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THE

House of Assembly ngates

/(OFFICIAL REPORT)

SESSION 1962

HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY

Tuesday, 15th January, 1963.

Pursuant to thé adjournment, the House of Assembly
met at 2.30 p.m., o’'clock today.

PRESENT

His Honmour J, E. T. BRANCKER, Q.C., (Speaker);
Mr, L, E., SMITH, J.P.; Mr. E StA.
Hon, C. E. TALMA, (Minister of Agriculture, L ands and
Fisheries); Hon, J. C. TUDOR, M.A.,(Minister of Educa-
tion); Mr, S. E SEALEY; Hon, G. G. FERGUSSON,
(Minister of Communications, Works and Housing); Mr.
R. St.C.' WEEKES, J.P.; Mr. W. R. LOWE; His Honour
E. L. CARMICHAEL, I.P.;(Deputy Speaker); Mr. L. A,
LYNCH, J.P.; Mr. G. V. BATSON, (Chairman of Com-
mittees); Mr. J. B. YEARWOOD andHon, A, DaC.EDWARDS
(Minister of Social Services),

Prayers were read,

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: I have the honour to inform the House
that the Minutes of the meetings which were held on the
23rd Qctober, 1962, 6th November, 1962 and 13thNovember,
1962, have been printed and circulated and unless there is
any objection, those Minutes will be taken as read and con-
firmed, (After a pause), Hearing no objection in respect of
those Minutes, ] hereby declare that each of them is con~
firmed.”

Hon, W, A, CRAWFORD entered the House and took his
seat, ;
' ILLNESS OF THE CHAPLAIN

- Mr. SPEAKER: 1 .have the honour to inform the House
with regret, that] have receiveda letter dated 14th January,
‘1963, from our Chaplain, Reverend §, A. E, Coleman, ex-
" pressing his regret at his inability to be present at this
meeting: of the House and stating that he has been advised
by ‘his Medical Attendant, Hon. Sir Grey Massiah, to ask
this House for two months’ sick leave. He has nominated
for the approval of myself and forthatof this Chamber the
Reverﬁnd F. A, Cayless, Vicar of St. Ambrose, and] am
asking that the Hon..Leader of the House make any motion

" ,which he thinks fit to make in respectof this proposed act-
ing appointment. It has been intimatedby theHon. Minister
of Education that he is seeking my indulgence before the

# business of this meeting is further proceededwhh. to make
ceruln references.

Hon. W. A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, onbehalf of the
Government 1 should like ‘to express our profound regret
over the temporary indisposition of the Chaplain and to
wish him a speedy and complete recovery. With reference
to the acting appointment, 8o long as it has found favour
with Your Honour, we propose to offer no objection. I there-

HOLDER, J.P.; -

fore beg to move, in the first place, that the Rev. S, A, E.
Coleman be granted two months’ leave of absence from his
duties as from today's date.

Hon. C. E, TALMA: 1 beg to second that.

The question that Rev, Coleman be granted two
months’® leave of absence from his duties as from today’s
date was put and resolved in the affirmative without divi-

sion.

Mr, E, D MOTTLEY entered the House and took his

seat,

APPOINTMENT OF ACTING CHAPLAIN

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, 1 now beg to
move that Rev. F, A, Cayless be appointedto act as Chap-
iain of this House for twb months with effect from today s,
date, . N

Hon. C, E, TALMA: I beg to second that. -~

Hon. J, C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, before you put the

question, 1 should just like to make a few remarks which |7 =

think the House will fee] appropriate at this stage, As the
Hon. Leader of the House has said, there can be no ob~
jection on the part of the Houge to the nominee so long as he
finds favour with Your Honour.1 should just like to say that
the Chaplain of thisHouse s, ineffect, the Speaker’s Chap-
lain. 1 should like to acquaint this House of a happy cir-
cumstance in respect of the substantive Chaplain whom we
are sorry not to see in his place today. It is only a few
weeks ago that I learnt that the Chaplain had celebrated his
Golden Jubilee as a member of the Established Church,
having been ordained on the 18th November, 1912, He is
therefore the oldest living priest, in sofar as ordination is
concerned, in this Diocese and the fact that he has been
serving this House so well makes it clear to us that he is
still in active ministry. The House would wishto be aware
of that happy circumstance and to send its congratulations
to Rev. Coleman on his Golden Jubilee as well as to send
him our best wishes for his speedy recovery.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker,I should like to associate
myself with the remarks of the Hon. Minister of Education
when he asks that we send our congratulations to Rev.
Coleman. As the Hon. Minister has rightly said, we also
wish him a speedy recovery. Rev. Coleman hascelebrated
his Golden Jubilee as a Minister of the Gospel and that is
something which is not actually enjoyed by many. Speaking
from my experience, 1 know that Rev. Colemanhad no easy
time in this country because he came in at a transitional
period when he had to throw down the gauntlet in order to
be recognized in the Established Church in this country.
2.40 p.m.

1 say no more upon that, but those of us who have uved
long enough to realise what this gentleman’ of God has had
to do to be able to cause people of his class and type to be
recognised in the Ministry and in the Established Church
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of this country, will appreciate more so that he has lived
to enjoy and celebrate his Golden Jubilee.l believe it is an
occasion of which all of us should be very proud, because
those of us whohave been brought upin this particular faith
are conscious of the fact of what existed, let us say, fifty
years ago. The Reverend Coleman started off asa school-
teacher at St. Davids and then left and journeyed to the
land of opportunity, the United States, where he was or-
dained in the Ministry and came back here, andl think
many of us would recall the real trouble which those of us
in public life would have made if he were not given an op-
portunity and his pigment wastakenasa mark against him.

1 too beg to associate myself with the remarks of the
Hon. Minister of Education, and I suggest that we of this
Chamber should take it as more than his just enjoying this
Golden jubilee. The youngster who fills his chair today
would not know the great trials......

Mr. SPEAKER: The young ecclesiastical gentleman.

Mr. MOTTLEY: The young ecclesiastical gentleman
who fills his chair today would not know the great trials
which the Reverend Coleman hadto passthrough, and I think
it would be fitting for us who occupy seats in this Chamber
today not only to place it on record but to write the
Reverend Coleman a letter offering our deepest congratu-
lations, having lived and fought sucha strenuous battle, and
blazed the way for young ordinands today who have not got
to face what the Reverend Coleman faced,

Mr. Speaker, 1 beg most heartily to associate myself
with the remarks of the Hon. Minister of Education, and
suggest further that a letter be written to the Reverend
Coleman offering him our congratulations on his Golden
Jubilee.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, we too would have a word
to say on this matter. Fifty years of a man's life in the
active servive of the Church is indeed a colossal contri-
bution to community development in any society. I too on
behalf of my Party and the people of this country would

“Ttke r~ send him our warmest congratulations and thanks
and wish whw at the same time a speedy recovery from his
fllness. Need | repeai tisat fifty years of any man's life and
contribution to an organisation such as the Churchand in a
community like ours is indeed a colossal contribution to
community development. Thank you, Sir.

The question that the Reverend F. A, Cayless be
appointed to act as Chaplain of this Chamber for two
months as from today was put and resolved in the affirma-

tive without division,

Mr. SPEAKER: I take this opportunity of associating
myself with the remarks made by the Hon. Minister of
Education, the Hon. Leader of the Opposition, and the hon,
junior member for St. George in connection with the
Reverend Coleman's Golden Jubilee, andl shall be happy
and privileged to instruct, and regard it as a privilege to
instruct, the Clerk of this House to write to our Chaplain
conveying the best wishes of this House in connection with
the celebration and wishing him a speedy recovery from
his present indisposition which we hope is only temporary.

PAPERS LAID

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the
Hon. Premier, 1 am commanded to lay the following:-

Statement of sums of Money paid over to the Accountant
General by the Commissioner of Police during the quarter
ended 30th September, 1962.

Statement showing Net Customs and Excise Receipts
for nine months ended December, 1962,

The Public Officers Loan and Travelling Allowances
(Scheduled Officers) Regulations, 1962.

%

Administration Report of the Comptroller of Customs
for the year 1961.

Barbados Statistical Service — Selected Monthly In-
dicators; July, August and September, 1962,

And on my own behalf, ] am commanded to lay the
following: -

The Customs Duties (Poultry and Eggs) Order, 1962,
GOVERNMENT NOTICES

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, onbehalf of the
Hon. Premier, 1 beg to give notice of the following:-

Resolution to place the sum of $2,519 at the disposal
of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to supplement
the Estimates 1962-63, Part 1 - Current, as shown in the
Supplementary Estimate 1962-63, No. 32, which forms the
Schedule to the Resolution.

Hon. C, E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, | beg to give notice
of the following:-

Resolution to approve of the compulsory acquisition
by the Governor-in~Executive Committee of the land des~
cribed in the Schedule hereto for soil conservation pur-
poses in the parishes of Saint Peter and Saint Andrew,

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, onbehalf of the
Hon. Premier, 1 beg to give notice of the following:-

A Bill to amend the Firearms Act, 1896,
COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Hon. W. A, CRAWFORD:; Mr. Speaker, | beg to give
notice of my intention to move the House into Committee
of Supply at its next meeting to deal with the money Reso-
lution of which notice was given today.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' NOTICES

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, my eyes are giving me a
little trouble today and I am asking you to allow the Clerk
to read the Resolution for me.

Mr. SPEAKER: That is permitted,
Mr. CLERK: The Resolution reads as follows:-

WHEREAS the small cane growers of the Island are
sustaining heavy losses on the reaping of their canes
yearly, due mainly to the absence of properly shaped roads
and tracks where the lorries can drive and stop along the
side of their land to take the canes to the Factory,

AND WHEREAS the increased cost of labour has made
it more difficult for them to head the canes long distances
to reach the lorries,

BE IT RESQLVED that this House call onGovernment
to assist these small cane growers of the Island, by in-
structing the Honourable Minister of Communications,
Works and Housing to request the services of the Director
of Highways and Transport to have these roads and tracks
reshaped immediately with tractors or bulldozers, giving
priority to St. Joseph, St. Andrew and the neighbouring
parishes of St. Thomas and St. John.

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

BE 1T RESOLVED that the House of Assembly views
with concern the important statement made by the Hon.
Premier on Tuesday, 1lth December, 1962, on Great
Britain’s proposed entry into the European Economic Com-
munity and its effect on the economy of the Barbados.

The House therefore requests the Government to set
up a National Committee representing all important ele-
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ments in the Island to study and report on the effect which
Britain's proposed entry would have on the economy of
Barbados.

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

WHEREAS many small shopkeepers through thelsland
are experiencing much difficulty in carrying on their busi~
nesses profitably, due to the early closing hours pre~
scribed by the shops Act, 1945;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Shops Act, 1945 be so
amended as to make it possible for shops to be kept open
to a much later hour than at present,

2.50 p.m.

Mr. BATSON:; Toenquire of the Appropriate Minister: -

1s Government aware that pollomyelitis is very ram-
pant in Britsh Guiana?

2. Would Government embark immediately on a mass
polio vaccinatdon campaign in all the schools and Health
Centres throughout the Island?

BILL READ A FIRST TIME

On motion of Hon. W, A. CRAWFORD, s econded by
Hon, C. E. TALMA, the Bill to amend the Firearms Act,
1896, was read a first time,

STATEMENT BY HON. G.G. FERGUSSON re DAMAGE
DONE TO DEEP WATER HARBOUR

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister of Communications,
Works and Housing, seeks to make a statement in connec-
tion with the damage done to the Bridgetown Harbour on
2nd and 3rd January, 1963 and unless there is any objec-
tion, 1 will grant him leave at this stage to make this
statement.

Hearing no objection, the statement may now be made.

Hon. G. G. FERGUSSON: Mr. Speaker, the statement
reads as follows:-

On 2nd and 3rd January, 1963, rough seas breached
the Rubble Bank adjoining the main Breakwater and de-
molished the splash wall which had been erected to pro-
tect the sugar conveyor. As result some damage was
caused to the Sugar Conveyor, the adjacent Esso Installa-
tion and the pipe lines which feed water, fuel and molasses
into the Quter Breakwater, Anarea of approximately 10,000
square feet of land was also removed by the sea,

Immediate action was taken by Government to bring
a representative from Messrs. Coode and Partners, Con-
sulting Engineers for the Deep Water Harbour Project, to
Barbados, and Mr. D. C. Coode arrived on Friday, 4th
January.

The Department of Highways and Transport prevented
further damage and erosion by immediately dumping boul-
ders obtained from the Harbour area andthe Government's
quarry at Bagatelle, Equipment was transferred from
various works projects by the Department to assist in the
emergency.

The staff of the Departmentworked continuously for the
first sixty hours and after that on a shift system day and
night until the 13th January. This wasnecessary to protect
the sugar installation in the event of further heavy seas.,

The Consulting Engineers have approved of the emer-
gency measures taken.

The Government engineers and Mr. Coode have dis-
cussed possible measures to effect permanent repairsand
a report from the Consulting Engineers is awaited. In the
meantime, the Government has taken action to obtain the

services of H.M.S. Vidal of the British Admiralty Hydro-
graphic Department and of an independent firm of en=
gineers to carry out a survey of the entire harbour.

The final cost of the temporary work being carried
out is unknown but it is estimated that it will be in the
vicinity of $70,000.

Temporary repairs are being affected by Esso and
other utilities to restore services to the Breakwater and
it is anticipated that these will soon be completed.

1 wish to assure Honourable Members thatall possible
measures have been taken to prevent further damange and
that it has been possible to maintain all of the normal port
services during the emergency. 1 have also been advised
that the damage to the Sugar Installation will be repaired
in time for the shipment of sugar to commence on schedule.

QUESTION TIME

Mr. SPEAKER: This is question time. There are no
answers to questions given notice of.

The House will now proceed with Private Members'
Business.

RESOLUTION re THE REDUCTION OF
CONSUMPTION DUTY ON BEER

The First Order of the Day under Private Members'
Business is under the name of the Hon, Leader of the Op-
position; to resume debate on a resolution re the Hon,
Premier's statement laid on 27th November, 1962, re the
reduction of consumption duty on beer.

In respect of this item, when Private Members' Busi-~
ness came to an end on the 11th December, last year, the
hon. senior member for St. Peter was addressing the Chair,
If so disposed, the hon. member may now resume:

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I do not have any in-
tention to continue this debate much longer than to briefly
summarise the position whichl made onthe last occasion
in that this is a very important statement and the consump-
tion tax was a very important iftem of the Government's
fiscal policy and | therefore feilt that the time has come
when careful consideration must be giventoallfiscal mat-
ters and the consumption tax on beer which was imposed
in June and then removed in November indicated that
enough consideration was not given to all of the relevant
matters surrounding that matter, if not, it would not have
been needed to be removed so quickly,

The next very important point which 1 would like to
make is that it is very difficult in these small territories
to have any chance of capital industrial developmentif any
action taken appears to be rash, intemperate and not fully
considered because it is grist to themillto the people who
are thinking particularly in those terms and who take any
opportunity to expand rumours. As I said previously,l was
in New York and the action which was taken on Banks
Breweries has spread far and wide because industrialists
have very wide connections and sometimes rumourscanbe
used to adverse effect to the territory as a whole.

Mr. Speaker, I am very glad the consumption tax on
beer has been taken off because it gave the company oppor=
tunity to speed up its production, and as you were dealing
with spirits, 1 do not agree it is anything wrong in any
country manufacturing its own beverages. It happens all
over the world and [ do not think Barbados should be any
exception to that.

Sir, as regards the policy for imposing taxation,l wish
to say again that it must be considered very carefully and,
as regards this matter, I feel that thisis done and passed.
This is more or less history — theaction of putting the tax
on and taking it off, This is dead now and1 do not want to
revive thinking on that part.} hopethatit would be a lesson
for the future and such action mustnot be taken without all
the relevant facts having been considered and shouldnot be
taken on any narrow basis.
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The Hon. Leader of the Opposition in his motion made
mention of other articles, such as chicken parts for which
he seems to be an expert, which taxation should be taken
off. I understand when it comestothe culinary art, although
the Hon. Leader of the Opposition is not a full participant
he can acquit himself very creditably.

3.00 p.m.

1 understand that he knows about the culinary arts al-
though he is not fully a participant in that line. He cannot
acquit himself in anything in that line andl give him credit
for knowing more about these things than 1do. 1 use things
if 1 have to use them; I am a participant in these things
more than in the preparation of them. | think that the Gov~-
ernment would be wise to consider the position of this
island. All Governments have a lot of advisers both from
the inside and from the outside.l seem to have the impres-
sion that sometimes you have hangers-on who want to get
into the capacity of advisers and they want to speak know-
ledgéably of these things so long as they see that there is
money in it, I do not say that the poultry situation in this
island is at the stage where you can stop importation. If
you can produce poultry you produce it, but there is no
point in blinding yourself to certain basic facts. You have to
import some of the poultry and you have to study all the
relevant costs, not only just what somebody comesand tells
you. You should get all the information; you should get in-
formation as to what are the landing costs, the cold storage
costs and the margin of profit which is left, If the Govern-
ment is not doing that, thereisa marginal profit which has
to be made and private people have to do it. 1 hope that
further consideration will be given to these thingsbecause
you do not want to bring any undue hardship on these peo-
ple.

Some people say that chicken parts are only backs. 1
hear people say that people do use them and the basis is:
are you going to get people to buy these chicken parts? If
people are buying them, there is some argument that they
are fit for consumption unless something is wrong with
them. I think that this Qrder which was made for the re-
movai of these things was something which was done in
time, otherwise it would have had an adverse effect upon
the community. 1 think that some proper examination should
be made of these things. When I came back to this island,
1 found that price controls had been instituted one day and
they were coming off the other day. Thereis no point in the
Government beginning to fool around with things like that.
As soon asyoubegintotake off and put on these things, that
makes the community get restless. If you put on controls
today and you take them off tomorrow, somebody will feel
that you do not know what youare doing. You cannot expect
a Government to act as somebody whois running a peddling
shop; somebody who goes up with his priceand to his con-
sternation he finds that the market is flooded with these
things and nobody wants them. I think that the Government
should act in a way to show a certain amount of stability in
their own public dealings. If something is being controlled
you should have some sound argument for controlling it,
but not to have a pious excuse for taking off the control.

At this stage of our lives 1 do not think that it speaks
well for people to act in this way. I hope that this will be
the last exercise we will have in this excursion into fiscal
matters in which you are juggling like a circus man. | have
nothing more to say at this stage. One item has been re-
moved from control and we do not want to revive some~
thing which has already taken place. We want to get down
to more constructive work during this Session.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, on this question of a con-
sumption tax ] believe thatithas lostits public appeal. You
will remember the Statement which was made by the Prem-~
fer; it was made shortly after the naval blockade of Cuba
by the United States of America. At that time it was felt
that tribute was being paid to John Kennedy for the action
which he had taken. When the Premier made this Statement
in connection with the reduction of thistax, I thought that it
was a very graveact. Youcan say whatever you like, but he
did make a mistake and the whole country had to pay for it
and is still paying for it. However, itwas indeed a grave act
for any Premier to say what the Premier did say on that

occasion in Parliament. It was lacking bothin chivalry and
etiquette, but you are likely tofind some scapegoat to offer
some excuse for it. That must have beena tremendous de-
cision to take because of the salaries paid to public officers
amounting to the tune of $3 million. What people feel is that
this consumption tax was put on beer because of this pay-
ment of $3 million. Another thing is thatthe Hon. Premier
said this:~

‘‘Coupled with that, there were irresponsible state-
ments made by people who should know better, coupled with
a campaign which gave the general public the idea that the
ruling Party had some political axe to grind and waited to
see our own local Brewery discontinue its operations, all
of which was completely untrue —J neednot mention that —
but there had been a sharp decline in the consumption of
beer. For this 1 make no apologies......”’

1f the Premier discovers that he has made a tremen-
dous mistake anditwillhave anill effect on the community,
you would not have expected him to say that he made no
apologies for it. 1 would like to feelthat a bigness of spirit
was coming to life in Parliament. Heaven knows what the
results would have been if this state of affairs had con-
tinued until March this year; it is therefore fortunate that
the Premier took that decision to change it. If you look at
the stars again, whether or not youconsider yourself to be
wise, do you know how many people you have hurt by this
decision? With these changes and controls of items 1 think
the Minister would do the country wellif he could go to one
of the committees or get a delegation from the Chamber
of Commerce and attempt to decide what he should do by
way of a change. 1 do not know if he needs advice, but he
could come to the conclusion that there is an authority to
which he can appeal, Thereisthis organization which would
be willing to send a delegation with some knowledge to ad-~
vise them in these matters, if he were to send a Jetter to
that organization asking for advice.
3.10 p.m.

These things create thoughts in the community thatdo
us no good, and as 1 said, in all societies, people prefer
fixed and permanent statements rather than change policies
that flick up and down, as that robs us of the stability that
is so important to growth and development. I think 1 have
said enough on this and with your permission, may 1 thank
you, Sir?

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, 1 do not have much to say
on this matter because ] said quite a lot when the Premier
introduced these tax proposals. ] felt very glad to see that
the hon. senior member for St. Peter had taken up where
1 left off, although he wasnotinthe House at the time, rela~
tive to these tax proposals. He was a little plainer than]
was because he said a fool would not have done it. I did
not say that although I meant that. Now, Sir, the majority
of people in this country are not feeling happy about these
tax proposals and the attitude of the Government relative
to the taxes which have been imposed even on beer. You
may remember, Sir, when the Hon. Premier was introducing
these proposals that he said that his Ministers did not
know anything about themn until about half an hour before he
was ready to present them to this House, and ] had to say
after all that this is a one-man Government.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: On a point of order, Mr,
Speaker, this is not the first occasion on which the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph has made a remark like that
in connection with this matter, andit only serves to demon-
strate his absolute innocence of the manner in which the
Minister whose portfolic approximates that of the Chan-
cellor of the Exchequer isexpectedto discharge his duties,
The hon. member has been in Parliament long enough to
know what the normal practice is with regard to the im-
position of new taxation by the Chancellor of the Exchequer
and the inference which he has drawn from both the action
of the Minister of Finance and his statement in this mat-
ter, is completely out of conformity with what is regarded
as generally accepted procedure,

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, procedure or no procedure,
up to now the Government comprise of, 1 think, five or six

e
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Ministers, and only one Minister is responsible for this
ridiculous imposition of tax on Banks beer, 1 say ‘‘ridicu-
lous'* because it was imposed somewhere, 1think, in june,
and around November the same Minister who said that he
had no apology to make for the imposition, neither would he
be considering it before the end of the financial year, still
had to come back to the House and consider it himself by
reducing it. Now, Sir, how must I put it? Must I say the
Government or only the Minister? I wouldhaveto say ‘‘the
Government’’ regardless of what theHon. Leader says, and
he is a member of the Government along with others. If the
Government had caused Banks Brewery to fold up in full
and the people of this coumtry to starve from the want of
chicken parts and things of that nature through the im-~
position of tax, we would have to say the Government caused
it and not the Minister of Finance, the Chancellor of the
Exchequer or any member of the Government, because it is
a collective Government. Every person in this country will
have to say thatthe Government caused peoplein this coun-
try to lose their money on this particular Brewery. Five
months after, Sir, the Minister came back here — my col-
league says it was a brave act, but I put it the other way
and say it was a cowardly act — and said ‘‘cheap beer for
Christmas’’. That was the excuse he gave us for refusing
this tax. That would make one believe thatafter Christmas
it may go back up,

Mr. Speaker, if the Minister didnot do that, what would
become of the country? He said he had no apology to make
for it, and the Hon. Leader of theHouse is now saying that
it is procedure. Weill hope that procedure will not continue
to operate if it causes us to suffer and is causing the peo-
ple of this country to suffer through the imposition of the
tax on chicken parts and on the beer, As 1 said just now,
it very nearly caused Banks Brewery to fold up. You are
encouraging people te come in, you want all the industries
possible, but you have one and before you try to get the
second or third going, you kill the first. How are you going
to get more to come in? How are you going to get people
to invest their money in this country or in any business
at all to help this country? You want to industrialise, you
want to relieve unemployment, and you begin to do so by
erecting a brewery, and as | have said, before you get the
second or third running, you try to fold up the first. What
is going to happen with thisGovernmentifit adopts such an
attitude in the future? Talkingis not goingto do it; you have
to act.

Mr. Speaker, the Hon. Premier cannot be forgiven for
this because he is an economist; he is one of the top~
notches, and that is why he did not take any advice what-
soever from his colleagues, because they are not econo-
mists, and a layman cannot tell a legal man what to do.
Sir, if 1 gave you a case to do for me, my duty would be
to put the case to you and the money and then you would do
the legal side, but you could not askme how to present the
case before the judge.

3.20 p.m.

Therefore, the Hon. Minister, and economist couldnot
go to insult himself by asking any of his colleagues how to
put the case to the people because he knew the job, so they
cannot be excused although they arenoteconomists but they
have brains and commonsense. You do not want an econo-
mist to tell you that six from nine leave three. You would
not want an economist for that. Youwant someone who went
to school and who have learnt to subtract,

Sir, when we came to find out thatthe Government has
made such a blunder and such a mistake by the imposition
of this tax on Banks Breweries, it wouldcause one to have
more doubts and say ‘‘what next'’? ‘‘What is going to hap-
pen next'’ because this is too much of a blaring blunder.
Where are we heading for? We want new industries to come
in. We want the flour milis, the casava mills and all the
mills of this world. How are we to get them if we do not
encourage investors? I do not think the flour mill people
would be so foolish or are so blind that they cannot read
or when they hear what has happened with Banks that they
would want to come in. 1 do not think when they read or
hear that they will be too quick in making the necessary
investments here, nor do I thinkthateventhe people ir this
country would be so keen in investing their money . any

e

of these firms that come in this island when they know the
kind of Government with which they are dealing.

How are you going to do the encouragement and how
are we going to alleviate all this unemployment and get in-
dustrialists to come to Barbados? Certainly, we will have
to close our eyes to a cent sometimes and encourage the
dollar. But are we going to catch at one cent and throw
away the dollar? We would not be doing anything by doing
that, 1 do not know if that is the new way of economising
because I am not an economist.

1 am saying that the majority of people in the country
are anxious and are saying ‘'what next’’. Even the people
who have the money to do the necessary investment, the
people whom you say lack initiative, are worrying me and
wondering to know what to do.

Now, Sir, money in the bank or inan island’s chest or
something of that sortis of no use to a country. If it is to be
of any good it has to beinvestedand it has to be kept turn-
ing so as to get improvements andtodo things. Therefore,
if those people who have the money whom you say lack
initiative, that means thatthey do not have enough common-
sense even to raise money, that means thatthe people who
do not have money would suffer more if those people fold
up. Those people whom you say lackinitiative would not be
the first to suffer; it would be the poor unemployed and the
poor class of people who will be the ones to suffer, Can we
afford to sit back and allow the people of this country to
suffer or allow one or two people to cause them to suffer?
No; we cannot allow that; we have to come forward and
help. We have made a promise to the people and we have to
Carry our promises out.

The business peéople of the country are the supporters
of the Government. 1 would term the Government as the
housewife and the businesspeople as the breadwinners. The
husband has to go out and work and bring money in for the
upkeep of his home and give ittohis housewife and then she
can spend it, although she hasa jobto do otherwise because
in some cases she has to stretch it and make a dollar do
what in some case some people cannot make two dollars do.
She cannot get that dollar to spend until the breadwinner
goes outside and face the music for it. In the same way,
this Government cannot get money to spend until the busi-
ness people sprain their brainsnightandday to invest their
money and to make a profit on it, It is only then that the
Government can get some of it. Donotcare how much Pre~
mier we have: do not care how many Ministers and econo=
mists we have, ] am sayingthat youcannot do anything until
money comes in and that is why the Hon. Premier had to
come inside the House and give us cheaper beer for Christ-
mas, He did so because he saw whatwas happening after he
had put on tax earlier in the year, I want to know what is
the good of putting food for your dog to eat and you are still
keeping the muzzle on him. I want to know how the dog can
eat it. The food is there but the muzzle is on. I feel it was
a very wise thing you did when you took the muzzle off.

You will have to take many more muzzles off. As 1 have
said and still maintain, you had no right interfering with
chicken parts especially the parts which the hon. senior
member for St. Peter said thathe doesnot know {f any flesh
is on them. ] am going to tell him with respect to that part
that there is very little flesh, only skin; sometimes if the
feathers are not taken off cleanly, you cannot use the skin
because you would be swallowing feathers. You must know
what the bones are. What is thatinthe backs to be taxed? 1
amn appealing to the Hon. Premier to see to it that just as
he has given cheaper beer to us for Christmas that he gives
us cheaper chicken parts for Easter.

3.30 p.m.

I think that before the next Election you should give us
cheaper rum too.

Hon.W.A, CRAWFORD: On a point of order.Mr. Speaker,
what is that reference to do with the price of chicken parts?
Since the price has been controlled, there is no alteration
in the price. I therefore do not understand the reference
which the hon. member is making.
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Mr. SMITH: The price is controlled but we cannot get
the article.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: We cannot control that,

Mr, SMITH: Well, you have controlled it away. They
found out what was happening and they started to work the
control business, Well, they are controlling it for good be-
cause we cannot get it. That is when you interfere with
what does not interfere with you. (L aughter), 1 read in the
newspaper that we could notevengetanegg for Christmas.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: That is not true.

Mr. SMITH: 1 cannot remember if I read it in the
Observer but 1 read it in the newspaper. (A MEMBER: In
the Beacon?) Why do you ask me about the Beacon? We
want to do everything and we are notdoing anything as yet.
There is an old saying: ‘‘Never trouble trouble until trouble
troubles you,”’ and this Governmenthastroubledtrouble by
interfering with these things. When the Hon. Premier
brought in these proposals I saidthatwe could have got the
money from other avenues, but 1 will wait and see, Mr.
Speaker, your head will grow when they come in with the
other things; they are coming with them high too, but we
will wait and see. We are going forwardand we can go for-
ward very easily. We do not want to be travelling too fast
and not looking around us. We are more looking backwards
than forwards and therefore we are bound to stumble and
fall, 1 sincerely hope, however, that this country will al-
ways be up to mark as it always was and that we will al-
ways be going in the rightdirection.(AMEMBER: Like the
Conservatdives|) When you talk about the Conservatives,
they had foresight and knowledge; they were a littie bit
tight-fisted but there is nothing wrong in that. What is the
good of having your fist open and people are suffering? |
am suggesting that it is much betterto tighten your fist and
let the people live. We are not makingany progress at this
rate.

Mr. Speaker, there are lots of things to be done. We
have to encourage every possible cent into this island; we
must encourage every possible investor to come in. We
cannot dishearten them. We cannot talk bigtalkand run off
the people; the only thing you ¢an run off and still get the
sweets §s honey bees; you can run off the bees by smoking
them but you cannot run off people by doing that. You have
to try and hover people; you want to get investment into
this colony so that people who haveno money can get along
and live. What can affect people who have money? The only
thing that can affect a person who has money is death, but
anything can affect people who have no money. We have to
go easily; we have to fight hard and do everything that is
possible and see to it that this country is being run in the
right direction. 1 do not care who is running this country
so long as it is being properly run.] do not want this coun-
try to be run off its heels. Sometimes you have a horse
which will run long and strong for the last and it will fall
down, but J do hope that this Government will not fall down
too quickly. 1 wonder if the Hon. Leader of the Opposition
would say at this rate that he would still like to see this
Government go on for 300 years.

Mr. SPEAKER: This may be the peroration of the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph, but we are not concerned with
what the Hon. Leader of the Opposition would like to see
unless it is apropos to rum, beer or chicken parts.

Mr. MOTTLEY: If the hon. member wants an answer
to that he will get it.,

Mr. SPEAKER: The answer will be given when the Hon.
Leader of the Opposition replies, which he may or may not
do.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, you can be sure that]
will reply.

Mr. SMITH: 1 am wondering if the Hon. Leader of the
Opposition wants this Government to run for another 300
years at this rate, This is a Resolutionwhich has been in-
troduced by the Hon. Leader of the Opposition. He is not

satisfied with the state of affairs, he has seen the writing on
the wall because it has caused him to bring forward this
Resolution, and 1 may say that if he had not brought it
forward | would have brought it forward. The hon. mem=
ber knows that this is too hard; the imposition on these
chicken parts and on the beer and even on the alcohol, the
Hon. Premier knows is too hard. The only person who does
not know that is the Government; it is hard especially on
those who drink although many of us who drink do not pay
for it. I am not going any further because 1 have already
said a great deal on this matter, and I still maintain what
1 said at the time when the Resolutionwas introduced, Mr.
Speaker, the position is a ridiculous one; however, I do
hope to see that a reduction is made in respect of other
commodities. 1f you have had to reduce the price of beer,
what has caused you to dothat?] feel that the price was too
high.

3.40 p.m.

1 feel that the price of rum is too high, and if you can
see your way to reduce the price of beer by such a fair
market, and if you have putfour centson half a gill of rum,
could you not take off at least one cent and show everybody
that you are willing to help? Let the rum drinker feel
happy and let the beer drinkerfeelhappy as well. You have
kept the price of rum where it is because,..... and 1 would
not say why yet. 1 have my time to say why. You are keep-
ing it there because you can do so, but the same way you
have seen your way to reduce the price on beer, you can
reduce the price on rum,

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Speaker, | have sat patiently and
tried to digest everything that has been said, The last
speaker tried to criticise the Premier as much as he
could on this Resolution, but 1 want everyone to realise
that the Premier of thislsland or of any 1sland is responsi~
ble for the economy and the running of the country, and
while the hon. junior member for St. Joseph was speaking,
he caused me to refer to B,C. and think of the first Prime
Minister of Egypt who was joseph.He hadto have the right
kind of vision and the only possible means he could get that
was to get in contact with the right one who was the true
God, and he then had to direct Pharoah what to do with
Egypt. Pharoah called his meeting and they prepared them~
selves to meet the great famine that was ahead. I want
members to realise that the Premier is in a very difficult
position when he has to run a country. He has to run it on
taxation and he has to know where it is, how to get it and
when to get it in order to run the country, If he taxes any
kind of commodity he is going to be criticised; if he taxes
gasolene, he is going to be criticised; if he taxes any
commodity, he is going to be criticised. So long as it is
taxation he will be criticised and there is no one to tell
him how to run the country or how he should tax this com-
modity, that commodity, or the other commodity. He has
to know how the economy stands, he has to know when to
tax, how to tax and when to reduce taxation.

Mr. Speaker, 1 must say that all the criticism which
has been made on the taxation of beer and chicken parts
can be left out because that taxationhas been reduced since
it had been increased, but now members are criticising the
price of rum. There are, ] believe, lots of us who can do
without rum. As ] said before, rum is not nourishing; it is
only stimulating. There are men who would drink rum and
go and cuff the Premier in his face, and there are others
who would get a rum and go home and beat their families
out of their homes. I have heard a housewife say that she
would be glad if the price of rum stays where it is because
her husband would come home more sober, 1tis left to the
Premier, Mr. Speaker, to remove the tax on rum, butl
do not care whether the tax goes or remains. I can drink it
or I can do without it, but I know I cannot do without com-
modities such as food, meatandfish;lam supposed to have
those to keep my body; so it does not need any more criti-
cism. In due season, the Premierwill know when to reduce
that tax and when to tax some other commodity, because he
has the sole responsibility of this country. If he imposes
taxation and gets what he wants to run the country,
tomorrow he can take itoff; thatisthe meaning of taxation.

No man, Mr. Speaker, feels good when taxes are in-
creased whether it be on land or on commodities, and that
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is why 1 say that the Hon, Premier is in a very difficult
position, and we should be in sympathy with him at all
times and cooperate with him and give him the best support
that we possibly can, because it does not take a mean man
to take on his brain the strain of running this Island of
Barbados. | remember some time ago, that a Governor
said he would never come back to Barbados as Governor
because all Barbadians are Governors and he had a hard
task. ] am therefore asking all members of this House and
all the people in Barbados to be in sympathy with the
Premier and to try to co-operate with him to help run this
country to the best advantage. I will supporthim as long as
1 live whether ] am in this House or out of it, (Cheers.)

Mr. SPEAKER: Before the Hon, Leader of the Opposi-
tion exercises his right of final reply, is there any other
hon. member who would like to speak on this Resolution?
No Hon. Minister has so far contributed to this debate.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: Mr. Speaker,] will be very brief
because everything that 1 have had to say about taxation
during the financial year 1962-631 have said already. One
would be tempted in circumstances like these to become a
bit exasperated with the inanities which emerge from the
opposite side of the Table. There is a certain amount of
buffoenery which inevitably must go on in all Chambers of
this kind and a certain amount of witticism, but one does
expect somewhere in the course of debate that some kind
of commonsense should emerge from amidst all the chat
which is so freely distributed in the atmosphere. It is only
because ]} have sat in this Chamber for now, I believe, over
a period of eleven years that] have come to the position
where [ can assess the merits and demerits of the state-
ments which are made by the several members on the
opposite side of the Table who have been, some of them,
in here as long as and even longer than | have been, and
therefore 1 do not intend to take them seriously at ail.
3.50 p.m.

The Minister of Finance is always in this awkward
situation that it is not always possible, because we get an
enlightened criticism and statements which are completely
misleading made on the opposite sides that in order to
vindicate your image in the eyes of the public that you have
to disclose at the time decisions made about taxation.

Here again, the trend of the criticism which we have
heard today is directed against the proposals for taxation
which were made in June, 1962 and particularly in respect
of the consumption tax on beer and the consumption tax on
alcohol in general, The general thesis whichwehave heard
enunciated here today appears to me to be along these
lines: that Banks Breweries is a pioneer industry and you
have no right taxing pioneer industries; anybody whotaxes
Banks Breweries does not know what heis doing, therefore
because the Minister of Finance taxed Banks Breweries,
the Minister does not know what he is doing; the Minister
of Finance found out that he did not know what he was doing
when he taxes Banks Breweries and therefore he took off
the tax. The general impression is being created both by
the Press and the irresponsible statements made in this
House that there was so inviolative a treaty between the
past Government and Banks Breweries which was the first
brewery established in Barbados that at no time would the
Government place a consumption tax on beer.

1 think that | have been through all of this before, Let
me briefly summarise what the position was. Youwill find
this in the debate of this Chamber, Long before the Directors
of Banks Breweries came to the public with an issue of
shares - and I will go so far as to say long before they
bought the land to erect the brewery; long before the first
piece of machinery came into this Island — the past Gov~
ernment raised the tax on all imported beer for no reason
at all and they did not tell us that they had an undertaking
although they had two breweries applying to establish
business in this Island. They were negotiating with one
brewery and, Mr. Speaker, you will remember that there
was an advertisement by Carib Beer of Trinidadthat it hag
made application for pioneer status. I am nothing to do
with the difference between the application of one brewery

and the other but let us get the records straight on this
matter.

The past, defunct and now dead Government raisedthe
tax on imported beer which was the only beer that we had
here. We have read out letters which came from the Direc-
tors of Banks Breweries before the brewery cameto Bar-
bados in which it was stated that the Government at the
request of the promoters of the scheme intendedto support
the brewery in preference to the other brewery which was
making application. The newspapers in this country didnot
raise a howl of protest as to the increased price of beer
although in that year there wasa surplusof $1 3/4 million.
There was no revenue implications then and this was done
at the time of a normal Budget Speech and purely on the re-
commendations of a letter written by the Directors of Banks
Breweries asking to put a tax on imported beer.

Sir, I am going to be brief but ] am going to be very
clear. Some months later, this enterprise which was known
as Banks Breweries and which operated in British Guiana
came to the public with what I have often stated as a first
class bit of promotional literature, Thay came witha pros~
pectus, which they flooded the country with, setting out cer~
tain facts which 1 said on the floor of the House then that
what they set out amounted to misleading statements and
misrepresentations as to the capital formation. 1 went
further and do you know, Sir, that the newspapers refused
to publish what ] said and what | repeated at the request of
the hon. senior member for the City and the hon. junior
member for Christ Church in the course of the debate. 1
said that the directors of that company made misleading
statements and misrepresentations as to the capital form-
ation of the company {n their prospectus and went further
and said that if they had done thatin the United States or in
the United Kingdom that it would be a criminal offence.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker,] rise on a point of order.
Am | to understand the Hon. Premierto say that the news-
papers refused to publish the debates at our request?

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member did not say that.
Mr. MOTTLEY: Not at our request? 1l thank you.

Hon. E, W, BARROW: Mr. Speaker, you will see it in
the debate what I said, The directors of that company made
statements about their capital formation in order toinduce
small shopkeepers, small businessmen and the average
housewife who had $50 or $100 put by to take shares. For-
tunately, those people who were then in control are out of
the way and we have some kind of Barbadian control of that
company. One of the most respected solicitors in practice
in this island, in my opinion, of the most reputable firm of
solicitors, a man himself who probably is a conservative
by birth and inclination and also one of the members of
statutory boards on the Public Service Commission, wrote
a letter to the Press pointing out to the public at the time
that they should be on their guard about these statements
because the impression was being given that the company
was going to be controlled by Barbadian shareholders.
One statement which was made was in respect to the
erection of the building and you saw that was gross mis-
representation.

Another statement which was more before us was to
the effect that the Government had granted the company
exemption of the payment of companies tax.l say that up to
today as I am standing here that that is not true. Up to to~
day, the Government has not granted that company any
exemption from the payment of tax. The Government may
be considering the whole situation butl am not prepared
to say more thanthat. Here itis, the whole public of Barba~
dos was made to understand that this company was going
to erect a building for so much money and if you follow the
financial implications of that statement you will see the
clear implication that they would be ableintwo years time
to pay dividends of 25% on the original market value of the
sales and in about the fifth year they may be paying
dividends of the nature of 40% or 45%.

4,00 p.m.
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Further it was stated thata similar breweryin British
Guiana had completely amortized the capital investment
within a period of between three and four years. What
Socialist Government in this wide world would take half
a million dollars out of the pockets of the taxpayers, which
is income which used to be obtained from imported beer
from Holland and other countries, and giveitto a company
which said that they had hoped to wipe off a capital issue
in a period of three or four years? In a letter written by
the solicitor, not at my behest, it was drawn to the attention
of the Government, in fact the solicitor informed me that
he had informed the Government to be very careful because
of the peculiar way in which the prospectus was presented
to the public. We wantedindustries but one alwayshas to try
to equate the increased value of additional employment in
the community with the amount of revenue which you are
giving up in the Government sector. You must make some
intelligent appraisal when you are considering pioneer
industries. In the Act itself, it is statedthat the Governor-
in-Executive Committee must take these things into con-
sideration, We, inthe WestIndies, have a habit of regarding
things because they may look spectacular without going
behind the facade to find out what the monuments may mean
to a future generation of taxpayers.

1 have put myself out of the way to talk to the staff
and the Directors of Banks Breweries. 1 have nothing
against any capitalists in this island solongas they can be
of some benefitto the community andthey are paying proper
wages and are not trying to pull the wool over the eyes of
the public. These are my reservations about capitalinvest-
ments in this island. I say that you rust play fair; you
must not do one thing today and another thing tomorrow.
Mr. Speaker, nothingl say here must be construed as my
having anything against Banks Breweries. As a matter of
fact, 1 would like everybody to drink Banks beer to the
exception of any other beer. That is the only way in which
the Government can recover the severe loss which it has
suffered as a result of the establishment of the Brewery.
1 have explained that the capital cost of the erection of
the building and plant, the construction costs, were far in
excess of what was set out in the prospectus. Secondly, I
have said that a statement which was made to the effect
that the Government had granted exemption from com-
panies tax was an incorrect statement. 1 do not have it in
the chronological order in which the statement was made;
however, 1 have said thirdly that the tax was put on beer
by the last Government without any revenue implications
whatever, in the middle of the financial year and that tax
passed unnoticed and they sent up the tax and there was no
industry to protect in Barbados.l passthatcareful analysis
on the imposition of that tax, The Government revenue
went up something like $602,000 from the import duty
on beer, There is no difference between import duty and
consumption tax; it isall for the purpose of raising revenue
and there could be no material difference whether beer is
manufactured locally or not. The only two devices are
either by way of tax, or consumption duty. Those were the
three factors which were operating at the time when the
Government revenue from the import duty on beer went up
something like $602,000. The statement in the prospectus
1 said up to today is an untrue statement, and that is
no reflection on the present directorship of the company
because they are doing their best to put the company on a
good footing. The next thing is the fact that there had been
an understatement as to the amount of capital which could
be expended on the building. I am not acting as a business
consultant to any one, but 1 would say that when a company
discover that their initial capital expenditureis goingto be
grossly in excess of what they set outin a prospectus, then
the correct thing for them to doisto issue more shares to
the public. You cannot eat your cake andhave it too. Their
failure to issue more shares to the public in view of the
fact that there was a high propensity to buy more shares on
behalf of the public — as a matter of fact, you had more
people wanting to buy shares than they had shares to sell.

Mr. Speaker, 1 am merely giving a piece of gratuitous
advice to people who are going into business. If you say
you want this business to be controlled by Barbadian
shareholders what you have to do is to issue another two
million shares in Banks Breweries and raise another

million dollars, but the overseas Directors of Banks Brew-
eries refused to issue any more shares. They said that they
preferred to have an overdraftat the Bank than to issue one
more share in Barbados. If ] were totake the hon. member
seriously 1 would get angry. 1 am not saying anything to
injure the prospects of the company but the overseas
Directors of Banks Breweries absolutely refused to offer
more shares to the public of Barbados, and]l am saying that
one must come to the irresistible conclusion that the only
reason why they did not issue more shares to the public
of Barbados is because they did not want Barbadians to
get control of the Breweries.

4.10 p.m.

The small man in the street, the small shopkeepers
whom the hon. member for St. Joseph has talked about
dressed up in their Sunday-best and went like sheep to
the slaughter to the first General Meeting the Brewery had,
something that never happens in an industrial country.
Shareholders do not gotoa meeting. You vest control in the
Directors of the establishment where the Directors have
controlling interest in the enterprise. To meitwas a most
pathetic sight to see all these small shopkeepers, small
peasants and so on dressed up in their Sunday best going
to that hypocritical meeting they had at the Brewery which
they called the first General Meeting; but you see, Barba-
dians .are not accustomed to being participants, Some
fellows around here may hold shares in Standard Qil of
New Jersey, but they do not get a plane ticket and say they
are going to the meeting with their ticket and invitation
card., That is nonsense. That is the kind of Billy Sunday,
Macpherson, Billy Graham atmosphere of what 1 should
call the industrial evangelism which was created to mes~
merize the public of Barbados that this was the greatest
thing that happened in creation, and some of the Govern-
ment Ministers in the last Government were so mes-
merized.

Mr. Speaker, 1 welcome the presence of a brewery
in Barbados and 1 wish people in Barbados would drink
more Banks beer and not less. Why should ] ask them to
drink Carib or Heineken? I want togetas much revenue as
1 possibly can. Before ] imposed the consumption tax in
June, 1962, there was no revenue from Banks beer. We
were losing revenue to the tune of §500,000 a year. Now
which country in this world can afford to surrender 3% of
its Government revenue for the sake of employing a mere
50 or 60 people. If you calculate it, Sir, you would see that
it would have paid the Government better to pay 500 people
in this colony a pension of $20 a week for the rest of their
natural lives than to have granted pioneer status and the
concessions to Banks Breweries in the way in which they
were granted. ] make that bald statement. We began to lose
before this Government came into power $500,000 a year as
a result of the establishment of one undertaking employing
between 50 or 60 people; so what is all the noise about?
When 1 assumed office as Minister of Finance, 1 discovered
that the Civil Servants, God bless them, had presented
Government with a deficit of something over $3 million;
so the hon. junior member for St. Joseph wanted me to bring
in taxation here to tax bicycles, food andall kinds of com~
modities which only a lunatic or madmanwouldwant to tax
in a community like Barbados. Only in the last resort would
one come to taxes on food and bicycles.

1 will tell you my general economic theory.l only have
one economic theory on taxation and it is this: when you
are putting on taxation, put on taxation to collect a lot of
money and not to collect a little bit of money, because if you
put on a tax to collect a little bit of money you are going to
get the same level of opposition from the Qpposition, and
in the newspaper as if you put on taxation tocollect a lot;
so one might as well get abused for a lot of money at one
time as a little bit of money at several different periods.
That is my theory and it is a very simple theory, and it
is an exercise perhaps known in simple arithmetic that does
not involve calculus either. The calculus ontaxationsis not
involved. You look for items which are luxury items, and
secondly items which may cause depletion in revenue, and
if you do not have a precedent, youtry to make a precedent
by taking into account supply and demand if you want to
put on a tax. The only graphical analysisavailable was the
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tax which the last Government put on, and that is the only
way in which one can guage or assess the propensity of
the Barbados public to maintain the consuming power when
the level of taxation was at a certain figure.

The effect of the consumption tax which was put on,
Sir, was calculated to increase the price of one bottle of
beer from about 21 cents to 29 cents per bottle, and the
remarkable thing about it is that the price of locally pro-
duced beer should still have been five or six cents below
the price of imported beer, the price which had been created
by the imported duty put on over a year ago by the past
Government and which nobody had complained about. The
public had become wedded to the idea of a bottle of beer
between 2! cents and 25 cents and when it went to 28
cents — therewas no particular crisis betweenthe Russians
and the Americans at that time — the local newspapers
must have something to put on their front page, so they
started a vicious headline campaign against the imposition
of the tax, but at no time did they point out to the public
that the taxpayers of Barbados were subsidising the Brew-
eries to the extent of $1/2 million a year, neither
did they point out to the taxpayers that the projected price
of beer after the imposition of tax would still make the
price of locally produced beer five cents or six cents
below what beer was before, It is remarkable that the
consumption tax applies equally to imported beer as weli
as to locally produced beer, so thatitwould have been five
or six cents below; it was something like ten or twelve
cents then after. The differential between the imported
beer and the locally produced beer was even greater than
it was before the imposition of tax, because imported beer
had to pay the import duty plus the consumption tax, The
local beer paid only the consumption tax and this is what
actually happened. Coupled with that, Sir, one of the
directors — and I am not going to make any bones about
this at all — flushed from the triumph of his defeat in the
elections in British Guiana, and also from the triumph of
the riots which they had in Georgetown andthe devastation
which had taken place down there, in this flush of victory
from all of these great circumstances attendant upon the
downfall of that country, this particular director felt that
this was a country in which the same kind of atmosphere

“and civil commotion should be created, andhe also started
a campaign against the public buying his own product.

I am saying, Sir, thatifI werea director of Banks beer
and the Minister of Finance put ona consumption tax, which
is no innovation and which happens all over the world, on
my commodity, | would start a propaganda campaignin the
newspaper to say this commodity is really worth three
times the present price and there is no kind of tax that a
Minister can put on this commodity that I manufacture
that would make it undersirable for the public to buy it, I
would say Banks is worth three times the price, that you
are now getting it at 28 cents while you should be paying
something like 84 cents, but you are getting it for 28
cents. If a man is sincere he does not start a campaign to
project in the minds of the public unless you are playing
politics that your beeristooexpensive and that the Minister
has broken faith with the breweries. What faith havel
broken?

4.20 p.m.

- Who has broken faith? I never had any agreement, sub
rosa or otherwise, with Banks Breweries sol cannot be
breaking any faith, 1 will only say that far from breaking
any faith that Banks Breweries recommended to the last
Government that they would bewillingtopaya consumption
tax on the production of their beerandl imposed that taxa-
tion after the date that they fixed, ] am giving this because
the date which they fixed was the 31st May, 1962 and 1 put
on the consumption tax in June — a month later. The 31st
May, 1962 was the date when the West Indies Federation
would have become independent and they stated that from
that date they would pay a consumption tax, So the only
quarrel is that my tax was imposed on 27th june, 1962,
which is a whole month later than the date which they
fixed. They did not tell this to the public so the difference
between the then Directors of Banks Breweries andme was
only as to how much the consumption tax would be, As

have said already. I could not go to them and tell them, as
a matter of fact, I didnoteventell my Ministers. Perhaps,
this is what they were annoyed about. Perhaps they were
annoyed because 1 did not consultthemaboutthe tax before
because that is what they were accustomedto from the last
Government. Mr. Speaker, 1 put it on, so ifl putitoni
can take it off. I think the price of beer is slightly beyond
the range of the purchasing public.

Now, Sir, after the tax was imposed, I said it would
mean a difference of eight cents a bottie, We had this
campaign and naturally, in the hard times, the out~of-crop
season, with this kind of relentless campaign by the news-
papers raised against the imposition, they projected a bad
image of their own product, and the sales went down, At
the same time, the importation of beer did not improve.
It was not merely a question of the people drinking other
beer to the exclusion of the locally produced product:
there was a general falling off in the consumption of beer
altogether, This consumption tax was never atax on Banks
Breweries; this was a consumptiontax on all beer imported
in the colony and that brewed in the colony. After the tax
was imposed, there was a falling off in the consumption of
beer, not only of Banks but of beer impcrted in the colony
too. !-came to the conclusion after studying the statistics
that I had made a miscalculation in the elasticity of the
demand. for the product and my dropping the consumption
tax is purely a brief one. During the time I will study
from the statistics what is the real level for consurnption
tax. After] am satisfied over the elasticity of the demand
the tax may go up or come down.l can make no predictions
at all.

Mr. Speaker, 1 am not going to make any further
staternent in reply to what has been made here, When the
hon, senior member for St. Peter talked about scaring
away capital and all that, despite the ignorance of the Min-
ister of Finance, I can say that our local Barbados loan
was over=subscribed this morning in less than 30 seconds.
There was a loan of $500,000 or $1/2 million at 63/4% at
discount of 9§ which was taken up on the London Market
on 13th December last and that remained open for about
five and a half minutes but we had to give instructions
to the Accountant General to close the local loan at thirty
seconds after nine o'clock this morning because it was
substantially over subscribed. This response, following
the four times over subscription of the Barbados Govern-
ment stock, the issue of which was opened in London on
13th D’ecember. at 10 a.m. and closed five minutes later,
stiows that there is a tremendous confidence both overseas

* and locally in the financial abxhty of the Barbados Govern-

mem
- GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Mr. SPEAKER: It now being 4.30 o'clock, the House
will proceed to the consideration of Government Business.

RESOLUT!ON FOR $110 000 RETURNED BY
OTHER PLACE

‘Mr. SPEAKER: In the absence of the L.eader of the
House, I wish to inform the Hon. Premier that there is a
Resolution returned from the QOther Place in which there is
a slight correction — the word ‘*and’’ has been substituted
for the word ‘‘any’’ — and I wonder if the Government will
deal with the matter now,

Hon. E, W, BARROW: Mr. Speaker,] will deal with that
now, This is a Resolution which was passed on 4th Decem-
ber, 1962, for the sum of $110,000 under Head 9, Mis-
cellaneous, Item 3.

This Resolution was passed by the Qther Place on the
15th December last, subject to the correction of a typogra~
phical error in the eleventh line by the subsdtution of the
word ‘‘and”’ for the word “‘any’’,

I beg to move that this amendment be now read a first
time.

Hon. C, E, TALMA: 1 beg to second that,
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The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division,

On separate motions of Hon, E, W, BARROW, seconded
by Hon, C. E, TALMA, the amendment was read a second
time and agreed to,

THE PERJURY BILL, 1962

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of Government Busi-
ness stands in the name of the Hon. Premier: Second
reading of a Bill to consolidate and simplify the law re-
lating to perjury and kindred offences.

Hon. E, W, BARROW: Mr. Speaker, as hon. members
will see from the Objects and Reasons, the law of perjury
as it is now is contained in several enactments and it was
at that time when we were considering the Bill to make pro-
visions to determine and regulate the immunities powers
and privileges of the Qther Place and this Place, which
Bill is on the Qrder Paper, that we came to the conclusion
that there were certain anomalies in the law relating to
the making of false statements either on oath, or false
statements before quasi or judicial bodies.

4.30 p.m.

The present Bill seeksto classify the offences into
three groups. The most serious grade consists of the of-
fences punishable with seven years' imprisonment, or with
a fine or both suchi{mprisonmentandfine, Of these there is
‘‘perjury’’ as described in Clause 3 of the Bill. It will be
observed from Clause 2 (1) that the term ‘' judicial proceed-
ing'' is employed inthe Bill in a wide sense which will
cover not only inferior courtsbutalso many matters of ad-
ministrative business. Also included in this grade is the
making of false statements on oath otherwise thanin judicial
proceeding, including the wilful use of a false affidavit for
the purposes of the Bills of Sale Act, 1893-1, In addition,
this grade also includes false statements with referenceto
marriage which some people may not regard as being so
serious. I must hasten to add that this does not include false
statements made by one spouse as toone’s eligibility to be
a husband or anything of that kind, The second grade of
offences consists of false statemnents as to their registra-
tions of baptisms, marriages and burials. It also consists
of false statutory declarations and other false statements
without oaths. This grade is punishable withtwo years’ im-
prisonment or a fine or both.

The third grade is that of the offences for which the
punishment is imprisonment for a year or a fine or both.
These offences arise when a personmakes a false declara-
tion in order to obtain registration and matters of that kind
for carrying on a vocation. Clause 6 of this Bill deals with
aiders and abettors and suborners while Clause 10 deals
with the subject of venue, The object of Clause 11 is to con-
fer upon judges, magistrates and coroners the power to
direct prosecution for perjury and Clause 12 relatesto the
form of indictment for the purposes of the Bill, Clause 13
seeks to perpetuate the time-honoured precaution which the
common law of evidence imposes in prosecution for perjury,
namely, that a person shall not be liable to be convicted of
any offence against the Bill or of any offence declared by
any other act tobe, or to be punishable as, perjury or
subornation of perjury solely upon the evidence of one wit-
ness as to the falsity of any statement alleged to be false.
This is a precaution which the common law has already
sanctified and it has been sanctified both by practice and
statute in this island. When we come to Clauses 14, 15 and
16, such provisions as are deemednecessary are sought to
be made relative toproof of certain proceedings, which
perjury is assigned as well as to savings, repeals and
amendments.

Mr. Speaker, 1 will add that the law relating to perjury
in Barbados is a very antiquated one and since our law was
passed, we have had the UnitedKingdom Perjury Act of 1911
but we have noequivalent statute in Barbados to that one. In
the present state of the law, the offence of perjury is
punishable only with six months' imprisonment and it is a
restricted judicial procedure. If a person commits perjury
under judicial proceedings, he is liableto prosecution be-
fore a magistrate, Under the Act which we are now intro-

ducing, the offence of perjury will be punishable both sum-
marily before a magistrate and by indictment beforea jury
according to the gravity of the offence, the case proceeding
as to where andwhen the offence may have been committed.
I beg to move that this Bill be now read a second time.

Hon., G. G. FERGUSSON: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, | donothave much to say on
this Bill. As a matter of fact,] could not read it because of
an eye ailment. However | noticed from the ‘‘Objects and
Reasons’' that the most sericus grade consists of the of-
fences punishable with sevenyears' imprisonment orwitha
fine or both such imprisonment andfine, asis described in
Clause 3. It will be observed from Clause 3 that there will
be a term not exceeding seven years' imprisonment and a
fine alsoin case of conviction of a person who is found guil-
ty of perjury. In my opinion, that punishmentis a little bit
two rash. Imagine that you are going to imprison a person
for seven years or you are going to imprison and {ine him
as welll If a person goes to jail for seven years at the end
of that period when it should be that he has pajd the penalty
he is still faced with a finef The soul that sinneth must die
but 1 still feel that this punishment is a little too hard and
then what is the amount of the fine? It could be a fine of
£300, a fine of £1 or what? We should be told how much the
fine is, After all, Mr. Speaker, we are not so bad in this
country.

Hon. E, W. BARROW: Ona point of order, The Clauses
in the ‘'Objects and Reasons’’ of the Bill are not supposed
to repeat the wording of the different Clauses of the Bill,
but only to set outina summary way what the Bill is about.
4,40 p.m.

If the hon. member had readthe Billas he should be-
fore he comes here — after all they had it long before the
vacation period which is over fiveweeks —1 feel sorry for
him because we intend to go through with it today.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member said he is suffering
from an eye ailment.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, asl said,1 am suffering from
an eye ailment and ] cannot seetoread as ] should and the
hon. member heard that.

Hon. E. W, BARRQOW: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order,
I suggest that the hon. member allow those members who
have read the Bill to make legitimate criticisms.

Mr. SMITH: Is the hon. member suggesting that because
1 have notreadthe Bill I must not say anything on it? ]
asked the Hon, Premier what isthe fine.]t is my right and
privilege to ask for information. The Objects and Reasons
say there canbeaterm of sevenyears and a fine. ] am ask-
ing the Premier therefore if he doesnotthink it is too hard
for one person to be given a term of seven years and fined
also, because it is all well and good when we pass these
Bills, but sometimes they catch up with somebody belonging
to us or with ourselves, and itisthen that we find it is too
hard; so this is the place where we should remedy it and
correct it. I feel, Sir, that when one has served a term of
seven years he has served a good gaol term, but then he has
to pay money too. After that, it wouldbe the gallows. After
all we do notmeet so many of these cases. I do not go
around the Law Courts to know, neither do 1 read so many
cases in the newspaper to show thatweare so bad and vile
in Barbados that we have to increase the penalty for this
offence so as to prevent people from daily committing of-
fences of this sort. 1 would say that offences of this kind
are, comparatively speaking, nil.l do not hear about perjury
once in every ten years, nor do 1l hear about people going
to gaol for perjury monthly or at every Sessions. We are
decent citizens and live happily and honestly inthis country.

Mr. Speaker, anyone taking up a newspaper inthe out-
side world would think that the people in Barbados are living
so vilely and badly against each other by committing perjury
and things of that nature that we have to do this to prevent
it. The Hon. Premier said that the maximum term for per-
jury was formerly six months, and now he is increasing it
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to seven years with a fine also. This does not sound good
for the 1sland at all in my opinion, since we are trying to
attract tourists and other people to come to our country and
have a good time. You are now telling them to be careful
and that there are people here whowould lie on them at any
moment and confess falsehoods and to protect them you have
to impose a term of seven years and a fine also. 1 could
understand itif this were a country where this was a month-
ly or evenyearly happening, butl donot hear anything about
it. When it does happen, 1 would say it is a mere accident
through the way in which Barbadians live; in other words,
we are truthful speaking people.

The Hon. Premier, Mr. Speaker, should have told us
how many offences are committed per year and whether they
are on the increase and therefore wehaveto do something
to keep them down. I daresay he cannot tell us how many
cases per year there are, but 1 would be very glad if you
would tell this House how many casesthere are before this
Bill goes to the vote, andlam asking him through you, Sir,
to let this House know the percentage of offences.

Hon. E, W. BARROW: Ona point of order, Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member does not havetowait that long, because if
he is asking me how many times perjury is actually com-
mitted in the Law Courts, 1 would say in every case, be~
cause the side that loses must necessarily be committing
perjury. If he askshow many prosecutions there are, 1
would say there are probably lessthan five with no convic-
tions, because the present Perjury Act does not give the
magistrate the option of imposing afine on the people who
are prosecuting, so that the magistrates expect a much
higher standardof proof.If youaskhow many times perjury
is committed and you say that Barbadianshave a reputation
for being truthful and honest, that is not what] hear in
Trinidad calypsoes.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, imagine the Premier going
by calypsoes. He wants to govern the country by calypsoes.
Suppose a calypso comes up tomorrow to kill every Barba-
dian; is he going to kill them? A calypso is a calypso and
calypsonians make their living by singing any thing. They
soon will be singing one on him, 1 am sure. The point]
want to raise isthat the fineistoo heavy. The Premier said
that the ones thathave been convictedare less than five per
year.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: On a point of order, 1 said that
prosecutions are about five per yearandconvictions prac-
tically nil.

Mr. SMITH: What is the reason then for making the fine
so heavy? If the magistrate’s hands are tied and he cannot
fine, loose his hands a little. Onecannever tellf The Pre-
mier himself may slip into this thing, and the law would
catch up with him, with me or withyou, Sir. As the old peo-
ple say, '‘what has not caught you has not passed you''. ]
am saying that seven years and afineare too much, If you
are imposing a term of sevenyears, you should take off the
fine. 1 am not saying that a person must not be punished
heavily, but the fine is the thing, and ] am appealing to the
Premier, if he can see his way, to amend it by taking out
the word **fine’’ andlet the seven years remain. If you want
to impose a fine also, you should cut the term of imprison-
ment in half to about three years.

4,50 p.m.

Three yearsisa lot of time: three years is a long time.
You say seven years: youwould not say five. 1 am appealing
to the Hon. Premier and hon. members to agree to a re-
duction. 1 do not want to move an amendment and then be
left in the cold butl am saying that seven years is really
too many, particularly in view that youcanimpose that term
along with a fine.You get magistrates of today who are
turning on the heat in full and 1 believe that some of them
are sorry that they cannot putit ona greater degree. Do not
leave the gap so wide anddependona magistrate’s discre~
don.

We are going to catch upwiththis. This is going to af~
fect the very poorest, not the big shots.lf you are a big shot
you will be able to put onahat and cover down. There was

an old man whowhen you caught him firing one, he said that
was one to cover down. You neverwillbe able to catch the
big shots onthis offence but it would be thepoor defenceless
ones who would come under the hammer. Mr, Speaker, I am
sure if you were on the floor of the House that you would
second the motion which1 would like to move because 1 know
that in your heart of hearts you feel that it is too heavy to
impose a punishment of seven years and a fine,

1 am not going any further because | can see thatl am
going to get some support. lam appealingto the Hon. Pre-
mier to let us take out the word *‘fine’’,

Mr. SPEAKER: May 1 just point out that the Bill speaks
of a term of imprisonment not exceeding sevenyears or to
a fine or to both suchimprisonment andfine. As to the sug-
gestion to which thehon. junior member for St. Joseph
made, that may well be dealtwith in Committee, if the Com-
mittee thinks fit to make any alteration to the penalties in
the various sections as there are made one by one.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to deal
with this matter too long, The only Clause which I intend to
deal with is that Clause which speaks of false statutory de-
clarations and I believe this will also include a declaration
in respect of procuringa passport andthings of that nature.
May be, when we go into Committee 1 will deal more fully
with that.

1 would like to take this opportunity of drawing before
the House that apart from whatisinthis Bill, Your Honour
has pointed out that that is supposed to be a penalty of a
term of imprisonment not exceeding seven years or it can
be a penalty of a fine or bothimprisonment and a fine. What
1 am notclearabout is if this Bill refers to other Acts
whether you would be able to know what the fine is. Here in
Clause 7 it is stated that if any person knowingly and wil-
fully makes a false statement in a material particular, he
shall be gullty of 8 misdemeanour and shall be liable on
conviction thereof on indictment to imprisonment with or
without hard labour, for a term not exceeding two years,
or to a fine or to both such imprisonment and fine, What
sort of a fine? One million dollars, $1,000; $100? Are you
leaving in the Act that the Magistrate or the Court would be
free to impose any fine? Why puta limit on the term of im-
prisonment which he can impose and do not put a limit on
the fine? What sort of a fine do you have inmind? Where
are the limitations in this Actfor a Magistrate or a Court
to impose a fine? While 1 have no objection to people being
punished for offences such as this, I would not like people
to be punished without conforming to a code, Some people are
now suffering difficulties in obtaining passports andl under-
stand that one of these agencies makes it extremely difficult
for people to get passports when they apply and comply to
the regulations, because they go and dig up things which do
not matter in order to prevent them from obtaining a pass-
port and I hope the Hon. Minister concerned with this will
make it easy for people to secure passports and not for peo-
ple when they like, as some of these Nabobs, create their
own structure when anything passes into their hands and
they have the authority to act as they act,

Sir, 1 think we should be told what the limit of the fine
should be so that it would be statedin the act what the fine
should not exceed,] am not worried over people who commit
the offence and the gravity of it or things of that nature, |
have my own views, 1 am not worried about making false
statements about marriage and things of that nature.How-
ever, it seems to me a very stiff penaity which is imposed
on making a false statement about marriage, | feel there
are other things for which they shouid be given five years
so ] say that because a man can make a false statement
about marriage in other ways for which he is not punishable
by law. Marriage involves very delicate matters than that
which this is going to reveal. Under this Act, offences pun-
ishable for marriage if convicted you can get seven years
and compare that with making a false statement about a Bill
of Sale or for anything to dowith property and you find that
for such offence the limit of the punishment is two years.

Mr. Speaker, what ] would really liketo see in this Act
is a limit made as regards fines just as you have a limit
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as regards terms of imprisonment, Is it consequential that
you have an Act where the fineis unlimited and the amount
left at the mercy of the Court or at the discretion of the
Magistrate? The hon. senior member for St. Josephis right
in what he said because we are evolving from a democracy
where some people believe that prison was made for some
people and not for other people. There are some people who
would say about a certain type of fellow that because he is
who he is he you should give him a chance and the Court
would say ‘‘I would not send this man to jail'.

5.00 p.m.

If you are not going to sendhimto jail then what is the
limit of the fine? | want to know if that speaks fairly for
what it means and if a fine means a fine, a fine can mean
anything.

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Speaker, 1 have heard a lot of the
remarks made by the hon. junior member for St. Joseph in
connection with this Bill, I am sayingthatany man who has
been found before any court of law lying or making any false
statement or telling wilful lies, no penalty is too great for
him. The real penalty for a man who told lies in former
years was the penalty of death, but now the penalty is being
reduced toaterm of imprisonment or the payment of a fine.
There was a man called Ananias and his wife was called
Sapphira; he came in and told a lie and he died. She came
in and told a lie and she also died. Here we are imposing
a term of imprisonment and a fine where a person is con~
victed of perjury. Because sentence againstanevilwork is
not speedily executed it is set in the hearts of men con-
tinually to do wickedness, If a person goes into a court of
law and tells lies wilfully, 1 donot think that any penalty is
too great to impose on him. We should know what is the
meaning of a false statement; a false statement will over-
throw any Government and any home can be thrown to pieces
thereby. | am saying that this penalty for telling lies is not
too great regardless of whether a man is rich or poor.

Mr. SPEAKER: Does any other hon. member want to
contribute to this discussion before the Hon. Premier re-
plies? (After a pause), There being no other hon. member
wishing to contribute to this discussion, the Hon. Premier
may reply.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, the law in relation
to the prosecution of perjury isinthe Act of 1890 Chapter 1.
I mentioned that because the hon. member is fulminating
against the imposition of a term of sevenyears' imprison-
ment or a fine or both such fine and imprisonment. I should
explain that at one time, infact,1 would bring something to
the attention of the hon, junior member for St. Joseph that
all penalities, whether the statute actually said so or not,
are considered to be maximum penalties by theInterpreta~
tion Act of 1949, That being the case, a magistrate can con~
vict, reprimand and discharge a personwho has been found
gullty of the offence of perjury after this Act comes into
force; but at the present time, if a person is convicted of
perjury, he is liable to a term of six months’ imprisonment.
There is no question of the imposition of a fine at all, and
that is why we are repealing this Act of 1890, Let us face
the position. It is not every onewhois convicted of perjury
who has committed perjury. Perjury is committed every day
in Barbados, If two persons give two sides of a story and a
magistrate or a jury accepts the evidence given by one side,
it follows as night follows day, that the other side is guilty
of the offence of perjury.lt may bethat the judge or magis-
trate takes the wrong side. Whenthe hon. mémber says that
a period or a penalty of seven years is too high, 1 should
like to inform him that a mancanhave his neck broken as
a result of a deliberate falsehood told upon him by any per-
son and that is the supreme penalty.It seems to me that it
is rather anomalous, tosay the least of it, as the hon.
senior member for St. Andrew recently pointed out that you
can cause a man's death and be liable only to seven years’
imprisonment for it. If we were to follow the Mosaic Law
the proper thing to dowith a manwho tells a lie and causes
another man's death, is to break his neck too; a period of
seven years' imprisonment is not enough. Why are we de~
fending people who commit perjury? 1s it because of the
affairs of the last Government thatyouare putting forward
this proposition? 1 do not understand it. Donot let us think

that we are beyond prosecution, thatthe statutory time has

elapsed, We are not introducing this Bill soas to catch the
last Government. This Government isnota vindictive Gov-
ernment; we are not introducing this Bill in order to get
any member of the past Government out of the way for the
last occasion.] do not know, Mr. Speaker, if that is the rea~

son why the hon. member wants the periodto be reduced to
a period of three years,

Mr. MILLER: On a point of order. Asa matter of fact,
when this Government came into power we were told of the
corruption of the last Government. We have no fear of any-
thing; we need not fear,] have agreed with the Hon. Minister
that hitherto it was a question of going to prison for com-
mitting the offence of perjury. Let us rememberthat in the
old imes you would be......

Mr. SPEAKER: Will the hon. member finalise his point
of order?

Mr. MILLER: 1 have heard the Hon. Premier speak on
a point of order for almost an hour.

Mr. SPEAKER: Well, donot let the hon. member follow
a bad example.

Mr. MILLER: We have no fear aboutany prosecution;
there is no reason to worry about it at all, The Hon. Pre-
mier has reached a stagewhere the communityis revolting
against this attitude of fear.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member is going beyond
any point of order now.

Mr. MILLER: I donot think it is fair that the hon.
member should continue on this line..

Hon. E, W, BARROW: I hope] have been able to set the
mind of hon. members at restabout the Government’s mo-
tives in introducing this Measure, Asi pointed out, it arose
out of the Immunities and Privileges Bill. The Act of 1890
Chapter 1 does not even give the option of a fine. Section 3
of this Act reads as follows:~

‘“Every person who commits the offence of wilful and
CoOrrupt perjury......’” 1 do not see how wilful and corrupt
perjury could be defended in this Parliament......*‘(provided
the case hasnot been dealt with under the preceding section)
or of subornation of perjury, shall on conviction thereof be-
fore a Police Magistrate be liable to be imprisoned, with or
without hard labour, for any term not exceeding six
months."’

5.10 p.m.

‘*Provided always that any Police Magistrate before
whom any person is charged with committing either or the
said offences, if heis of the opinionthat the offence is from
any special circumstances connected therewith one which
should be prosecuted by indictment, shall abstainfrom any
adjudication thereupon, and shall deal with the case in all
respects inthe same manner asifhe had no authority final-
ly to hear and determine the same,"’

In other words, he would carry out a preliminary
investigation and remand the persononce a prima facie case
was made out for trial before judge and jury in the Court of
Grand Sessions. When the case got to the Court of Grand
Sessions, there was no statement equivalent to the Perjury
Act in the United Kingdom upon which the person could be
prosecuted, and one had to proceedagainst him by common
law, To come around to the point made by two hon. members
at least about the non-statement of the maximum fine which
can be imposed, at common law in any criminal offence
right now there is no statement either about the period of
fmprisonment or about the maximum fine which canbe im-
posed; but at statute law under the Criminal Justice Acts
in the United Kingdom, there is a maximum term of im-
prisonment for misdemeanours and maximum terms of
imprisonment for felonies, but even there one does not
state the maximum fine that may be or can be imposed.

If 1 may come back to our local legislation, we have a
common, ordinary garden statute or common law indictable
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offences as Qffences against the Person, Offences against

Property and Offences against the State, These are found
under the criminal laws of thisIsland around 1868, from
1868, Chapter 1 to 1868, Chapter 5, and nowhere will you
find, except where the offence is deemed to be 8 summary
offence, any mention of the maximum fine to be imposed;
so this is no innovation which has been introduced by this

Government for the purpose of convicting members of any
political Party or any other person. Thisis common, ordin-

ary or garden criminal procedure, Moreover, youwill find
that the question of finesis specifically dealt with in 1868-1,
1868-2, 1868-4and 1868-5, These statutesare the Larcency
Act, the Malicious Injury to Property Act, the Coinage (of-
fences) Act and the Offences against the PersonAct, and if
I may give you an illustration of how the question of fines
is dealt with now in the Assizes, I will read from the first
statute, the Larcency Act of 1868, section 101. It reads as
follows:-

“‘Whenever any person shall be convicted of any indict~
able misdemeanour punishable under this Act, the Court
may, if it shall think fit, in addition to or in lieu of any of
the punishments by this Act authorised, fine the offender,
and require him to enter into his own recognisances, and to
find sureties, both or either, for keeping the peace and being
of good behaviour: and in case of any felony punishable un-
der this Act, the court may, if it shall think fit, require the
offender to enter into his own recognisances, and to find
sureties, both or either, for keeping the peace, in addition
to any punishment by this Act authorised: provided that no
person shall be imprisoned under this section for not finding
sureties for any period exceeding one year.”’

In the Act of 1868-1 whereas before it only mentioned
that a person can be fined or imprisoned, you would find
that it gives the courtauthority toallow the person to enter
into his own recognisanceswith or without suretjes. Similar-
ly you will find provisions relating to the fines in the
Malicious Injury to Property Act, 1868-2, and similarlyin
1868-4, In these indictable offences, the sectionsare 101 of
1868-1, 58 of 1868-2, 33 of 1868-4 and 70 of 1868~5. In all
these indictable offences you must remember that perjury
is being made statutory indictable offences. It was always
an indictable offence at common law. Youdo not find com-
mon law set out in the Statute Books either of England, I
cannot say the United Kingdom because there is no Statute
Law of the United Kingdom except by express reference to
Act of Parliament, the LLaws of Barbados, the Laws of Trini-
dad and so on. You will not findcommon law set out in any
book. Common law is something which we have inherited,
therefore inevolving and developing common law, one never
restricted oneself in terms of monetary considerations.
Judges have always had power to imposefineson a person
for the committing of certain offences.

1f 1 may give hon. members a re-assurance, ] think that
you have practised at the Barforalmosttwice as long as ]
have, and] think you willhave found out all the fines which
have been imposed up to the present time by judges in the
Courts of this Island. Where judges have imposed a fine, 1
have known of no instances in which a fine has exceeded
£50, There may have beena few isolated instances in which
the Judge imposed a fine of £100 on a person found guilty
of an indictable offence, but there are few instances and
most of the fines have been maximised in the vicinity of
£50, fines varying between $20 and $240. That has been my
experience, One has to leave it tothe discretion of a judge
whether he is going to impose a maximum penalityof seven
years on a person who has committed perjury or whether
he is merely goingto convict, reprimand and discharge that
person. It is not for the Legislature to dictate to the judge
the circumstances of caseswhich may arise, because cases,
like politicians, can be distinguished on some of the finer
points and some of the cruder pointsaswell, and there are
no two cases which are in consimili casu in everything is
not equal in all respects, like the geometry of that famous
Whig, Mr. Steven Leacock ‘‘there are no two cases which
are equal in all respects.”” Therefore one has to leave a
large amount of discretion for the judge to say what kind of
punishment should be visited upon the offender according
to the circumstances of the case. All that we have done is
to impose a maximum to put @ limit on his discretion; the
actual quantum of the fine or the punishment which is

actually imposed is one which must always remainwith the
trial judge, and it would be, to use the phrase of an eminent
legal luminary in Trinidad who is a friend of mine, mon-
strously inept for us at this stagetotry to fetter that dis-
cretion.

5.20 p.m.

1 beg to move that this Billbe now read a second time.

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

On motion of Hon, E, W, BARROW, seconded by Hon,
C. E, TALMA, Mr, SPEAKER left the Chair and the House
went into Committee on the Bill, Mr, BATSON in the Chair,

Clause 1 was called and passed,
Clause 2 was called and passed,

Clause 3 was called,

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: I beg to move that Clause 3
stand part.

Hon. C, E. TALMA: I beg to second that.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, theHon. Premier made
a statement but it is not clear or logical to me. When I
raised the question about the fine, the Premier’'s answer
was that they are not going to fetter the position of justice
by stating what the fine should be.l do not agree with that.
For him to say that and for him to put judges on a plane
which you cannot say anything to a Court, then, for that
reason you need not say what the maximum punishment
should be.l donot seethe logicin his statement. Of course,
lawyers have a peculiar way of talking about common law
and the statute law and they talk as if the common law in
Great Britain is applicable to theworld. They talk as if the
world is governed by British law,

What is the use of telling methatbecause the common
law of Great Britain does not specify a fine and it is not the
law now to stipulate a fine that we should not stipulate the
fine? What is wrong in passing a statute law to say what the
limit of the fine should be justasyou say what is the limit
of the term imprisonment should be? We are passing by
statute what the House of Assembly thinks. England is not
passing this, Jamaica is not passing this. Trinidad is not
passing this.

We are saying if a man commits an offence he shall be
sentenced to a term of imprisonment not exceeding seven
years. Why say seven years and yet you say that we cannot
say what the limit of the fine shouldbe? Are you fettering a
judge to say that? You say what is the limit of the term of
imprisonment but you say that youcannot stipulate the fine.
You do not meanto say thatany Lord Lawson or any lawyer
will tell you that you are going to fetter the law by saying
that. If we in here tonight decide thatwe should put in a fine
not exceeding so much, how canany judge say that he is not
in a position to administer the law by our doing that. You
tell me that a judge would notbe able to administer the law
if youputina maximum fine, We can put in a maximum fine
and ] say that if any judge does not like it, he can resign.
You say seven years and yousay thatthat is the maxfmum.
Why not say 45 years? Do nottellus that we cannot pass a
law saying what should be the maximum fine.

I am not dealing with the point with which the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph dealtbecausel agree that if
a man makes a false statement he should be punished. The
hon. senior member for St. Andrew talkedabout Ananias and
Sapphira. Bring us a little nearer home. Donot carry us to
the days of Moses. 1 want tocomea little nearer home and
be a little more humane about our treatment.1 hear an hon.
member saying that a false statement can cause a man's
neck to be broken.

Why should a judge have the full scope of saying what
the fine should be and you say that there i8 no maximum
fine stipulated for the other offences? I do not know if the
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lawyers feel that you should put in the Act a limit to the
term of imprisonment because you do notwanta person to
take away your liberty forever. As 1 have said, an hon.
member said that a false statement cancausea man’s neck
to be broken. Someone makes a false statement which
causes a person to go to the gallows and you say the limit
to that is seven years. That person if indicted and goes to
prison can come out and lie again in such a manner as to
cause somebody else to go to the gallows.

We want to know what is the limit of the fine. Is it
$1,000; $1/2 million? There isno pointyour telling me that
the judge can have his discretion and that you are not
interfering with his discretion. I do not subscribe to these
what ] would call mosaic ideas that because the common
law in England does not say the fine that we cannot say the
fine.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, 1 am sorry that the
Hon. Premier is notinhis place,l want this matter cleared
up. If you take this section, it merely deals with a Superior
Court because it speaks of an indictment which means that
it 1s a case which is before a judge.] am going to agree
with the mover of the Bill that this has always been the
custom but I say this. ] have had some experience in this
matter. I have seen a case of perjury where a magistrate
felt that it was a case which could cause the person to go
to prison S0 he sent the case on to the Assizes because he
felt on the evidence that the Grand Jury would let the man

80.
5.30 p.m.

The hon. member remembers that well.Itistherefore
such custom and tradition in Barbados and it may be the
usage and practice in England that youdo not put in the maxi-
mum fine, ] sharethe sentiments of the hon. senior member
for St. Peter. Are you asking meto say: ‘‘Yes, 1 am so out-
rageous as to pass a Bill like this to say that magistrates
both inferior and superior should have the same power?”’
You have some people who may steal something for 15
cents, and a magistrate will impose a fine of $200.1 am
asking that this Section be postponed. It may be that the
Hon. Minister of Agriculture can tell me what 1 am asking
aboyt. This is an amendment to the Perjury Act. You can
commit a false oath which will not be perjury.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: This isnotanamendment to the
Perjury Act. If the hon. member looksatthe first Schedule
of the Bill he will see that the Prosecution of Perjury
Act, 1890-1, is being repealed together with nine or ten
other enactments. This is a new Perjury Actalong the lines
of the 1911 Perjury Act of the United Kingdom. Perjury
used to be a summary offence, an offence prosecuted in a
magistrate’s court. It is no longertobean offence triable
by a magistrate at all; the magistrate can only hear the
evidence in a summary way. Under this Bill a person can
be sent to jail for a period of seven years and be fined or
the judge can convict, reprimand and discharge him; the
judge can decide to let that person go. You certainly have
a better chance under a trial by indictment than you had
before a magistrate where there was no option of a fine at
all. I should like to stress, for the benefit of the hon. senior
member for the City, that we arenotamending the Perjury
Act of 1890; we are repealingthat Actaltogether and bring-
ing the Act into line with legislation obtaining in the United
Kingdom.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Then no longer can a person be tried
before a magistrate for the offence of perjury; but before a
Magistrate he has the option of the case being sent to the
jury. However, I must share the sentiments which have been
expressed by the hon. senior member for St. Peter that
everything which is done in England cannot be done in the
colonies. There is nothing wrong if this Chamber decides
that if we can limit the term of imprisonment to a term of
seven years we can also limit the amount of the fine. We
have had the appointment of judges dependent upon political
appointments. Let us take the la st Federation; the Chief jus-
tice of the Federation depended upona political appointment
which meant that the Prime Minister could do what he
liked. If a judge has political leanings in one way or the
other, what is to prevent anything from happening? if we
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can say that we cannot exceed this period of seven years
then we ought to be able also to say that we cannot exceed
a fine of $1,000. Human nature being what it is, if a judge
depends upon a political appointment he will lean to that
side. 1 therefore feel if that we should limit the term of
imprisonment there is nothing wrong in saying that the
maximum fine should be $1,000.

In other words, this is a small country; everybody
knows each other in the West Indies. There are those of us
in this Chamber who have implicit faithinthe administra-
tion of British Justice but we should certainly protect the
people of this country in seeing that when we enact this
legislation and say that a superior judge canonly sentence
a person to seven years, we should also be able to limit
the fine to one of $1,000.

Some hon. member has made some remarkabout some
political intrigue but on the question of this fine, I share
the views of the last speaker that this section should be
amended. ] am suggesting that this section be amended by
the insertion of the words ‘‘not exceeding one thousand
dollars’’ after the word *‘fine’’ in the penultimate line of
sub-section (1) of this section. For the reasons whichl
have given] therefore beg to make that motion.

5.40 p.m.

1 am in favour of both because the judge should have
that power to fine not exceeding $1,000, I agree to putting
in “‘or to both such imprisonment and fine.’' | see nothing
wrong with that.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, 1 beg to secondthat. |
go further. ] have enough strengthin my argument from the
reading of Statute Law in England. The reason why ] am
in the Trade Union is because people were sent to prison
for doing nothing. Judges were made judges by the aris-
tocracy and they sent people to prison. When people talk
about English jurisprudence and the sanctity of British
law, they must remember that men went to gaol in Britain
for doing nothing and they had to pass statute law to limit
the harshness of judges. In the colonies it is worse, We
are reaching a stage where we have toevolve our own laws
around the people with whom we deal. I agree with the hon.
senior member for the City that you get these lawyers
living in the clouds and only looking in law books when
they come to mete out punishment. When a person carries
away a breadfruit worth six cents they want to fine him
$50, or if a man rides a bicycle without a light, the fine is
so heavy that he would have to sell the bicycle to pay the
fine. A man may ride a bicycle across Drax Hall cartroad
and a policeman comes from the canes and reports him
for riding without a light and he is fined $25. On the other
hand a man parks a motor car half way in the road for
fourteen days, nobody moves the car and you have to go
around another road, and yet nothing happens.

Mr. Chairman, 1 would be the last man to encourage
people to be lawless and to break the law or to be indif-
ferent in any respect to law and order, 1 respect law and
order and 1 respect the Courts, butthisis politics. We are
not asking anybody to break the law or to commit perjury,
but what we do say is that we are passing a statute law
here today, and we want to know what is wrong with giving
the judge the discretion of imposing $1,000. Do you intend
that the 'sky should be the judge’s limit? The hon. member
has said that we are reaching the stage of political
Attorneys General; this Government now can appointa poli~
tical Attorney General if it so pleases under our constitu-
tion and the Attorney General's office is now vacant. }
was charged, though not criminally, for some bogus busi~
ness with election returns, and that was because there was
a difference of political persuasion. Some of these cases
will be cases that originate from a magistrate. Do not
think they are sending you up to the judge because another
section says ‘‘where a Judge, a magistrate ora coroner'’,
that is to say, if you go before a magistrate and he deter-
mines that you have committed perjury, and he brings an
indictable case against you, the magistrate is going to
determine that you should be charged for perjury. If you
go before a coroner and he decides to bring a case, you
are charged indictably and go before the Supreme Court.
The Premier said that not many cases are brought, and




1003

that is the whole essence of it. Sometimes you do not get
a case for 25 or 50 years, but it is convenient because it
suits the person you are bringing a case against, | really
cannot understand the logic of the law where in one breath
you can say it is common law and in another breath it is
statute law. What is the sanctity of common law as com~
pared with statute law which puts youbefore the same man?
You can pass a Statute law saying that certain cases are
indictable cases as we are now doing. We are passing a
law which says that a case which used to go before a
magistrate must now go before the Supreme Court. Law-
yers passed these things before. What I do not understand
with lawyers is that one lawyer will tell you that if you
take up something, you are right, or if you take up some-
thing in your left hand, you are wrong, The judge is a
lawyer and when two lawyers go before him, he decides
one is wrong. You do not say after one has lost his case
that he is no longer a lawyer because he advised the man
wrongly, but if another man does something wrong, you say
he does not know what he is doing. My idea is that you
should scrap the law, because if they are arguing about what
they learn or go before a lawyer and appeal from his
decision and decides to go further, iftherewere 89 courts,
they would go tothe 89th because they are not satisfied with
the interpretation which the Courts gave in the case, and
they are all lawyers trained in the same system of law.

Mr. Chairman, this is politics and as a politician we
are passing statute law to protect and deal with people whom
we serve, and it {s not for the judges to tell us that we
should put the maximum fine, It is for him to interpret
what we pass. 1 do not understand how a magistrate could
deal with perjury before and now we are taking it out and
doing it this way today. The Hon. Premier could not get
this done by common law, therefore if we are doing it in
the House of Assembly, what is wrongwith us in the House
of Assembly saying this is really what should be done.
There is this slavish idea that because under common law
you did not give the judge the rightto fine in these circum-
stances, we cannot now say what the fine should be. Let
us take a case, Mr. Chairman, in which a man told lies
about marriage, a case of bigamy.ltis one of those foolish
things that men and women do. You have bogus laws
where the Statute of Limitation applies to a man who owes
you money or lives in your place. Why doesn't the Statute
of Limitation apply when a woman walks away from your
house for 15 years? 1 am revolutionary about this Marriage
Act. 1 am a peaceful married man for the last 23 years,
but everybody is not as lucky as 1 am and} do not think
that my luck is spread to everybody, andl do not see why
sometimes this weight that hangs around a man’s neck
cannot be relieved. If a person wants to go about his busi-
ness, let him go. It should be like Africa where under
such circumstances you can go and choose another. That
is how I look upon itandwhena man wants to marry again,
he should be able to finish with his first wife and start
again, and if he has children to support let him support
them. Are you going to kill a man for that? Sometimes a
man would like to get out of a certain marriage to get
relief or because he may want to get married again,
and | do not feel that the Statute of Limitation shouldapply.

Mr. Chairman, I agree with the Hon. Premier. We
are not suggesting that you should tell the judge to give a
man a day, five years or six years. You have increased
the term to seven years, but the judge can give a day or
reprimand and discharge; but what seems to us strange
is that you do not have in this Perjury Act the limit of the
fine. The maximum may be $1,000 or ten cents, but it
would not prevent the magistrate or judge from putting on
one day and $1,000 or one day and $10.

Hon. E, W, BARROW: Mr, Chairman,l will just explain
again for the benefit of the hon. memberswhohave spoken
on this Clause in the Committee stage that there is a su-
perior court, the Court of Records and the Court of
Summary Jurisdiction under the Police Magistrates’ Act.
There was a financial limit on the type of case that a
magistrate could try, let us say, under the 1868~2 Act,
sections 40 and 41 whichis the MaliclouslInjury to Property
Act,

5.50 p.m.

If you maliciously damage another man's property and
the extent of the damage was below £5, then 8 magistrate
would try the case. If the damage was above £5, then it
would be tried by a judge.

There is no limit to the fine whicha judge can impose
and I read out a list of the most serious criminal offences.
One of those offences is that of unlawful carnal knowledge,
There is no fine under that, The Court has its discretion
to send you to jail or to impose a fine or to send you to
jail and impose a fine also, Let ustake the case of perjury.
As 1 explained in the second reading of the Bill. In the
prosecution of perjury under the Act, the case can be tried
by a magistrate and there was a limit to the amount of
imprisonment a magistrate can impose and thereisno op~
tion of a fine at all. In every case of summary trial there
is a limit to a magistrate’s discretion but there is no limit
to a Court at all on criminal offences especially those
offences committed under the common law. Therefore,
you will get this anomaly if you follow the advice and the
suggestion made by the hon. senior member for the City
and the hon, senior member for St. Peter. You will be able
to prosecute a person for perjury under the statute law
and there will be a limit on the amount of fine which a
judge can impose if the jury returns a verdict of guilty
whereas under common law, there is no limit on the fine
which a judge can impose. You can see clearly that you
could not have two different scales for penalties or punish-
ments, There is good reason a draftsman sets out the
provisions of the Bill in the way he sets it out. If we did
not have some kind of rule, if we did not have some tradj-
tions and if we had to dot the *‘i’s’’ and cross the *'t's"’,
and Courts had no discretion to exercise then } am afraid,
the whole machinery of justice in Barbados or any part of
the Commonwealth would come to a standstill. Being myself
not necessarily a stickler to authority and tradition, 1
advise hon. members that it is in the best interest of the
community to let the clause remain as it is, although you
do not have to accept my advice, but] must point out if the
hon. member insists on proceeding with the amendment, he
would be placing the law in a very awkward position. It
would mean that we will have to passa special bill making
common law inoperative because you will find two different
scales of perjury and still say to the Attorney General if
he brings it under the Common law, '

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, I do notthinkwe have to
go as far or need to be worried about this. This is tradi-
ton of over 2,000 years but we are just in a little parlia~
ment of our own. We have put a ceiling of seven years but
we are expected to leave open the ceiling of the fine. The
very reason that the draftsman allocated a period not ex-
ceeding seven years to the ceiling of the term of impri-
sonment is not because he wants to curtail the discretion
of the judge, therefore if we of the opposition put a ceiling
of $1,000 to the amount of the fine that cannot mean that
we want to curtail the discretion of a judge and that must
be our ruling. We are at least expected to exercise some
sort of discretion,

1 can see the Hon. Premier’s point of view, Of course
I am not happy about the ceiling of seven years. 1 know you
can make it seven years and the judge using his discretion
can give you six months. I do not think any Chief judge
would be hinderedin using his discretionif you put a ceiling
of seven years and a ceiling of $1,000 nor do I think it is
more than what the Hon. Premier can give way to.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr, Chairman, we are agreed as to
the amendment of seven years but because of the ex-
periences in this matter which 1 have seen so often over
the past years, I will counsel hon. members to bear this
carefully in mind.1n the majority of cases where you appear
before a magistrate, perjury isa case inwhich the average
citizen can bring. It is a very simple thing which we bave
noticed and from my ‘experience, and barristers will also
tell you, very often the very people who are charged with
perjury were telling the truth, but people were able to
bring a charge against them of perjury because other peo~
ple ganged up against them to prove what they were saying
was untrue. Very often, the statement for which he was
charged for perjury and which he made was relevant
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though it proved to be untrue. That has happened very often.
1 have been through the days of the Hutchinson — Kinch
cases. Very often, nine cases out of ten, the person who
was charged for perjury eventually was the person telling
the truth but witnesses on the other side ganged up against
him, what you would say ganged up to work him out.

Sir, perjury is not an offence for which a magistrate
has to direct a police to bring. Perjuryis an offence which
can come about if a case is brought against someone and
you feel a witness deliberately told an untruth, you go in
and bring a charge against him of perjury, As a matter of
fact, 1 have seen so often where a magistrate on a case of
perjury being brought against a person sendingthecase on
to Sessions hecause he feels that the man could get off
before a Grand Jury. Of course, you do not have a Grand
Jury at Assizes now.

Sir, we are willing to agree over here. What | fear is
this, while you can limit the period to seven years you
cannot limit the amount of the fine,

6.00 p.m.

There are certain changes which we anticipate taking
place in the West Indiestoday.] have been in public life for
some years; ] have seen some spiteful, wicked, malicious,
lying characters already and if they had the ability to ap~
point magistrates, some of uswould be locked up for years.
They would stop at nothing because youhadthe guts to op-~
pose them. The Government has the ability to pass this
Section as it is, but I thinkthatwe should put a limit to the
fine. | cannot pass this Section like this today.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr, Chairman, I am wondering if the
legal aspect of our Hves isbeing made modern, The judges
are living in the world with usandlaws are changed in or-
der to suit the circumstances., The Premier is bringing
down or has brought down a change of a law today. The
Government saw the need for this change. We are not
determnining what perjury is but we are dealing with it
in a different way, Why arewe dealingwith it in a different
way? It is because that in this year 1963 you have seen the
necessity for treating perjury in a way different from the
way in which the law dealt with this offence years ago. The
common law practice is that you do not tell a judge how
much tofine a personinanindictable case; however, this is
a particular case which you are making an indictable one.
What is wrong in saying whatthe amount of fine should be?
There are some of these thingsin respect of which if a case
is brought and the person is found guilty, I am suggesting
that the court would not go wrong. For instance, a woman
makes a false statement about the birth of her child; she
sajd that she had no child but in truth and in fact she did
have a child. We know that a magistrate or a judge would
not send that woman to prison for seven years.lItis a
question of looking atthesethingsinaway in which you can
use your reason. We, who are politicians and are passing
laws, must think of the people for whom we are passing these
laws and if you are not taking into consideration all their
{idiosyncrasies then you are not dealing with the situaton

properly.

In this case, I do not see that you cannot put a limit
to the fine and, asfaras] am concerned, 1 have discharged
my conscience. 1 will not hold on or be wedded to anything
which has been passedforany number of years ago because
if I see that a change is needed] will vote for a change.
The law will have to be changed to suit the place in which
we are living. People in Barbados use bad language as a
means of emphasis. Every time thatamantells you a com-
mon place vulgarism do you tell him that you will hang him
for that? What are you going to do with people who use the
ordinary ‘‘pips’’'? People tell you the sort of cricket that
was played last night. A man willuse an expression to tell
you how England played last night against Australiaand do
you mean to say that a policemanmustarrest him and take
him to the courts for that? We have the lawyer and the
politician and the two people cannot work, Asa lawyer you
see yourself in the courts interpreting the law, but as a
politician you see ordinary people being dragged before
the courts and we want to do somethingin order to protect
them.

The question that the words proposed to be inserted
stand part of the Bill was put and resolved in the negative,
the Committee dividing as follows:

AYES:Messrs, WAL COTT, HOL DER, SMITH, MIL LER,
LYNCH, GODDARD and MOTTLEY - 7,

NOES: Hon’bles E, W. BARROW, W. A, CRAWFORD,
C. E, TALMA, G, G. FERGUSSON, A, DaC, EDWARDS,
Messrs, CORBIN, WEEKES, LOWE and YEARWOOD -9,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The question has been decidedin the
negative, seven hon. members voting ‘‘Ayes'’ and nine hon,
members voting **No'’. | declare that the *‘Noes’’ have it.
The question now is that Clause 3 stand part of the Bill.
Hon. members in favour of that will please say ‘‘Aye’’,
those against will please say‘'No''.1 think that the '*Ayes”’
have it,

Clauses 4 and 5 were called and passed,

6.10 p.m.

Clause 6 was called ond passed,

Clause 7 was called,

Hon. W. A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Chairman, I begto move
that Clause 7 stand part.

Hon. C, E. TALMA: | beg to second that.

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Chaiz;man, in Clause 71 would like
to propose an amendment here for the following reasons.
Clause 7 reads as follows;~

7. 1f any person knowingly and wilfully makes(otherwise
than an oath) a statement false in a material particular,
and the statement iS made -

(a) in a statutory declaration; or

(b) inanabstract, account, balance sheet, book, cer-
tificate, declaration, entry, estimate, inventory,
notice, report, return or other document which he
is authorised or required to make, attest, or
verify, by any Act for the time being in force in
the Island; or :

(c) in any oral declaration ororalanswerwhichhe is
required to make by, under, or in pursuance of
any Act for the time being in force in the Island,

he shall be guilty of a misdemeanour and shall be liable on
conviction thereof on indictment, to imprisonment, with or
without hard labour, for a term not exceeding two years
or to a fine or to both such imprisonment and fine.

1 am thinking of a case, Sir, where a nation might be at
war, and as you know, Sir, from time immemorial, people
who had not reached the statutory age to go to war had made
false declarations and had eventually been honouredby the
nation for going to fight by saying that they were 18 years
when perhaps they were only 16 or 17 years. By this pro~
vision they would in this 1sland be liable to two years in
prison. I am suggesting some such phrase as‘‘if any person
knowingly and wilfully for his own material benefit’’, which
would then make a difference between people whowent and
told vicious lies for the purpose of monetary gain, and other
people who might be imbuedwith patriotic fire going to fight
in one of Her Majesty's services. It is true the person
could be lying astohisage, butit has always been done and
1 daresay itwill always be done, because youngsters as you
know, Sir, are adventurous and many of them desire to join
tighting forces in times of war atanage when they had not
yet reached statutory provision.

1 am therefore moving that the words *’ for his or her
material benefit'’ be inserted after the word ‘‘wilfully’’.

e — = e
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Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, 1 should like to point out
to the Premier that in modern legislation the term *‘hard
labour’’ is never used, and the whole idea aback of it al-
though you are punishing the person for the offence, is that
the very moment he is sent to prison, reform begins. The
Minister of Social Services can read thatinthe files of the
last Government, You can send a man to prison and al-
though it {s set out in the law, he may be totally unfit to do
hard labour. In modern legislation, you senda man o pri-
son and the Superintendent decideswhether or nothe should
be sent to the quarries or put in the labour force or what
have you, but you never state ‘‘with hard labour”.1 am
wondering whether the Government would be willing to omit
those words. Those words have been removed from legisla-
tion all over the world, because the manmay be ill and may
only be able to support his weighton his legs. I am unhappy
as to why these words should be in this legislation since
they have been removed from all the old Acts.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, with regard to the point
which the hon. junior member for Bridgetown raised in
Clause 7, 1 am glad that the Minister of Social Services
has come back in, because earlier] raisedthis same point.
This applies to passports, andas] saidearlier today, there
are instances now where the law doesnotapply and people
go and get passports. People make up their own bogus
arrangements and laws here and make it difficult for people
to get passports, and he knows of a case that is currently
being dealt with, Thatisa serious matter, we know , but you
get cases where somebody wantsa passportandwill go and
say he is older than he is. Some people say they are 21
when they have not reached their 21st birthday, but they
have passed their 20th birthday. They say they are 21 in
order to get these things done for which they would be re~
garded as minors. You do not want to have such persons
being hauled before the Court. One of the problems about
this as an indictable case when people goto Sessions is that
it is always felt that the Magistrate’s Court is one thing,
but as soon as you go to Sessions, you hear ‘‘she has been
turned down for Sessions’’; so she is buried now, and you
do not want this, Whilstit givescertain freedom, it creates
certain biots on people, andl would like to say that the hon,
junior member for Bridgetown went tc the extreme.

1 am a funny man, Mr. Chairman. Maybe I am not
patriotic, but if a man wants to leave here and go to Ger-
many to shoot somebody and he feels he should tell a lie, I
would send him along fast enough; 1 wouldnot stop him. 1 am
not that warlike person to take up arms and put on my
shoulder to go even behind Pelican Island when it was
there, and if 1 had a son who was ever so foolish that he
could not find something better than wanting to shoot some-
body, that would be his business, andifl could stop feeding
him, 1 would do so and let the people for whom he is fight~

- ing feed him forever. The hon. member has brought this
extreme case of people who wantto serveKing and country
and of people telling a lie to getto America to work, People
went during the last war andtold liesin order to get to the
United States, but today they have houses by telling a lie,
not that they went and stole something. They lied in other
people’s names and went to America and came back. Do
you know the number of people who left this Island during
the war years to get a job in the United States by using
wrong names? 1f you had to sendthe people who told lies to
gaol, it would be fuller than the United States. Do you know
the number of lies people tell every day to get a job? Even
sometimes people go and borrow a piece of change and use
the lie that they are comingbackatthe end of the month, but
the end of the month never comes.

These are some of the things we see happening, Mr.
Chairman, and we hope that our fearscanbe allayed. These
things should never take place, but they are daily occurren-
ces and now you are changing the law, we ask you to glve
these consideration. 1 do come across them, andas] said,
1 have a case before me in which somebody is meeting
difficulty in getting a passportin the truthful normal manner,
Somebody hears of this problem whenyoutoto get a pass-
port and you tell the truth; sohetells a lie in order to es-
cape some of these things. I donot know what would happen
to some of us if wewere punishedfor every lie we told, Ve
would have died a thousand times.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, what ] am worried
about myself is a case which wehave had, and when 1 draw
this to the attention of the Government, they would see how
difficult this canbe.] think the Hon, Minister of Agriculture
can testify to this.

6.20 p.m.

On the floor of this House, when 1 was much younger
and stronger, when the first dozen girls had to go to Eng-
land, I took the task of speaking very strongly because a
girl from Silver Sands swore to an afffdavit that she was
older than what she was and the Social Welfare Officer at
that time instructed the police to prosecute her,Her father
had to sell his jackassandcartand some of everything else
in order to get her off. Hundreds of people in this country,
weekly and monthly, do that sort of thing. Young girls swear
that they are older than whattheyarein order to get out of
this country to make a living. As the hon. senior member
for St. Peter has said, people want passports for everything.
They want to get to England. Inthis particular case which
1 mentioned, when the Resolution come before thisHouse —
and | have never forgotten the cruelty of it — the innuendo
of it was that they came for $6,000 for the purpose of
bringing these girls back from Englandand the now Honour-
able Minister of Trade brought to the notice of this House
that there were so many vacancies in England at that mo-
ment that it was not necessary to bring them back. A girl
who had gone to St. Michael’sGirls’ School was prosecuted
by a Government official just for swearing to an affidavit
that she was a year olderthan she was. You must not speak
ill of the dead but, what didthe then presiding judge express
in that matter? The girl rather than remain in Barbados
without anything to do, with just a poor, humble, peasant
father to look to for support just wanted to go out to Eng-
land to work to support herself. She madea false declara-
tion as to her age. ]am sure everyone of us in here would
turn our faces on that.

Sir, 1 have much pleasure in seconding the motion by
the hon. junior member for St. Peter. What happened in
that particular case? The then judge exercisedhis discre-
tion and treated it as a misdemeanour but the outcome of
it all was that the father had lost money because he had to
pay a lawyer and he had to sacrifice everything in order
to get his daughter off. That is why | feel in this matter
you should be more considerate,

Let us face facts. In this modern world, as conditions
are in Barbados, everyday, every Minister is faced with
the problem of people asking him about getting out of the
country. I can understand somebody making a false state-
ment before a Commission of Enquiry and your charging
them but 1 cannot quite understand your charging somebody
for saying ‘‘I am nineteen years of age’’ when they know
they are only eighteen. Youare seventeen years of age. You
want to serve in Her Majesty’'s services as a soldier. You
cannot be enlisted before you are eighteenyears. You know
that. Because you feel big for your age and you want to
serve you say, you are eighteen. Youcanbe prosecuted for
that.

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Chairman, I would like hon. members
to realisethatifa mantelisa lie whether it is a lie to make
him a king, whetheritisa lie to help him out of the country,
that any kind of lies is dangerous, and if we do not train
a child from its youth thatit should never tell lies, when it
grows to manhood or womanhood it will continue to tell les.

We should preach to the people thata lie is dangerous
whether it is big or small. Whether it is big, it is a lie;
whether it is little, it is a lie. A lie is a lie and ] agree to
any law which is made to punish a person for telling a lie
whether it is little or big or whether the person charged
happens to be my child or your child.

We should teach the people not to tell lies, and we
should not encourage others in any way to tell lies. I want
all politicians from henceforth to preach the truthto people
and by so doing we will gain control of the people in a better
manner.

This is not vain politics. There is no smoothing out of a
lie. A lie isaliewhetheryoutell it in high places or in low
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places, whether you speak it in public orin a corner.1 am
against any lie and] will pass sentence on anyone for telling
1 lie because a lie can cause peopleto lose their lives and
it can cause them to make sacrifices. It can even cause
them to go to hell. 1 am warning all politicians to speak
the truth and preach the truth and ask the people to speak
the truth.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, ] just got upto say thatl
wonder if the hon. senior member for St. Andrew would
agree to an amendment to let us exempt politicians from
this Bill. 1 know the hon. member talked already about a
donkey speaking to him. The hon. member got up on a plat-
form and said that he took a donkey and cart and put it on
his lorry one time and the donkey was so grateful that it
began to talk and said ‘'Homie, I thankyou'’. When the hon.
member said that, the donkey showed gratitude by talking
to him, would he be lying?

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Chairman,] rise ona point of order.
1 have learnt that an ass can speak words just as plain as
you or me and the ass did speak to me.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Therefore, the hon. member would
agree with me. 1 do not want to take the hon. member’s
mind backto a Biblical quotation. Anyway, whatl do say and
1 am a realist, 1 donot believein telling people that any lie
is a lie, Therefore, if you had to tell a lie to save your
mother from jail, you are telling me thatyou would not do
80. Whom do you think would believe you?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member must address the
Chair, not the hon. senior member for St. Andrew.

Mr. MOTTLEY: The hon. members wants hon. mem-
bers to understand thatthey mustnottella lie at all. There
are some times when there is something which is called
a '*white lie'’,

6.30 p.m.

1 am a realist and I face facts in Barbados as ] see
them. People make misstatements in trying to get away
by raising their ages. When the hon. member talks about
material gain he is just putting it mildly, and 1 do not see
that there is anything wrong in making thatinsertion which
he has proposed. I watch people everydayand] say to my=-
self; ‘“Thatis the reason why young men go to war’’. People
atthe age of 17 or 18 years come to you and ask you for a
food ticket and if you had a war breaking out, those are the
kind of people who would go to war. They really do not go
to war for the purpose of serving any king or country; some
of them go to war because they want something to do. What
percentage of people looking like me wouldgoto serve their
King and country? 1 say that they go out on adventure.

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Chairman, 1 am surprised that hon.
members of this House should be sonaiveas to think that a
lie is a lie. 1 should crave the indulgence of the House in
order to show where lies have tobe told. If, for instance, in
the month of June some businessman had asked about
rumours about the tax going up on rum, what reply would
the Hon. Premier give?

Hon. E. W, BARROW: On a point of order. 1 would say
that it is none of his damned business.

Mr. LYNCH: That would still be a sort of negative
statement. There are times when lies have to be told. Let
us say that there isanaccident, thata woman and her child
were travelling by bus, the childis killed and the woman is
very seriously injured. The woman recovers consciousness
on the next day and she askes about her child, When she
asks the doctor if the child is alive and the doctor were to
say that the child has been killed would it not be that the
shock would be too great for the woman? Let us assume
that you are standing and a woman runs past you in full
flight; a man comes up with a cutlass and asks you where
did the woman go? Are you going totell the man where the
woman went or would you send him in the wrong direction?
Therefore ] say that a lie is not a lie.

Mr. Chairman, I am not askinganybody to condone any

——wrongdoing; all 1 am saying is thatthewords: ‘' For his or
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her material benefit’’, should be inserted after-the words
‘‘and wilfully"' occurring in the first line of this Clause.
When a person is impelled to lie for reasons other than his
own material gain, I am saying that the punishment should
not be as great as when the person wilfully tells a lie fn
order to do injury to somebody else. That is the provision
for which 1 am asking,

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, 1 do not know if we are
using avoirdupois measurements. What did the psaimist
David mean when he said that all men are liars? We are
dealing with perjury and therefore let us be very careful
about this matter. 1 am asking what didthe Psalmist mean
when he said that all men are liars?

Mr. CORBIN: On a point of order. The Psalmist David
said that all men are liars but he never told anyone to tell
lies.

Mr. MOTTLEY: We are not telling anybody totell lies.
If I toldyouthatyouarea liar 1 would have to give a reason
for that.

Mr. MILLER: The hon. member has not given sufficient
thought to this matter.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 should like to inform the hon. mem-
ber that there is a motion before the Committee right now.

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Chairman, we are now in Committee
and it is your job to sit and listen to the debate even if it
goes on all day and all night. The hon. member is disturb-
ing this Committee about lies and perjury (ASIDES) At no
time did we say that the school meals service would be
free and there is a lot of censure about that. We accept the
statement that all men are liars.

The question that the words proposed to be inserted
stand part of the Bill was put and resolvedin the negative,
the Committee dividing as follows:—

NOES: Messrs, HOLDER, SMITH, MILLER, LYNCH
and MOTTLEY ~ 5.

NOES: Hon’bles E, W, BARROW, W. A, CRAWFORD,
C. E, TALMA, G. G, FERGUSSON, A. DaC EDWARDS,
Messrs, CORBIN, WEEKES and YEARWOOD -~ 8,

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The question has been decidedinthe
negative, five hon. members voting ‘'Aye’’, and eight hon.
members voting ‘‘No’’, 1 now declare that the ‘Noes'’,
have it, The questionnow isthat Clause 7 stand part of the
Bill. Hon. members infavour of that will please say “‘Aye’’,
those against will please say ‘’No’’. 1 think the ‘Ayes’
have it.

6.40 p.m.

Clauses 8 to 17 inclusive were called and passed,
The Schedule was called and passed,

On the motion of Hon, W. A, CRAWFORD seconded
by Hon, C, E. TALMA, Mr, CHAIRMAN reported the passe-
ing of the Bill in Committee, and Mr, SPEAKER resumed

the Chair and reported accordingly,

On the separate motions of Hon, W, A, CRAWFORD,
seconded in each case by Hon, C, E, TALMA, the Bill
was read a third time and passed,

LEAVE TO SUSPEND STANDING ORDER No. 5

Hon., W, A, CRAW FORD: Mr. Speaker, the next Order of
the Day is Order No. 2, but befare we go on to that, the
Government does not propose todo anything more today
than QOrders Nos. 2 and 4, and I think we might advan-
tageously go on for half an hour to get through these two
things.

1 am therefore going to askfor leaveto suspend Stand-
ing Order No. 5 in orderthatthe Session might not be sus-
pended at 7 o’clock.




1007

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, neither of the members
of my Party has received a copy of Order No. 2, and I was
amazed when we talked about it last night that none of us
had it. 1 can say alsothat the other members of the Opposi-~
tion say they have not got it either. It is none of our fault.
We do not want to hold up the work of the House, but if we
have not got it, we have not got it.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, althoughl cannot see too well
it 13 only today that I askedthe Clerk whether the Bill was
circulated and he said 'yes’’, and the Marshal had to go
and get one for me. I did not receive a copy either,

Hon. W. A, CRAW FORD: Mr. Speaker, if YourHonour
does not mind, we might resolve the question first.

Mr. SPEAKER: TheHon, Leader of the House has asked
for leave to move the Suspension of Standing Order No. §
for this day's meeting, and thatis entirely without prejudice
to what may take place after the Standing Order has been
suspended. If there is no objection, leave will be granted.

There is apparently no objection, and leave is granted.

The Hon. Leader of the House may now move the sus-
pension, leave having been granted,

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER No. 5

Hon. W. A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move
that Standing Order No. 5 be now suspended,

Hon. C, E, TALMA: I beg to second that.

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

Hon. W, A. CRAWFOQORD: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move
that Order No. 2 be the next Order of the Day. This Bill
was given notice of on December 4th.

Mr. SPEAKER: That automatically follows,

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: We presume itwas circulated
a few days after that.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: Mr. Speaker, 1 would just like
to say that | cannot accept thatthis Bill was not circulated.
If hon. members did not receive theirs, that is a different
matter; but it istheir business when they get the Order Pa-
per to procure copies. I took the precaution due to the ur-
gent nature of this Bill tointroduceit on 4th December and
not on the last day of the Adjournment, and at least six
weeks have elapsed and other people recejvedthis Bill long
before Christmas. It is rather strange that some people
should receive their Bills, Usually there is a difference of
& day or two between hon. members receiving their papers,
but there should not be a difference of six weeks between
Officers of the House and other members getting theirs.
Other members have this in their possession and you get
members of the House now saying they have not received
this Bill.

6.50 p.m.

An important measure like this cannot be held up. When
the Government gave notice of thig Bill,] warned hon. mem-
bers then that we were introducting itatthat dme so as to
give them sufficient time to study the Bill because it was
important. We did not send copies of it to them by regis-
tered post, so we cannot prove that they actually received
it when we received ours.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, 1 hope that the Hon.
Premier is not trying to suggestthatwe are trying to shirk
our responsibility. I got up and drew to Your Honour's at-
tention that we have not received this Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER: Are you speaking ona point of order?

Mr. MOTTLEY: Yes. The hon. junior member for
Christ Church said that he noticed itisQOrder No. 2 oa the

—

Order Paper. 1f 1 said that] have not received my copy and
1 turn to him and asked him if he received his and he said
“no’’, then I asked the hon. senior member for St. Michael,
and he said ‘‘no’’, and the members of the other part of the
OPpposition also sald that they did not recejve it, what are
you trying to infer? 1 do my homework. Would 1 come in
and say that I have not received a copy of this Bill when1l
had received one? There should be no inference that some-
body would come in here and say that they did not receive
it when they received it.

This is the third time 1 have had to make this com-
plaint. 1 object most strongly to anybody inferring that1
received a copy of something when 1 said that [ have not
recejved it, 1 have had before to phone Mr. Gittens, the
Government Printer, over a matter like this and he ac-
tually went out of his way when he found out that the Bill
had not gone out by getting into his car and carrying it to
some members.

1 am not saying that it is a fault of somebody in here.
1 am told at one time that the Clerk sends them out and1 am
told at another time that the Head of the Government Prin~
tery sends them out. It must be somebody's fault. Mr.
Speaker, let the Clerk tell you what is the true position.
Sometimes the Clerk tells you that these things are sent
out by the Government Printery. I am not saying that any-
body did it wilfully by not sending copies of this Bill out but
it just can happen over the Christmas season.

{Mr.WALCOTT: (sotto voce) What has happened?)

Mr. MOTTLEY: We are taldng about members re-
ceiving this Bill.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 would say this; 1 received my copy
during last week.

Mr. MILLER: Sir, now you are onthat point, 1 can say
this. 1 have got the folder which contained the copy of that
Bill. It was posted on the l1lth January this year because
the folder is dated lith January andthatis the date when ]
got mine.

Mr. SPEAKER: Standing OrderNo. 391isas regards the
Printing and Circulation of Bills. It reads as follows:~

‘1, The Clerk shall be responsible for the printing
of Bills from the draft handed to him by the member in
charge of the Bill; and before any Bill is printed, he shall
satisfy himself that —

(3)  the Bill is divided into clauses numbered

consecutively;"’
It then says at (2):

‘’As soon as possible after the printing of a Bill, the
Clerk shall circulate a copy to every Member, accom-
panied by a short explanatory statement, if such a state-
ment is provided by the Member in charge of the Bill."

And at (3):

‘‘The Clerk shall as soon as possible cause every
Bill to be printed in the Official Gazette,””

Hon. E, W. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, | mustapologise for
hon. members not receiving copies of this Bill before but
as Minister of Finance, | am notatall satisfied that we are

. getting proper returns from various officers of thisHouse.
There are several offfcers whose jobs are sinecures. 1
would not like to say that the job of the Clerk of the House is
a sinecure but the business of the Government {s being held
up time and time again by the failure of certain people to
perform their duties.

I know exactly what takes place on the printing of a
Bill and sending it out to hon. members. The Clerk of the
House allows the Government Printer to take overthe dis-
patching of Billstohon. membersbutevenif he allows that,
he should have a postal book to show when the Bills and
Order Papers are put in the post by the Government
Printer.

— . — 3
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On a matter of this kind, if we cannot get proper ser-
vice from our employees of this House, we would either
have to cut them out of the Estimates or get other people
to do the job. 1 am having a job of evaluation carried out
because you cannot come in this building during the normal
working hours and find the people who should be here. This
is not a satisfactory state of affairs.

There are big investment housesoverseasandvarious
recent industries which have been waiting for some time on
this Bill and the Income Tax (Amendment) Billwhich I un-~
derstand was only delivered to members today.

I was very particular in having this measure intro-
duced, not at the last meeting of the House, but on the 4th
December, last, so that hon. members wouldhave had suf-
ficient time to peruse it before I introduced it today. 1 am
not feeling pleased over these things and1 hope our feel-
ings would be passed on by Your Honour to other people.

Mr. SPEAKER: What I have heard more than one hon.
member say is that when the House adjourns for a longer
period than a week that the papers should be sent out and
put in the hands of hon. members just as if the House was
adjourned to meet the next week. 1 do not know if hon.
members misplaced their papers during the five week or
so Christmas adjournment but if that is the case, it is
their fault. 1 have had trouble during the last Christmas
season over this same matter and there seems to be the
same difficulty this time.

7.00 p.m.
ORDER POSTPONED

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, in view of what
has transpired we will have to pass on from Order No.2,
but 1 should like to add my condemnation to the remarks
which have been made by the Hon. Premier with respect
to the unsatisfactory manner in which the business of this
House is being conducted. Notice is given of this Bill was
given on the 4th December last year; we came in here to
deal with this Bill today and we had given notice of it over
a month ago. There 18 no excuse whatever for the staff of
the House in not carrying out their duties all this time. 1
beg to move that Order No. 4betaken as the next Order of
the day.

Hon. C, E. TALMA: 1 beg to second that,

The question that Order No, 4 be taken as the next
Order of the Day was put and resolved in the affimative
without division,

PUBLIC HEALTH (REPEAL) BILL

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Minister of Social Services:~ To move
the third reading of a Bill to repeal the Public Health Act,
1908, and the Public Health (Amendment) Act, 1945 (Act
1945-29), This Bill was referred to a Select Committee on
the 28th August, last year and the Report of the Select
Committee was laid on 11th December, last year.

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker, 1 would first
like to move that the Report of the Select Committee ap-
pointed to consider and report on this Bill be adopted by
this House.

Hon. G. G. FERGUSSON: 1 beg to second that.

The question that the Report of the Select Committee
be adopted was put and resolved in the affirmative without
division,

Hon. A, DaC. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker, Il now beg to
move that this Bill be now read a third time.

Hon. G, G, FERGUSSON: 1 beg to second that,

The question that this Bill be now read a third time
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division,

On a similar motion, the Bill was passed,

ORDER POSTPONED

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the Day stands in
the name of the Hon. Minister of Trade, Industry, Labour
and Tourism:- To move the passing of a Resolution to
sanction an Agreement made on the 19th October, 1962, be-
tween the Governor-in-Executive Committee and the Bar-
bados Union Oil Company Limited.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, the considera~
tion of the Public Health Bill concludes the consideration
of Government Business for today,

THE ORDER PAPER

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, in fixing the
Order Paper for the next meeting,I shouldlike hon. mem-
bers of the Opposition to agree tothe resumption on Tues=-
day next, of the debate onthe Resolution relative to the Re-
port of the East Caribbean Federation Conference 1962,
which is Order No. 3 on today's Order Paper. We want to
start next Tuesday's sitting at 12 o’clock noon. The money
Resolution will come first and the other matters will fol-
low seriatim, including, of course, the presentQrderNo. 2
on the current Order Paper.

Mr. SPEAKER: Under the Head ‘'Private Members'
Business'’ does any hon. member wantany item under that
Head moved up?

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, before | ask that these
matters be moved up on the Order Paper, 1 think it would
be appropriate for me to state now that there should be
some method of making provision for refreshments for the
members of the staff of this House. ] heard the Hon.
Premier making a criticism about things being done in this
House and in defence of the Staff of the House 1 do not think
that the Premier and the Government are paying appro-
priate attention to the Members of this Staff. It is a posi-
tive disgrace that members of this Assembly expect to
bring human beings in here and ask them to work for a
stretch of five and & half hours without their being given
the opportunity to get food. Mr. Speaker, it is criminal,
unjust and unfair and I would urge them to go on strike in
protest.

Mr. SPEAKER: I would ask the hon. member to with-
draw the word ‘‘criminal’’.
7.10 p.m.

Mr. WALCOTT: It is criminal to keep a man hungry
and not let him get something in the normal way, and it is
unfair to expect us to sit down continually and hold the
three of them down from half pasttwo until 7 o’clock with-
out having an opportunity to eat food.

Hon. E, W. BARROW: On a point of order, Mr. Speak-
er, 1 definitely deplore and deprecate the hon. member
making statements of this kind. The Standing Orders of the
House which were passed by all of us, including the hon.
senior member for St. Peter during the tenure of office
of the last House, sets the period from 2 o'clock until
7 o’clock and also makes provision......

Mr. WALCOTT: They used to be provided with tea.

Hon. E, W. BARROW: There was no adjournment for
tea, but if the hon. member would let me finish making the
statement, 1 am not bringing inany measure in the financial
year to provide any form of food for any member of this
House or any member of the Staff. 1 will tell you that in
advance, In the Standing Orders of the House right now
there is provision that the Session is to last from 2.30
p.m. until 7 o'clock, and the Speaker without any formal
motion has discretion to let the Premier carry over
until ten minutes after 7 o’clock which is the time now.
What is all this talk about inhumanity and criminality? The
people 1 am referring to work one day a week. The Civil
Service is agitating for a 40-hour week though they now
work 35 hours.

"
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Mr. WALCOTT: That could not be a point of order. He
is replying to what I have said and I have not finished.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: The hon. member madea strong
statement about it being criminal on the part of the Gov-
ernment and 1 must let the public know the facts.

Mr. WALCOTT: You can reply, but you cannot have
that as a point of order, It is nothing 1 have said that you
say 1s incorrect, 1 will explain what 1 have to say.

Mr. SPEAKER: As I understand it, the hon. member
rose on a point of order to point out what the Standing
Orders were. Every member is presumed to know the law,

Hon. E, W. BARROW: The hon. member said we keep
people working here from 2.30 p.m. until 7 o'clock some-
times which {s five and a half hours, but] am saying, Sir,
that the Standing Orders provide for that and we are not
providing any food for them. What dothey do the other five
days of the week?

Mr. WALCOTT: That is not a point of order. We are
not asking anybody to provide food. If you were dealing
with someone other than these, you would not be able to
change conditions of employment that prevailed before and
not make provision for the changed circumstances, When
we had the spreadover from 2.30 p.m. untll 7 o’clock, it was
done because at that time lunch and tea were provided, but
you have come along and changed that because they are
afraid of you and the Government andthey do not know how
to stand up for their own rights. They only grumble outside
and do not know what to do. Youshould not have any House
of Assembly sitting down when you do nothave anything on
the premises for people to use and treat them in the same
way as though you had it. Only a person without any con-
science would think about doing that and try to defend the
indefensible by telling me that | satdownand agreed. | was
against providing food, too, but 1 am notone of those whom
you can come back and say 1 made a statement to the
contrary. } work and provide my own food. 1 am not
pleading for food for the members of the Staff, but what1
am saying is that if we want proper service from the peo-
ple we employ, we have to give them proper conditions, and
it is no proper condition in which you are going to expect
any person as a stenographer to sit down from 2.30 p.m.
until 7 o’clock and you say youare not going to provide any
food, and they have no break in which to get some. What
do you expect from them. Are they machines?If they cannot
defend themselves, | am going to defend them, and1 am
going to defend them on the grounds that we agreed to
change the system in here, and if we meet at 2 o'clock and
you are not providing anything for them, you must have
adjournments at certain points for fifteen minutes or
twenty minutes at Jeast so thattheycanget a break. Do not
think of members of the Chamber, because wecan slip out
as we like, but they cannot leave here as they like.

Mr. Speaker, 1 want to say that it is unfair to them
and now the hon. member wants to tell the public that they
work for one day. How can he say to the public that they
work one day? We come here one day, but they have to
transcribe during the week. 1 do not like this trampling of
people and talking asthough somebody is asking about food.
who could treat you that way? When you were in the Army
did they put you to work without breaks?

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have never been in the Army.

Mr. WALCOTT: I do not like this nonsense. All this
trampling of people must stop. Who else could you do it
to. If you had to deal with me in the Union, do you think
you could do that? What do you think it is? Every time
somebody speaks out on something, you come out with
these outrageous statements as if somebody was standing
at your door begging for something. They are people who
have to work and you have to treat them as proper people,
1 can defend myself and 1 would never come to the position
where you would have to keep me waiting for my meals.
These men are too supine and docile, andthat is what they
get for their docflity. That kind of thing does not work in a
modern community; that is the kind of thing you ge? with

backwoods people, because they are soft. 1 am saying that,
Mr. Speaker, because of the harsh criticism that has been
made against them in the first instance, If you want your
pound of flesh, you must be prepared to give it, but do not
be harsh on them in one breath and not in the other be
willing to offer the facilities they should get.

Mr. Speaker, 1 would give the Premier a little cheap
advice. It would be a good thing if the Premier gets to
understand that he is living in 1963 in an age when we are
dealing with people in this present Century, and as ] said
already, he could as well adapt his mind to present-day
circumstances. You will never ever get the people of this
country or anywhere to go back. You can be ten Premiers
and 49 Ministers, nobody is going to respect you on the
basis of harshness; kindness is the thing you have to deal
with, You have to be kind and kindness has to flow from
your heart; do not think that harshness is going to be the
order of the day. The day for the whip and harshness are
over, and we will break up the whipsif you try to be harsh
with them. The hon. member, Mr. Speaker, flew off about
food, but I am not asking the Government to provide people
with any meals, but what I thought wouid have been an or-
dinary humane thing of agreeing to a break so that the
Staff can get what they want, | think it {s proper that they
should have the facility of getting tea without breaking any
of the rules and not doing the work, and 1 consider that we
should have a break. The reason why 1 say that, Mr.
Speaker, is because the Leader of the House said he pro-
poses to meet at 12 o'clock next Tuesday. Well, if he pro-
poses to meet at 12 o’clock next Tuesday with the debates
that are going on, what 1 would suggest to the Leader of the
House is that he should make certain arrangements in the
House to have certain breaks at certain times. You are
going to sit from 12 o’clock until 2 o'clock and there will
be a break until 2.30 o’clock p.m., but after 2,30 p.m. you
will see that there is going to be no break, andl do not
see that there is anything wrong in havinga break between
the time when we go back to Government Business for 10
minutes or 15 minutes so that the Staff can get a lictle bit
of refreshment, because if youare meetingat 12 o’clock, it
pre-supposes that you will go on untl 7 o’clock. You have
to think in these terms.

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the hon, senior member for St.

. Peter now addressing the Chair?

7.20 p.m.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 am asking that the Resolution which 1
gave notice of today be placed on ItemNo. 2 under Private
Members' Business.

The hon. senjor member for the City has asked me to
give way for a moment and 1 am giving way to him.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, 1 am asking that Item
No. 2 be made Item No. 1.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, what 1 would now ask is
that the Resolution which | gave notice of today with res-
pect to the Hon. Premier’s statement on the European
Common Market be made Item No. 2 and that Item No. 21
standing in my name be Item No. 3 of Private Members’
Business.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Resolution which was given notice
of today has not been printed.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 know that but | am asking that it be
made Item No. 2, and Item No. 21 be made Item No. 3.

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 have been asked by the hon. and
learned senior member for St. James to request that Item
No. 17 be advanced ashigh onthe Order Paper as possible.
Perhaps, that can come next.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, before you put the ques-
tion, the Hon. Leader of the House has given an indication
of what he going to deal with at the next meeting. From
what the Hon. Premier has said, I would like Your Honour
to see to it that the papers which we have not received are
sent to us. There is no point arguing that they were sent
by some Department.
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Mr. SPEAKER: | will investigate that matter personal-
ly.

Mr. MOTTLEY: It is not a matter of investigation, As
far as 1 am concerned, ] am saying that we have not re-
ceived any., The Printery is sending out these things now
and 1 am saying that they have not been sent out. 1 would
like to come in and do my work.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, 1 am asking leave that the
Resolution which 1 gave notice of today be made Item No.
4,

Mr. SPEAKER: That would have to be Item No. 6.

Mr. SMITH: All right, Sir.

Hon. W. A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, before we ad-
journ, 1 should like to correct any misapprehensions which
the remarks of the hon. senior member for St. Peter may
have given rise to. The remarks madeby the Hon. Premier
and myself with regard to theworkdone by the staff of this
Chamber have absolutely nothing to do with the pool of
reporters or stenographers, They have nothing to do with
seeing that members of the House get their documents at
the appropriate time or that the documents are delivered
to the respective people when they should be.

We were making a criticism against the administrative
staff of the House of Assembly soitis completely unfair and
unjustified for the hon. senior member for St. Peter to say,
as he did, that it is criminality to keep people working as
long as we keep them and to expect them to give of their
best.

To begin with, these documents are not sent out on
Tuesdays. The administrative staff comes onTuesdaysand
then it is their businessafter Tuesdayto come and see that
the clerical work is administered properly.lnother words,
1 am not speaking of the reporters or the stenotypists who
type their notes.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, ] rise on a point of
order. 1 do not want to prolong this debate butl make
absolutely no apology for saying what 1 have said. The
Hon. Premier said that he has beentothis House often and
he has not seen the people who should be at work in this
building.

Hon. E, W. BARROW: 1 did not mention which.

Mr. WALCOTT: You did not mention names but you
said you saw nobody.

Hon. E, W. BARROW: 1 did not say that ] expected to
see the reporters or the stenotypists because after finish-
ing their jobs, according to the terms of their job descrip~
tion, those terms do not require their coming here. The
hon. member knows exactly whom 1 mean too. Do you want
me to call names?

Mr. WALCOTT: They, too, are members of this staff,
therefore, I saidwhatl didwhethertheHon. Premier meant
them or not, 1 madethatcriticismandl make the criticism
in defence of these things because 1 feel that something
should be done about the arrangements for the staff.l
want to see instead of making these criticisms that we get
down to the job of making arrangements for the staff.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Sir, whatl am saying is that
the remarks by the hon. senior memberfor St. Peter were
completely out of the context. We were talking of the work
done in here, not the work on Tuesdaysbut the work which
should be done on the other days, Whenever we came to the
conclusion that we would have to go on until after 7,00
o’clock, it has been the practice to have dinner brought in
from outside and I have known from my experience of
occasions on which dinner has been provided for the staff
at the expense of the Hon. Premier himself.

Mr. WALCOTT: We do not want the Hon., Premier to
go in his pocket to do that.

Hon. W. A, CRAWFORD: Nobody wants this debate to
degenerate into a question of providing lunch. We must have
the records straight. I repeat, the remarks of the hon.
member were most imprudent and would serve to make it
difficult to discipline the members of the staff on whom the
condemnation which we made must really fall.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, 1 rise on a point of
order. The hon. member should be the last to say that. ]
have spoken in this House already on the question of not
receiving my papers, 1 am different from members of the
Government. If ] have to come in here and say the Clerk
or the Deputy Clerk should do so and so and should see to
such and such a matter, I am goingto say so because I did
not come in here because the Clerk or the Deputy Clerk
wanted me to come in.

1 am protesting about the statement which the Hon.
Premier made, although what they shoulddoisto carry out
an investigation or ask the Speakertocarry out an investi-
gation, What I am saying in addition to these things is that
1 see a wrong has been done. It is all right for hon. mem-
bers because they can come in here and go out whenever
they want to. The Reporters are afraid to say what are in
their minds and I can say that they have been grumbling and
they are not satisfied about the treatment which they are
getting now. 1 would be the last man to encourage people not
to do their work, 1 have been speaking about these things
in the House of Assembly when other members have been
lukewarm because they had not been affected. They have
been affected today.

7.30 p.m.

We have complained against the last Government about
papers not being laid and some time we have complained
of other things and it has fallen on deaf ears. I am not in
any way attempting to defend the servants of this House
for not doing their work; far from that, ] say if a man is
not capable of doing his work then he should resign.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, the remarks of
the hon. senior member for St. Peter in that context is
entirely out of order. If he wants to bring to the attention
of the House any grievance which he things the Reporters
might have, he can do so; but he should not inject that into
a criticism of justifiable remarks made by the Government
against the manner in which the clerical work of this
House is being done.

Mr. MOTTLEY: As a matter of fact, before we
adjourn......

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Leader of the House has
already replied.

Mr. MOTTLEY: May 1 speak, with your permission,
Sir?

Mr. SPEAKER: 1 am a slave to the Standing Qrder of
this House. Is the hon. member making a point of order?

Mr. MOTTLEY: This is a genuine point of order. I
would just like to clear the airatthis moment. I must face
facts and I look straight at the Clerk of this House and tell
you that he is a sick man and we should let him go on
leave, When I did not see my papers| telephoned the House
and 1 was sorry for that man. 1 am not talking about the
Reporters or anything like that, The Deputy Clerkis a part-
time man, whereas the Clerk is a wholetime man, 1 say
that at no time dol find J can get any answer 1 am saying
that any man in the physical condition of the Clerk of this
House should go on six months’ holiday or he is a dying
man. That is why all of this work is being piled up at the
Government Printery. 1 say that Mr. Cumberbatch, the
Clerk of this House, is a very sick man and he cannot do
the work.

Mr. SPEAKER: I am suggesting to hon. members that
they do not prolong this discussion and particularly give
free medical opinions. Did I understand theHon, Leader of
the House to move that this House do now adjourn until
this day week at 12 o’clock noon? (After a pause)

4————%




Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr, Speaker, ] think ] made The question that this House do now adjourn until
that motion. However, I beg to move that this House d.o now | Tyuesday next, 22nd January, 1963, at 12 o’ clock noon was
adjourn until Tuesday next 22nd January, 1963at12 o'clock | 1us and resolved in the affimmative without division and

Roon. Mr, SPEAKER adjourned the House accordingly,

Hon. C, E, TALMA: 1 beg to second that, 7.37 pom.




