for the Bridge- 
town City Council. If you put in Account Books, Manuscript 
Books and Registers, Cricket Gear, Gratuities to patients 
etc., bow can you itemise that? I maintainthat if you could 
itemise them, you would have Items 41, 42, 43, 44, 45 and 
so on. That is an elementary principle and you can seek 
your Queen's  solicitor*^ advice on that point. 

If you bought an item which was not included in this 
List, naturally the Accounting Officer could not pass it be- 
cause it would not be in keeping withwhat you set out under 
incidentals. For instance, if you wanted to buy shovels, it 
would not be in keeping to include itunder Incidentals, and 
that is the question 1 am raising. Iam raising the question, 
Mr. Chairman, because I know the stand which the Govern- 
ment has taken with the Bridgetown City Council in this 
matter. As far as the Minister of Trade is conce.rned, he 
said that people should not be allowed to think that the Gov- 
ernment's Heads of Departments would sit downandput up 
a note for incidentals that way. Does the hon. member think 
that any Head of Department wuld come before the City 
Council and put up an incidentalvotethatway? The request 
to itemise incidentals is just so much nonsense in my 
opinion. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Surely the hon. member has been 
much better than thatonmanyoccasions. Ido not think he is 
thinking very clearly today. The fact that the member has 
mentioned the various items set out in the Estimate is suf- 
ficient to convince him that they are itemised. The moment 
that you set down books, registers etc., means tkat the in- 
cidentals are itemised. As soon as youdecide to set out the 
various items in the list, that is itemising. 

I believe the hon. member is slightly mixing up wn- 
tingencies with incidentals. However, Sir, I wanted to make 
our position quite clear. Our position is that as far as inci- 
dentals are concerned, they are to be itemised. A break- 
down must be given showing so much for books, and so on 
and so on, and the total amount is so much. That is what I 
know obtains as far as the Government is concerned. A s  
far as incidentals are concerned, every Head of Department 
must submit to the Finance section a breakdownof the va- 
rious items and the cost of them in a request for an inci- 
dental vote. 
1.05 p.m. 

Mr. STRALG'?il: Mr. Chairman, thehon. senior rnem- 
ber for the City has emphasised in his own right that the 
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City Council should do it like that. To put the records 
straight, it would b e  worth while for me to point out that 
this was not an insistence made to the Bridgetown City 
Council alone, but also to the Northern District Council; 
and I think that the Southern District Council had to do 

the same thing. I can also say that at one time I knew that 
our Clcrk, that is to say the Clerk of the Northern Dis- 
trict Counca thought that it was preny irritating. How- 
ever, I think that it was an instance made by the Govern- 
ment on all the District Councils. 

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, before you put the ques- 
tion, I wish to say that there seems to be some discre- 
pancies as to the proper significance of the item, whether 
it should be designated "Provisions*' or "Incidentals". 
The Hon. Minister of Trade, explained to some extent and 
I agree that these incidentals are outside the normal con- 
ditions and form of items which come under incidentals, 
and that they form the basis of a separate and distinct head 
which means more or less small items. 

That is one point, but then it is the question of voting 
for cigarettes, tobacco, snuff, and toilet paper which items 
really are not incidentals at all, and because of which th 
Accounting Department would not recognise or give the 
O.K. for money to be spent. These items fall under the 
Head of "Provisions" of somesort. It is in my mind that it 
is for the department in question to raise a specific head 
for items such as these - cigarettes, tobacco, snuff. The 
confusion arises, as stated in the Note under the item 
"Incidentals", where items which can very well be 
termed items come under the item 'Provisions." 

When all is said and done this has occurred because 
you have not pinned down yourself to saying what the item 
is. If it is cigarettes, say it is cigarettes. Whatever it is, 
say that it is that. Do not try to hide or conceal that ex- 
penditure under the Head "Incidentals" when in truth and 
fact you are spending money under "Provisions**. If you 
are spending money under "Provisions"say so, and do 
not deceive members on the Opposition benches. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I just want to make 
clear the point which I raised. W e  have it in the Note that 
Item 41 "Incidentals" includes cigarettes, tobacco, snuff 
and toilet paper; you come back here now and say that 
this money has been spent and therefore you are now asking 
for more money. My contention is that you broke it down that 
way. I do not follow what the prospective member for the 
Northern District Council Chairmanshiphas said, butthere 
is nothing wrong in your breaking it down that way. I main- 
tain, and it has been my experience, that you break it down 
that way. There is nothing wrong in your having it this way, 
but why should the Bridgetown City Councilhave it this way? 
I am not saying that this is not the correct way but I do 
not see why the Bridgetown City Council should have it this 
way. 

Of course, if a Head of Department came before you 
and said that he wanted $4,700 to b e  spent under the Head 
"1ncidentals"you are not going to give it to him just so; 
you would want to know from him what he wants it for; 
therefore, you must expect if you run a Government and 
other people run a Council that they would ask the same 
questions. I hear in a sotto tn ce remark that other Coun- 
cils do the same thing. You are saying: "tell us now how 
much you have in mind for cigarettes, for tobacco, for 
toilet paper and so on". Inother words, that cannot be "h- 
cidentals" as you want it. 

Mr. STRAUGHN: Is that what you say? If for any par- 
ticular item the expense is,particularly heavy, well it would 
be more feasible to put it under a,separate item. That is 
the reason for asking to itemise these things. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: That is what the Minister said and what 
I said. I should have said that youcannot set out the entire 
estimates for cigarettes, but you can tell it to the Commit- 
tee. When I used the word "itemise" Imean that you must 
actually break down the estimate and say what the items in- 
cluded would be and what you are spending on each 

Under the Note you further state that inaddition, pro- 
vision was included in the 1960-61 Estimates for the pur- 
chase of a new ambulance. It was expected that the new 
unit would arrive in May, 1960, and so an amount of S 0 0  
only was included in the 'Incidentals** vote to pay for car 
hire to assist in tk transportation of patients to and from 



the hospitaL The new ambulance did not in fact arrive until 
August, 1960, and the amount expended on car hire during 
~e period April to August, 1960, amounted to $762. To 
reimburse th "Incidentals" vote on this account, an addi- 
tional amount of $562 is now requested. 

Sir, I am not opposing the Resolution; I am just de- 
fending the statement that it is "Incidentals" because you 
cannot directly say that these items are  Trovisions". 

The question that Head XXIII (3) stand part was put 
and resolved in the affinnative without division. 

HEAD XXVI - PENSIONS 

Head XXVI - Pensions - was called. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: IvkChairrnan, under this 
Head I am asking leave to make these amendments: that the , 

two amounts - $194,000 and $2,300 - which appear under 
the column 'Fixed by Law" be removed from that co- 
lumn and put &er the column 'To b, Voted". In the last 
column insert the Note and asterisk "Authorised by Law". 

mere k i n g  no objection, leave was granted the 

Hon. Premier. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Sir, as  set out in the 
Note to Item 6, in Public Pensions and Gratuities, as well 
as Item 8, Widows* and Orphans' Pensions, the number of 
pensions has increased very rapidly during the year. On 
the face of the amount now expended monthly, it is esti- 
mated that in the case of Public Pensionsand Gratuities 
$194,000 more will be needed, and in the case of Widows* 
and Orphanss Pensions $2,300 will be needed to carry on 
until the end of the financial year. 

I beg to more that Head XXVI stand part. 

Hon. L. St.A. THORNE: I beg to second that. 
1.15 p.m. 

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, whilewe areon this ques- 
tion of pensions, I refer to public pensions and gratuities 
mainly, I would like to draw to the attention of the Hon. 
Premier that in some cases I believe he would be sur- 
prised to know that any amount of hardship and incon- 
venience is meted out to certain Government employees. 
These employees have worked for many years and are  en- 
titled to pensions, but for some reason o r  other, they a re  
kept waiting and are  being turned around for many months - 
in some cases the period runs into a year - before they 
receive these pensions. I am drawing this matter to the 
attention of the Premier because I feel that he may m t  be 
aware of certain things which arehappeninginGovernrnent 
Departments today. 

In the Agricultural Department, I know of cases where 
men have worked in the lower brackets, but the fact remains 
that whether they have served in the lower brackets or in 
the higher brackets, they have served the Government; in 
certain cases these employees have been waiting on their 
little pensions for many, many months, they are  .being 
turned around, and it is just not possible for them to get 
their pensions. I would be grateful if the appropriate 
Minister would have a bok into this matter of pensions 
which are  due to these Government employees who a re  
waiting on such pensions. 

If you starve a man, he mightwell be dead by the time 
that the pension is ready for him, if people are  to wait for 
a year before they a re  given these pensions, then you can 
easilq get rid of these pensioners or prospective pension- 
e r s  before the pensions are  paid. That is not good enough 
for a Government; if you a re  representing the small man 
then you should represent him properly. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, you can 
only take action in connection with anything which is going 
wrong when you know about it. If the hon. member will 
give me the names of persons whom he knows a re  waiting 
for their pensions, I will take up thematter immediately. As 
far as  the second point is concerned, of course that is not 
the policy of the Government. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, I would like to show 
the Premier a letter - I am not showing him the name on 
it though - from a labourer pointing out that people em- 

ployed mostly by the Public Works Department at Seawell 
complain that, when they are sick, they get better before 
they get their sick leave benefits. If a man has sick leave, 
whatever benefits he is entitled to should be forthcoming to 
him almost immediately. The delay is so intolerable now 
that people have had to protest against it in writing. The 
whole thing certainly betrays indifference or laziness or 
carelessness or all three of these -S if such a state 
is allowed to exist. 

The question that Head XXVI - Pensions - stand 

part of the Schedulewas put and resolved in the affinna- 
tive without division. 

HEAD XXX - INLAND REVENUE 
Head XXX -Inland Revenue - was  called. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, under 
this Head, there is the Item 'Travelling Expenses". 
This item is in connection with the increased travelling 
done by officers of the Inland Revenue Department because 
of the number of inspections of hereditaments for assess- 
ment purposes. These officers have to travel when people 
make complaints, and when they are  to be re-assess- 
ments because of extensions done to houses. It is now es- 
timated that in order to meet this increased rate of ex- 
penditure, an additional $1,000 will be required. I beg to 
move that Head XXX stand part of the Schedule. 

Hon. L. St.A. THORNE: I keg to second that. 

The question that Head XXX stand p r t  o f  th i  
Schedule was put and resolved in the affi-t ive without 
division. 

HEAD XXXVIu - OLD AGE PENSIONS 
Head XXXVI(( - Old Age Pensions - was called. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, in con- 
nection with this Item 'Wld Age Pensions", the number of 
Old Age pensioners has been increasing. At the 12th NO- 
vember, 1960, the expenditure amounted to $564,309 out 
of th? $870,500 which was voted, and in carrying on at 
that rate monthly, there is a balance of $306,191 available 
for payment to the end of the financial year. It is now 
estimated that the amount of $18,000 will be required to 
supplement the provisions until the end of the financial 
year. 

I beg to move that Head XXXVm stand part of the 
Schedule. 

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

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, this is as good an oppor- 
tunity as  any other to ask the Premier what exactly is 
the Government's policy towards this matter of Old Age 
pensions. It is now, I believe, five years almost to a 
day since an increase was given; and in the intervening 
time the Government has not made any pronouncements 
whatever. During last year or in the year before, it had 
been thought possible that these people would have been 
offered some increase, but they have not been offered any 
increase. It would be a bad thing if these people were made 
to wait until the Treasury is nearly empty towards the 
end of this year, and when a few of themaredead, before 
the Government takes them into consideration. 
1.25 p.m. 

I myself have got a motion down under Private 
Members' Business on this matter; and you would have 
thought that since it was there last year it would have 
incited Government even to anticipate this side of the House 
by declaring its policy. Since they have not done so, we on 
this side of the House are left to ask them again to make 
some declaration of their future policy. 

While we are  on this point, Mr. Chairman, I should like 
to say that there ought by now to be devised in this Island 
some more scientific method of approaching this question 
of old age pensions. There are  a lot of old people in this 
island, Mr. Chairman, who do not know their ages, and 
because they do not know their ages, they are put to con- 
siderable difficulty in making out their claims. There was 
a time, it must be more than 65 years ago, when in this 
Island registration of births was not the Law as it is now, 



and those people who were born before births were regis- 
tered or registered by law. have no record now of their 

, ? ages and do not know where they might have been bap- 
tized so that they could deduce their ages from baptism. 
Consequently when the Government says that the number 
of old age pensioners has increased in thelast few months 
by 57, that is only the number of those people who wuld 
truthfully and easily make out their claims; but I sus- 
pect that in this island there must be at least 1,000 people 
who can offer no proof of their eligibility, and who be- 
cause of that, a re  put to the great difficulty in making out 
their claims.   here should be some wayWfound to offset 
that because it is  unfair that people who through no fault 
of their own, who were born in a system which did not 
allow for such accuracy of information, should suffer and 
be penalised for it. 

The third point I want to make is that without pre- 
judice to the increase in the rate given to old people, 
it is time that something was done to consolidate this whole 
problem into a general social security system. There are  
too many loopholes and too much injustice being suffered 
for want of a proper and systematic approach to the 
problem of old age pensions. While all that is  being looked 
into, a case has been more than made out for an increase 
in what is actually being given; and Ishould like to see that 
done long before other people or other interests get their 
opportunity to dip into the Treasury. Those who a re  young- 
er ,  stronger and more voluble could always make their 
weight felt by frequent protests, but the old people cannot. 
Other people have to see about them, and I press Gov- 
ernment very strongly to declare its policy on this matter 
k f o r e  the Treasury becomes so dry in the course of this 
year that nothing is left for them but a mere pittance. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I think that rather than 
allow the hon. member to sing a solo, I am bound to join 
because this is very near and dear to my heart. While I 
do not agree with him in certain aspects, I entirely agree 
with him that the time has come when the whole Act 
needs amending. Now that we are  federating, with my 
experience, and I believe the Premier has had similar 
experience, this question of being domiciled here for ten 
years before you can get a pension wants amending. I am 
sure the Premier will look into that because Barbadians 
who went away, and who have become unfortunates in 
Cuba and Panama, must be resident here ten years if they 
come back destitute before they receive old age pen- 
sion. I think that member s of the Government would agree 
that these people in one way or another during the time 
when they were abroad contributed to the economy of this 
country through their families. 

Mr. Chairman, for those Barbadians who have lived 
in Trinidad, St. Lucia and Haiti and have now returned 
to Barbados, I think the Act should be amended generally 
so that they can draw a pension. As a matter of fact, 
I think we have reached the stage where one of the first 
things this Government should get down to would be to 
have a Conference on a matter of this sort. If you are  
having Federation and a person lived in Trinidad, St. 
Lucia or St. Vincent, for forty years, and returns to Bar- 
bados at the age of 70 and has to live ten years here before 
drawing a pension, it is as good as  denying him because 
he is not going to live another ten years. 

On the other hand, when I state that this is near and 
dear to my heart, I myself feel that looking around this 
Chamber, everyone of us must be interested in the plight 
of the people in this country. No one could know better than 
the Hon. Premier - in his nearly forty years of medical 
practice - that we still have theagefixed at 68; and that is 
why I do not agree entirely with the hon, member for St. 
Lucy. It is going to be my contention, as long as I have 
breath, and as long as  I am in here, that the age should be 
reduced co 65. I have been hearing what it would cost us; 

F do not mind what it would cost us. I contribute my taxation 
and I maintain that from the Premier's experience as Head 
of the Government, thepeoplewho have worked in the fields 
in this country from 120r 14years for 50 odd years should 

C receive a pension at 65 years and not wait another three 
years. Sixty-eight years is too long and too old; and I do not 
think it is humane to keep them waiting so long. 

I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that you would agree with 
me. I am surprised that this question was not included in 

the Governor's Speech It isgoingto bepart of my political 
platform again that the age sbu ld  be reduced to sixty-five. 
I understand that there a re  9,300 and youmay have 15,000, 
but if you really think of the people and the plight they 
passed through during the 1914-18 War and their condition 
today, you would agree that the age should be reduced to 65. 
I see people day after day between 60 and 65 years of age, 
but I would not be radical to suggestthat the age should be 
brought down to 60. Somepeoplewould be radical enough to 
suggest that age, but I am bearing in mind the econmy of 
tw country. 

Mr. Chairman, I would say that if you deny Civil Ser- 
vants or  anybody else in this country, youowe it to the old 
age pensioners, the people at 65 years and those who passed 
through the 1914-18 War who worked in the fields from 12 
or 14 years. Everybody knows what it is to work in the sun 
for 50 years. Do you not thinkthatthey should draw a pen- 
sion at 65? In the United States where t h  standard of living 
is higher they have reduced the age. 
1.35 p.m. 

Mr. Chairman, I was once invited to a meeting when 
the late Rev. Godson suggested to metolet it remain at 68 
Years as  it was in England. As you know, Sir, a man in 
England at the age of 68 years is so to speak a young man. 
But to whom are we giving apension? We are giving it to a 
woman who may mver have put on a pair of shoes or  one 
who may never have slept in a bed in her life. I think of 
people like my grandmother. Of course, there will be no 
necessity for contending that in the City of Bridgetown. 
Mowever, Sir, I never brag about mything. I believe that 
you must be humble in everything youdo and that you mcst 
take everything with dignity and humility. 

Sir, I maintain that until you have a system of sociai 
security that your system of old agepension should be based 
on the condition that people who pass theMeans Test at 50 
years should get it. As you have it today, a person who is 
blind at 25 years and passes theMeansTest can draw pen- 
sion, therefore a person at 50 years who according to a 
medical report is unable to work should be able to draw a 
little. pittance. 

We a re  spending today $870,000 on Old Age Pensions, 
but I maintain that ifwe spent$l1/'2 million to give assist- 
ance to the aged people who contributed with their sweat 
and blood to this country in the sugar industry that that is 
not asking us todo too much. Iheard the Hon. Premier say 
in this House some time previously that the age for people 
to retire from the PublicService should not be 55. We have 
this farce that people retire at 55 years and you hire them 
back. If policemen, school teachers and Civil Servants can 
retire at 55, you can see the wisdom for reducing the 
qualifying age for Old Age Pension to 65. Tell me who you 
think has worked the hardest between the policeman, the 
school teacher and the woman who cut pond-grass? 

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Chairman, this is one aspect of 
this matter on which I feel very strongly. During the last 
Session, and on a number of occasions before, I have asked 
questions and made representations on this matter. In spite 
of personal attacks in the past anme, I shall again attempt 
to put the case of the Old Age Pensioners clearly M o r e  
the Government. 

I think, Sir, that there is another angle from which we 
should look at this matter. I have always said in this 
Honourable House that it is the propensity to produce and 
not the propensity to spend which is the foundation of nation- 
al income and wealth. What is the position with these old 
people who had to produce under more difficult conditions 
than today and on whose production we are living Way?  
When they are  finished with their years of production not 
through any fault of their own but throughthe natural laws. 
they find themselves placed in the position that they are no 
longer thought of by the wrnmunity; therefore, I say that 
not only the Government but all of us should look out for 
these old people. A lot more can be done for these old 
people and when I say old people, Ido not mean only the old 
people by age but I mean also people who have given their 
youth to the production of the island and who because they 
have become blind or through any other reason like that 
can no longer give of their youth. 

When we consider their plight, I think we should look 
at the other side of the picture.Sir, how do you feel as re- 



gards that part of the wall of the dining room of this Hon. 
House on which tiles were put recently? On it were put 40 
six-inch tiles which took one man five weeks to do. At a 
rough wst,  that man is drawing $20 a week but the old age 
pensioner is drawing one dollar a week. One man took five 
weeks to lay 40 tlhes. It is an utter shame to think that one 
man can spend five weeks of the taxpayers' money for doing 
no more than laying what can be done in a matter of two 
days by other persons, and which can be done by another 
man who is perfect intheart ina matter of hours. Is it fair 
to allow c i r c ~ m t a n c c s  such as that to continue in this 
island? Newspapers of this island cando this island a won- 
derful amount of good if they took full grasp of instances 
occurring in this island daily. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I r ise on a point of 
order. What the hon. member is saying does not apply to 
this resolution at all. If the hon. member wants an opportu- 
nity to attack t b  Government on such a matter as that, he 
may do so when the opportunity arrives. We are  dealing 
with Old Age Pension, and not really with the performance 
of workers in the Government or in private employment. 

Mr. CHAIHMAN: I was waiting patiently to see the 
connection. I myself have not seen it up to now. As I see it, 
the hon. member was dealing with productivity from which 
old age pensions should be met; but dwelling on the point of 
labourers not working is carrying that point too far. 

Mr. DOWDING: Sir, it is unfortunate that this matter 
should touch the w r n s  of the Hon. Minister who got up just 
now. 
2.15 p.m. 

As far as my argument goes, Mr. Chairman, it is a 
very simple one. If $100 is spent on a workman for five 
weeks' work at $20 a week, when thework could have been 
done for less, putting the figure at one week at $20, there 
would be $80 left. That is a matter of a blot on the cornmu- 
nity. If we do not insist that the members of the community 
produce, then we will never be able to pay Old Age Pen- 
sioners what they ought to be paid. That is a very simple, 
ewnomic argument. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Having advanced that argument and 
made the connection, the hon. member should finish with 
the workman now. The hon. member should continue with 
the item dealing with Old Age Pensioners. 

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Chairman, I would not like to think 
that you would direct my speech. Ihavegiven you an argu- 
ment based on productive process, thelackof money to pay 
to the Old Age Pensioners, and I have a perfect right to 
develop that argument along the lines which I feel are  in 
the interest of this community. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Havhg made that point and madethe 
connection between the workman and the Old Age Pensioners, 
the hon. member must not develop that part of the matter 
in the debate. Thehon. member has made his point; he can- 
not develop the argument of the failure of the workmen to 
do sufficient work in a particular time. Having made that 
point I do not think that the hon. member should develop the 
matter any further. 

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Chairman, in your own words you 
have agreed that I have not gone outside the matter. I am 
going to continue my remarks. As I havesaid on a number 
of occasions in this House, it is theproduction of a commu- 
nity which counts and. correspondingly, when you get proper 
production, you are  able to give the amenities which should 
be afforded to those people in the community who are no 
bnger able to produce. When I was interrupted, I was saying 
that it would do this island the world of good if the news- 
paper men in the island would go around and look for non- 
production in order that that non-production can be made 
into production. When you think that someof these Old Age 
Pensioners have produced for all their lives and have been 
able to buy a piece of land and they are  put to the test, that 
piece of land helps them in respect of the miserable $1.80 
per week; but where a man does work for five weeks when 
that work could be done in two days or less he is receiving 

4 
wages which are out of comparison with the benefit of the 
Old Age Pensioner who has produced. On the other hand, 
the Old Age Pensioner cannot partake in the pension be- d 

cause the bit of land which may be rock, is above the test. 

Mr. Chairman, Ido not think that this is a matter which 
has been raised in this House before, and it strikes on the 
corns of a number of people. However, as long as I can 
stand on my feet I am going to criticise anyone, regardless 
of who it is, in the interest of the community and, wrres-  
pondingly, in the interest of the Old Age Pensioners of this 
island. The majority of the people of this island have good 
consciences, and they should realise that their productwity 
would allow others to live better lives; we should get that 
required amount of productivity. 

I hope that those who are  responsible will not attempt 
to villify me in the Beacon again because I mentioned that 
people at the Airport arenotworkingfor a day's pay. I will 
criticise them and I will insist on having a proper day's 
pay. Let people give a proper day's work and the Old Age 
Pensioners will get more money. The propensity to produce 
is the foundation of national wealth and income; not the 
propensity to work for all the money you can work for and 
produce nothing. What is the result to the community? A 
situation which has a blot on it. I will fight this matter if I 
fight it by myself, and in spite of the opposition or in spite 
of remarks made in the newspapers of this island. I know 
that I am right. I know that ifwe produce more we can pay 
the Old Age Pensioners more. 

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Chairman, I do not think I could 
allow this Resolution to be passed without speaking a few 
words relative to the Old Age Pensioners. I am surprised 
that the Government of Barbados has two levels; the Civil 
Service has a maximum of 65 years and the old people who 
have carried on under the burden ofheatof the sun have to 
reach 68 years before they get a pension. If I were in the 
position of the Government, I would put both the Civil Ser- 
vants and these old people on one level. 
1.55 p.m. 

In this matter I am speaking conscientiously of what I 
know is a fact. I have stood behind people who were heading 
canes, and have heard them cry out for lubrication but they 
are still struggling on with the canes; and sometimes as 
late as  8 o'clock they are  still in the fields trying to work 
for a meagre wage. 

I think the Government should therefore adopt one level 
for both sets of people making the age 65 in orde; to relieve 
those poor people who worked in the fields. I am not against 
Civil Servants retiring at 65 years because, inother coun- 
tries, that is the age at which they retire and can draw a 
pension; but we should think of thepoor man or woman who 
is working for a small pay and when he retires only re- 
ceives $1.80 per week. When a Civil Servant getting $600 
a month retires, he receives a gratuity along with two- 
thirds or  half of his salary as  a pension, and therefore he 
can go home and survive. I have seen cases where Civil 
Servants who received $600 or $700 a month have retired 
and have gone back to work. Surely their plight was not so 
hard that they had to work again; they should be sitting at 
ease. The poor man who worked in the field goes from the 
field to the alrnshouse and from the alrnshouse to the grave. 
Some fall in the field at 68 through starvation, and some 
die before there is anybody to relieve them; and that is why 
I feel the Government should make one age limit for all 
workers. 

The question that Head X X X  VIII - Old Age Pensions - 
stand part was  put and resolved in the affirmative without 

division. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN left the Chair and M r .  SPEAKER 
took the Chair. + 

SUSPENSION OF SITTING 

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being2p.m.o'clock, this Sitting 
now stands suspended until 2.30 p.m. o'clack. 

W 
2.00 p.m. 

On resumption, 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr.Speaker, Ibegto draw your atten- 



J tion to the fact that there is noquorum, and ask that you di- 
rect the Clerk to ring the BeU 1 

t 
f i e  Bell was rung and a quorum was obtained. 

QUESTION TIME l 
Question t ime was called. I 

Mr. SPEAKER: I understand there are no answers ready 
to Oral Questions. 

PRIVATE MEh4EiERS1 BUSINESS 

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day under Pri- 
vate Members* Business stands in the name of the Hon. 
Leader of the Opposition: Tomovethepassingof a Resolu- 
tion re Single Member Constituencies and the appointment 
of a Commission with respect thereto. 

I observe that the h n .  member is not in his place. I 
Order No. 2 was called. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Order No. 2 under Private Members' 
Business stands in the name of the Hon. Leader of the Oppo- 
sition: To move the passing of a Resolution re payment of 
Christmas BOIIIIS to certain categories of public employees. 

Again I observe that the hon. member is not in his place. 

Order No. 3 uas called. l 
Mr. SPEAKER: Order No. 3 under Private Members' 

Business stands in the name of thehon. senior member for 
St. Philip: To move the passing of a Resolution relative to 
an inexhaustive investigation in all phases of thesugar In- 
dustry in Barbados by thesugar IndustryEnquiryCommis- 
sion under the Chairmanship of Mr. Carl Goldenberg. 

ENQUIRY INTO SUGAR INDUSTRY IN 
BARBADCG 

Mr. CRAWORD: Mr. Speaker, theResolution reads as 
follows:- 

' WHEREAS the future of the sugar industry is uncer- 
tain and there is therefore 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 under thechairman- 
S hip of bfr . H. Carl Goldenberg, Canadian economist-lawyer , 
which recently enquired into the sugar industry of Jamaica, 
with such excellent results for the workers and cane farm- 
ers, to undertake a most exhaustive investigation into all 
phases of the sugar industry in Barbados." 

Perhaps, Sir, at this Stage, I had better explain the in- 
clusion of the word "recently" in this Resolution. 
2.35 p.m. 

Now, as Your Honour is aware, this Resolution was 
actually given notice of since the 8thMarch, 1960 which is 
nearly a year ago. During last year, the time for Private 
Members' Business was taken with a lot of long-winded 
resolutions, like the "No Confidence1* Resolution and the 
Resolution on Single-member Constituencies, on whichhon. 
members on both sides of the Houseexpressed themselves 
at considerable length, so that other matters just as irn- 
portant could not be attended to. 

I do not propose this year, Mr. Speaker, to emulate 
those marathon speakers who spoke last year on resolutions 
coming under Private Members' Business. I intend merely 
to present the facts which have induced me to the conclu- 

F sion that an inquiry of this sort is essential, and let the 
House in its collective wisdom say whether the Resolution 
should be supported or not. Iwanttoexplain why this Reso- 
lution proposes that this enquiry should be conducted under 

-_ the Chairmanship of Mr. Car1 Goldenberg. Mr. Goldenberg 
is a Canadian econoinist-lawyer who, within recent years, 
has had considerable experience in matars of this sort in 
the West Indies. Since he b r e f o r e  already has intimate 

knowledge of conditions in the area, and has already wn- 
ducted similar enquiries in the area, Ipersonally can thhk 
of no one more eminently fitted to take charge of an enquiry 
of this sort. 

Mr. Goldenberg conducted a sugar enquiry late in l959 
and early in 1960 into the sugar indwtryof Jamaica. Since 
then he made considerable recommendations for modifica- 
tions in the wage and profit structureof the industry and has 
also recommended considerable operational adjustments in 
the industry itself. Then, in August last year, he was Chair- 
man of the Board of Enauirv a~minted bv the Trinidad 
Government to investigate the dispute b e k n  the Sugar 
Manufacturers Confederation and the late Sugar Estate and 
Factory Workers Trade Union. Tbn,  inseptember, he was 
appointed arbitrator in the wage dispute between the United 
Organisation and Waterfront Workers Union, Trinidad, and 
the Caroni Estates, Limited. He was also asked to conduct 
a similar enquiry in the Leeward Islands -I  think it was in 
Antigua. You can see that, with this background of investiga- 
tion into all phases of the operations in Jamaica, then in 
Trinidad and in the Leeward Islands. Mr. Goldenberg w i l l  
wme to the task of investigating the industry in this &ony 
with an unassailable backmound of practical and detailed 
information which would not be readily available to any 
similarly qualified persons who were brought in fromout- 
side of the area. 

In a l l  phases of these investigations, sofar as I have 
been able to understand, the recommendations of Mr. 
Goldenberg have been beyond dispute on both sides. In the 
case where he was arbitrator, his decisions had to be 
accepted. In those cases where he was only conducting the 
enquiry or the investigation, even although the recommenda- 
tions were more than what the employers hoped for, his 
recommendations appeared to be so well-founded that they 
could not be disputed. 

I want to submit that no less justifiable reasons exist 
in this colony for an enquiry into all phases of the sugar 
industry today than say in Jamaica, Trinidad or Antigua. To 
begin with, there has been considerable dissatisfaction on 
the part of the sugar workers last year in respect of the 
manner in which the agreement entered into by the W n  
and the Sugar Industry representatives had operated. Earli- 
er in the year, the Union concluded an agreement with the 
Sugar Industry representatives for an increase in wages of 
15 percent. The workers in the industry expected that this 
15% would have applied to all aspects of operation in the 
industry. Whether they were wrong in expectingthis or not 
I am not informed; whether the Union itself felt that this 
13% would have applied to all aspects of the operation of the 
industry, I do not know. I know in actual fact that what has 
happened was the 13% only applied incasesof a day's work 
on the plantations, so that the sugar industrialists were in 
the position in which they did not haveto pay this percent- 
age for job work on the estates. Since most of the work is 
done by job work, such as can cutting, digging cane holes, 
draining and nearly all the other aspects of it, it meant in 
actual fact that the workers in theindustrygot no increase 
at a& 
2.45 p.m. 

Thro&xa last year I was beseiged with complaints by 
workers from my constituency to the effect that they were 
entitled to this increase in respect of days' work, but they 
were not getting any days' work at all. There are two or 
three plantations inSt.PhLUpwhichgavesomedays* work - 
River Plantation and one or two others - but so far as I 
have been able to gather from the reports or complaints 
which have reached m, nearly a l l  of the plantations only 
gave out job work and t k  entire years' operation went 
through with an increase supplied to very few workers. I 
do not know whethcr the UnionRepresentatives were aware 
of the manner in which this Agreement would have applied, 
or whether they themselves were being takenfor a ride, so 
to speak, by the sugar industrialists in computing this argu- 
ment for a 15% increase only applying to days1 work. 
W h e w  the Union knew or did not know, the fact remains 
that as things are, the Union is not in a position to insist to 
some extent on what the SW Mustry could afford because 
of the fact that the Union Representatives themselves are 



not in possession of that detailed knowledge which would 
lead them to a conclusion of this sort. 

The last enquiry into the sugar industry of this country 
was done in a rather irresponsiblefashion, to say the least. 
It was criticised on the floor of this House at considerable 
Itngth; not one word was spoken in actual defence of the 
Report. The Goldenberg Enquiries in Jamaica and Antigua 
were probes of a different order entirely. As a trained 
lawytr-economist, Mr. GoIdenberg took full advantage of 
his power to obtain an the revelant, detailed background 
information from both sides of the industry, so that when he 
came out with a Report, it was a Report on which both 
sides could operate. Apart from this question of the dis- 
satisfaction existing island-wide last year on account of the 
failure of the payment ofthis IEbincrease to people equally 
on days' work as on job work, thereis an additional factor 
which would make an enquiry into the industry at this stage 
imperative. There is the question of the Deep Water Har- 
bour involving extensive mechanization of a certainpart of 
the industry, and the question of further mechanisation on 
the plantations and factories themselves. Both the Deep 
Water Harbour and this mechanization of plantations and 
factories will result in a considerable displacement of 
workers. I have already pointed out at hg th the  wnsider- 
able number of workers who wfl l  be displaced by bulk 
loading at the Deep Water Harbour; and it is impossible 
either for the Union or the workers themselves to arrive at 
any accurate knowledge as to what they are entitled as  
severance pay in consequence of their displacement by 
mechanization unless they have the sort of detailed informa- 
tion which an enquiry of this sort will provide. Bath in the 
interest of the sugar workers themselves and in the interest 
of the representatives in the Union, an enquiry of this sort 
is essential. 

Else where in the West Mies, notably in Jamaica, 
there has been a remarkably sudden increase inthe tempo 
of mechanization in the sugar estates with the resultant 
displacement of thousands of workers; and I should not at 
all be surprised, from my Umited knowledgeof the situation, 
if at leastthereare4,OOOor moredisplaced workers on the 
plantations and factories by bulk sugar loading alone. I 
think that in Jamaica they have been loading canes mechani- 
cally, and I have an idea that I read somewhere that in 
Jamaica, Messrs Tate and Lyle were considering cutting 
canes by machinery some time this year. The powerful 
Union and the Government were apparently powerless to 
resist this increase in mechanization on the grounds of the 
demands of economy in production, world sugar wmpeti- 
tion and what not. However, if these developments c a t  
be prohibited, then it devolves upon people like ourselves 
to ensure that tbepeople whom this mechanization displaces 
and those who remain in the sugar industry, derive the maxi- 
mum benefit from the introduction of this mechanization. 
In other words, you cannot afford to allow the introduction 
of these developments to redound to the benefit of the sugar 
industrialists only. 
2.55 p.m. 

Sugar is a public industry in h sense that its opera- 
tion is subsidised; and, as the biggest employing industry 
in the community, holds a responsibility to the community. 
I have said inthis House for the last fifteen years that there 
is precedent for declaring the sugar industry apublic utility; 
and that the Public Utility Board in Barbados should be 
given certain powers over the operation of thesugar Indus- 
try in the same way that it has ban given certain powers 
over the Telephone Company or theElectric Company. Both 
the Barbadian taxpayer and the taxpayer in thc main con- 
suming countries for our sugar are called upon to subsidise 
sugar, and realisation of this fact of thematter would pro- 
bably nullify the necessity for bringing in outisde inves- 
tigators from time to time. 

Sir, what one has to redlise in deciding on what the 
industry can bear, or what it cannot bear, is of course the 
fact that the future itself of the industry is uncertain. None 
of us can peer too far intothefuture to bc able to state with 
any degree of accuracy how the industrialists themselves 
would fare five or six years from now, or at least when the 
present agrtement with the Ministry of Food is concluded. 

We do not know whether or not it would be extended, and an + 
impartial investigator would bear all these things inmind; 
it would be his duty and the duty of those associated with 4 
him to take into consideration all the revclant factors, the 
position of the industry, the position of the workers, the 
advantage accruing to the industry from mechanization on 
the plantations, in the factories and in shipping, the posi- 
tion of displaced workers and all that. All this would have 
to be considered impartially and the representatives of the 
people as we are could not bring anunbiassed point of view 
to bear on it; neither could the industrialists themselves be 
expected to bring an unprejudiced outlook to bear on the 
matter. 

Once we have therefore accepted the principle that an 
enquiry is essential, Mr. Speaker, the only question to be 
asked is who is to conduct the inquiry. I am perfectly willing 
to accept any better suggestions than those offered in this 
Resolution provided I can be convinced that the result would 
be no less advantageous to the people who expect represen- 
tation from us. 

At the baginning of my remarks, I said I did not intend 
-+ 

to dilate at any length on this matter. I am just giving the 
few salient points which I think should beenough to satisfy 
people who are not particularly obstinate in outlook that a 
Sugar Industry Inquiry is essential, In the interest of getting 
tht most speedy action on a matter which, as I said earlier, 
I introduced since March last year, I propose to cease my 
remarks at this stage and to listen to the expression of 
opinion from other members of the House. 

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass. 

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, in seconding the passing of 
this Resolution, I would say that many years have now 
elapsed since a thorough and comprehensive investigation 
has been conducted into the Sugar Industry. It was in 1945, 
Sir, as far as my memory serves me, when Professor C. Y. 
Shcpard was brought here. Professor Shephard as we all 
know was an Agricultural Economis t, and he made a thorough 
investigation into the conditions and terms of appointment 
in the Sugar Industry insofar as the workers of this island 
were concerned. Since that thorough and comprehensive 
inquiry was conducted in 1945 with which the workers of 
this country were thoroughly satisfied, wehave had no com- 
prehensive and satisfactory inquiry. 

Mr. Speaker, the Government should be aware that con- 
ditions in thc industry are none toohappy at present. Gov- 
ernment should not wait until a general furore, upheaval 
or strike as has happened on several occasions within 
recent years, take place but should beforearmed and fore- 
warned. When the Opposition, as has beendonethrough my 
colleague, the hon. senior member for St. Philip, has moved 
a Resolution pointing out that a Commission of Enquiry 
should be set up, and has indicated reasons for setting it up, 
I think that the Government should take heed and not await 
any generalconfusion, strikeor upset before action is taken. 
The hon. member has pointed out that the services of Mr. 
H. Car1 Goldenberg, a Canadian economist-lawyer who has 
served with distinction in the neighbouring islands of 
Jamaica, Antigua and other places in thc West Indies should 
be obtained for conducting this Enquiry. 

As to the qualifications of the gentleman, Ican merely 
just endorse what my colleague has said. Thefact that this 
gentleman has been called upon m cosduct an enquiry of a 
similar nature in Jamaica and other territories in the 
Federation is ample proof that he is quite capable of con- 
ducting an enquiry in this island. 
3.05 p.m. 

The enquiry which was  conducted in 1958 by one 
Mr. Mc.Kenzie is regarded in all sections as  impossible, -%Q 
and has caused the workers of this country to have little 
or no confidence in it. Therefore the enquiry of 1958 can 
be ignored. The recommendations were debated on the 
floor of the House for many weeks and then the Report died V 
a natural death. It was attacked on all sides because it did 
not bring the matter any further. 



f Sir, I think that in 1961 before conditions become too 

S 
unsettled, before the workers become too restless, that, 
if an enquiry under a competent ptrson was set up, it 
would bestow confidence among the workers and give 
them a little ray of hope. To promise them a 1s in- 
crease on day's work and then employ workers by job 
work whereby they weredeprived of the percentageincrease 
was not good enough, and that in itself would cause work- 
e rs  to become dissatisfied. 

With the completion of the Deep Water Harbour in 
view, and with various systems of bulk loading being 
inaugurated, and with the general structure and operation 
in the sugar industry undergoing a change, I think that it 
would be a good thing to engage the services of a com- 
petent economic adviser who would undertake an investi- 
gation into the sugar industry as awhole. When I say that I 
do not refer to the sugar workers in the industry only, 
but to all sugar workers whether they be in the ware- 
houses, the field or in the factory. It would be a means of 
relieving the minds of thousands of workers who have 
worked for the past forty years in the industry and who with 
the coming into operation of the Deep Water Harbour will 
find themselves displaced if proper provision is not made 
for them. It is not good enough to treat these workers as 
the displaced coppers were treated; therefore; if the Gov- 
ernment secured the services of a competent expert who can 
advise them on matters of this nature it would be a means 
of assisting the Government. It is an awkward situation 
arising and I feel that the Government should make a move 
at this time and do not wait until there is wide dissatis- 
faction. 

Sir, I have great pride in seconding thepassing of this 
Resolution. I feel that the Government would be well ad- 
vised, now Mr. Goldenberg is in the area, or whether 
he is in the area or not, to secure his services, not only 
for the Government but for the workers of this island so 
that they may not continue to live in fear as to their future 
and in the unsettled state which they are at present. As 
I understand it, nothing has been worked out for them yec 
there are a lot of negotiations going on, but, as to lmw far 
they have got nobody knows. I myself amno wiser than the 
average worker in this respect. 

The time is fast approaching when the Deep Water 
Harbour will be finished. What provisions has been made 
for the security of workers from old age? Would t k y  be 
given gratuity, pension, re-employment or what? Those are 
the burning questions. It is not good enough just to sit 
around and allow month after month to pass while we have 
the workers apprehensive as to what their future would be. 

Sir, I feel that lenghty speeches are not necessary on 
this Resolution. This is a Resolution which speaks for it- 
self. Too often we talk too much. We should pass it so as 
to get some benefits for the workers, and so as not to keep 
them in a state of suspense any longer and cause them and 
their families to live in fear. 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I find myself in a diffi- 
cult position in that I have to make myself extremely clear. 
Sometimes I feel that I am not a Barbadian because I 
am not taken up with all the Barbadian methods of doing 
things. I find that politicians in Barbados want things 
to go on in the same way as they have been going on for 
the last 300 years, and that they believe that there should 
not be any changes but only the changes which affect them- 
selves and make it better and easier for them. 

I am not going in for any parish pump politics. I 
do not regard a Resolution as this as one to get any poli- 
tical credit from. I will say that Ihave no particular favour 

+ for the Government in power because I believe the Gov- 
ernment in power did everything possible to destroy me. 
I agree withthehon. senior member for Christ Church that, 
on an issue like this, you should not talk too much; 
that you should either pass it or oppose it; but it is an 

L issue which you have to examine. 

The hon. Introducer of the motion introduced this 
R e s o W n  which, substantially, is that the Government 

takes steps to set up a Sugar Enquiry Commission to 
undertake an investigation into all phases of the sugar 
industry. I cannot agree with all that the Introducer has 
said, because, as a leader of the Trade Union, I complete- 
ly and categorically deny that these broad statements can 
settle the question of wages and the specific conditions 
of employment of workers in the industry. These ques- 
tions cannot be settled by a Parliament, or even by a 
Commissioner of Enquiry, or even by an impartial com- 
mission. 
3.15 p.m. 

If you want to represent the workers in a direct and 
specific way, there is no point in believing that in here 
where you have nothing with which to get to the core of 
the matter, a broad, general statement means anything. 
For many years you have said that the workers have been 
badly treated and exploited, but how are you going to stop 
this exploitation? Are you going to stop it by talking about 
it? The workers have to be organised and they have to re- 
main organised. All over the world where workers claims 
have been met, they have been met by the workers taking 
their own problems in their hands and doing something 
about them. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order. I am sorry to 
interrupt the hon. member, but he will realise that no- 
where in this Resolution is the suggestion that anything 
should be done to interfere with the rights of the workers. 
I specifically said that the hon. member is a representa- 
tive of the Union and he would bring the Union into the 
Report which could be obtained by an investigation of this 
sort. By all means, let the workers, organise, but when 
they organise they still want facts on which to work. 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I am still at the beginning 
of my speech; l have not got the end of it yet. I said that I 
substantially agree with this Resolution; I want to make the 
position clear for the benefit of the workers. This is an 
age in which people have to be practical. Mr. Warold 
Laski in the last book he wrote entitled "Trade Unions in 
the New Society" said that the days of industrial isolation 
are over since the rise of the factory system. As to this 
bogus idea of the right to work, if there is the right to 
work, you cannot just walk into anybody's place and 
start to work. The workers have to realise that there are 
conditions of employment and t k y  need protection. They 
have to have protectors, not people from outside, but 
people in their own organisation. We live in a community 
in which people have been encouraged not to protect 
themselves. People have b e n  encouraged by politicians 
to think that they do not need any protection. They need 
protection on the ground floor, but higher up they need 
protection not to be exploited by Government and by 
politicians whenever the time for election comes around. 

Every sugar worker in this island is regarded as 
controlling the salt of the earth by every politican when 
the Election comes around; the babies are kissed, and 
they are the favourite element in the sugar industry in so 
far as the political parties are concerned, because the sugar 
worker is the deciding factor as to who rules this country. 
You take away the sugar vote and where will you get the 
Government? 

In my Organisation, we negotiate with the employers 
in the sugar industry, not on the political level, because 
we consider that the fundamental principles, on which we 
are negotiating are industrial. Even if the Government be- 
lieves that it is something political, we have to let them 
know that we are not prepared to stand that sort of thing 
from any Government at all. I agree with the hon. senior 
member for St. Philip and the hon. senior member for 
Christ Church that we need an investigation, but we need 
an investigation on a very broad plan. 

I am going further than both of thtse speakers. There 
is no point at this stage in confining this motion to an in- 
vestlgation of tb sugar industry; that is what the hon. mem- 
ber is doing in this motion. I would not blame the pursuer 
of the motion on that h, b u t w e d  an investigation into 
the social and economic conditions of the West Indies 



arising out of the new economy. There is absolutely no 
doubt in my mind that the callous way in which Barbados 
allows serious problems to go by the board has given rise 
to a situation in this island in which extremely serious 
issues are left to somebody e h ,  and nobody knows who 
that somebody else happens to be, 

I agree that the Government not only wasted money on 
Mr. Mc.Kazk,  but they defended him. His R m r t  on the 
sugar industry was a most atrocious one. Only a fool could 
have attempted to write a Reportonthewhole sugar indus- 
try of this island in four weeks' time. A good exercise 
on any single issue of the industry would have taken four 
weeks to prepare. 

The Union refused to have a n y t u  to do with that 
Report. We believe that we know something about how in- 
dustrial Committees and enquiries should be conducted, 
but we are not going to lose our fundamental right in saying 
that we are going to participate in them. As to the 
Mc.Kenzie method of dealing with the issue, notwithstanding 
what the Government said, that that was the best way to 
get information, we do not regard national information as 
being secret information. If any Minister is going to 
defend the idea that national information is secret infor- 
mation, and the only way that the information can be given 
is through sources which cannot be public sources, then 
we are in for a very unhappy time. 

In the sugar industry, wedo not ask any individual man 
or factory owner how much profit he made last year; we 
do not negotiate on any individual basis. What I have to 
correct the hon. senior member for St. Philip on is this: 
a passing acquaintance with this matter is not good enough. 
As to this 13% increase, there was noquestion of the sugar 
industry giving this or that. 
3.25 p.m. 

When we negotiate in the Sugar Industry, we tell the 
sugar manufacturers what we want; we do not accept 
what they say they will give. On this'question of l%, 
we never asked for a 1% We asked that specific rates 
should be paid and said that the minimurnrates in the out- 
of-crop season for fixed wages shall be these. W e  asked 
for $3 or $4 a day for an A-class man as against what k 
was getting, that is $2.72, and therefore we wncluded the 
agreement on $3 a day unrelated to any percentages, be- 
cause we wuld not care less what percentage it was. 

Mr. Chairman, we went to a factory and found that 
there was no minimum rate inthefactory, and we said that 
the minimum rate shall be $3 a day whether a man was 
getting $1, $1.20 or $2. Just as we do not like inquiries 
we do not like arbitration, because an arbitration does not 
have the time to negotiate. W e  spend nine months negoti- 
ating but, at the most, an Arbitration is going to spend 
four weeks and wme back with an award for everybody of 
l@%. When it gives everybody l w o ,  it means that those who 
are b w  down will get a littlemore, and those who are high 
up will get a reasonable increase, because if you give l@ 
to a man who is getting $2, that means only 20 cents, and 
if you give l@% to a man who is getting $10 he will  re- 
ceive b. That is not a scientific basis for determining 
wage rates; they must be determined within their own con- 
text and circumstances that wncern the rates thatmust be 
paid in relation to the overall question that affects the whole 
industry. So again I say it is not a question of the 1% not 
applying. The reason why we did not ask for it to apply to 
the other rates was because the other rates were not as 
such tied to the situation with which we were dealing. 

When we did that, Mr. Speaker, it was in the year 
when there was a serious drought and a reduction in the 
prices. There is no point in asking any employer at the 
worse period of his existence for a totality in a wage 
claim, when the successful conclusion of that would be ex- 
tremely difficult, and the very workers tlmnselves would 
feel it. A man may get $20 for one minute' work, but there 
is a certain basic commonsense you have to acquire. You 
can have a man getting $20 a minute but he never gets a 
minute's work, rherefore the net result is that 20 X 0 X 0 X 0 
does not mean 20; the answer is going to be nothing; so I 

should like to make it clear that this should not be associ- + 
ated with any wage claim, nor would I agree unless there is 
an industrial dispute for any inquiry to be set up with a view 4 
to determining wages. Nobody fixed wages for us. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, on a point of ex- 
planation. I must explain to the hon. member that if he is 
generalising, it is all well and good; but if he is applying 
these observations to the matter before the House, he is 
completely wrong. Nowhere in the context of the Reso- 
lution or in my remarks was it said that we wanted an in- 
vestfgatlon to fix any wages. If he reads the context of 
the Resolution carefully, he will see that there is nothing 
like that anywhere, and indeed and in fact, all he has said 
is what I have said before. The hon. member himself 
pointed out that 20 times something which you are not 
getting is non-existent, so to speak; and the increase in per - 
centage on the whole wage structure when only about five 
percent of the work is being done by the day, will naturally 
mean that 9 a o f  the work you are doing you get no increase 
at all. 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I think that if the hon. 
member knows the Sugar Industry, he must give me some 
credit for knowing a little Iptter than that. The point I 
want to make is to what he himself said, that is, that you 
want these investigations, and I am answering some of the 
points with which he wants his Resolution to deal. I will 
teU the hon. member that my organisation is a member of 
the International Plantations Organisation which has an 
Economist in London carrying out a survey on sugar not 
only here but elsewhere, and I have to be in close contact 
with that gentleman. I spent some time with him in Lon- 
don before coming back here, and I have to spend more 
time with him in the Spring; sowhenever an inquiry comes 
about, no other Organisation in this island would ke able 
to put up any person as competent as we can. You do not 
have any person competent to advise us on these matters, 
and we have to be in a position like that because we feel 
tkc days are...... 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I must object to that. 
On a point of order. The hon. member must not assume 
that he is the only person in this community who knows 
everything about the Sugar Industry. The hon. senior 
member for Christ Ckxrch referred to the fact that an 
exhaustive inquiry was made in this island in 1945 by the 
late Professor C. Y. Shepard, and the people who gave 
the Professor information for the memorandum are also 
alive and in this House; and the information they gave him 
was of an inestimable value to him in reaching the con- 
clusions which he reached. I concede that the Union must 
have a certain amount of expert knowledge at its disposal 
and can produce that information. 

Mr. WALCOTT: I can go back to 1945, but as I said, 
I am not living in the past. You should not think that in 
1961 the sort of memorandum that was written in 1945 
of which I have copies to show, wuld be written today; 
because, unfortunately, in 1945 the people who wrote the 
memorandum did not have a single economist to advise 
them. They wrote in general terms because 1945 was 
near to 1939 and wages had never been negotiated. There 
was a bogus thing called "conciliations" because the work- 
ers were not organised; nobody was speaking on behalf 
of the workers on the basis of meeting with them and putting 
forward something for them. A bunch of political people 
as members of the House in 1944 met in a conclave be- 
cause there was going to be an election, and therefore 
what better thing could you have? 

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
That is clearly out of the question. The hon. member 
must have in his possession a little more information ."S 
on the matter of which he speaks. The Conciliation 
Board to which he referred comprised of Mr. Adams and 
Mr. Springer, the Leader of the Opposition and myself, 
and we responded tc a request by the Labour Commissioner 
to represent the workers on this Board. It was not a ques- I 

tion of an election year, so that is a most unkind remark. 
Mr. Guy Perrin, the Labour Commissioner, announced 



t k  setting up of this Board with representatives of the 
Sugar Industry, and the seats for representatives of the 
workers on the Board went to Mr. Mams, Mr. Springer, 
Mr. Brancker and myself, so there was no question of 
an ebction year at all. 
3.35 p.m. 

Mr. WUOTT:  The hon. member must understand 
that I am not speakiog as a politician; I am speaking from 
an analytical mind of conditions which existed in the past. 
History is a very brutal thing. Do not get mixed LW with 
t k  Conciliation Boards set up in 1944. There was t k n  a 
bunch of political people who were in the House. There 
were two political factions in the House then, therefore it 
meant that both of them had to put in a memorandum. 

In 'the memorandum was no specific rate. The only 
specific rate put forward in my memorandum was that it 
would deem that the minimum rate should be on a basis 
of one cent per hole for cuttingcanes as against the sliding 
scale. Do you believe that you can go ahead with a wage 
scheme as- somebody at this stage what t k y  must pay 
for us? We must beinapositionthat m can made demands 
on all the points for what we rcquirt; tkrefore that is a 
vast difference from what it was in 1944. The hon. member 
said in a sotto W ce remark that we had no facts nor figures 
then. That is not what we are talking about. We  represented 
to the Commission of Enquiry then that, on the basis of what 
the profits were, the workers should have got an increase. 
The profits were nearly three times as much as they were 
before, and the Commissioner could not deny that. As a 
matter of fact, the Commissioner had to depend on figures 
produced to him by a bcal  man, and the Commissioner 
could not even make a hand of them. 

The hon. member must not anticipate my speech. The 
hon. member forgot that I said at thebeginning that I agreed 
with the Resolution in substance, but that therewere many 
things which he said to which I did not agree. The hon. 
member is in thehabit of saying that he has risen to put the 
records straight. I'have toput straightthematters concern- 
ing my Union. 

With all due respect to the lawyers wbo are appointed 
as commissione.rs of enquiry, usually lawyers sometimes 
are the most ignorant peopleon matters industridl; and be- 
cause of that, after hearing evidence at an investigation, 
they generally say to give an increase of ten percent but 
they have all the basic things blank. Ido not take any of the 
lawyers seriously when it comes to industrial matters. 
Manv of them do not have the industrial emrience from 
which they can draw day to day, therefore, they generally 
look for the easiest way out. Someof them too are lawyers 
who practise for the big people, so you can very well see 
that they cannot do anything do displease those people too 
easily. 

When the Commissioner made the claim that the Union 
had set up a wagerate, tbehon. manber must bear in mind 
that that was not against a background of uncertainty or any- 
thing dealing with the overall question of the industry; that 
was a specific wage proposal which dealt with certain people 
in the industry. It did not represent a wage proposal for all 
the people. We knew that it did not represent all of them 
and that is the reason why wedemanded as high amount as 
we demanded. 

The reason why we said that m wanted those rates is 
because in Barbados for so many years you find that the 
agricultural workers day's rate was always placed at the 
minimum rate. The hon. member must bear in mind that we 
of the Union have said that the minimum day's rate should 
be $3 a day for men; and thehon. member would know that 
that is a higher rate than the minimum rate which you get 
paid out by the Government. When you think of $3 a day as 
compared with 35d anhour whichis paid out by the Govern- 
ment, then you can see where the disparity comes in. The 
bon. member should know this too: more women are em- 
ployed in the sugar indusuy out of crop than men. The ratio 
is somcr.bing Ure 60 to 40. We therefore had to put the 
wages for the women workers at a rate which would connote 
to something in the industry. 

I do not know if the hon. senior member for St. Philip 
is aware that Mr. Goldenberg went to Trinidad subsequent 
to his making investigations in Jamaica, and that he made 
an award in Trinidad of less than what we have here. Of 
course, I do not want the stgar people here to believe that 
our rates are higher than those of Trinidad. I do not want 
either to make a wmparisonwiththerat+s in the sugar in- 
dustry in St. Kitts. However, you can see what the people 
who went from kre to St. Kitts got as against what we pay 
out. Sometimes to make comparisons is not so good. I am 
afraid that in making comparisons in this instance you may 
have some people saying things against those peoplewhom 
you should serve best. 

The point made by the hon. senior member of Christ 
Church about the enquiry is a sound one. In so far as such 
things which are nuw under negotiation, such as Provident 
Fund Schemes, the hon. member must understand, and he 
should know, that the Union operates as an industrial or- 
ganisation and the members are informed of what is going 
on. I may say this to hon. members of this Chamber: If we 
of this Chamber had held as many meetings as the Union 
held all through the year, I telieve members of the Govern- 
ment would have no doubt as to who would comprise the next 
Government of Barbados. W e  of the Union are not lazy and, 
as a matter of fact, we had three meetings since the year 
b a n  and two this week. It is only listening in to cricket 
which has come between us and having more meetings at 
night. W e  feel that our workers, as anybody else, want to 
listen to the cricket and therefore we should not disturb 
them. 
3.45 p.m. 

As to the question of a Provident Fund, again the hon. 
senior member for Christ Church must understand that he 
was a Minister when the Union put forward the proposi- 
tion for a Provident Fund. At that time we were asking 
the industry itself to make the contribution. I was out of 
the island; when I came back I found that the Union had 
agreed to something which I would not have agreed to. 
Anyhow, the worker does not carewhere youget the money 
from, whether it comes from the Price Stabilisatipn Fund 
or out of the employers' pockets. Thiswas in 1956; we had 
had many delays, but we have reached the stage where 
the sugar industry and Lhr: Union have agreed in principle 
on the question of severance pay and theestablishment of a 
Provident Fund. The question of qumtum is being 
worked out. The hon. senior member for Christ Church 
knows that you cannot agree to an amount put forward, 
therefore you cannot bring the matter to a conclusion. In ' 

so far as the details are concerned, we feel that we have 
to be consulted as to them. W e  have made ourselves 
very clear on these issues. W e  do not want negotiable mat- 
ters to be put on the level of political dispute. 

Hon. M. E, COX: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker. I 
must apologise for not paying as much attention as I should 
have paid to what the hon. member was saying. He made a 
statement on which I would like him to help me, a statement 
on something which took place m 1956. The hon. member 
said that he would never have agreed to it if he were in the 
island, something about which he differed from the Gov- 
ernment in qu on turn , 

Mr. WALCOTT: We are tallung about the Provident 
Fund in relation to the people who work in the industry. 
W e  agreed on the matter in principle but not in quantum. 
In 1956 the figure of 40 cents was agreed upon; and as 
against an indirect method of dealing with this matter, I 
said that an agreement was reached when I came back to 
the island and there was no point in making any row about 
it because there would be a technicality. Sometimes in 
cases of technicalities, you may be right but people may 
not feel that you are right. 

A s  to the idea of the workers not knowing what is 
taking place, I wodd like to say that the workers do 
know what is taking place. Our building overflows with 
people, and we cannot find any one building which can 
accommodate all the workers when we are holding our 
meetings. 0x1 Saturday night we had a meeting and the 
Hon. M e r  of the Opposition passed through. YOU will 



realise therefore that we do not speak against anybody; I 
believe we spend more sleepless nights than many people. 
I would like to tell the hon. senior member for Christ 
Church that from the point of view of public service, we 
perform a public service which can stand up to any public 
service in the industrial field. We are not dependent 
upon any haphazard action. There has not been a period 
in which there has not been an opportunity made for ad- 
vancing the cause of the worbrs in the sugar industry; 
we have done so to the extent that we stand second to 
none in the West Indies. 

I have a copy of the Goldenberg Report and, i f  you 
look at that Report, you vrill see what are the rates paid 
in Jamaica; you will find that the only thing which can 
compare with any other level in the West Indies is what 
the sugar workers in Barbados negotiate. I may tell the 
hon. member that I was asked to be a member of the Com- 
mission which sat in Jamaica but it did not suit me to go 
there; I had to go to a Conference in Europe and I had to 
be away for six weeks. 

There are many changes which are going to take place 
in the sugar industry. I was in Jamaica where they had a 
Technical Conference, where they were considering the 
question of utilising cane-cutting machines. We are living 
in an age in which changes are going to take place, and 
there is no point in saying that we will wait until a change 
is imminent and then say that we cannot worry about such 
a change, I do not like to speak after the event. I was in 
favour of the Deep Water Harbour being constructed, 
and we knew that that project would bring unemployment to 
some people. We said from the beginning that i f  A Deep 
Water Harbour is going to be built, then there should be 
scope for ex  gratia payments. You cannot pay any man 
at the age of thirty-five or forty years any amount of 
money so that he cannot work for the balance of his life. 

My view of an enquiry of this nature is this: I feel I 
am giving the Government ideas to be used in an election 
year. The Government will bring down things in an election 
year which they cannot do. Anyhow, I will give the Gov- 
ernment another election tip. One Government in France and 
one in Europe decided to give a rebate on income tax; that 
is to say, they decided to give a 1810 increase. You cannot 
accuse the Government of bribery, but you can give back 
1a of the taxes already paid, because m p l e  had had to 
pay too much. 
3.55 p.m. 

I gave you that as a tip. (Hon. M. E. COX: That is 
what the British Government did some time ago.) When 
you can send everybody back to the Treasury and they 
can draw $100 note, it is an indirect way of giving back 
$100. There is a theory in that because you must win an 
election. The Government's policy is to win an election; 
they do not go forward on the purely academic and purist 
side of it. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. memher is not now speaking 
on the Resolution. 

Mr. WALCOTT: I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. The point I 
was making is that we have reached a stage in which 
employment is important. I would have liked to see the 
Government in Barbados, on a broad basis, make an in- 
quiry to study the entire social and economic situation in 
Barbados in view of these swift changes that have taken 
place, with a view to making recommendations so that with 
the coming into operation of the Deep Water Harbour, it 
would dovetail into this thhg rather than let people feel 
hopeless from being out of work and not knowing what next 
is going to be the situation. I feel that these are national 
facts which should be taken into consideration; that is 
should be the ambition of any citizen to have a community 
in which he is living enjoying prosperity to the fullest, 
and not a matter of who is the Government as such. 

While I have no objection to a Commission of En- 
quiry in the Sugar Industry, I feel that at the serious 
stage we are today, we need an inquiry that is even wider 
in scope and embraces more than the Sugar Industry, be- 

cause the Sugar Industry is only part of the serious prob- 4 
lem which has arisen. I would have agreed to having it 
only in the Sugar Industry had not the Deep Water Har- 4 
bour been built and you were not likely to have any prob- 
lems arising from that. I would not like to see an in- 
quiry into the Sugar Industry now, and then three months 
later to have one for Hotels. 

I feel, Mr. Speaker, that if thehon.member's Resolu- 
tion could be amended to include the social and economic 
condition arising from the changing problems that arise 
from these things, it would be much better. 

Mr. Speaker, I am in no way fooling myself that 
the situation in the Sugar Industry is not going to be 
extremely serious; the number of children being born 
in the rural areas cannot find room to get on the plan- 
tations and space on the land. As far back as 1954 our 
Union went to British Guiana and passed Resolutions, and 
we acknowledged the fact that the Sugar Industry could not 
take on more people not only in Barbados but throughout the 
West Indies, because we realised that to maximise the C 
Sugar Industry as a competent and competitive force, 
you would therefore have to mechanise it; it would not com- 
pete on the old concept, you could not put more people in 
the Sugar Industry and get higher wages. The Sugar In- 
dustry in itself cannot stand up against beet sugar. At 
one stage you laughed at beet sugar, but today it is a 
serious competitive force. As  the. hon. member knows, 

you can get sugar from other substances besid2 cane, 
because it is not like coffee. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I am not surethe hon. 
member was referring to me when he said that I knew the. 
uncertainty of the sugar position; but in case he was re- 
ferring to me, I would like to refer him to the opening 
sentence of the Resolution before the House. 

Mr. WALCOTT: The hon. member may bedealing with 
the uncertainty of sugar, but I spokeof the specific case of 
beet sugar as against cane sugar, because we may have a 
problem with the Cuban situation. The hon. member should 
be aware that in India itself sugar factories are being put 
up, which means that 3 India had to be one of the groups 
consuming sugar, t h y  would now be producing it for them- 
selves. I would not encourage anybody to believe that you 
can put more people to work in the factories and produce 
higher wages when the production has already reached the 
limit. It just would not add up. That is why I will pause at 
this point to say that those persons in this community who 
are misguided enough to make field workers as against 
factory workers believe that the disparityor differentialin 
wage level that exists should not exist, are not aware of the 
true economics of the industry; it is a question of whether 
the productivity of man has risen as against whether it has 
not risen. Fewer factories in Barbados wi l l  mean higher 
rates for those people who are lucky enough to be employed 
in the factories, because the ones who havegone would not 
be paid weekly stipends from them. Peoplemust understand 
that these are the things that follow. 

Mr. Speaker, we are in the unfortunate positionwhere 
we live in a heavily populated country, and it means that 
the more machinery is introduced into the island, the more 
unemployment there is going to be, but it means that higher 
wages would be obtained. The introductionof machinery has 
brought a lot of misery tomankind as well as a lot of bene- 
fits. Mankind is not going back to the old methods, and 
where you find the old methods existing, the standard of 
living is very low. If yougo to the Middle East or to Africa 
where they still have the old nomadic fashion, you will find 
that the standard of living is extremely low. I was in com- 
plete agreement with those members who felt that we did 
not have a full and comprehensive report from Mr. Mac 
Kenzie; I am opposed unalterably to the McKenziemethod. 
I said it to people ant produced notes to show what the man 
had said. 
4.05 p.m. 

The hon. senior member for St. PWlp says that Mr. 
Goldenberg is the right person to have for carrying out this 
enquiry. I feel the time has come when we should have a 



i 
national committee to deal with suchmatters, that is to say, 

, you should have somebody residing in Barbados to make a 
study and get these facts, a committeeof Barbadian citizens 
sitting down and making a complete study of them rather 
than having people who know nothing of conditions here 
coming in to make these investigations. The commissioners 
whom we get do not live here, we have to live here. It is 
better for everybody in Barbados to understand that the 
time has come when everybody in Barbados must be pre- 
pared to shoulder his weight. We should have a Committee 
to deal with such matters and its membership should be 
broad enough to comprise of all sections of the community. 
Get the people who have inheritances to cqme out and be 
member S of these committees. Bring some of thosepeople 
out. Let us get down to that. I regard this as  a national 
issue. I cannot care less that this is election year. I be- 
lieve that, if Imusttellpeoplethethings which they want to 
hear best in a year of election, even if I feel what you want 
me to tell then1 is not good enoughfor the community, then 
I should be out of it. I am going to say what I believe is true. 

Any crisis that comes upon this country in this year 
is  going to be a different crisis from any which has taken 
place before because the whole substance of the community 
has changed in so far as authority is concerned. Therefore, 
I say that those of us who are  leaders - and I think every 
member of this I-louse of Assembly is a leader - have 
the opportunity to give the leadership which is required, and 
we should accept the challenge and do something for the 
community which we serve. 

Mr. DOWDING: Sir, as  the hon. member who has just 
sat down has said, this is a nationalissue and it is one which 
should be dealt with on the highest level, lest it kcome a 
national trouble spot. Now, Sir, we are accustomed to these 
yearly resolutions or questions on this matter by the hon. 
senior member of St. Philip; and it is notable without doubt 
that, from time to time, they havebeenallowed to lapse. It 
is also notable that this is election year. I sincerely hope 
that history will not record what it has recorded on two 
instances, in the recent past, of politics interfering with the 
national industry of this island. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I r ise on a point of 
order. This is the second time that an hon. member has 
risen in his place and talked about election year. This is a 
Resolution about getting Mr. Goldenberg to come here to 
enquire into the sugar industry. This Resolution was tabled 
in March 1960. When I began my speech today, I said that 
during the time this Resolution was given notice of it should 
have been debated, but we had a WO-confidence Motion" 
lasting for months; and, following that, wedebated a Reso- 
lution for single-member constituencies which took up the 
entire session; therefore, unless we had been allowed to 
debate it during the Government's time, I could not have 
seen how we could have debated it. 

I want to ask the honourable member if in 1958 - 
Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point of order. 

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Speaker, Ihavenot in any way said 
anything which reflects on the hon. member. Iwas about to 
say when I said that this is election year, that this is a 
matter which the hon. member had regularly put on the 
Order Paper, and that it had h e n  allowed to lapse some- 
times. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of 
order. That is not true. This could not have been on the 
Order Paper before last year because Mr. Goldenberg only 
began to wme down to the West Indies in 1959. 

F Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member said that it was a 
matter which the hon. member had regularly on the Order 
Paper and it was allowed to lapse sometimes. 

L. Mr. DOWDING: I did not say that the hon, member 
allowed it to lapse. I feel that this is a matter which should 
be a way above any political inuendo. I fully agree with the 
suggestion that there is need for a study of the economic 

future of this island. When one looks at the modern techno- 
logical advancements, at the modern equipments coming in 
along with the nearing of completion of the Deep Water 
Harbour, and along with the whole forward movement of the 
world in general along the lines of mechanisation, one must 
wholeheartedly agree that there is need for astudy into the 
social and economic conditions for the future of this colony. 

Sir, I cannot at any junction suggest anything more than 
that this matter should not be dealt withas a matter of wage 
issue. There is no industrial dispute ofwhich1 know in the 
island at the present moment. Right now there a re  negotia- 
tions going on by the Trade Union and the Employers Con- 
federation, and I think that any wage discussion would en- 
danger the Union's activities in this island. A number of 
people may have jumped to that conclusion. Indeed, when it 
was said that the Union did not realise that they were taken 
for a ride so to speak, and that the Union also must bear 
responsibilities for families being in fear and ina  state of 
suspense, I think that that is a reflectionon the Trade Lhion 
in this Island which bears a very highstanding both a r m g  
the employers locally and the island as  a whole. 
4.15 p.m. 

Any effort whatsoever to revert to the past where the 
politicians m r e  the ones who got the kudos from the sugar 
workers, is a most dangerous thing. The efficiency of the 
Barbados Workers' Union is the main reason for the fact that 
there have been very few negotiations or investigations, 
either in one way or in theother, since 1945. That enhanced 
position should not be trampled upon by any effort to kiss 
the blue-eyed baby, which is the sugar industry, for votes. 
That is a dangerous procedure, and one which we should call 
upon ourselves in the national interest not to allow to occur. 
It is regrettable that such a statement should be made by 
persons claiming to have the knowledge, that the workers 
did not know what was the outcome of the Agreement; that 
these workers were supposed to get a l 9 / o  increase. That 
statement is absolutely and utterly wrong. The Union made 
an Agreement.. . 

Mr. CWWFORD: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker, it 
is impossible not to correct these errors  when they a re  
made. Can the hon. member say that whathe said just now 
was really said by anybody in here today? That was not said 
at all. Thehon. member has just stated that it was remarked 
that the workers were to get a 1 q o  increase and it was 
wrpng. What was said, and it was said by myself was this: 
There has been considerable dissatisfaction throughout the 
entire year last year on behalf of the agricultural worker 
because the increase in wages, as agreed to by the Union, 
only applied to days' work and it did not apply to piece work 
or  job work. I said that nearly all of the work done at the 
Plantations was done by the job and by piece work, so that 
the workers got no increase. That was what I said and I 
will repeat it anywhere. 

Mr. DOWDING: Mr. Speaker, Ilook forward to the time 
when we will advance technically so that this hon. House 
will llave on the screenwhat any speaker has said. I did not 
say that the hon. member said anything. I said that it was 
remarked in the course of the debate, and it was actually 
said by the hon. senior member for Christ Church, that 
there was a promise to give a lalbincrease to the workers 
and then that promise was withdrawn. That was said by the 
hon. member. 

Mr. TALMA: On a point of order. If the hon. member 
wants to quote m then he should quote me correctly. I made 
notes and I have my notes before me still. I made it clear 
that any reference to any increase was in connection with 
days* work, and most of thework was not done on that basis, 
with the result that the increase was not paid. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. member denyinghaving 
made any reference to a 19% increase? 

Mr. TALMA: I am denying that Imade a general state- 
ment like that. What was agreed on was a 1% increase on 
days' work. Those who were not employed on days* work 
got nothing. 



Mr. DOWDING: I apologise to the hon. member who is 
more capable of speaking and writing atthe same time than 
I am of listening and writing without having to speak. What 
I said I have written down here. 

An agreement with the terms stated in the Agreement 
was signed by the Barbados Workers' Union and the Barba- 
dos Producers' Federation; the terms are there; they are 
known to both sides; and I, personally, cancorroborate the 
hon. senior member for St. Peter in what he has said, in 
that the Union itself knows about allthesevarious facts and 
informs the people of them. To suggest that there is any 
possibility of the Union being taken for a ride, or that the 
Union does not know what it was doing relative to what 
agreement has been made, is, in my humble opinion, the 
wrong way in which to start - if you are looking at this 
matter not merely from the point of view of a wage increase 
but from the over-all issue of the wer-all picture of 
mechanization in respect of a Deep Water Harbour, of the 
sugar industry and of all sorts of other things. That, in my 
opinion just points to the possibility that we may be heading 
for another upset in our lives, wherewe are not elevated to 
understand that t h  Union is perfectly capable of taking 
care of theirs. 

As to the manner in which this Resolution was intro- 
duced, if it is changed so as to deal with the social and 
economic future of the island in the light of the existing and 
proposed changes which occur everyday, ifastudy is to be 
made of them as to the terms of reference being worked out, 
I would be only too happy to support the Resolution. As it is 
now, dealing with the Sugar Industry alone, under the con- 
ditions as existing today where, in this island, we have the 
best wages being paid in the West Indies, and we also have 
the best prices paid for canes - those are facts which can 
be verified - I think it isextremely unwise to deal with the 
matter on this basis. I strongly warn that the matter should 
be dealt with on a completely different level as has been 
suggested by' the hon. senior member for St. Peter. 

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Speaker, this Resolution which we 
have before us today calls for an investigation in relation to 
the different changes whichhave beenmade in the Sugar In- 
dustry. W e  already know that there must be some reason 
why this investigation is being sought. TheGovernrnent in- 
tends to make a change as regards thesugar Industry, and I 
would like to know if the changewhich the Government will 
be making in relation to the liftingof sugar as against bulk 
loading will be of any help either to the community or to the 
sugar workers. 
4.25 p.m. 

It seems to me, Sir, that the change-over will cause 
great hardship to the sugar workers ofthis Island, because 
thousands of people who are at present engaged in sugar 
will be unemployed. For the last 23 years we have been 
living peacefully without any noise or riot. We in Barbados 
are looking forward to this great change. I am not against 
the construction of the Deep Water Harbour at all, but I 
am against the shipping of sugar in bulk. 

h4r. Speaker, the Ministers go from country to country 
seeking opportunities of work for the unemployed of Bar- 
bados; why then does the Government want to shorten up its 
work in Barbados while on the other hand seeking work for 
its people? The shipping of sugar in bulk from Barbados 
will cause great hardship to those people who formerly 
worked in the Industry. I believe thatthehon. member who 
has introduced this Resolution asking for a Commissioner 
to go into the Industry has had a glance at the future, and 
has seen thehardship that is going to be created on the pm- 
ple; so before that time comes he is asking to have an in- 
quiry into the matter. If the Government of Barbados had 
the Poor people at heart and would reason with them.. ..... 

HOBE REVERTS TO GOVERNMENT BB= I 
Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 4.30 o'clock p.m., the 

House will now revert to Government Business. 

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING CHAIRMAN 
OF COMMITTEES 

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

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

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

HOLSE RESUMES COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY 

Mr. SPEAKER left  the Chair and the !louse resumed 

Committee of Supply, cur. S U R L E S  being in the Chuir. 

PUBLIC ASSLSTANCE 

Head XL VII - Public Ass is tance  Board - iuas called. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMDS: This Head, Mr. Chair- 
man, is to provide a cost of living allowance for the mes- 
senger of t k  Public Assistance Board. That Board, Sir, 
appointed a messenger sometime in August, 1960, and no 
allowance for cost of living was taken into consideration. 
The sum of $72 is now required to pay the messenger a cost 
of living allowance from the time he was appointed to the 
end of the current financial year. 

I beg to move that Head XLVII - Public Assistance 
Board - stand part. 

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

The question was  put  and resolved in the affimau've 
without division. 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Mr. Chairman, I beg to 
move that the Resolution for $219,958 do now pass. 

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

The question was  put and resolved in the affirmative 

w i l o u t  division. 

PORT DEPARTMENT'S ESTIMATES 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, Iam asking leave to 
postpone the Resolution to approve the Extraordinary Esti- 
mates of the Port Department and to take the next Resolu- 
tion to place the sum of $60,000 at the disposal of the Gov- 
ernor-in-Executive Committee for the purpose of making an 
advance to the Port Department. 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, Ido not have any objec- 
tion to the postponement, but from what has been buzzing 
around me here today, I think it is our first meeting, and I 
know from the number of things on the Order Paper that 
both of these could be done. I want to say that it does not 
seem to me that you are giving me any time to think pro- 
perly if you have two items on the Order Paper, you post- 
pone one and ask me to come back here on Thursday. I do 
not think that makes sense. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: If I may interrupt the hon. merrber 
before he gaes too far, I understand that members did not 
receive these estimates until yesterday. I was not aware 
of that. I am quite willing under thecircumstances to come 
with both Resolutions later this week. 

Mr. WALCO?T: Mr. Chairman, what Idonotlike is to 
come to the House a day when we do not have much to do, 
and then to come back another day. After all, I am elected 
here but I still have to workfor a living otherwise. Minis- 
ters cannot arrange business only to suit themselves. 
Other members must be taken into consideration. Today is 
t k  first meeting. Why not finish what is on the Order Pa- 
per? The Housc was prorogued, and Iwould say to the hon. 
member that it was the business of theMinisters to see that 
these things got down here before. 
4.35 p.m. 



Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I understand the 
Opposition, including the last hon. member who spoke, 
agreed that we should continue and get some work done this 
afternoon. Sir, I intend to deal with the Resolution for 
$60,000 to put at the disposalof theGovernor-in-Executive 
Committee for the purpose of making an advance to the 
Port Department. I think on theorder Paper the Resolution 
to approve the Extraordinary Estimates of the Port Depart- 
ment comes first. I will deal with that. 

As hon. members will see from the Addendum, there 
are certain sections of the Barbados Harbours Act, 1960, 
relating to the Harbour Fund and the estirnatesof the Port 
Department which have been proclaimed to comeinto force 
on the 10th January, 1961. It is proposed that the Deep 
Water Harbour should be brought into partial operation as 
from the 1st day of February, 1961, mainly in connection 
with the bulk loading of sugar. W e  are mt  saying that'the 
actual bulk loading of sugar will take place on the 1st Fe- 
bruary; the ship may not arrive to take away the sugar until 
later that mvnth. What we are saying is that the bulk bading 
sugar store will be ready certainly as from a week hence 
to take sugar; and from the 1st February next, the Deep 
Water I!arbur will be brought into partialoperationespe- 
cially as regards the bulk loading of sugar. This being so, 
it is necessary for the House to approve these Extraordin- 
ary Estimates of revenue and expenditure as shown in the 
Schedule to this Resolution so that we canoperate this de- 
partrnent on the basis set out in the Bill which was passed 
by this Ilouse late last year. 

I would just like to reiterate that this department would 
be run on a self-accounting basis, just as the General Post 
Office. Mernlxrs would see that we have estimated expen- 
diture for the two ~ ~ ~ o n t h s  -February andMarch - as wel l  
as other expenditure which is likely to be incurred during 
that tlllie. I do not think there is any particular item of ex- 
penditrne to which I should draw attention. If any hon. mem- 
ber wants any information on any item I would be only too 
willing to answer. 

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass. 

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

?'he ylrrstion that the Resolution do now pass was  
[cct rrrtd r e s o l z ~ e d  in the aff irmative without division. 

RESOLUTION FOR $60,000 FOR PORT 
DEPARTMENT 

Hon. R. G. hlAPP: Sir, again the printed document is 
quite straight forward and pretty straight. Hon. members 
having just agreed to the former Resolution caneasily make 
up their minds that this Resolution is quite necessary. We 
estimated that it would take$60,000torunthe Port as from 
the 1st February to the end of March which is before the 
beginning of the next financial year; and in order to make 
provision for that we have come with this Resolution so that 
the Port can be operated during that time. 

I would just like to say that these funds are recwer- 
able; and I must repeat that thePortDepartrnent is a self- 
accounting department. Hon. members would see thebasis 
on which we have a1 rived at these estimates of revenue as 
well as expenditure which we have attached to the former 
Resolution. Everything is set out clearly for hon. members. 
I would like to say further that some of these Committees 
which are set up are going forward very happily with the 
matters they have to do. 

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass. 

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

Mr. CRAWFORD: Sir, when the Hon. Minister says that 
F this money is recoverable, does he anticipate that from the 

very beginning of the operation of the Port that the revenue 
and expenditure would break even, so to speak? Naturally, 
we hope at some time or theother the Port will start rnak- 
ing some money, but does the Hon. Minister anticipate that 
from the actual coming into operation of the deparrment we 
shall be able to equate the &st of its operation with its 
revenue? 

Hon. R G. MAPP: If thehon. member will refer to the 
Schedule of the Estimates, he will seetheestimates of ex- 
penditure for the months of February and March, 1961, and 
the revenue set out. Sir, youwill see that the revenue from 
the Sugar Levy is calculated on the basis of a levy of two 
percent on the estimated valueof sugar to be exported dur- 
ing the period. The revenue from harbour dues is calcu- 
lated: tonnage dues, tug services, bunkering of ships,pilot- 
age, mooring and m o o r i n g  services, fresh waher for 
ships, mooring buoys for tankers, yachts and ships, ship- 
ping fees, fees for registration of ships, seaman's certifi- 
cates, admeasurement of tonnage, fees of office, wharfside 
dues and miscellaneous port services. The total estimate 
of revenue is more than we are asking for. It is expected 
to be $136,765. While of course that summay be exceeded, 
or may be lower than that, we hope that this will more or 
less be the figure. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: There is one further point which I 
have to make. A number of excess highways to the Deep 
Water Harbour are now in theprocess of being finished, and 
I want to suggest to theHon. Minister that the occasion pre- 
sented by the construction of these newhighways should be 
utilised to perpetuate the memory of a number of Barba- 
dians who have rendered outstanding patriotic service more 
or b s s  within our time. 
4.45 p.m. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that people like the late 
"Chrissie" Brathwaite and the late Doctor O'Neale have 
rendered far greater service to the community than a b t  
of the people who are now cackling. The Premier, so long 
as he has not lost his voice, can substantiate the fact that 
outstanding services have been rendered by people like Mr. 
Martineau in his time. Then we have people like Clement 
Payne and b e l l  who were supposed to have started the 
disturbances in 1937, and, as a result, made their contri- 
bution whereby those members who are  occllpying the 
places which they are  occupying today ...... O n .  D. D. 
GARNER: Ulric Grant l) Well, Payne, Lovell and Grant. 
What these three people have done for this country, not for- 
ty-five of them on the other side could have done. Lovell 
was incarcerated and, as a conseqrnnce of that, he died 
fairly early; in fact, these threepeoplewent to a premature 
grave no doubt as a result of Court sentences of penal 
servitude at Glendairy. I can recall the then Colonial Se- 
cretary, Mr. Creech-Jones, saying that the sentences 
meted out to Lovell, Payne and Grant were savage, out- 
rageous and unjust, but the Crown Law Officers here at the 
time were carried away by the pervading hysteria, and that 
is what happened. 

I am saying, Mr. Chairman, that coming events cast 
their shadows; I believe that the people who are  now occu- 
pying the position of Government would be exhibiting what 
is perhaps to be expected of them if they failed to take 
some steps durhg their regime properly to commemorate 
the memories of these distinguished patriots. In the same 
manner that we have a number of streets in the City of 
Bridgetown named to perpetuate the memories of officials 
and Governors who have done almost nothing for this coun- 
try, similarly the opportunity should be taken now that we 
have these access highways to the Harbour, and they have 
to be named, we should utilise this opportunity to pay re- 
spect to these people, who, by their contribution, have done 
so much for the people of this island. People who are here 
now would not have beenhere if it had not been for the con- 
tribution of h e l l ,  Payne and Grant. If we want to honour 
the dead and some of the living, then we should name these 
streets leading to the Deep Water Harbour so as to com- 
memorate their memory. 

The Hon. Leader of the Opposition reminds me that in 
Trinidad public honour has been paid to people like Cipriani, 
Gaston Johnson and other leaders. I, myself, r e c d  tha: 
only recently in Jamaica when they opened the new House of 
the Legislature it was called Gordon House after Jamaica's 
patriarch, William George Gordon, a man who was w e d  
by the Governor Eyrefor leading a rebellion in his country. 
The people in Jamaica today are capableof rightly honour- 
ing their heritage, and correctly assessing what is expected 
of them at this time of their country's history. I do feel 



that by the time this port comes into operation, and by the 
time the roads will be in use for conducting traffic to the 

Water Harbour, the names of people like O'NeaIc, 
Brathwaite, Lovell, Payne and Grant should be used; and 
even although Mr. Martineau is still alive, his name should 
be included, as a living memory to Barbadians and as an 
inspiration to those who will  follow on. Inexpressing these 
sentiments, I am expressing what is my ownpersonal con- 
viction; and it is a conviction which is shared by my col- 
leagues. It is onewhichwillpresumably be shared by every 
single member of this House without exception if, of course, 
a little temporary occupation of office has not blinded the 
deep and better instincts of members of the opposite 
side. 
4.55 p.m. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, there are those who believe 
in C.B.E.'s, O.B.E.'s and M.B.E.'s and other imperial titles 
and what-not; but I am sure that those humble Barbadians 
would be content not withimperial honours but with an effort 
to perpetuate their memory such as theone I am suggesting. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I do not want the 
Committee to believe that the hon. member is preaching to 
the unconvtrted. This is a matter which I have not yet put 
to the Cabinet, but certainly it is amatter which I have had 
in mind. I do agree with thehon. member that you can only 
show maturity when you do more than allow people who have 
contributed in a great measure to our history and our pro- 
gress towards independence to leave this world unmarked 
and unrecorded in the pages of history. We should pay them 
due ~ublic r d t i o n  in some way or another along the 
lines suggested the hon. member; 

I wouM just Ilke to say this: we are talking here about 
one major highway; the hon. member referred to the roads 
bading to the Deep Water Harbour. There is the road which 
m are at present building, and there will perhaps be an- 
other leading through Hincks Street into the Harbour. The 
hon. member has called a number of names on the roll of 
honour of this Island and has not left many blank spaces. In 
the future, we would have to look for a lot of roads to find 
even one for himself when the time comes I W e  can only have 
one or two names in respect of these roads, since there are 
only one or two roads; but I would like to assure him that 
the idea has not beenlost sight of. It has not been put to the 
Government, but it certainly will be. Rather thangive some 
old English name or "Little England" name to roads such 
as these, we should emblazon afarnous namein the history 
of Barbados by naming one of these public Highways after 
such a figure. 

Mr. CRAWFORD: I am indeedgrateful, Mr. Chairman, 
to hear that those sentiments have found expression by the 
Hon. Minister concerned. Ihope that inputting it to his col- 
leagues, it would not be an effort wasted. As to his implied 
tribute to me, Mr. Chairman, so far as I am concerned, my 
memory is already safe in the hearts of people I have 
worked for; and I need no public tribute of public expres- 
sion to cement it further, but Iwouldlike to say two things: 
one is that there are a number of streets in the City which 
could be renamed -- Cavans Lane and Hincks Street, Like 
P r i n a  Williarn Henry Street; who was he anyway? Quite a 
number of these streets could be renamed after some of 
these figures. 

The hon. member must surely be acquainted with the 
old Barbadian habit of giving four names toone street, like 
Baxters Road, which begins as Milk Market, changes to 
Tudor Street, continues to be Milk Market and ends up as 
Baxters Road; so he would not be going far wrong if some 
of these streets - if they were amile long - had different 
names. Anyhow, Sir, there are enough streets in the area 
which could be renamed now along the lines with which he 
himself has expressed his favour. 

The question that this Resolution do now pass was  
put and resolved in the affirmative without division. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move that 
Your Honour do now report the passing of two Resolutions 
in Committee and the approval of the Port Estimam. 

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

The question was  put and resolved  in the affirmative lik 
without division, and Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER resumed 

h e  Chair and reported accordingly. 

On the separate motions o f  Hon. M. E. COX, second- 

ed in each case  by Hon. R. G .  #APP,  the Resolutions 
were read a first and second time and agreed to. 

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS CONCLUDED 

Hon. M E. COX: Mr. Deputy Speaker, that concludes 
Government Business for today. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The Order Paper having been fixed. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. m u t y  Speaker, I beg to move 
that this House do now adjourn until Friday, 20th January, 
at 12 won. 
5.05 p.m. 

I had discussed the two Bills brought in today with the 
Hon. Leader of the Opposition and said that I would have 
liked to proceed with them; but Mr. Deputy Speaker, as far 
as I have been able to gather from the Hon. Leader of the 
Opposition, the Opposition is willing to consider these two 
Bills - the Trad'e Bill, and the Bill to amend the Merchant 
Shipping Act. 1958 - now. If that is so, we would be widing 
to consider them now in order to avoid coming back on Fri- 
>a-- 
uay. 

Mr. WALCOTT: The Hon. Leader of the Fuse said 
that it is for theGovernrnent todecide, but I take it that the 
Government has decided already when they brought down the 
Order Paper; they knew then what they were doing. What 
the Governmnt introduced on the last occasion shows that 
it was the Government's intention of doing that today. 

I see on the Order Paper the Bill to amend the Work- 
men's Compensation Act, therefore on the last occasion that 
Bill was introduced. If, Mr. Deputy Speaker, youare going 
to allow those two Bills wl-ich were introduced today to be 
dealt with now, and Government is not prepared to deal with 
the Bill to amend the Workmen's Compensation Act, why ask 
me to burn the midnight oil? Youcame in and said that you 
were going to adjourn at 6 o'clock without completing the 
business on the Order Paper; I wenthomeand read every- 
thing on Workmen's Compensation, and you now say that 
you do not intend to deal with that Bill. I shows that when 
you placed that Bill on the Order Paper that you only did so 
to prevent somebody else from putting it on the Order Pa- 
per. It is No. 2 on the Order Paper and you have the effron- 
tery to ask us tocomebackhereon Friday to do something 
else. 

You brought a man here five years ago to help you with 
this legislation, and now the Minister is notprepared to go 
on with it although he has had theopportunity of studying it 
for four years. This is where I ask, how can I have any con- 
fidence in the Government when they put something on the 
Order Paper and instead of doing it, they are going to ad- 
journ at 6 o'clock? There are people who are dying through 
injuries, people being injured daily on their work and they 
are only getting pittances; they are getting the pittance of 
$1,800 for fatal, injury. I have a long list in my bag on 
which I have to speak to the Government when it begins to 
deal with this matter. 

They are asking me to come back here on Friday to 
deal with two foolish Bills which have come about by the 
coming into operation of theDeep Water Harbour. You push 
t k m  in my hands today and say now that that is what you 
are going to deal with m. I will have nothing to do with + 
any further kgislation !n here today when this Bill to amend 
the Workmen's Compensation Act is before me. This is 
nothing else but a complete fraud. 

* 
Hon. M. E. COX: Sir, Iamsorry that the hon. member 

has taken that attitude. I know however that he objects to 
our referring to an agreement reached between theGovern- 



I ment and the Opposition to do certain things in this House; 
but I have said to the hon. member on several occasions 
that the Government acknowledges the Leader of theOppo- 
sition - not the individual - as the person forming the 
Opposition. 

When the imn. member refers to the Government bring- 
iilg down the Workmen's Compensation Bill as just a poli- 
tical move to stop somebody from doing something, I am 
sure on sober reflection that thehon. member would realise 
that it wuld not be so since, on the last two previous occa- 
sions, you had motions made by thehon. junior member for 
St. John to have a Workmen's Compensation Bill put on the 
Stature Book. What happened was that the hon. member for 
St. Joln~ entered the House and made themotion but no bill 
was ever introduced into this House. If you come in here 
and make a motion just saying: "I beg to give notice of a 
Bill to amend this or thatD* without producing any sort of 
Bill whatsoever, that motion can be ignored. It means 
nothing to us. 

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I r ise on a point 
of order. It is completely untrueand incorrectfor the Hon. 
Minister to say that no amending Bill was ever submitted. 
As a matter of fact, threeBills were submitted to the Clerk 
of this IIouse. Moreover, on the first occasion, in 1956, 
when I :noued the second reading of the Bill to amend the 
Workmei-1's Compensation Act at 8.15 p.m., the day when 
that Bill was debated, the Hon. Premier, now the Federal 
Prime hlinister, got up and made the submission that that 
would create a charge on the Treasury. Further considera- 
tion was postponed because Mr. Speaker, gave as his opi- 
nion, as he was then presently advised, that it would create 
a charge on the Treasury; therefore, thesecond reading of 
that Bill did not go through. 

What the 13011. Minister got mixed up withis the Adop- 
tion Act. I informed the Clerk of the House at that time that 
I had not finished my corrections to a Bill for that purpose, 
and when I submitted the Bill to theclerk two weeks later, 
I found out that theGovernment had moved the first reading 
of a similar Bill, therefore, my Bill was out of order. Not 
only did the Clerk have one Bill on Workmen's Compensa- 
tion, but he had three; he had one from me and two from 
the hon. senior member for St. Lucy. I see the Clerk speak- 
ing to members of the Government Party. I do not think 
that the Clerk should be Clerk of the Government Party, 
but should recognise that his duty is alsoclerk to the Oppo- 
sition members as well. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. DeputySpeaker, lam still satis- 
fied that I am right in what I said not long ago. I am defi- 
nitely sure that the hon. junior member for St. John as 
usual came in and gave notice of a Bill to amend the Work- 
men's Compensation Act and that was all. If the Speaker 
ruled that it was a Money Bill, no private member could 
introduce that Bill. How then could thehon. member intro- 
duce a similar Bill on a following occasion? 
5.15 p.m. 

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order. I think that the hon. 
senior member for St. Michael was in here bng enough to 
know this about parliamentary procedure: Parliament can- 
not bind the representatives of the people for all time. 
Every time that the House is prorogued, we have to give 
fresh notices of motions and Bills. The Spenker was ad- 
vised and there is nothing to change his mind or his advice. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Before I say anything to the House, I 
would like the hon. junior member for St. John to recall 
the matter of presenting or of the alleged presentation of a 
Bill dealing with an amendment to the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act. I would just like to repeat what I said. 

F Mr. BARROW: You gave a ruling on that, and you could 
not have given any ruling unless you had a Bill before you. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member means in 1956 when ... he was armed with a Bill. 

Mr. BARROW: You were armed with it a s  well. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I would not doubt that. I have made a 
ruling in that respect. 

Mr. BARROW: And you would have to consider some- 
thing before making that ruling. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I think that the hon. member was con- 
tending that a subsequent Bill was put in. 

Mr. BARROW: In 1956 the hon. junior member for St. 
Lucy introduced a similar Bill. Ipresented him with a copy 
which he said he had deposited in the Clerk's Office. On 
being informed that the Clerk did not receive that copy, I 
presented a copy of that Bill. 

Mr. SPEAKER: That was in 1956. 

Mr. BARROW: When I came in here in 1958 and you 
enquired as  to whether I would give a fresh notice of the 
Bill, I said "No" and therefore none was put in. None was 
put in because that original Bill would still have been there. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I am contending and saying quite cate- 
gorically that on the last occasion when this House was 
re-inaugurated, the hon. member gave notice of his inten- 
tion to amend the Workmen's Compensation Act by a Bill, 
but he never presented any such Bill. 

Mr. SPEAKER: In 1959-60. 

Mr. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I have already given the 
reason why that was not done; it is that I was not sure that 
the original Bill was not there. What the hon member is 
saying is that I have never presented such a Bill. That is 
not the gravamen of the submission of the hon. senior 
member for St. Peter, but since the hon. senior member 
for St. Michael has made the statement that I have never 
presented a Bill, I shall present the history of the various 
introductions. Nothing was presented in 1959-60 because I 
was assured that the original Bill was there. 

As you know, Sir, wedo not carry a large army of Pri- 
vate Secretaries which are paid for either by the Govern- 
ment or by ourselves; and since these motions and Bills 
are  already printed and circulated, it is easier for the Gov- 
ernment Printer to reprint them. I did not say that I pre- 
sented a Bill to be debated this year or last year. 

Mr. SPEAKER: What I do know is that quite recently 
notice of such a Bill was given to the Clerk, and I do know 
that the Clerk made efforts to contact the hon. member in 
order to get a copy of it. 

Mr. BARROW.. I was not in the island. I left it to the 
b n .  junior member for St. Lucy to intimate to the Clerk 
that the Bill would be on the samelines as the original BiU 

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not know what has becolne of the 
original Bill. 

Mr. BARROW: When the b n .  member says that I have 
never presented any Bill, I should like to say that I not only 
presented it k r e ,  but I drafted it for two other islands as 
well. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I know the hon. member well. You 
have an opening Session of this H o w .  He thinks that a Bill 
which was introduced in the last Session is still somtwherc 
around the place and a l l  he. says is "I beg to give notice of 
a Bill to amend the Workmen's compensation Act". 

Mr. CRAWFORD: On a point of order. What nonsense 
is the hon, rnembtr talking? The members on this side of 
the Table, at the rewpening of this Session last Tuesday, 
gave notice of about twenty-four questions and about ten 
Resolutions. No= of us brought in any new notices, and the 
Clerk took them from the old files. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I am contending that there was no 
Bill on the Order Paper. No Bill was presented to the House 
and therefore there could bt m Bill introduced on those 
lines. 



Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. junior member for St. John 
is saying that that was done in 1956. 

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member was dropped at the 
1956 Elections. 

Mr. SPEAKER: On Tuesday the 12th June, 1956, I made 
a ruling against the second reading of the Bill. 

Hon. M. E. COX: You did that because you felt that it 
was a Money Bill. Evenon Tuesday last when we were here, 
the hon. member's colleague, the hon. junior member for 
St. Lucy, gave notice of a Bill to amend the Workmen's 
Compensation Act, and no Bill was presented to this House. 
5.25 p.m. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I think it would be good to clear this 
matter up. When I made my ruling on 12th June, 1956, I 
took it that a Billmust have beenin here, but my Clerk has 
assured me that that Bill must have been or would have 
been put in before he assumed duties as Clerk in 1956; 
therefore, it would not be the responsibility of the Clerk 
unless he saw it among his papers. Probably the present 
Clerk has not even seen the Bill; it may have been in the 
possession of his predecessor in office. 

Hon. M. E. COX: Suppose we even believethe member 
that he introduced the Bill; when did he ever attempt to 
discuss it? 

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon. member now addressing the 
House or not? 

Mr. BARROW: On a point of order. The hon. member 
asked when I discussed it. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have given my impression and I think 
that should clear the air. 

Mr. aARROW: We were in the middle of the second 
reading when the Premier came in. 

Hon. M. E. COX: That was five years ago. 

Mr. BARROW: That shows how far infrontof the Gov- 
ernment I was if it was five years ago. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Who is speaking now? 

Hon. M. E. COX: Iwas replyingto a few remarks made 
by the hon. senior member for St. Peter. I would like to say 
this: the hon. member knows as well as I do that embodied 
in the Labour Code which wasdonefor us by the I.L.O. ex- 
pert is the question of amending the Workmen's Compen- 
sation Act. All those things are in that Code. W e  have told 
this Housc atready that w~earegohgto bring in, not a Code 
embodying al l  the rtcornmendations made on the various 
aspects of labour in Barbados a l l  in one, but we are going 
to introduce from time to time in part various sections of 
the recommendations. We have already started to do so. 
You will remember that we passed aQuarry Bill which was 
part of it. It is not fair to say therefore that m only brotght 
in this part to prevent somcbodyelsefromdoing something 
because this is a question. ............. 

Mr. WALCOTT: No, Sir. The h. member is wrong. 
I said that the hon. member had thts part to deal with since 
1957; the Union was written in 1957 about the Workmen's 
Compensation in the Labour Code. Mr. Matthews camehere 
to d d  with the Labour Code, but this matter of workmens' 
compensation was before the Union since 1957, and I said 
that after four years it was introduced last Tuesday. 

I cannot see how the hon. member can say, after sitting 
down four years on a Bill and introducing it last Tuesday, 
that he wants to come back Friday to deal with a Port and 
Harbour Bill and not with the same legislation which you 
have had for over four years. I say it can only be a question 
of complete fraud because the Bill was introduced last 
Tuesday to amend the Workmenvs Compensation Act. 

Hon. M. E. COX: The hon. member is mistaken. I 
would like to assure him when he talks about the Union 
agreeing with the workmens' compensation .......... 

Mr. WUOTT:  I never said that the Union agreed with 
the Workmens' Compensation Act. 

Hon. M. E. COX: The Union discussed it with the Gov- 
ernment since 1957. If the hon. member remembers cor- 
rectly, the Government sent the whole Labour Code to the 
Union and the Union sent back its decision on the whole 
Code, including holidays with pay and things of that nature. 
All  these things have been gone into and discussed with the 
Union; and the Union has expressed its opinion one way or 
another on these items. I have said already, and I repeat, 
that the Government is prepared to put these things into 
legislation in a piece-meal way, as wehave told this House 
before. 

Mr. WALCOTT: I am not going back; I am talking about 
this matter before us today, not any piece-meal matter. I 
am saying that we should not be prepared for a postpone- 
ment. I want the hon. member to understand that I did not 
come here in a wheelbarrow; and if he thinks I am asking 
him to deal with me, I will tell him that I have never asked 
the Government any favours since 1954. It is not a question 
of dohg m any favour. The hon. member introduced this 
Bill last Tuesday, so it was their decision to put this Bill 
on the Order Paper. There can be no excuse for azking us 
to postpone it and come back Friday when you will not be 
dealing with it. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I have already told this House that 
the Government knows how to do its business; and always 
does its business as Government thinks best inthe interest 
of the community. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Bill is now before the House for 
enactment by the House or to be thrown out by the House; 
but let us now hear something about the Bill. W e  do not want 
to go on hearing lbw long you had it, the background of it, 
why you did not proceed with it and why you want to post- 
pone it. That is all the House is hearing. Let us go on to 
deal with the Bill. 

Hon. M. E. COX: With great respect to Your Honour, 
that Bill is not before the House at this stage. 

Mr. SPEAKER: What is before the House? 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, if you will bear with 
me, . . . . . . . . . . .. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I always do. (L aughter from Opposi- 
tion) 

Hon. M. E. COX: Thank you very much. A motion was 
made for the adjournment of &House untilFriday; the Q- 
position was not desirous of coming back on Friday and 
suggested that the two items which we wanted to do on F ri- 
day could bedealt with this afternoon. Iam willing to accede 
to the suggestion made by the Opposition, but the hon. 
senior member for St. Peter got up and in his usual way 
opposed and spoke about the Workmen's Compensation Bill. 
How that got into it I do not knowl 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Bill is the second Order on theorder Paper, but 
the hon. member got up and said t k y  were not doing the 
Bill. 

Hon. M. E. COX: I did not say we are not doing it. I 
said that &ses Government Business for the day. 

Mr. WALCOT'Y: Therefore you will do it at midnight 
tonight1 Mr. Speaker, can you imagine an intelligent Min- 
ister in Our Lord's year of grace 1961 saying he was not 
going to do it - but that he was going to close business 
for the day? 

Mr. SPEAKER: What are we going to do now? 



Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, we are going to do the 
two Bills which the Opposition agreed skiodd ke done this 
evening. I am therefore asking leave to deal with the Bill 
to amend the Trade Act, the Bill to amend the Merchant 
Shipping Act, and also a Bill to amend and repeal the pro- 
visions of certain Acts. 
5.35 p.m. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of 
order. You were not in the Chair, so perhaps I should make 
the position perfectly plain for the benefit ofyourself. The 
Government proposed that these two Bills which were 
cyclostyled and handed around earlier today should be dealt 
with at a Special Meeting, either Thursday or Friday, in 
view of the urgency of them, W e  agreed, rather than come 
back on Thursday or Friday, both of whichdays are incon- 
venient to the Opposition, that we would stay on and do them 
this evening. But may I say that after that discussion start- 
ed the hon. senior member for St. Peter referred to the 
Bill to amend the Workmen's Compensation Act which is 
Order No. 2 on the Order Paper and, so far as we are con- 
cerned, I can assure you that we are perfectly willing to 
stay and do all these matters this evening. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I will just formally put the question. 
The Hon. Minister is asking leave to deal with the Bill to 
amend the Trade Act, 1910, andtheBillto amend the Mer- 
chant Shipping Act, 1898. Unless there be any objection, 
leave will be  granted. 

q' Mr. BARROW: Objection 1 
; The quest ion that l e a v e  be  granted was r e s o l v e d  in 

the affirmative on the declaration of Mr. SPEAKER 
"l think the A? e s  have  ia" 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Sir, I will deal with the Bill intitukd 
an Act to amend the Trade Act, 1910. 

THE TRADE BLLL 1961 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, dealing with the Bill 
to amend certain provisions oftheTradeAct,l910, as hon. 
members were told a short time ago, we want to start the 
Port Department as from the 1st February. In order that 
that Department can take over certain functions at present 
carried on by the Harbour and Shipping Master's Depart- 
ment, especially that of the collection of dues and tariffs, 
it is necessary to amend certain Acts one of which is this 
Act, the Trade Act, 1910. 

It is quite simple in its form. Theobjects and Reasons 
are quite clear. The Tariff Book is almost complete, and 
certainly will be completed by the time this Bill becomes 
Law and before the 1st February. We arediscussing Tariffs 
with the people concerned and we expect to complete these 
discussions this week. The new tariffs will be set out in 
this Tariff Book. At present, there is no Tariff Book so to 
speak. You have, so to speak, various levies to be imposed 
with this, that and the other; but with cargo being landed 
for the first time at the Deep Water Harbour, we are going 
to have this Tariff Book. In order that these new Tariffs 
be imposed it is necessary to amend this Act. 

I beg to move that this Bill be now read a second time. 

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

Mr. BRANCKER: Sir, what rather disturbs me about 
this Bill is the fact that we are amending the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1898, and repealing the MiscellanwusTaxa- 
tion Act, 1921, so as to enable the new Tariffs set out in 
the Tariff Book to be levied as far as practicable in the 
interval between the opening of theDeep Water Harbour for 
the reception of sugar ships and the final completion of the 
Harbour. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of 
order. The hon. member is referring W the Bill which 
comes next. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Then we are dealing with the E3ill 
intituled an Act to amend the Trade Act, 1910? 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Yes. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Thanks. 

Mr. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, before you put the question, 
I want it to be recorded that I regard this as a very unsatis- 
factory manner of dealing with important business. I have 
not had the opportunity of studying this Bill; it was only 
handed to me today. In order to be aware of the amend- 
ments, you must have wpies of the principal Act before 
you. I know that almost all hon. members are unaware of 
what is happening. If hon. members want to come in here 
and pass legislation without knowing what it is, that is 
entirely a different matter. Icannot subscribeto that. I defy 
any hon, memher to say that he is aware of what is being 
done. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Sir, I really cannot let the hon, 
member's remarks go unchallenged. Certainly them was 
no attempt from this side of the House to ram things down 
the throats of members of this Muse. We asked that we 
come back on Friday to deal with these two measures be- 
cause of their urgency; and we were willing to come back 
then in order to give hon. members opportunity of going 
through these Bills. W e  wnsulted with the Hon. Leader of 
the Opposition and I supposed that he saw that this Bill 
was a simple affair and he agreed thatwe should do it this 
afternoon. The hon. senior member for Christ Church 
should have told the Hon. Leader of the Opposition that he 
did not agree to that. Do not blameus and say that we want 
to ram things down their throats. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: I do not know what hon. members of 
the Official Opposition have agreed to. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The House has not five minutes ago 
gave the Minister permission without adivision being called 
to deal with these two Bills. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: I quite appreciate that, but I must 
state here that the Objects and Reasons of this Bill seeks 
to repeal certain provisions of the Trlide Act and the I-km. 
Minister in charge of the J3ill intimated that this Bill 
must be got through in time so as  to be ready for the 1st 
February; and, as such, it must be passed by this Cham- 
ber to go to the Other Place. 
5.45 p.m. 

Because hon. members do not bla-bla-bla on every 
Bill which comes before the House, that does not mean that 
we do not actually, in our spare moments, go wer  the Bill. 
However, if the only reason for the Opposition agreeing to 
deal with this Bill today is because they do not want to come 
back here on Friday, I do not agree with that. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Not the Opposition, the House. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: I do not care what the House agreed 
upon. I am an individual member of this House. 

Mr. SPEAW:  The hon, member Is entitled to differ, 
but he has a duty to r e s m t  the decision of the House. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: I recognise it, but I donot respect it. 
I am not offering any opposition, but Your Honour will  agree 
with me that in my position, I am a representative of the 
City. The Government has brought down a Billto deal with 
the I k c p  Water Harbour. I was not here when the Hon. Min- 
ister was dealing with the other matter, butif, as I under- 
stand it, the House agreed as a proposition not to have to 
come back here on Friday in order to deal with this Bill, 
and they say that they would rather deal with this Bill now 
and rush it through, then the Opposition is condoning some- 
thing which they should not attempt to do. (ASIDES)Hon. 
members must recognise that it is my right to speak. It 
would be better, in my considered opinion, to give any hon. 
member the opportunity to take home this Bill, go through 
it and ask about anything wNch he does not understand. 

I have every reason to respect the views of the Oppo- 
sition, and that they will do their business properly. I re- 
cognise the decision of the House and that of the Opposition 



who say that they will go on with this Bill today. The Gov- 
ernment wants this Bill done on Friday and the Opposition 
say that we should do it now, even altb~ugh m do not under- 
stand anything about it. 

Mr. BRACNKER: On a point of order. The opposition 
never agreed to do anythhg like that. The reason for our 
agreement to proceed with this Bill this afternoon and not 
to come back W o n F r i d a y  isthatwe are anticipating that 
the same spirit which we show w i l l  be sbwn by the Govern- 
ment; and that the Hon. Minister in chargeof this h u r e  
will give a full explanation, one after the other, of all the 
sections and provisions of the Trade Act which are to be 
repealed and tbose which are to be retained. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, I did not hear what the 
Hon. Minister in chargeof theBillsaid in the first instance. 
However, I heard him say that they wanted to come back 
here on Friday, but they would accommodate theopposition 
by dealing with this Bill this afternoon rather than come 
back on Friday. If theMinister saysthat this matter is such 
an urgent and important one, and that it must be ready by 
the 1st of February this year, surely the Minister must have 
known that the Deep Water Harbour, and what not, would be 
opemd in February? Why was this matter not brought for- 
ward before? Why was notice not given of this matter be- 
fore? The Opposition does not understand this, but they 
want to go on with this Bill because they do not want to 
come back here on Friday to deal with it. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member must not cast re- 
fk t ions  of inability to understand things. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: That is an honest reflection. I do not 
mean to observe the Rules of the House in the breach rather 
than in the observance; but anbnestobservationcannot be 
taken as a reflection. 

Mr. SPEAKER: It may be. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: This cannot be a reflection. If the 
Minister has said that this matter is so important, if the 
Deep Water Harbour must be operated and this Bill must 
be ready by the 1st February, why was it not brought in 
before? Why put this Bill before us only today? 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: On a point of order. I have not said 
that this Bill must bc done today. That is not so. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Even if the Minister says that he never 
intended to deal with this Bill today, that he is accommo- 
dating the Opposition in not coming back here on Friday, 
what is the reason for not introducing this Bill before? 
5.55 p.m. 

There is the idea of throwing things before members 
of this House who are not members of the Government. I 
do not even refer to the Backbenchers because if they are 
not interested, that is their business. That is not good 
enough. A s  a matter of fact, the b n .  member could have 
given notice of this last week, because he had ample time 
to do so, and m would have had an opportunity to deal with 
it today. I am afraid, Mr. Speaker, that I do nut subscribe 
to that idea, nor do Ieven appreciate the stand of the 0 ~ ~ 0 -  
sition on this matter. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Speaker, the position of the 
Government is quite simple. Ido not think I need to go over 
it. It is the decision of the House to carry on. I have already 
replied to the Leader of the 0ppositi01~ 

The question that this Bill & now read a second 

time (was put and resolved in the offinnative without 
division. 

On the motion of Hon. R. G.  MAPP, seconded by 

Hon. L. SLA. THORNE, Mr. SP EAKW lef t  the Chair and 
the House went into Committee on the Bill. Mr. SEARLET 
being in the Chair. 

Clauses 1 to 5 inclusive were called and passed. 

Clause 6 was called. It reads as  follows:- b 

6. Section one hundred and forty-nine of the principal 
Act is hereby amended by deleting the words "Harbour and 4 
Shipping Master's" appearing therein and by substituting 
therefor the word - "Port". 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move that 
Clause 6 stand part. 

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

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, before you put the 
question, I would like the Hon. Minister to say whether that 
should be "Authority" or "Department", because you are 
deleting the words "Harbour and Shipping Master's" and 
substituting the word "Port". 

The hon. member thinks I am filibustering, but I do 
not want to hold anything up; and I am not an idiot or a 
marionette. I am not one of those persons who come in ,* 
here and go back out and when oneof my constituents asks 
me a question on a Bill passed in here, I do not know the 
answer. I must understand what Iamdoing. I therefore ask 
the Minister whether it should be '%rt"or "Department". 

Hon. R. G. W P :  Mr. Chairman, it is the Port De- 
partment because it is not a Statutory Authority. It is a 
Department in accordance with the policy statement made 
some time ago. It would be an Authority if you had a Statu- 
tory Authority set up by Statute, but on this occasion it is 
not so. If you refer to the Principal Act you will  see. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the hon. 
member's explanation, but am I not correct in saying that 
in some cases you refer to the Port as the "Port Authori- 
ty"? I wonder if the hon. member can satisfy me that in 
some cases you set up a "Port Authority" as distinct from 
a "Port Department", and you havehere "Port". You must 
not mind a layman questioning these things. If you are 
amending the Principal Act by deleting the words "Harbour 
and Shipping Master's", I am wondering if it should not be W 
"Port Authority". 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, what I suggestwould 
be helpful for proceeding with this Bill, after the brief 
opportunity we have had of studying it, would be if the Minis- 
ter who would have certain documents before himequivalent 
to the Lawyer's brief would explain in moving the passing of 
this Section the purpose of Section 149 which is the Section 
dealing with the prosecution of offences. That is the Section 
which the hon. member might well explain not in reference 
to this, but in respect of future sections so as to make it 
easier for other members to follow. There are only three 
copies of the Trade Act available, if so many, in this 
Chamber at the moment. 
6.05 p.m. 

This section deals with the recovery and disposal of 
penalties. It reads as follows:- 

+ 
"All offences may be prosecuted and all fees, dues, 

duties and penalties may be recovered in a summary manner 
before a Police Magistrate on the complaint of any officer 
of Customs, of the Harbour and Shipping Master's Depart- 
ment, inland revenue officer, or member of the Police 
Force, and in default of payment of fees, dues, duty or 
penalty within the time prescribed by the Magistrate, the 
offender shall be imprisoned for any term not exceeding 
twelve months with hard labour, unless such dues, duty, 
penalty, or costs are sooner paid." 

The purpose of Section 6 of this Bill is to amend Sec- 
tion 149 which has laiddown howoffences and penalties can 
be prosecuted and can be recovered under the Trade Act. 

-4 

As it is now, by this Bill, it is on the complaint of any offi- 
cer of the Customs, inland revenue officer, a member of the 
Police Force or any officer of tk Port Department instead 
of any officer of the Harbour and Shipping Master's De- * 
partmcnt because it is proposed not to delete the word 
"department" which stands in the principal Act. If you 



delete tht words "Harbour 'and ShippingMaster's" and 
substitute the word "Port" you will only get,'%rt De- 
partment.,' I say that the Act whichwe just passed created 
a Port Authority. 

4 Mr. TUDOR: Before the Hon. Minister rep&, I will 
$0 further and say this: We have by legislation set up a 

Port Authority and I therefore cannot w l m w  the Minister 
can claim, as he seems to suggest, thatthe word "depart- 
ment" would be in order. Persons employed there would 
have to be employed by the Port Authority and not the Port 
Department. The word "Deparunent" would suggest that it 
is a departmental authority. 

A Statutory Authority has banset  upto administer the 
Port - at least that is whatonegathers from the legislation 
which was recently passed here. That legislation stated how 
the authority should be constituted and it gave certain 
powers and functions to someone. It meant therefore that 
people employed there and given a d r i t y  to prosecute 
would be doing that under the instructions of the Port 

1. Authority. We are now hearing for the first time from the 
Minister that it is a Department which is a different thing 
altogether. I think the Hon. Minister sbuldpay attention to 
this matter and see how it can be clarified. 

Hon. R. G. W P :  Mr. Chairman, hon. members of the 
Opposition think that there is a lot of strategy in coming 
and pushing things in a BilI so as to raise a little Opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I object to that statement. 
The Minister is not at a l l  certain, and he is not giving us a 
clear and equivocal answer to this. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, what is thepointof the 
Hon. Minister adopting that attitude? He is only trying to 
shut us up. His very expression shows that he is not quite 
sure. Why should he say that the strategy of some mem- 
bers of the Opposition is to come and push things in so as 
to raise a little opposition? . * 

Hon. R. G. W P :  Probably, I assumed that there are 
masters of the situation which they themselves created. 
The House passed a Bill referring to the Port Department. 
The authority which the hon. member referred to is not an 
authoritative body; it is an advisory body. (A VOICE: I hope 
you are not advised wrongly.) Wedid not create an authori- 
ty. The Clerk can verify that because he is a lawyer. The 
Port is a department of the Government and it is laid down 
in the Act. We just passed Section26 in which we subtitu- 
ted the words "Port Department" for "Harbour and Ship- 
ping Master's Department.,' 

Mr. MOTTLEY: W i l l  the Hon. Minister just read that 
for us? 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: This is the Section making provi- 
sion for a co-ordinated Harbours System by means of a 
Port Department. Section 4 of the Harbours AL~ reads 

- *  as follows:- 

"(1) The Governor -in-Executive Committee is hereby 
empowered to provide in accordance with the provisions 
of this Act and any subsidiary legislation madethereunder 
a co-ordinated and integrated system of harbour facilities, 
lighthouses and port services within the Island by means of a 
Department to be known as the Port Department.'* 

Mr. MOTTLEY: That is good enough. The* word here 
should be 'Fort Department". 

Mr. STRAUGHN. Perhaps the term "authority" is being 
introduced now because under the Harbours Act you have 

F people authorising employees. 

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

\ 

Clause 7 was called and passed. 

Clause 8 was called. 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: I beg to mave that CSall~e 8 stand 
part. 

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

Mr. BRANCKER: What I would suggest to facilitate 
matters is that, when the Section is called, tht Hon. Minis- 
ter just explain the reason for it. 

Mr. Chairman, duringmy life time and kfore  you were 
a member of this Chamber, theSectionsof Bills were read 
word for word and that gave members a c b m c  to assirnu- 
late the section. If the Hon. Minister w i l l  explain that this 
section is dealing with forms for boding, and so on, it will 
make it a lot easier for us. 

The question that Clause 8 stund part was put and 

resolved in the affirmative umthout division. 

6.15 pm. 

Clause 9 was called. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move that 
Clause 9 stand part of the Bill. 

Hon. L. S t A  THORNE: I beg to second that. 

Mr. BRANCKER: Mr. Chairman, this Section of thc 
Bill proposes to repeal about two dozen Sections of thc 
Principal Act. I would suggest to the Hon. Minister that h 
tell us what is the purpose of repealing these Sccuions. Ht 
can tell us the general purpose of the repeal of these Sec- 
tions even if he cannot give us the details. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, there are a b t  of 
these Sections which are being repealed and I do not b w  
if the hon. mmber wants me to go through them in detail. 
We are going to have new Regulations. 

Mr. TUDOR: Is it that these sections are being rqeakd  
because they are covered under thenew provisions and that 
t h y  do no longer apply to these new provisions? 

Hon. R. G. MAPP: It is both of those things. 

Mr. TUDOR: Well, we bad to supply the Hon. Minister 
with the answer I (L aughter)) 

The question that Clause 9 stand p r t  of the Bill 
was put and resolved in the affinnative without division. 

Clause 10 was called. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: I beg to mwt, Mr. Chairman, that 
Clause 10 stand part of the Bill. 

Hon. L. St.& THORNE: I beg to second that. 

Mr. BRANCKER: The same thing applies to this Clause. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I wonder if the Hon. 
Premier could tell us how bng since it is that the Hon. 
Leader of the Oppositionhas buxrmea Minister !!(Laughter) 

Hon. Dr. H. G. H. CUMMINS: Comingevcnts cast their 
shadow! (Laughter) 

The question that Clause 10 stand part of the Bill 

was put and resolved in the affirmative without division. 

Clause l 1  was called andpassed. 

On the motion of Hon. R. G. MAPP, seconded by 
Hon. L .  St.A. THORNE, h e  CHAIRMAN reported the 
passing of the Bill in Comnittee. 

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported ac- 

cordingly. 

On motions of Hon. R. C .  MAPP, seconded by Hon. 
L. St.A. THORNE in each case, the Bill was  read a 
third time and passed. 



SHIPPING CHARGES (MdENDh4ENT AND 
=m) 

Mr. SPEAKER. The, mtt Ordtr of the Day star& in 
the name of the Hon. Mlnisacr of Ccmunuuicatioas, Works 
and Housing~ To move the second mixling of a Bill to 
adandrepealtheprovisionsofcertainActsoftheis- 
land relating to the duts and chaqes rhat may be levM 
w n  shipping. 

HaLRG.MAPP:b&.Speaker,inmovbgthesacond 
rerrding of this Bill, I wouM say that most of the remarks 
whichI~ontbt~oducdonof tbBi l lwhichhas jus t  
lmn passcd,willapp~insofarasthis Billwhichisnow 
before us is ~ . W h P t I a m s ~ y i n g n o w  is for theear 
of the Hon. -er of the Opposition, The Tariff Book will 
soon be completed and made avPilahlc to any m m b r  of the 
public or any organisation or body which requires it. This 
Book will set out thcvarious Tariffs, and that will certainly 
be done by the time that this Bill is proclaimed, so that 
t k e  w i l l  be m hiam whatscever. The tariffs will be 
there, and will apply as framthedateon which the Harbour 
comes into aperation on tb 1st February. I beg to move 
that this Bill be mw read a second dm. 

Hon. L St.& THoRNE: I bcg to second that. 

Mr. BRANCKWr Mr. Speaker, I hlrd begin to make a 
comment on this Bill WhenInallsadthattherewastbn 
before us the other Bill which we haw just passed. The 
Hon. Minister has anticbated my comment that m wouZd 
be signing a W cheque, although m may be sisning it 
with a reasonable amount of assurance. The bon. member 
has given an assurance in ralation to, and because of, 
Section 4 of this Bill which says this: 

"This Act shall come inoo operation on such day as 
the Governor may appoint by proclamation published in the 
Official Gazette.\ 

l The Hon. Minister, speaking on behalf of the Cabiaet, 
has given this ParUament the assurance that, in repdhg 
the Miscellaneous Taxation Act, 1921, so as to enable the 
new tariffs set out in the Tariff Bookto be levied as far as 

'practicable in the interval between the amling of the aep 
Water Harbour for the reception of SW ships and the 
final completion of theHarbour, *Tariff Bookwill be duly 
printed and pukdished s i m m u s l y  with tbt a into 
operation of this Act. I am wondering if, apart from the 
assurance which the Hon. Minister has already given, he 
will give the assurance that the Tariff Book will be publish- 
ed simultaneously with the signiug of this Act. I wonder 
also if the Hon. Ministtr would k t  us ~ Q O W  the most 
important thing of all, the new tariffs which are supposed 
to be set out in this Tariff Book. 

Mr. TUDOR: There is anotbr point, Mr. Speaker, which 
I would like to raise. I would Ucto b w ,  first of all, how 
much time is likely to clap* bet- W. opening of the 
Harbour for the reception o f s ~  ships and the final m- 
pletion of the Harbour. Of all the Legislation which has to 
deal with the new Harbour, I think this one is perhaps the 
most important. This is the Billwhichwillbe effective and 
will probably have to be cha4gsd whtn certain matters 
which are now discussed at Federal h 1  will reach 
completion. If within the mxt 18 monthsor so, tht Federal 
questions of Customs Union, unified tariffs and soon, have 
been concluded, then our own laws in this respect will have 
to come uder review. 
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I want to know, Mr. Speaker, whtther the Goveromem 
was b r i n g  that possibility in m i d  wfien it mentioned the 
interval between the opening of the Deep Water Harbour 
and the m t i o n  of sugar ships and thefinal completion of 
the Harbour. In other words, what Iwant to know is if there 
is anything in this proposed legislation which they will do 
or have to amad in theltgb of our Federal anmnianans 
w h  they are known. 

Hoa R G. MAPP: Mr. SpealPtr, as regards the 1 s t  
questkm posed by the last hon. member who has just sat 
down, I would like to say that a separate Bill relating to 
Customs charm will be coming down Preay soon, so his 

remarks and questions would be more applic~rhlt to that 
Bltr whw it arrives. If the hon. member would rcfer to the 
Merchnnt Shfpping Act, be will see that tbtre are races laid 
out for various ships according to mesurement of tonnage, 
and the maxlrmrm fees to be paid. 

Ftegarding Merchants Ships, thc h. member willno- 
dce in the Port Estimates, t w  dues, caranage dues 
and otber dues; and these will be set out in the Tariff 
Book. I will give the assurance againtothe House that this 
will be done before the Act isproclaimed; it will come into 
effect with tk,Proclarnation and withtheprovisions of this 
Act. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: The hon. member's point was what: 
time will elapse bamcn the opextiugof the Department and 
the completion aed official m of th Harbour. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: The Objects and Reasons set out 
that this is to enable the new tariffs set out in the Tariff 
Book to be levied as far as practicable in the interval be- 
tween the opening of the Deep Water Harbour for the re- * 

ccption of ships and final completionof t h  Harbour, 
that is between 1st February and the opening of the Harbour. 

Mr. MOTTLEY: When is that likely to be? 

Wm. R G. W P :  We think it might be around May. 
The question that the Bill be now read a second 

time was put and resolved in the affirmative without 
division. 

On the motion of Hon. R. G. MAPP, seconded by 
Hon. L .  S f  A. TWRNE, Mr. SPEAKER left  the Chair and 
the House went into Comn'ttee on the Bill, Mr. SEARLES 

being in the Chair. 

Clause l to 3 inclusive were called and passed. 

Clause 4 was called. I t  reads as follows:- 

"4. This Act shall come into operation on suchday as 
the Governor may agpoht by proclamation published inthe 

d 
Official Gazette. 

Hon. R G. MAPP: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move that 
Clause 4 stand part. 

Hon. L. St.& THORNE: I beg to stcond that. 

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I havenoquarrelwith the 
actual coming into operation or theway in which it is going 
to be done by Proclamation. I just rise at this point to 
throw out a suggestion to the Government arising out of 
something which the Minister said a few minutes ago, that 
is, that the official OphgoftheHarbourwould be in May, 
or at least it was likely to be. 

In view of the fact that there is also likely to be a very 
important Trade Fair by the Junior Chamber of Commerce 
also in the month of May, would the Government consider 
the advisability of telescoping these dates as muchas pos- 
sible - the opening of the Harbour and the holding of the 
Trade and Industrial Fair? Since this is now January and 
that is in May, would they give serious consideration to re- 
spectfully sending an invitation to Her Royal Highness 
Princess Margaret for the purposeof opening theHarbour ? 
I do not make that sqggestion light-heartedly. 

Bearing in mind the Trade and Industrial Fair which 
I &erstand is to take place, and bearing in mind the im- 
portance of the Harbour, the attractions wewant to make for 
it for our tradeand thepublicitywhich it would give, I think 
it would be a very sensibk thing to do indeed; and it has 
oothing at a11 to do with any sentimental or other associa- 
tions, altho- the Gracious Lady whom I am suggesting 
would of course be willing to come and likes to come to the 
West Indies. It is not for that reason, but for hard-headed, 
practical business reasons and in the interest of the island 
and the publicity of the new venture that I make the sugges- 
eion. 



i 
Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I see smiles on the 

faces of members of the Government. I wonder if they are 
showing appreciation of the suggestion made by the hon. 
member. It is not that we feelthat in these parts we are in 
any way inferior, but thecolony has always shown recogni- 
tion of Royalty from the point of view of its constitutional 
Monarchy. I wonder why hon. members should attempt to 
laugh at what the hon. senior member has said. I am serious 
in what I am saying because I actually agree with the hon. 
member. The only reason why I would not say to invite the 
Governor General of Canada or anybody like that, because 
this is one opportunity of really putting Barbados on the 
Globe. ... (Hon. D. D. GARNER: It is there already I) I am 
not skylarking. I hope the Hon. Premier would listen to me. 

You are now opening a Deep Water Harbour, and what 
the hon. member has said is not because of any sentirnen- 
tality of anything of the sort; he is saying what it would 
mean to Barbados from the point of view of the Trade 
Fair, tourism, the United Stares, Canada and theW. As a 
matter of fact, Sir, we see representatives of Her Majesty 
going to Africa and declaring Parliaments open, I wonder if 
members of the Government realised that it would have been 
a fine gesturehad Mr. Deifenbaker or Mr. Massey or one of 
them opened the St. LawrenceSeaway; but they did not think 
of it that way; they thought of inviting the Queen to open the 
St. Lawrence Seaway and the publicity it would give to 
Canada. 
6.35 p.m. 

I set hon. members over on the other side laughing. I 
recall this event very well because Iremember that I went 
around and asked some very talented people whether the 
Queen on that memorable night had used the correct 
phraseology while making her speech at theopening of that 
Seaway. I think the suggestion made by the hon. senior 
member for St. Lucy is one on which you should not throw 
cold water. There is that sx iment  which people have for 
the Royal family and Mr. A~mstrong-Jones although some 
people say that Mr. Armstrong-Jorzes should go and look for 
a job. Let no one foolyou, that sentiment still holds good in 
countries like this. Her Majesty the Queen leaves for India 
either this week, next week or the week after to go and open 
an institution. 

I should like to see that youhavesome sort of opening 
ceremony for y9ur Deep Water Harbour; and I am not just 
saying so merely to invite Her Royal Highness but you 
should invite certain distinguished persons from abroad. I 
know that somemembers of the Government would take good 
care not to invite certaindistinguished Negropersonalities 
whom you have all over the U$.& and Canada, to say the 
least of the West Indies. I still agree with the hon. senior 
member that it would be a wonderful thing to have Her 
Royal I-Iighess, Princess Margaret here to open our Deep 
Water Harbour. Do you know what it w i l l  do for publicity 
purposes? 

Mr. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I am grateful to the hon. 
member who has just sat down for the support which he has 

given to the suggestion, but I did not make it in any half- 
hearted way. I said in my speech that I understood that there 
was going to be a Trade Fair organised by the Jaycees on 
the Deep Water Harbour duringthemonthofMay. The Hon. 
Minister said that the official openingof theHarbour would 
take place in May which is the same month of the Trade 
Fair taking place. I then said in view of that and the 
publicity which you would bring to the island for the stirnu- 
lation of our trade, it would be aproper thing to see whether 
Her Royal Highness, Princess Margaret, would comewer 
and declare the harbour open. It is possible that the Gov- 
ernment might have other ideas. What they are, I do not 
know. (A VOICE: What about Jomo Kenyatta?) There is 
nothing wrong with that because Mr. Kenyattawhom I know 
personally is distinguished enough toperform that role; but 
I doubt whether the hon. member who madethat s w t i o n  
wants him. I think that he has only made that suggestion 
because he knows that the British Government would not 
release Mr. Kenyatta. 

For the purpose of the Trade F air, people from bigger 
countries other than ourselves would be inclined to send 
exhibits of their products so as to stimulatetrade betmen 
themselves and the West Indies; and the tourist promotion 
centres in Canada, the U S A .  and other places wouldquite 
likely be sending people here to make the month of Maf a 
resounding success and to launch us off into somethjng 
good. As the focal point of all that is that Her Royal High- 
ness, Princess Margaret, should be invited to open it. 

The quest ion that Clause 4 s t a n d  part w a s  put and 
reso lved  in the affirmative without d iv i s ion .  

On the motion of  Hon. R G. MAPP, seconded  by Hon. 
L.  St ,A.  THORNE, Mr. CHAIRMAN reported the p a s s i n g  
of the B i l l  i n  Committee. 

Mr. SPEAKER resumed the Chair and reported 
accordingly. 

On separate motions of Hon. R. G. MAPP, seconded  
by Hon. L .  S t A .  THORNE in each c a s e ,  the Bil l  w a s  
read a third time and p a s s e d  

THE ADJOURNMENT 

Hon. M. E. COX: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that this 
Hoyse do now adjourn until next Tuesday, 24th January, 
196D. at twelve (noon). 

/ 

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

The quest ion inas put and reso lved  in the affirmative 

without d iv i s ion  and Mr. SPEAKER adjourned the House 

accordingly.  




