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

PRESENT

His Homour E. L. CARMICHAEL, J.P., (Deputy
Speaker); Mr. L, E. SMITH, J.P.; Mr. F. C. GODDARD;
Hon. J. C. TUDOR, M.A., (Minister of Education); Mr.
J. W. CORBIN; Homn. G. G, FERGUSSON, ({Minister of
Communications, Works and Housing); Mr. W, R. COWARD:;
Mr. R. St.C. WEEKES, J.P.; Mr. W. R, LOWE; Mr. G. V,
BATSON, (Chairman of Committees); and Hon. A, DaC.
EDWARDS, (Minister of Social Services),

Prayers were read,

MINUTES

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | have the honour to inform
the House that the Minutes of the last meeting are not yet
ready.l have further to inform the House that many of them
areinthe Printer’ shands :andevery attemptis being made
to have them dispatched as quickly as possible.

PAPERS LAID

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker, on behalf of
the Hon. Premier and Minister of Finance,l am commanded
to lay the following:-

The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment)(No. 6)
Order, 1963.

The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment)(No.7)
Order, 1963.

Selected Monthly Indicators — January, 1963.

Hon. G. G, FERGUSSON: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 am
commanded to lay the following:-

Statement showing the sumsadvancedtothe Postmaster
General for the payment of Money Orders, the amounts re-
paid to the Accountant General, and the amounts due by
the various Post Offices to 28th February, 1963.

Statement showing the sums advanced to the Postmas-
ter General for the payment of Money Orders, the amounts
repaid to the Accountant General, and the amounts due by
the various Post Offices to 31st March, 1963.

GOVERNMENT NOTICES

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker, on behalf of
the Hon. Premier and Minister of Finance, I beg to give
notice of the following;-

Resolution to approve the QOrder entitled ‘‘The Civil
Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No.6) Order, 1963"".

Resolution to approve the Order entitled ‘‘The Civil
Estublishment (General) (Amendment)(No.7) Order, 1963"".

Resolution to authorise the Governmor-in-Executive
Committee to borrow, by theissue of Treasury Bills, sums
not exceeding one million dollars and such sums as may
be required to pay off at maturity such Bills as are already
issued and outstanding.

Hon. G. G. FERGUSSON: Mr. Deputy Speaker,lbeg to
give notice of the following:~

Resolution to amend a certain condition inthe lease of
a parcel of land at Cheapside to the Caribbean Develop-
ment Company Limited, approved by ResolutionNo.39/1961,
to allow the construction of supporting columnstoa build-
ing situated thereon.

Hon. A, DaC. EDWARDS: Mr. Deputy Speaker,1 beg to
give notice of the following:-

Resolution to place the sum of $26,500 at the disposal
of the Governor-in-Executive Committee to supplement the
Estimates, 1963-64, Part ] — Current, as shown in the
Supplementary Estimate, 1963-64, No.4 which forms the
Schedule to this Resolution.

1 should also like to ask leave of the House to deal
with this Resolution in all its stagestoday as it is a matter
of urgency.

1 should like alsoto give notice of my intention to move
the House into Committee of Supply to deal with the Resolu-
tion of which I have just given notice.

Hon. J. C, TUDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker, on behalf of
the Hon. Premier and Minister of Finance, | beg to give
notice of the following:-

A Bill to amend the Rates of Income Tax Act, 1963.
A Bill to exempt from penalties under the Firearms
Act, 1896 persons who, within a specified period, surren-
der unlicensed firearms to the Commissioner of Police.

A Bill to amend the Pensions Act, 1947.
12. 25 p.m.
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NOTICE OF REPLIES

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: On behalf of theHon. Premier and
Minister of Finance, I beg to give notice that oral Reply
to Parliamentary Question, No. 107/1962 asked by the hon.
junior member for St. joseph regarding the dissatisfaction
among the staff of the Fire Brigade due to the lack of pri-
vacy while executing certain domestic choresisnow ready.

Hon. G, G. FERGUSSON: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 beg to
give notice that Qral Reply to Parliamentary Question No.
111/1962 asked by the hon. senior member for St. Thomas
regarding inconvenience to residents in Welchman Hall,
St. Thomas, after a rainfall is now ready.

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

1s Government aware that the people of Porey Spring,

St. Thomas are very annoyed over the fact that they are
without the uses of a toilet and bath for some time?
2. Will the Minister explore the possibility of having a
toilet and bath constructed in the said area without delay?

Mr. LYNCH: To enquire of the Appropriate Minister:-

1. Do any Bus Concessionaires have written concessions
from the Government to operate buses along their respec-
tive routes?

2. If the answer to (1) is in the affirmative, what are the
names of such Concessionaires and the respective dates of
such concessions and will copies of the concessionsbe laid
on the Table of the House for theinformation of Members?

3. If the answer to (1) is negative in whole or in part,
why, and what action does Government intend to take to
remedy such a situation?

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME

On motion of Hon, ], C. TUDOR, seconded by Hon.,
A, DaC, EDWARDS, the Bill to amend the rates of Income
Tax Act, 1963, was read a first time,

On motion of Hon, J, C, TUDOR, seconded by Hon,
A, DaC, EDWARDS, the Bill to exempt from penalties
under the Firearms Act, 1896, persons who, within a
specified period, surrender unlicensed firearms to the
Commissioner of Police, was read a first time,

On motion of Hon, J, C, TUDOR, seconded by Hon,
A. DaG EDWARDS, the Bill to amend the P ensions Act,
1947, was read a first time,

MISS MAYNARD TO ACT AS DEPUTY CLERK

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker,] beg to move
that Miss Norma Maynard, qualified solicitor of the firm of
Messrs. Haynes and Griffith, Solicitors, be appointedtoact
as Deputy Clerk for four weeks as from today.

Hon. A, DaC. EDWARDS: 1 beg to second that.

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

(Miss N, Maynard was called upon to take up her
duties immediately),

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day
stands in the name of the Hon. Leader of the House: Second
reading of a Bill to consolidate and revise the law relating
to Trade Unions.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I under-
stand that notice was given this morning of a Money Reso-
lution for the sum of $26,500 and that the Hon. Minister of
Social Services intimated that he was going toask leave to

— -}

deal with it in all its stagestodayin view of the urgency of
the matter. ] understand that the Resolution hasbeen circu-
lated and hon. members have their copies.

1 now beg to move that Committee of Supply be the first
Order of the Day and that Your Honour do now leave the
Chair and the House go into Committee of Supply, and that it
be an instruction to the House when in Committee of Supply
to deal with the Money Resolution given notice of today.

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

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I rise ona
point of order, It would seem that as you have two Reso-
lutions bound in one, we better separate them.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is that the Money
Resolution of which notice was given today be the first Or-
der of the Day, hon. members in favour will please say
‘'Aye'’ and those against will please say ‘‘No’’, | think the
Ayes have it.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is thatl do now
leave the Chair and the House go into Committee on this
Resolution. Hon. members in favour will please say‘'Aye’’
and those against will please say‘'No''.1think the ‘‘Ayes’’
have it.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER left the Chair and the House
went into Committee of Supply, Mr. BATSON in the Chair,

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 1963-84, No, 4

Hon. A. DaC. EDWARDS: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the sum
of $10,000 was provided inthe Estimates of 1963-64 for the
purpose of the control of infectious diseases.

12.35 p.m.

Recently we have had in Barbados an unusual number
of cases of poliomyelitis, That is quite understandable be~
cause in any country where the sanitary situation is im~
proving tremendously, the growth of poliomyelitlis must
follow. In a community where there are bad sanitary con-~
ditions, your incidence of poliomyelitis is rare, but the
fact cannot be gainsaid that in Barbados our health stan-
dards are improving considerably. There is not that vast
amount of refuse knocking around our streets; thereis not
that vast amount of exposed faeces on the by-ways and on
the banks of the canefields, and in these circumstances
we can expect an increase in the number of polio cases.
Last year we had seven cases for the entire year; within
the first four months of this year we have had no fewer
than ten cases and we found it necessary at that stage to
embark on a sort of anti-polio campaign.

The bulk of the cases which we have been having in
Barbados is amongst the age group of one to six years. Of
the 38 cases of poliomyelitis which have been reported
we have had about 80% of them in that age group. We have
also had, through the co-operation of the World Health
Organization, an expert adviser to come down tous and he
has advised that the epidemic is not an all-age epidemic,
but it is one amongst children under the age of six years.
It was therefore necessary to immunize these children, as
many of them as possible, and this has necessitated the
expending of the vote which we had; it has also meant an
increase in the expenditure under this item.

This sum of $25,000, which is now being asked for, is
for the purchase of 100,000 doses of oral vaccine which
we hope will satisfy the children inthatage group. We are
well aware of the fact that that cannot satisfy the entire
requirements inasmuch as we have more than 100,000 peo-
ple in this island; but there is no epidemic in the age
group above six years. 1 would like to make that clear,
As a matter of fact, there have been no cases over the
age of 30 years. We can quite clearly see that that is be~
cause of the fact that the health standardsin the island have
improved to such an extent in the past few years that the
incidence of polio would be greateramongst children under
the age of six years. Expert advice has shown that the
reason why we were not having more cases of poliomyelitis
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under that age before is because children under the age of
six years, when they were creeping and so forth, came
into contact with the polio virus and they built up their
own immunity against the virus; but since our health
standards have improved, there is not that incidence of the
virus in our country which the children under that age group
come into contact with, and therefore they are not capable
of building uprthat strong {mmunity against the polio virus.
In the circumstances, Mr. Chairman, 1 beg to move that
Head 39, Item 39, Control of Infectious diseases, do now

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

Mr. GODDARD; Mr. Chairman, whenthereare 38 cases
of polio in our population, thatisa very serious matter and
it is time that we take steps to see that all children in the
age group which are most likely to be overtaken by this
disease be innoculated. 1 know that the Government has
been doing that over the past week and this is a means of
stepping it up. I do know that parents are very worried
over the incidence of poiomyelitis in this island.

Mention was made of the sanitary arrangements in
Barbados but we can never be satisfied in our efforts in
cleaning the streets by day and by night,1 may add that the
City of Bridgetown is as clean, if not cleaner, than any-
where else inthe Westlndies. The effortsof the Bridgetown
City Council have been commented on by the World Health
Organization in a Report to us. The W.H.O. have very
favourably commented on the efforts of the Bridgetown
City Council; they have said that they could not believe,
had they not inspected it themselves, that sucha tremendous
job of collecting 300 tons of refuse a day could be done at
such a.low cost. It is not because this matter comes under
my immediate notice but this {s something of which we can
be proud. That department works quite well and it works
all hours of the day and night. If we can, by our continual
efforts at sanitation in that field, help to prevent any such
disease$ from spreading intheisland, youcan rest assured
that we will do that, The funds of the Bridgetown City
Council are very limited because the incidence of taxation
has been very high.

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: On a point of order. Mr.
Chairman, what I did say was that the fact that sanitation
in Barbados in general and in St. Michael in particular
is good, is the cause of an increase of this disease. The
higher the standard of sanitation, the higher will be the
number of cases of poliomyelitis in any community.}] think
that that is a compliment to the Bridgetown City Council
because we have had more of thecasesin St. Michael than
in any other part of the island. That is because of the im-
proved sanitary conditions in the island.

12.45 p.m.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Chairman, that theory soundeds,d
strange to me that I do not know where it could come from.
He must have made a mistake and said the reverse.

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: On a point of order, Mr.
Chairman, this is expert advice. In any country where the
sanitation conditions are very high, you have an unusual
number of polio cases.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Chairman, I have oftenheardthat
as the standard of living risesina community, the incidence
of poliomyelitis is more likely, and if that came from ex-
perts, 1 would disbelieve it, because my conception of sani-
tation here is as such thatitwould eliminate diseases gen-
erally. Anyhow, 1 rose to defend the City Council, but |
can see he is commending the efficient service being ren-
dered particularly in St. Michael. .

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, ] think ] canfeel very
elated in having called on the Ministertopull his socks up
and view this situation most seriously. I am going to
challenge the Minister before ] commend the Government
for actually bringing the Resolution which all of us, 1 be-
lieve, will support, because thisisa very important matter.
You must be careful when you quote experts. My colleague,
the hon. junior member for Christ Church is absolutely

e e ]

correct when he said that the incidence is high where the
standard of living rises. I do not care what expert you
bring, if it was the standard of sanitation, then all of us
would be dead if we got a perfect standard of sanitation;
so whoever told you so is wrong. Neither one of us is an
expert, butl willtellDr. Byer oranybody else so. The rea-
son why the incidence of poliomyelitisis so high in America
is because America hasa very high standard of living.

Where ] have to offer criticismtotheHon. Minister is
that like myself he 18 very fond of the Church, and though
I am not repeating parrot-like what appearedinthe Editorial
yesterday, I do think in a matter of this sort, to those
of us who come directly in contact and meet, the impact,
of this situation should have been released from your
Information Department or from your Ministry a sufficient-
ly knowledgeable paper so that the public wouldappreciate
the situation. You have told us today that there are thirty-
eight cases, and we appreciate the fact that you are not
hiding anything from us. Youwouldbe surprisedto know the
circulation of the twodaily papersinthe country, and if you
look around the streets and inthe Green, you would see the
number of people who read the newspaper, and it would
have been so much easier and you would have put people’s
minds more at ease if you could have given us through the
Information Department the necessary information con-
cerning the age group which is likely to be affected most. I
appreciate the fact that the Minister of Social Serviceshas
sent out a paper to some of the Churches; it was a very
good attempt, but in my considered opinionwhile that paper
was released on Sunday night to allthe churches, it should
have been released simultaneously tothe Press.1tis really
telling people the truth, that they need not be afraid, and
that you are doing everything you possibly can. 1 do not
think we could offer any other criticism to this other than
to say that ] hope you have brokenall regulations and laws
in this case, I say that now toget some of those people who
call themselves my friends to criticise me. ] really hope
that you imported this before youcame here for the money,
because 1 do not believe in any stupid red tape. 1 do not
believe you should have waited until youcame here for the
money to import this stuff, and I hope you had it in the
1sland two weeks ago. When you are dealing with the health
of people, you cannot talk aboutwaiting to come for money.
This iswhere youneedtobeadictator. Anyway, I know it is
in the 1sland because 1 have been having to make a racket,
as itwere, to press our medical officers of the municipality
into service to cooperate in thismatterwherever it affects
not only children under six years of age, but other people.

You will appreciate, Mr. Chairman, that inthe absence
of giving the Press any information, that nurses at all the
institutions in the 1sland who are not knowledgeable enough
to know whatmedically trained men would know and possibly
instruct the Ministry, will be afraid because they feel they
are exposed to the danger to which the children are ex-
posed, and you find that nearly everynurseis asking when
she is going to get the vaccine. | hope } am right in saying
that you have this stuff here already and you are going to
pay for it after, because that iswhatyou should do when it

~ comes to the health of people, as long as your name is

good, While commending the Minister for this, I do hope
that on another occasion such information will not be with-
held from the Press. I. am not criticising you for giving
the information via the Churches, butl think you should give
information over the air and in the Pressall the time. You
have said that there are 38 cases, butas a member of this
House, though 1 do not go around kow-towing, I asked Dr.
Byer to tell me what was the position because 1 wanted to
know. People not knowing have' said there are 300 cases
or 380 cases, and there are all sorts of rumours, and that
is why 1 feel you should give us the facts like some of the
Ministers who go on the air when they want you to know
something. ] commend you for bringing thisandl feel very
strong .steps should be taken as suggested against people
coming in from islands such as British Guiana where the

.disease is prevaient.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman,l am not going to speak
on this Resolution because 1 do not think it is necessary.
1 am going to speak, however, on what the Hon. Leader of

‘the :Opposition has just said, because it isan extremely
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dangerous statement to give currency to. The hon. member
said that in matters of healthyouhaveto be a dictator. You
have passed laws dealing with emergency cases and fi-
nancial arrangements are made to deal with certain funds
that are meant to be dealt with in emergency cases, but if
the Hon. Leader of the Oppositionisgivingany currency to
a Government anywhere in any part of the world that he
would do that, 1 want to tell him that he can only do it if he
is spending his own money in hisown private capacity; but
the Ministers do not spend their own money. They are
spending public money. This Legislature is nota mockery.
This is a place where the approval of things to be done
must take place under the most extreme circumstances.
12.55 p.m.

1f a hurricane occurs in thislsland today, laws have
been passed to deal with such extreme cases, so it is not a
matter of your not coming to Government and spending money
without going through any redtape.Itisan age old practice
which must be adhered to and in no case must people take
up money and spend it without control or coming to the
Legislature. Do not tell me about little childrenare dying;
little children will die. ] am not givingany currency to that
idea of your telling the Government thatyouhope you spent
the money. Are you crazy?

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise on a point of
order. Let the hon. member sit down. I am not accepting
that.

Mr. WALCOTT: I will not sitdown.lsthis a burlesque;
a circus?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: | am listening to the hon. senior
member for the City.

Mr. MOTTLEY: The hon. senior member for St. Peter
is always talking about a burlesque or a circus. He is
making a mistake. ] did not say that I hope they will spend
the money. Whatl did say wasthatl hope they have ordered.
1f 1 were running the Government andthisGovernment was
threatened with polio, you could not come in and tell me
that you were waiting on this Resolution to order. ] said
that in my opinion you should order. The community is
threatened with something. You should order with the in-
tention to pay. The hon. member saidthat] said I hope you
spent the money. I said1 hope they have ordered,

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman,I donot know what they
are goingtodonext. Doyouregardthat as a point of order?
If I get up each time the Government says anything and say
what the hon. senior member for the City of Bridgetown has
just said, would you regard that as a point of order? What
point of order has he made? That is making a second
speech. This is Government Business with which we are
dealing; this is no pastime. Hon. members must pay atten-
tion to the Rules.

What isthe hon. member advising the Governmentto do?
You do not need any advice to order. Orders are made
against your budgetary arrangements. You do not have to
come and advise anybody by saying that we hope you have
ordered because the Government may be ordering things
subject to the approval of the Legislature.

All | was talking about was the reference to red tape.
Whatever red tape there is in Government machinery, we
cannot ignore it in Government because a lot of corruption
can take place under the guise of an emergency.

Mr. BOXILL: Mr. Chairman, what I would like to know
from the Hon. Minister of Social Services is this. He said
that this new epidemic is only attacking childrenin the age
group of six years and below. Am 1 to understand that we
are to wait until we see & lot of mangled bodies afflicted
by this most contagious disease before we can be immun-
ised? 1 am therefore advocating......

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise on a
point of order. The campaign is presently island-wide and
we are not refusing anybody the oral vaccine. 1 would like
that to be clearly understood by the hon. junior member
for St. Thomas.
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Mr. BOXILL: Sir, if the campaign is island-wide, do
the people in the island know thatitis island-wide? If it is
not, you should notify the people where they can go and get
vaccinated free.

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS&: Mr. Chairman, 1 rise on
another point of order. The hon, junior member for St.
Thomas seems to be the only person in the 1sland of Bar-
bados who does not know thatitisisland-wide. This morn-
ing, we are covering the whole of St. Michael. The vaccine
is given at 32 centres, The hon. member does not go to
church? he does not read a newspaper or anything?

Mr. BOXILL: Is that a point of order? 1s the question
of where I go and where 1 do not go a point of order? The
Hon. Minister said that this money which is to be voted is
to cover only enough vaccine for children of six years and
under.

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: Oh nol

Mr. BOXILL: Sir, it is either that the Hon. Minister
cannot explain or I cannot understand. Some time ago, you
brought in a question asking this Government to embark on
an island-wide vaccination campaign for poliomyelitis and
because of the so-called medical expert knowledge at the
Government’'s disposal, this thing was turned down.

1 am going to admonish the Hon. Minister or any Minis-
ter of Government on this or anything which affects the
lives of the community. Youdonothavetogo to a Univer-
sity or to any doctor whether it is *‘Dr. Booby'’, for him
to tell you something which you can see plainly for your-
self. We are saying that it is only a matter of 38 cases so
far but if you are going to go on allowing people to advise
you, you do not know how many cases there will be. It
seems as if some of these people suffer from a complex
because they do not have a university training.1f. Dr. Byer
tells you that everybody is suffering from false teeth, are
you going to pull out everybody’s false teeth?

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: Mr. Chairman, ] rise on a
poin of order, The question which the hon. junior member
for St. Thomas is referring to was answered on the 19th
March, 1963. Up to that time we did not have one case of
polic in Barbados. The first case wasreportedon the 11th
April.

Mr. BOXILL: That, Sir,isa very stupid point of order.
The Hon. Minister has risen and said that we did not have
a polio case up to that time but we had cases of polio in the
neighbouring colonies. That i8 why you cannot leave certain
things to certain people. The Minister says that you do not
have to be vaccinated. You cannot leave this Island and go
to certain colonles unless you prove by certificate that
you have been vaccinated. Are you going to wait until half
of the people of this lsland dies to embark on a polio
campaign?

1 have nothing against the Minister but 1 am warning
him not to sit down there and allow anybody to stuff trash
down his throat. You must over-ride your adviser some-
times. You cannot be right all the time but you cannot be
wrong all the time.

1,05 p.m.

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Chairman, | rise atthis stage only to
make an appeal to the Hon. Minister to see to it that there
is not this wall of secrecy established in certain offices
where information cannot be obtained as to the true state
of this incipient polio epidemic. 1t seemstome that certain
people who are afflicted with the Civil Service mind are
very slow in giving information. Although they are well
aware of the danger of this epidermic yet, if a decision had
been made in the past that no information would be given
until the end of @ month, they are determined, even in the
face of a growing epidemic which is causing the growth of
fear in the minds of many members of the public, not to
release the information before the 30th or the 31st day of
a particular month. ] would like the Hon. Minister to use
his influence to see thatthat stupid attitude does not prevail
at this dme.




As to whether with the improvement in our sanitary
services there is a danger of more and more cases of
poliomyelitis, why then for our sanitary services, one
should come in here and ask for money to be voted? be-
cause with the voting of that money wewould be seeing that
the figures with respect to poliomyelitis in the colony go
up. 1 do not think that the Hon. Minister should allow the
influence of a so-called expert to do violence to his com~
monsense.

Mr. CORBIN: Mr. Chairman, this Resolutionisfor the
purpose of eradicating such an evil as poliomyelitds from
our midst and getting it out of existence. The best possible
means of getting such an evil out of existence is to get a
suitable remedy and we can only have a Resolution like this
brought forward in this House. If an epidemic is declared
in this island it is the responsibility of the Government to
find some sort of remedy or tohavethe advice of some ex-
pert to prevent such an evil from spreading. 1 am saying
that the longer we hold upa Resolution of this sort the more
the evil will spread. It has been proved that we have this
epidemic in this island and we have to find some means of
eradicating it.

The Hon. Minister has said that where youhave a high
standard of sanitation obtaining, there is where this evil
is existing. I would like to know ifthat is correct. If that is
so, if we have a high standard of sanitation and such an
evil is existing, what about the case where you have a low
standard of sanitation existing? I would like to know some-
thing about that. Anyway, Sir, 1 am very glad to know that
in Barbados we have such a high standard of sanitation that
we can eradicate yellow fever, typhoid fever, small pox and
such things. 1 have recommended to the Government that
they should have the whole island in their hands and have
proper people to run the administration where sanitation
is concerned. You have the Northern District Council, the
Southern District Counciland the Bridgetown City Council.
You have so many departments in this little island of
21 x 14, but ] am suggesting that you should have one cen-
tral administration and the Government should be running
the whole island where sanitation is concerned, instead of
having this piece-meal administration. In that case, the
Government would be responsible for carrying out ad-
ministration in its fullness. ] sincerely hope that the Gov-
ernment is thinking about carrying out the entire matter of
sanitation in the whole island.

1 know that this money is needed and therefore 1 will
not hold up this Resolution any longer, because the longer
we hold it up, the wider the evil will spread. ] will vote
wholeheartedly for this Resolution.

Hon. J, C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, just before the
Minister replies, 1 should just liketo deal specifically with
the queston of the supply of informaton because, con-
stitutionally speakingthatinformationhappenstofallwithin
my respongibility. There is no point in attempting on the
part of the Government either consciously or unconscious-
ly, to withold any information as to the rapidity of the
alarming increase of this disease. The Government feels
that there is no need for newspapers or other organs to
be publishing information in order to create near panic in
these matters because the incidence of this disease and

‘other notifiable diseases by law is te be published, and

therefore it is quite possible to know not only the number
of cases of poliomyelitis but also the number of any other
cases of other diseases occurring anywhere which are
notifiable,

The second thing is this. Newspapers must necessari-
ly have a slant on these matters, a siant which is not
necessarily shared by the rest of the community, and the
desire of newspapers to give publicity in times of crisis
is not necesmrily a desire which would be shared by a
Government. The Government may well feel that, because
it knows so much more than the particular newspaper, it
does not have to give weight toa situation of panic, but has
to ignore it if the information at its disposal were only
sparse; 1 have good grounds for saying this. It istrue
that one section of the daily press did clamour for mass

immunization against poliomyelitis but that section of the
daily Press did not take the necessary steps to have this
immunization at once. It is only yesterday that the staff
of this section of the daily presswereimmunized en masse,
One would have thought that in a matter which was so ur-
gent, in & matter where the daily Press clamoured for
this immunization, they themselveswould have thisimmun-
ization carried out on their employees at once.l am not
blaming them for only waiting until yesterday to do that,
but they were asking the Government to accept a standard
of panic which they themselves were not prone to accept
because they attended to the matter in their own time. We
feel that if any information on the progress of this
disease is to be given out it shouldbe given out in the chan-
nels through which we are accustomed to give it out and
not in any day to day manner.

1.15 p.m.

Imagine the statistical trouble to which people would
be put, if as was requested from the Information Service,
we should say from day to day the number of people who
have been immunized, It is true that records are kept,
but you could not know at the end of the day all over the
Island the exact number and you should not be asked, but
certainly the Government would have no objection every
month, and in this particular instance at the end of this
month and following months, if this campaign continues to
let all the facts and figures connected with it be known, but
we decline to be pushedintoa panic situation because news-
papers merely feel that it is news. We appreciate the in-
terest which every section of the entire community feels
in this matter and the anxiety which quite rightly informs
their judgement and their concern, but one has to keep a
sense of balance, and it is better for us while doing all we
can and all that is necessary to halt the spread of this di~
sease, at the same time not to give the appearance that
there is panic.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, I would nothave risen
again if the Minister of Education had not replied to the
points] have made. | must confess that the Minister is
usually logical in his arguments, but ]| fear he is very
illogical on this matter. Now poliomyelitisisa compulsory
notifiable disease within a number of hours by every doc-
tor in this Island to the Medical Department. The reason
why I have raised this is because | feel it is better to give
people facts if rumours are spread about, and the rumours
are greater in number than the facts which actually exist.
1t is better for those responsible forthe facts to let people
know them, and secondly, from an economic point of view,
it would be much better for the Government, Parents be-
come very worried about their children. I will say to the
Hon. Minister who has just sat down that there is a num-
ber of people — 1 am nottalking now about the newspapers
raising a scare or doing something for publicity purposes —
who if they knew the facts, without waiting to have the vac-
cine free through the Government, would themselvesattend
their private doctors and pay for the vaccine. That is why 1
say it would be more economical tothe Government. There
is no point in hiding information of thisnature from-people:
They are facing facts today, and on the question of giving
information through the correctchannel, ] disagree entirely
with the Minister of Education. We cannot wait for the in-
formation to come through proper channels. Any notifiable
disease is to be notified asgoon as anyregistered medical
practitioner is aware of it to the Head of the Department,
and then figures are compiled at the end of the month.
These figures are sent out during the next month to the
Advocate, News and other newspapers; so that the facts
for the month of May are published some time in June. ]
am speaking with a tremendousamount of experience on this
matter. Asa matter of fact, itispart of my duty as a mem-~
ber of the Committee of Health in the municipality to see
these figures, but 1 can only see them when they are re-
leaged from the Department when doctors have notified the
cases, and that is why I can say that when doctors notify
the Health Department of poliomyelitis cases, cases of
enteric fever or of tuberculosis, they are then compiled
by that Department and released for publication. This is
not an ordinary matter, however; it is not a case of three
cases of typhoid fever or seven cases of tuberculosis re-
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ported duringthe month of May which we get in the month of
June, Tell me when last, if ever, were there 38 cases of
poliomyelitis reported in Barbados? You must therefore
get rumours spreading.

Mr. Chairman, if a doctor notified two cases of polio-
myelitis, it is natural for one to ask at what school they
were detected, and ] feel that so long as the stuff is in the
Island, and private practitioners have it, it would do the
Government a tremendous lot of good because parents
would not wait to have vaccine given to their children by
the Health authorities, but would go to their doctors and
pay two orthreedollarswhich]l am sure they can afford.
1 am saying that | agree with things going through the usual
channel under normal circumstances such as where there
are five cases of tuberculosis or somanycases of enteric
fever and the like reported for a month, but not with 38
cases of polioymelitis in Barbados. Suppose youhada num-
ber of cases of yellow fever; what would you do? Would
you wait to go through the usual channel to report the
number of cases. 1 am afraid the Minister’'s argument is
very illogical. 1 see everything good in releasing the facts
as they actually are to the public, and if the facts are re-
leased under the authority of the Ministry, then the public
can regard the rumours as nonsense coming from some-
body who is spreading propoganda. As a matter of fact, my
way of handling it would have been different. 1 would re-
lease the facts and say that the Ministry has done every-
thing to get the vaccine into the Island and a campaign
would be starting off on a particular day.

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Chairman, I would like to make it
abundantly clear that we on this sideare entirely in agree-
ment with the provision of this money, butwhat I personally
object to isthis reversiontothe horse and buggy mentality
in announcing an important matter like thisatchurches on
Sunday night. In the presence of modern media of com-
munication, why should the radio and the Press be avoid-
ed? Later perhaps we will have bonfires lit on the hills

like after the Spanish Armada had been dispersed,

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: On a point of order, neither
the radio nor the Press was avolded inthese things. From
Friday last the radio was given a releaseto the effect that
this campaign would begin today, tomorrow and Thursday.
Last week we announced it overthe radioand in the Press,
and we had a very poor response. Already today we have
checked on the response which we have got by announcing
it over the air, in the Press and in the churches, and the
response is about 300% to 400% better than the response
we had last week. Another thingisthat many of the churches
have opened their doors today and have asked their follow-
ers to come and get a vaccine, and some of the pastors
and other representatives from the churches are assisting
us in the campaign.

Mr. LYNCH: With all that ] agree, Mr. Chairman, but .

is the Minister denying that the Press was denied and re-
fused information on this epidemic as recently as yester-
day? Alll am saying is thatthisis an intelligent commun~
ity and information ought to be giventopeople and not only
what is felt is good for them to know. It is usual when ru-
mours are flying about for garbled and distorted versions
of the truth to become current in a community.

1.25 p.m.

It is very much better to let people know the truth by
every modern media of communication.

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS; Mr. Chairman, there is one
thing which I would like to add to the remarks of the Hon.
Minister of Education. A certain section of the Press did
ask for daily information on the number of polio cases.
That is impossible. I am telling you why it is impossible.
There are many cases which are sent to the General Hos~
pital which are not polio cases.These are sent by private
practitioners to the General Hospital for observation, but
they are not polio cases. For some time, &8 recently as
yesterday, we had four cases which were sent in as polio
cases and they were proven not to be polio cases. In order
to determine whether they are polio cases we have to take
laboratory tests so as to be sure.] remember two weeks

ago two children were sent to the General Hospital, one
from a school in St. Philip and one from St. James, sup~
posedly to be suffering from polio but it turned out that
one was suffering from influenza and the other from bron-
chitis. We did immunize the schools but when a diagnosis
was made of the children it was discovered that one was
a case of influenza and the otheracase of bronchitis. That
sort of thing was happening at the Hospital over the past
fortnight.

We can only announce the number of cases which we
have as polio after they have been diagnosed. What the
Press wanted was the number of cases admitted. We can
only give the number of confirmed cases.

Mr. Chairman, 1 have already pointed out that the
Press was informed that there would have beenthis island-
wide campaign and why we did refer to the churches was
the fact that we felt that if the followers of the churches
got to know about it, we would get a better response. We
felt that we should get the co-operation of the churches,
particularly as we had failed through the propoganda in
the Press last week. Last week when we had an all-out
campaign, the first day we only vaccinated 2,000 children.
This morning |l visited a centre and we have already vac~
cinated 600 cases at that centre and there are 32 centres.
During the island-wide campaign last week after depending
on the Press and the radio, we had only been able to urge
as many as 2,000 people so it has been proven that the
announcent in churcheshasdone a wonderful joband I would
like to thank the Ministers of those churches for that here
and now.

The hon. senior member for the City of Bridgetown
mentioned that at the variousinsitutitionsthe nurses should
be immunized. I should like to point out that at the Health-
Centres and at the General Hospital all the nurses were
immunized ever since in April,

There is one point which 1 would like to take up with
the hon. junior member for St. Thomaswho mentioned that
expert advice should not do better than commonsense.
Now, hon. members on the other side did not seem to un-
derstand what 1 was saying when I said that the better your
sanitation, the higher the incidence of polio. Polio is
spread chiefly by flies from the bacteria of the faeces of
human beings. If the faeceshappensto be exposed, the more
exposed it is, this is taken into the house by flies. (A
VOICE: You are wrong.) It secems as if I cannot convey to
the hon. senior member for the City of Bridgetown this part
of it. The hon. senior member for the City of Bridgetown
and his colleague seem to be greater authorities on public
health affairs than the people who havetakenyears to spe~
cialise in that field.

Mr.MOTTLEY: Mr. Chairman, ] rise on a point of or-
der. The Hon. Minister is trying to be facetious. I know a
lot of idiots specialise but when they specialise, they are
fools and asses. The Hon. Minister needs not be sarcastic
about that. You are talking about enteric fever when you are
talking about faces. In a City like New York with a higher
incidence of sanitation than ours, you get polio. The Hon.
Minister of Education willtell youthat the higher your stan-
dard of living and notthe higher your standard of sanitation
is a veason for your getting polio. Thereis a big difference
between the two. It is not sense for the Hon. Minister of
Social Services to say that it seems as if we are greater
authorities in publichealth affairs than the people who went
out to study it. The Hon. Minister should not worry to say
that.

The Hon. Minister said that they announceditfrom the
church but we also appreciate that thereisthis question of
your having these unfounded rumours going around of their
being 8o many cases of polio. Therefore, I think that it
would be a good idea for the Government to say, as the Hon.
Minister hasputit, that private practitioners have sentin so
many cases which they suspect tobe polio but under a pro-
per diagnosis they were confirmed not to be polio cases.
We agree with that and nobody would disagree with private
practitioners sending suspected cases to the General Hos-
pital because it is a matter of caution.
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Now, as regards what the Pressand Rediffusion wanted
to know. Once, youhad seven cases of poliomyelitis in Bar-
bados and there was a tremendous scarearound here.]l am
supposed to be a member of the St. Michael Public Health
Committee. Some people came to members of the Commit-
tee and said 1 hear that there are 300 cases of polio. We
told them, do not believe that.

All that we are saying is that polio is a notifiable di-
sease but it is not notified until you prove it to be polio.
in other words, if private medical practitioners send 60
cases — and nearly all the suspectedcasesare sent to the
General Hospital by the medical practidoners — on sus-
picision, they have to be diagnosed and then those cases
which are proven poliomyelitis, must be notified.

Now, these cases come directly under the Ministry
of Social Services. I would like to say that 1 was not at
any disadvantage at all.

1.35 p.m.

1 would like to say this. ] wasnot put to any disadvan-
tage because of the courtesy of Dr. Byer. It would be very
difficult if he did not co-operate with me, because if he did
not do that, on the next occasionwhenhe sat around a table
with me he would be very glad to get up and leave. One of
the reasons why the campaign was not successful was that
it was not approached in the right manner.We have thirty-
two District Inspectors going around, we alsohaveNurses
and we said that we would put these people to do this work.
1 was not inthe dark about thismatteratall. We could have
told them that we could not do thisthing, but we took these
Nurses from attending to the houses and we put them to
workatthese various centres. The Nurses and the District
Inspectors know the people and therefore they were able
to do an admirable job. You have at your disposal the
facts which you give to the people; 1 would have been the
first to say: ‘‘Dam the Press which just puts a scate on
people and does the tourist trade and the country harm.”
1 am sure that if the Ministry concerned had called in the
Press and suggested to them that the facts are so and so
and say what the Government is abouttodo in the circum~
stances but told them: ‘‘please da not scare the country
because that would not be doing the countryany good,’’ that
would have been the right thing. AsMinister of Health, the
man who contributed most to public heaith in this way,
never studied medicine. The Minister of Health can prove
that for himself. The man who contributed mostly to pre-
ventive medicine never studied medicine. That is a fact. 1
will meet you privately and discuss this matter. You are
making a mistake as regards the standard of sanitation;
it is a question of the standard of living. In New York
there are no faeces around the hedgerow and that sort of
thing. You are talking about enteric feverand ] quite agree
with you there. 1 myself was more than shocked when |
discussed this matter with the Medical Officers.

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The question is.......

Hon. W. A, CRAWFQORD: Mr. Chairman, before you put
the question, 1 do not propose to enter this controversy
with the experts on either side; I just want to confirm that
the Hon. Minister was right in whathe has said, according
to the most authoritative reports we have had, that the
virus i{s found in faeces. The Hon. Minister was talking
about poliomyelitis and not enteric fever. The virus starts
in the bowels and is discharged in the faeces. What has
brought me to my feet is that earlier in the day the hon.
senior member for St. Peter referred to remarks which
were made by the hon. senjor member for the City with
regard to the expenditure of public funds in the manner in
which they could be expended. 1 am not contesting for a
a single moment his assertion that legislative sanction
must of necessity be soughtforall public expenditure which
is not already sanctioned in the Estimates of E:penditure.
1 quite agree with him there, but I am a bit doubtful as to
where he stands on this question of dictatorship. There is
a suspicion that he endorses dictatorship but today he is
decrying it.

The hon. member said, when we were discussing the
question of tourism, what he would do with the north east
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coast of Bathsheba if he were a dictator. He said that he
would have done certain things with the Bathsheba coast if
he were a dictator and nobody could stophim; hedidnot
dismiss the idea that he would be a dictator some day. Mr.
Chairman, ] am abitata lossin my mind as to whether the
hon. member supports dictatorship; perhaps he would be

good enough to let us know whether or not he likes this
idea of being a dictator. I wouldbe glad if he would set my
fears at rest in this matter.

The question that Head 39 stand part of the Schedule
was put and resolved in the affimative without division,

HEAD 39 -~ MEDICAL (2) GENERAL HOSPITAL

ANAESTHETIC EQUIPMENT
Head 39 ~ Medical {2) General Hospital ~ was called,

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: Mr. Chairman, inmoving that
this Head stand part of the Schedule, 1 would like to point
out that there is at prsent only one respirator used by the
Anaesthetist, In our Estimates for 1963-64 we were given.
permission to order another one; that has been ordered
but with four operating theatres for the new Hospital and
with the incidence of Poliomyelitis which we have now, it
becomes necessary for ustohave morethanone respirator
at the Hospital. At the present time one respirator is used
permanently with the cases of pollomyelitis and we have
had another polio case which the authorities have pointed
out will require the use of another respirator. The Anaes-
thetist does not consider it advisable to have operations
performed in the operating theatres unless there is an
additional respirator at his disposal. In these circum-
stances, 1 beg to move that Head 39 Medical (2) General
Hospital stand part of the Schedule.

Hon. G. G. FERGUSSON: 1 beg to second that.
The question that Head 39 Medical (2) stand part of
the Schedule was put and resolved in the affimative with-

out division,

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: Mr. Chairman, 1 begtomove
that the Resolution for the sum of $26,500 do now pass.

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

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

On the motion of Hon, A, DaC, EDWARDS seconded

by Hon, G, G. FERGUSSON, the CHAIRMAN reported
the passing of one Resolution in Committee,

Mr., DEPUTY SPEAKER resumed the Chair and re-
ported accordingly.

On motions of Hon, A, DaC, EDWARDS, seconded by
Hon, G, G, FERGUSSON in each case, the Resolution
passed in Committee was read a first and second time
and agreed to,

1.45 p.m.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The next Qrder of the Day
stands in the name of the Hon. Leader of the House to move
the second reading of a Bill to consolidate and revise the
laws relating to Trade Unions.

THE TRADE UNION ACT, 1963

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, thisBill
is actually in effect a new Trade Union Bill which brings
the law up to date with regard to Trade Unions in the
country, and as set out in theQbjectsand Reasons, it con~
solidates and revises existing legislation.

Now you will note, Sir, that included in the new pro-
visions are a number of rather far-reaching matters. In
Clause 2 Civil Servants and, subject to the exceptions in
Clause 44 which deals with persons in the naval, military
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or air services of the Crown or in the Barbados Police
Force, will now under the provisions of the Bill be endtled
to join a Trade Union, and in the same Clause, Sir, pro-
vigions are being made for the Trade Union Act when it
becomes law to apply to all employees of Local Government
Councils, agricultural workers, and for the first time in
the history of the Island, domestic servants will now come
under the protective provisions of Trade Union legislation.
You have now therefore Civil Servants with certain ex-
ceptions, LocalGovernment employees, agricultural work-~
ers and domestic servants all brought under the protection
of this Act.

Now Clause 20 provides for the penalty of an officer
attached to the Trade Unionwhomay be convicted for with-
holding or mis-applying trade union effects, and also pre-
vents him from holding any office in a Trade Union after
that. Then in Clause 39, there is the controversial matter
with regard to peaceful picketing at or near the homes of
an employer which we have discussed from time to time
in the Legislature and which preceding Governments have
seriously avoided providing for with legislation. This
Party, Sir, has always supported the contention of the
Trade Union that these provisions of peaceful picketing
at or near a house or placewherea person resides, which
is practised in Great Britain and some other countries,
should also be applicable in Barbados, and thisamendment
today will enable trade unionists for the first time in the
history of the Island to picket at or near the House of a
person who is involved in a dispute with the Trade Union
in connection with their terms of employment.

As ] said, the Bill in a general way revises and con-
solidates all the existing laws of the Island relating to
Trade Unjons, and its main controversial part is Clause
39 with regard to peaceful picketing. | donot think we want
today of necessity to re-open all the arguments for and
against this Bill. So far as we are concerned, we accept
the proposal, and it is left for those who are not in favour
of it to ventilate their point of view, because our support
is already well known. ] do not think ] need say anymore
except that | know there is one pointin connection with the
matter with which the Government and the Unionare not in
complete agreement. This is in connection, Sir, with the
persons who are to be allowed to picket, at or near the
homes of employers. We contend that these persons must
be either members of the Union or appointed by the Union.
We feel this {s an indispensable provision which should be
retained in the Act when it becomes law, and we have
therefore opposed the suggestion, Sir, that persons other
than those authorised or belonging to the Union should be
allowed to participate in peaceful picketing.

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

Hon. G, G, FERGUSSON: I be to second that.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, youwill very well
understand that it would be expected that] should speak on
a matter like this, because 1 should be more knowledgeable
than any other hon. member onthis, since it is my business
to be so, The Government and the Union and myself are
more or less in complete agreement with this, but it is
only the closing remarks of the hon. member when he said
there is a difference, and 1 was a bit surprised to hear
him use such strong words, because with persons who are
not acquainted with the particular Clause on peaceful picket-
ing, we cannot now, fifty~six yearsafter thishad been done,
be quibbling about this. Twenty-five years ago this country
was advised to do this, and 1 have a Trade Union Bill
similar to what we are introducing today; so this Bill is
twenty-five years late, What the hon. member has said is
true. The last Government was hypocritical. They intro~
duced a Bill during their regime in 1949 on peaceful
picketing even better than this one, and after it was not
passed in the Legislative Council though it was passed in
this House, it was amazing to hear some of the same peo-
ple who produced the Bill with this stupid chat about the
Trade Union after they no longer had any direct bearings
with the Trade Unin.

What 1 am surprised about, Mr. Deputy Speaker, is
that the Hon. Minister himself sent out a draft Bill which

contained a Clause that was even better than the amendment
I fntroduced, and I want to grant to the Government that
their draft was a better Bill than this,

1.55 pam,

1 want to grant the Government this. Their Draft Bill
was a better Bill than that one. For example, the Draft
Bill says;~

**It shall be lawiul for one or more persons acting on
their own behalf or on behalf of a trade union or of an in-
dividual employer or firm in contemplation or furtherance
of a trade dispute, to attend at or near a house or place
where a person resides or worksor carried on business or
happens to be, if they so attend merely for the purpose of
peacefully obtaining or communicating information or of
peacefully persuading any person to work or abstain from
working."

That was in the Draft Bill which the Hon. Minister
sent out and to which the Unionagreed. We agreed because
it was in accordance with the English Act of 1906, In the
colonies we have always mixed up the Trade Disputes Act
with the Trade Union Act. They always put the Trade
Disputes Act in the Trade Union Act but you do not find
the two getting mixed up under the English Act because
under the English Act they are separate and distinct.
However, it may be that because they were dealing with
members of colonial mentality that you pass this type of
colonial legislation.

In this Bill you speak about trade disputes. Now, a
trade dispute does not have to be between a Trade Union
and anybody. Do not let us gettheidea that a trade dispute
connotes a dispute between a Trade Union andan employer.
Are you suggesting that the Trade Union should only have
the right to stage a strike? Supposeabody of workers who
are not members of a Trade Unionhavea dispute with their
employer. Are you suggesting that they should nothave the
right to strike?

You have this idea when you put in a Bill "‘at or near
the place’’ that it is put inforanyone to be inquisitive and
for someone to go behind a man's fence and peer through
it to see if somre domestic chore is being carried out.

SUSPENSION OF SITTING

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Itnow being 2.00 o’clock p.m.
this sitting now stands suspended until 2.30 o’clock p.m.

On re-assembling,

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, there isno quor-
rum and ] ask that the Bell be rung.

The Bell was rung and a quorum obtained,

QUESTION TIME

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thi is Question Time. The
replies toquestions 107 and 111 are ready.

Question No. 107/1962 stands in the name of the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph.

Hon. W, A, CRAWFQRD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, would
you not mind taking the other one first?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: 1 am forced to takeQuestion
No. 107 because the hon. senior member for St. Thomas is
not in his place,

Mr. SMITH: To enquire of the Appropriate Minister:

1s it a fact that. grave dissatisfaction existsamong the
staff of the Barbados Fire Brigade due to firemenhaving to
clean the yard, toilet bowls, basins and places where they
may be observed by the passing public?

2. If the answer is in the affirmative, will Government
consider stopping such a practice?

3. Will Government further consider the employment
of Janitors for such work, thereby relieving some of the
unemployment in this country?
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Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: Onbehalf of the Hon. Prem-
ier, the reply to that questions is as follows:-

“Firemen are not called upon toclean toilets and
basins except in an emergency where the interests of com-
munal health would demand it. Firemen clean the yard at
Headquarters Station at irregular intervals as necessity
dictates. Thislatter type of cleaning istraditionally done by
firemen in Services elsewhere in the West Indies and
ubroad. I do not see how grave dissatisfaction could exist
among firemen on these counts.

2. Does not arise.

3. A female Scrubber/Cleaner is already employed at
each of the four Fire Stations to clean offices, toilets,
wash basins etc..”’ '

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Deputy Speaker, as a supplementary
1 am asking: is it a fact that these men never were called
upon at no time to do these jobs?

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: If they were never called upon
it means that they were not called upon.

INCONVENIENCE TO RESIDENTS OF WELCH-
MAN HALL, ST. THOMAS

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Question 111/1962 asked by
the hon. senior member for St. Thomas on the 2nd April,
1963, ,

Mr. BATSON: To enquire of the Minister of Commun-
ications, Works and Housing:

1s Government aware that many residents of Welchman
Hall, St. Thomas, are experiencing inconvenience in getting
out of their homes after a rain fall?

2. Would Government take the necessary stepstohave
proper tunnels or gutters constructed in order to check the
said water from running under housesinthe area complain-
ed of?

‘HON. G, G. FERGUSSON: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the re-
ply to QuestionNo. 111/1962 askedby the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Thomas is as follows:~
2.35 p.m.

*“The Government is aware that residentsinWelchman
Hall, St. Thomas are suffering some inconvenience after
heavy rainfall and investigations are being carried out in
an attempt toameliorate the difficultieswhich are being en-
countered by the residents.’’

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Reply to the question
brings Question Time to a cClose.

PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS

RESOLUTION re. FINANCIAL STATEMENT AND BUD-
GET PROPOSALS OF MINISTER OF FINANCE

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day
under Private Members' Business is to resume debate on
the passing of a Resolution to approve the Financial State-
ment and Budgetary Proposals of the Minister of Finance.
On the last occasion on Tuesday of last week when Govern-
ment Business was calledat 4.30 p.m. of the clock, the hon.
junior member for Christ Church was speaking.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, on the last oc~
casion ] had covered the subject of directand indirect tax-
tion and 1 had drawn the relevant positions to the attention
of members of the House, butthe problem as to how we are
going to speed up the economy of thisisland and so endeav-
our to reduce taxation to the individual. If by some means
we can attract to Barbados sufficient sums of capitals for
investment whereby new enterprises, whether they be of
industry, of manufacture, of tourism or of other forms of
business, could be embarked upon eventually, that isbusi-
ness which would produce the economy, resulting in a fall
of taxation on existing taxpayers. The Hon. Premierin his
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remarks stated that he would look favourably onany organ-
ization which could put up proposals that would encourage
savings among the people, by which he meant that those
savings could be, through that organization, re-invested in
enterprises in Barbados. He realised whatl have said, that
what we need is a filip and a push and actual capital can
give that. How are you going to appeal to the public to put
aside something of their earnings into an organization in
which they will have trustand confidence so that the organ-
ization canre-investthose earningsin worthwhile approved
enterprises? That is a problem throughout the world, and
even wealthy countries, comparatively speaking, such as
England have, from time to time, embarked upon schemes
for that very purpose.

In 1955-56 there was a Conservative Government at
that time which proposed and instituted a scheme of prem-
ium bondswhereby the wage-earner couldinvest his savings
in these premium savings bonds at a reasonable interest
rate; but the great attraction is that every month or at
every quarter a drawing was held - it was in the form of
a lottery - and the winnerforthat month or quarter earned
a sum of money which he re-invested in the bonds and it
was a sufficient sum to be attractive. When the English peo-
ple can embark on a thing such as this, because they have
beenall through history very opposedto lotteries, when the
Government could fall on that scheme so as to encourage
savings which were re-invested in England, that is some-
thing of which the Premier couldtake note. Let us do some-
thing like that here; let us appeal to all and sundry in
Government to hold out a premium bond as a reward. It is
not a lottery in the true sense of the word, because what
they invest they will get back and they will get it back with
interest; but they will also get a premium on a reward {f
they are lucky.

Today we see our young people investing heavily in
football poolsandall sorts of things, and most of this mon-
ey isgoing overseas. A few premiums are returned and they
are slashed all over the newspapers and everyone, after a
good win, thinks he is going to win the next time; but with
the law of lotteries you are going to be a loser at times. 1
think that the Government should be advised to encourage
savings in this island and any Government should invest-
igate carefully the institution of premium bonds for that
purpose. Another means of re-investment of capital is, of
course, through Life Insurance Companies, That isnothing
new, but if we investin our local companies it is a fact that
our local Life Insurance Companies have been thinking
more of ploughing back their funds into the local invest-
ment now than they did in the past. That is another worth-
while way of saving, and also protecting your family in case
of the death of the bread-winner. The Government should
give encouragement, as they do give encouragement to that
now, but they set a ceiling which, on investigation, should
be increased.

2. 45 p.m.

I think it is about 6% or 9% of a person’sincome which
may be applied to life insurance. Probably that percentage
could be raised so as toencourage larger sums to be taken
out in insurance because it is a form of investment, in a
local company which will redound to the improvement and
strengthening the economy of this Island. Now, Mr. Deputy
Speaker, this may be something new to the Local Govern-
ment, but it has been done successfully in Canada, and ]
am going to propose to the Government that they should
study this in preparation for next year's budget. It is go-~
ing to take time to put your financial wizards to work and
see what it costs immediately to the Government, but it
would also strengthen small businesses. It is a proposal
that small businesses should pay halfthe rate which a cor-
poration pays on the first $20,000 of their profit. It is the
small businessman more than anyone else who needshelp,
and when he has out of his slenderearningstofork out 40%
to the Government, .and asl said, 19.5% by way of trade
tax, and 52.5% of his profits, it does not leave him with
a sufficient sum to plough back into his small business for
expansion. It isgoing tacost theGovernment something, but
it will eventually in years to comeé redound to their benefit,
because by ploughing back into a small business the large
sums of money they now have to pay out, they will be able
to equip their business and expand and so employ more
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people. This had been done not today, but for many years
in Canada. Let us look around therefore and pick the best
from any country. ]I think it should appeal to the Govern-
ment and to anyone who is interested in driving forward
our economy. It has been stagnant for five years, and it
needs every effort that we can give to move it forward
again. You cannot afford to allow it to be stagnant much
longer, otherwise we will start to slip back, That is why 1
am throwing out this suggestion. This is June and you have
until January next year to investigate what I am saying,
find out what the reduction by 504, on the first $20,000 of
business would mean toGovernment, and assessthatalong-
side of what it would mean inincreasing the economy of the
1sland in the next few years.

It may befelt by Government at this moment Mr. Depu-
ty Speaker, whenthey are so concernedabout increasing the
cost of living to the individual by way of direct taxation that
it would be inappropriate, but 1 donottake it that way. The
sooner it is done, the better, because if these things are
done and if capital is attracted back to Barbados or is left
with the small businessman, it will mean increased em-
ployment within a matter of months, since it takes capital
toemploy people. How are yougolng to get capital hereif you
allow direct taxation to remain at such a high level as we
have in Barbados. This may not be a very popular appeal
to the masses, but when it is explained to them, they will
understand that by that means their sons are more likely
to geta job. 1 feel confident that the electorate of today is so
far different from what itwastenyearsago that you can go
to them with these views, and they will hear and accept the
proposal, because they have been frustratedby the prover-
bial handout or promises which have been offered, only to
find that these promises canonly be metby increased tax-
ation. It is time for us now to find taxation from another
level. Let industry doit, Give industry a chance to employ
more people. Leave them with the means of attracting capi-
tal back here.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I will goeven furtherand say that
we are hoping that a healthy tourist industry will be the an-
swer to our prayers for something totake over as a mea-
sure of relief from agriculture, because by agriculture
alone, we cannot exist. We are too thickly populated and not
like St. Vincent or St. Lucia where thereare acres of fer-
tile land and a handful of people on them. We are a very
densely populated area andalthoughwe still pay high regard
to agriculture and to sugar, we for yearshave been crying
out for something else and we have been landed with pro-
jects that need capital. You should go further to attract vis-
itors to become permanent residentsinthislsland. We have
the benefit of a very healthy atmosphere, we are a very
friendly people here, and visitorsfrom overseas, especially
English-speaking visitors, like conditionsin Barbados, and
would welcome setting up permanent residence here. You
cannot offer it toall and sundry, butyou can offer it to bona
fide retired North Americans and allow them to reside in
Barbados free of income tax. Itwouldbea measure ot help,
and it may be anattractiontothem if they knew they could
retire from the rigours of the Canadian climate and spend
their remaining monthsin Barbados and know that their re-
tired pay cheque or pension would not be taxed by the Gov-
ernment of Barbados. This would be new money and money
they had earned in Canada flowing into this Island every
month, and it would give a form of employment, because
they would be buying their consumer goods at the tax rate
at which you and | have to buy. To me it is logical; I am
seeing it from a business point of view. It is not that we
are giving up something to them, but we are giving an in-
ducement whereby they can come here, set up residence
and instead of having to leave our shoreswithin six months
every year and travel north again, they would save them-
selves the expenses of air traveltoandfrom Canada or the
United States. They should be allowed to set up permanent
residence in Barbados, and any bona fide pensionthat they
may be drawing upto $400 a month should be free of income
tax. That money would come into Barbados and help to move
forward the economy which cannot be allowed to remain as
it is,

2,55 pom,

We have toinduce capitalto come here. We have to find

ways and means of getting capitaltocome here and you are

only going to get it by inducement. That is well known be-

cause every territory in the West Indies is trying to do
something to induce capitalists. A8 a matter of fact, the
other territories always seem to have a jump on us, even
when the last Government was in power.

1 amtherefore appealing tothisGovernment along those
lines. Let us be ahead of them. We have the advantage of a
very stable community. It is well known that Barbados is
the most stable in the entire West Indies from jamaica
back down. Let us capitalise on that but you must not ex-
tract every last penny from the visitor when he is coming
here and expect that he would be happy or that he would
spend more than his alloted three or four months.

We are now going all out to attract the permanent re-
sident from somewhere else to come here. Recently,l was
in St. vincent. I paid a short visit there and when 1 visit
these places, 1 like to talk to the local people about their
conditions and their attitude to the Federation. In St. Vin-
cent there is a telephone system but let us say it is non-
existent because youcannot telephone any persona half mile
away and, as a matter of fact, you cannot even telephone
anybody next door. It is in adeplorable condition. There is
one newspaper which is published twice a week. The media
of communications are absolutely poor and almost non-
existent.

What do the people of St. Vincent depend on to get in-
formation? There is no rediffusion but radio. That became
forcible to me when I realisedthat we have neglected to put
up a radio station here for solong.lf we are to be leaders
in the new federation, if we are to have the capital here,
the very first priority we musthavehereis a radio station.
We have lost out for how long, I do not know, by not having
it. You cannot getit over to the people of the Caribbean that
we in Barbados are leaders in any Federationif we cannot
get it across to them by means of radio. The people of the
Windwards and Leewards are now listening to the radio
stations of Trinidad, Grenada and the [.eewards ]slands,
They only know of Barbados when they get a letter from
somebody. That is not good enough anda broadcasting sta-
tion should be the number one priority of Barbados.

Let me also sound this warning. It would be wise for
Government to invite someone with the knowledge of radio
broadcasting to set upthe station here. The Government can
draw by way of taxation or whatever they like but 1 say
let it be in the hands of private enterprise. Government
does not have the experiencetorunaradio station and it is
going to cost them money and it would not be run satis~
factorily under Government. 1 am going to appeal to the
Government before the year isout to invite responsible and
qualified persons or organisations to set uparadio station
in Barbades for the very reasons which I have given and
one is that we cannot afford not to have one. We are very
late already. Government should ask somebody outside to
set {t up and then see what revenue they can derive ag &
result of that. ] say that it can be properly run where all
views can be expressed over the radio and we can have a
measure of control that is necessary in any properly run
means of communications.

Now, the last thing is this. It is a very important bit
of advice which 1 am giving to Government. It is that our
expenditure has been rising every year andl am going to
advise Government to pay attention to their expenditure. It
is not good enough for the taxpayer to be told every year
that a cent is going up here onthis commodity and a penny
is going up there onthat commodity and you are expected to
pay something more somewhere else and at the same time
you are neglecting what expenditure exists. There are many
of your departments which need to be tightened up on. You
are not getting full value for your expenditure in many of.
your Departments. Make a note of that. The electorate is
noticing that, They have to pay for itand they are not satis-
fied to pay foritheavily intaxeswhen they see shoddy work
and people just drawing money and doing nothing. § am not
calling any department by name but it is more than one.

Take a note of that because unless somethingis done about .

that, soon our expenditure will be so high that we wiil not
be able to catch it up with any form of taxation whatever,
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Another suggestion which 1 wouldthrow out is this.
There are many opportunities which Government has to
assess what 1 am saying, whether it is correct or not. In
many of your bullding projects you will be well advised to
call in outside contractors. They are many contractors in
Barbados. For some of your small jobs, you should call
them in or give them out to contractors if you find that
your departments are calling for estimates greater than
what you think they should be and from that youwill be able to
gauge whether your departments are estimating too high
or not. You are running a race with one horse. Any speed
he may average he has to come first. Take the building of
the new hospital. It started atanestimate of $4 million and
it is now estimated to cost $8 million. That is not good
enough. You are talking about building the HiltonHotel. The
one condition whichyou shoulddoitisthat it should be done
by a private contractor. Ask for tenders from outside and
let it not be done by one of your departments. Your depart-
ments are costing thislsland too much money and it is time
to stop that practice. That is something on which you will
be well advised.

3.05 p.m.

1 have recently noted the difficulty where they have
contractors in Barbados even for road making. Youcan test
them out and you can call inthese people, and say: *‘l have
a portion of road to be repaired, what can you do it for?"’
You can get a department to put in tenders and see what
the relative costs are. Mr. Deputy Speaker, if 1 am wrong
1 would be glad to hear, butl do not know that unless you
have a means of comparing the workwhichis done by your
public departments every year, you will have to find more
and more money for doing less and less work. I think that
between now and the end of the year, some of these small
jobs should be given out by tender or at least you should in-
vite tenders for doing some of these jobsand then tell your
Public Works Department or the Highways and Transport
Department; **Your estimate seems to be at variance with
that of a private contractor*, and you will test that out, They
are the same Barbadian workmen and therefore youcannot
say that the Barbadian workmen would be outof jobs; it is
only that one set of workmen is working harder than the
other set of workmen, but you can test them out like that
and in the next year you will have a better department be-
cause people will be on their toesandyou will get a better
job done,

Mr. Deputy Speaker, you take up the Trinidad Guardian
and you will see the number of contracts which are called
for by local Government and also by Central Government,
You can have a Tenders Board and putimpartial people on
it. You will have the final say, of course, and you can say
that your Tenders Board had reported to you that a job
has been put out for tendersand they quoted for that job ‘X'
dollars whereas your department saysthatitwillcost *'X +
6’' dollars. You put these men to supervise that work. I say
that the time hascome whenyouhaveto look very carefully
into your departmental expenditure and seethatyouget the
work done for which you are paying.

1 feel that these remarks which | have made have been
constructive and they have been a lead and a guide to the
Government. 1f they can put their officers to work along
these lines, they will be able toassesswhether the cost or
the reduction of the companiestax on small businesses will
be too great.l am suggesting a 50§ reduction. They may say
that it should be made 30%; it is for them to decide, but
they do need a reduction. Small businesses need a boost
and a filip; they have toemploy more people and we have to
depend upon them.

Mr. WEEKES: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 could not allow
she debate onthis Resolutionto be terminated without giving
the Resolution my unstinted support. In doing so, I would
like the public to know that no country can function without
the imposition of taxation. If we are to improve the social
and economic conditions of this country, then the masses
myst realise that they must contribute financially towards
the jmprovement of the country. The Government has
embarked upon several projects — youhave free secondary
education, the provision of hot meals for school children,

H-

the building of more schoolsand, asyou know, as soonas you
build more schools we will need more teachers. The erec~
tion of the Hilton Hotel is another project as well as the
construction of the East Coast Road andwe are also think-
ing about putting into effect a scheme of social security. I
have not doubt that with the building of the new hospital we
must have a bigger staff so that these projects will cost
money. Considering the amount of money whichthese pro-
jects must require to be carried out, we are compelled to
tax certain commodities.

In Trinidad, commodities have beentaxedanditis only
a few days ago that they have taxedcertain commodities in
Jamaica, if we are not as financially fitas those countries
which have to tax certain commodities,1 failto see why we
would not have to tax commoditiesaswell. Asa Councillor,
1 come into direct contact with the masses daily and 1 would
like this Honourable House to know that they are clamouring
for and demanding certain amenities. 1 shallmentiona few
of them. There is the extension of the water mains so that
these people can have water installed in their homes. The
people are even considering that we should do something to
improve the lighting system of this island. They expect to
have better roads and more roads; they needtenantry roads
so that in case of sicknessthe doctorswill be able to get to
the homes of these people so as to attend to them.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, these schemes must cost money
and where must the money come from? We can only get that
money by imposing taxation onthe people.lam saying, Sir,
that the time has gone when the masses can be fooled. You
cannot fool them, as a matter of fact, you should not fool
them. We, as the representatives of the people should let
them know that if conditionsare to beimproved, if they are
clamouring for certain amenities, they can only be given
these amenities if they contribute their quota to the im-
provement; they must contribute their quota of taxation.
3.15 p.m.

Now, Sir, let us deal with the three major items which
have been taxed — gasolene, rice and soft drinks. Gasolene
has been increased by five cents per gallon. Could you think
of a more appropriate itemtotax? The point is that we need
the money. Some members in the Opposition feel that the
increase of five centsisanexorbitantamountbutl am say-
ing that if we did not get the money from that source, we
would have to tax other commodities, and regardless of
what commodities we tax, the people will talk. It is for us
to realise that the time has come when we should let them
know in no uncertain terms that they must contribute their
quota to the improvement of this Island.

On the question of rice, on accountof reducing the
subsidy, we are called upon to pay one cent more per pint.
1 have come from among the people andl am very interested
in them. On the other hand, 1 have worked out the figures
and ] can assureyou, Sir, thatitdoes not exceed in any way
a farthing per day per person. Could anyone say that that
amount i8 exorbitant?

Let us deal with the question of softdrinks. lt is a fact
that Government in increasing the amount said that small
drinks should be increased by one cent and the large one
by not more than two cents, but the manufacturers have
found it possible to increase the cost too. That is where the
burden has fallen on the consumer. I am suggesting to this
Government to keep their eyes out in connection with this
very important matter, because failing to do so, we will
have to carry the blame and not the manufacturers.

Finally, Sir, 1 should like to commend the Minister of
Finance for the painstaking manner in which he has dealt
with these increases. 1 have no doubt that these proposals
caused him sleepless nights, because to be a Minister of
Finance is a very unpopular job. NoGovernment likes to tax
people, because it makes them become unpopular, but how
can you run & country without money? The point is that the
poor man contributes five cents to the Treasury,and ] can
say without any contradiction that he takes back out of the
Treasury one dollar, Therefore in comtributing to the
improvement of this 1sland, the masses are contributing to
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their own progress as well as to the progress of their
children,

Mr. LOWE: Mr. Deputy Speaker, speaking on the
Financial Statement and Budgetary Proposals made by the
Hon. Premier on the 7th May, 1963, I must say first and
foremost that instead of hon. members coming to this
Chamber and criticising these budgetary proposals, they
should have complimented the Government, andl will prove
beyond any reasonable doubt why the Government should be
complimented. The first thing that hon. members should
realise is that this Government had a deficit of $1,228,000.
Now let usbe factual. If you are starting out & business and
before you can obtain stock, you owe away $1,228,000, there
is no person in the world whowould pay you any mind. The
first thing you must do isto bridge the gap, and in bridging
that gap, the Hon. Premier has done itwisely. When | hear
hon. members stand up here and criticise the proposals, it
makes me feel grave within K my heart to think that mem-
bers can try to fool the populace in the Island of Barbados
about these proposals. In trying to lessen the deficit, the
Hon. Premier imposed a tax of one penny on ten cigarettes.
Cigarettes, Mr. Deputy Speaker, are a luxury inevery ca-
pacity. You light it at one endand blow the smoke in the air
unti] it goes. It is not a necessity, therefore when they are
taxed you are not supposed to smoke, but if you like to
smoke, you will pay the penny more,

Mr. Deputy Speaker, if you consider the question of
soft drinks in the Island of Barbados, you will remember
that at one time we had beer shopsand mauby cans, but no
person raised any hue-and-cry when cokes came into exist-
ence and destroyed those poor women and menwho worked
for their daily bread by selling mauby and ginger beer. This
Government in its wisdom has seen fit to impose a tax of
16 cents per gallon on soft drinks, and the hon. junior
member for St. John has given us simple figures of the
breakdown on a case of small cokes and a case of large
cokes and the amount of liquid contained in the 48 bottles.
Three gallons at 16 cents per gallonare 48 cents, and it is
only one cent oneach bottle, but whatwe have to watch, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, are the companies, and this is wherel
would admonish the Government to go about this most
seriously, because the companies have taken it uponthem-
selves to place 28 cents more on a case of small cokes
and 40 cents on a.case of large cokes. To sell a case of
small cokes of eight cents each, you make a profit of 52
cents and to sell a case of cokes at 11 cents, you make a
profit of 80 cents. You will find that formerly you made 72
cents in selling a coke at 9 cents, but now you are making
80 cents, but now in selling a case of small cokes, you now
make 72 cents where formerly youmade 56 cents by selling
at 8 cents. There are some unscrupulous shopkeeperswith
whom I have nothing in common, andalthoughl am a shop-
keeper myself, 1 am prepared to throw down the gauntlet.
3.25 p.m.

There are not only some shopkeepersbut some promi-
nent people whom you expect to do better but who see it fit
to destroy the massesandthentell youthat the Government
is destroying them. They say: 1 have a deep freeze for
$1,200. Must 1 still sell a coke for 11 cents? What is the
difference between selling a cold coke when your profit
remains the same thing. No business manwill tell you that
he is going to buy a deepfreezeto sell only cokes from it.
They say so just to charge you more.

We also have some people incharge of schools. 1 think
the very first thing they should teach is honesty but their
honesty is charging children 15 cents for a coke.

These are things which should come up in here to be
criticised. Hon. members should not be criticising the
consumption tax of 16 cents per gallon of soft drinks. These
things should come upinhereandhon. members should ask
the Government to see to it that these exorbitant profits
should not be carried on to destroy the unfortunate com-
munity under the pretext that your Government has put on
this in order to make the Government look 78 if it does
not know what it is doing.

We come now to theincreaseinthe prices of gasolene.
Let us be factual. I cannot remember whether it wasin
1956 or 1958 but at that dme gasolene was sold at 61 cents
per gallon inthelsland of Barbadosand the former Govern-
ment hada reserve, Those are factswhich we must remem-
ber. The Government then wa s not in need; they did not have
a deficit of $1,228,000 but out of the clear blue sky gasolene
went up to 65 cents per gallon. You heard no hue and cry;
nothing at all but now in this instance where we have a
deficit of $1,228,000 and we intend to distribute it among
those who are more able to bear it, you hear this hue and

cry.

1f you buy a motor car for $5,000 what is a paltry five
cents more per gallonfor you to pay for gasolene to run that
car? All it means, if you cannot afford to spend more in
gasolene, if you used 100 gallons, you will now use S0
gallons.

What must be borne in mind is that this Government
must obtain the necessary revenue in order to balance this
Island’s economy. If you are fighting to get investors to
come here and invest money and you are going to show a
picture of a deficit of $1,228,000, the first thing, if I were
an investor, which 1 would say is: 1 cannot understand this
colony; it does not look healthy at all.

What we have to consider? Let usbe factual. Do not let
us beat about the bush. If hon. members of this Chamber
would stand up to the challenge and stop playing politics
with the people's destiny and allow the people to know the
facts, it would be better for the country. In any developing
country you must give incentivesto outside capitalin order
to facilitate and find employment for the masses of your
people. This is one of the things which we must realise.
Two hundred and fifty thousand people is no mean joke in
an Island of 166 square miles, therefore, the further you
can develop it and the more employment you can obtain in
your own island, the more your economy goes up.

Therefore, Sir, with the gasolene question, I think the
opposition should have complimentedthe Government. That
is my honest feeling.

We come now to the rice question. We have to remem-
ber what happened over the years, There were many arti-
cles which were subsidised such as sugar, pickled meat,
rice and so forth. Subsidies were taken off gradually, one
after the other, and 1 have not heard one member of the
Opposition talk about the year 1958 when the people within
this I sland were actually destroyed with taxation. Saltbeef
went to 72 cents per pound, pig tails to 66 cents, neck
bones, 40 cents and no person made any human cry.

Let us compare the price of commoditiesandthe sala-
ries that were paid in 1958 with the price of commodities
today and the salaries paid. 1 heard one hon. member say
that you are attacking the poor people’s rice. Where the
poor people are? The peopleinSt. Luciaare paid consider-
ably less than the people here andthey have to pay 17 cents
for a pound of rice whichisabout one pint and a gill, there-
fore, that is more than what the people here pay. They pay
now 12 cents a pint.

The only thing which 1 blame this Government for is
that when British Guiana last year demanded more for their
commodity, this Government should have come out and let
the public know that British Guiana was demanding this
increaged amount for their rice, therefore, they will have
to pay it. Any reasonable person in the I1sland of Barbados
would be sympathetic in paying one cent more for a pint
of rice. The only thing is that the politicians take these
things and try to play ball with the destiny of the people. I
know Barbados and 1 know Barbadians aswellas any other
person in the Island. 1f we tell people our case and we can
prove to them beyond any reasonable doubt that itisa
necessity that they should pay a greater price for this
commodity, they will pay it without any further grumble.

Sir, there area lot of thingswhichl would like to prove
to many members in this honourable Assembly reladve to
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this present Governemnt and the thingswhich they are pre-

pared to embark on. You can look around the Island of
Barbados and see that the present Government is employing
more people thanatany timeinthelsland’s history with any
other Government. |1 hear some people tryingto make capi-
tal of this Government'’s crash programme. | agree with it.
When this Government came into powerinDecember, 1961,
were it not for the wisdom of theHon. Minister of Finance
and he did not see to it quickly to remedy the conditions

of the masses it would be true to say thatwe would be back
to the days of 1937 but because of his wisdom, his under-
standing and his love for the masses, he was able to put
everything in order. Thatiswhatl would like hon. members
to realise in this Assembly. We come hereas representa-
tives of the people to see to the benefits of one and all.

3.35 p.m.

The merchant has to depend upon the worker and the
worker hasto depend upon the merchant; and when capital
is not in existence everybody must suffer. Do not let any-
body go away with anidea other thanthat. This Government
is taking such a different approach to the problems of the
island of Barbados that we are allowing the masses to know
this; we are not allowing them to know that the merchant
has done this and the shopkeeper hasdone that; we are al-
lowing them to know that we are responsible for taxation
so that they can say '‘Qur Government, in order to carry
out certain social amenities within our island, has taxed
us and therefore we are quite satisfiedin paying this small
pittance in order to obtain these social conditions.’

- Mr. Deputy Speaker, let us consider the new General
Hospital; let us give credit where creditisdue. The former
Government embarked on the project. They were thrown
out of power and we now have the liability to go on and
complete the Hospital, Youhave to consider the construction
on this Hospital carefully. I can afford to tell you that the
cost of the services of the presentHospital has gone up by
over $200,000 and where are we going to get that money
from? We have toemploy more Doctorsandwe have to em=~
ploy more Nurses because we have more sickness; at once
you must see that the cost of the services has gone up by
100g, and therefore you must look for that money in order
to meet the conditions of the unfortunate people. It is the
people in the Barbados General Hospital and therefore the
people in Barbados will benefit and indeed are benefiting
from the services which are implemented today at the
present Hospital.

Let us consider the Mental Hospital; it is most dis-
heartening when you look left and right. Every now and
then you hear that somebody is mentally deranged? Why has
he become mentally derranged? It is because of the condi-
tions with which he is faced, that when he looks right and
left he sees no alternative where his position can be im-
proved, and therefore automatically he is taken to the
Mental Institution. Right now this Government is spending
over $50,000 more for food alone at the Mental Hospital and
where must we obtain this money from? Let us look at the
over-all picture. We have removed the subsidy half-way
and] am against my Government for doing that. I am quite
willing to go to any Electorate and let them know that they
should be paying the full price for rice. Do not let anybody
fool you; if the price of rice is put at 13 cents a pint and |
pay a penny more in order that you can get it for 1l cents
a pint, that penny will be utilised in some other direction;
but if you had to budget for the rice at 13 cents a pint there
and then you would have seen what the positionis.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, when ] hear hon. members talk
about ‘“‘My poor people’’, 1 would always like them to re-
member that our poor people like the best of everything in
this island. Let us consider the price of box rice; ask any
business man about this; ask anybody if youdo not find the
average domestic servant is buying box rice because she
will tell you that what half a pint of box rice will do you
cannot get done with the other kind of rice, Do not let
us try to fool the populace; if youcannot obtain rice from
British Gulana and we have to import it from Burma or
from the United States of America and it had to be sold
at 30 cents a pint, it would be sold at that price; but the
fact is that instead of buying 12 pints of rice you will buy

four pints and you will make it upwith some of your locally
grown produce. It {8 most surprising that hon. members
stand in this Chamber and try their best to play with the
people’s matters and do not give the people the true facts.
In my closing remarks1 say that 1 compliment the Head of
the Government in bringing forward his Budgetary Propo-
sals because ] realise thatthe taxationhasbeen distributed
in such a manner that the whole community will bear their
fair share of it and they will benefit from the conditions
under which this Government {8 preparedto administerthe
colony and give of its best. {Cheers/)

Mr. COWARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, this debate has
been going on for some time and I think that you have dis-
played the patience of Job. 1 do not want to intrude on that
patience,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER knocked the gavel,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Let the hon, member continue
his remarks. | heard the hon. memberbutl was also hear-
ing other voices.

Mr. COWARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, itishuman nature
to object to the expenditure of more money, despite the fact
that one may be rich or poor. ] am not objecting to such a
thing at this stage because ] do not have any objections to
make generally. 1 am conscious of the fact that the services
of this island must be maintained; these services must be
paid for and they must be paid for out of money which is
raised from the people of this island. 1 know that hon.
members will agree with me when 1 say that from this
presentation of the Financial Statement and Budget Propo-
sals, the Hon. Premier has made a thorough survey of
matters before he made this pronouncement. ] can quite
remember that in June last year when similar proposals
were made there wasan outcry againstany rise in the price
of gasolene.

3.45 p.m.

Some of those who werecrying outtoraise on gasolene
have not bought, or itisnot theirintention to buy, one-tenth
of a gallon for 7 cents. Consequently they felt that gasolene
could be raised to $1.00 a gallon. 1 personally, Mr. Deputy
Speaker, very much regret that gasolene was raised, be-
cause it will be much harder for concessionaires in this
1sland who are operating buses with a small fare. There
was a time when a matter of this kind came to this House
and members here did not have the experience about motor
omnibuses, but they cannot say so today because the Gov~-
ernment is operating buses, and they know only too well
that over one-third of the takings goes in gasolene alone,
1 think, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that it would have been more
reasonable if the Government had brought in a Resolution
whereby the gasolene used on motor buses could be kept
at the old price or wherebhy motor omnibuses could be given
the facilities that are given with diesel oilfor tractors for
agricultural purposes, because youmust realise that motor
buses are one of the essential services of thislsland. ]
heard a member not so long ago say that he can limit
himself with less gasolene, but that cannot happen with
buses today. We have to use the same amount of gasolene
because we have to operate scheduled trips.lf on the other
hand, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Resolutionwasbroughtdown
whereby gasolene for buses remained at the same price,
you might have heard from someone in here that there is a
Transport Committee sitting that is going into this question
of the buses. That is true, Mr. Deputy Speaker, but it is
not the first time that a Committee sat and went into the
question of buses. Some time ago a Committee made
recommendations to Government, and those recommenda-
tions were ignored, and as a result the Government had to
step in the game, and it is only after the Government had
thrown away over $1/2 million, that they then thought it
necessary to make a small increase in bus fares.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, along with the small bus fares
that exist, the buses carrying school childrenare operating
at a 409 reduced rate, and it alsotakes 40% of the number
of units to carry school children alone, which means a
further increase in the price of gasolene. ] will repeat, Sir,
that I know the services of this1sland must be carried on,
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but 1 feel it is my duty to point out that the section of the
community which is already being squeezed should not be
squeezed further. 1 am not a member of the Government
and I cannot tell the Government who should be taxed, but I
feel that some consideration should be given to those who
are already severely squeezed. ] think it is time for the
Government to face facts andto be firm. They should reach

a decision and let the general public know, otherwise it may

well be that Government will have to resort to retrench-
ment.

Hon. G. G. FERGUSSON: Mr. Deputy Speaker, after
hearing most of the memberson both sides of this Chamber
on the Financial Statement, and after especially hearing
three hon. members on this side of the Table commenting
on the Budgetary Proposals, 1 feel most heartened that
members, irrespective of their political feelings, cancome
out clearly and put the factstothe people, because the peo-
ple of this ]sland have been led too far astray in cases
where taxation is used as a weapon againstGovernment. It
is with a very hard heart that any Minister of Finance
would come to tax people in anlsland unless it was neces-
sary. If Barbados must maintain its positionandlive to the
standard of other countries, thentaxationis very necesssry.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, on what is the United States of
America, one of the world's most progressive and up to
date countries thriving? It is thriving ontaxation, and it is
only on taxation that any country canthrive. A Government
has one or two alternatives; either they candeteriorate the
living standards of the people, or increase taxation. With
medical science and Government pensioners living longer,
and with the prospects of people generally living longer,
this Government has got to view things from a long term
policy, and we have got todoitnot only for the benefit of us
who are here now, butfor our children. People in Barbados
must be realistic. 1 can think of the days when as a boy 1
joined a ship as a cabin boy, but today ] can see my son
board my own ship to avoid him from the hardships 1 went
through. If the people in this Island want to see their
children thrive and achieve a better standard of living than
they have had, they must also pay for it. Like the Hon.
Premier, 1 make no apology for these things.

Years ago, Mr. Deputy Speaker, when very few people
in Barbados had a pipe, a bath or a water toilet in their
houses, there were standpipes half a mile, a mile and two
miles apart which they hadto goto. Today this Government
is making provision for as many peopleaspossible to have
water in their homes. Lastyear the estimateddeficit in the
Waterworkds Department was almost $3/4 million,

3.55 p.m.

with the standard of living getting better for the poor
classes in this country, it is a harder burden on the Gov-
ernment and they themselves must appreciate itand pay for
it. They possibly can contribute.

It is quite easy for some hon. members on the other
side to state that taxes should be imposed on a different
basis. It is human nature to rebel against taxation — any
type, any class. Let us be realistic and see that from any
source which we impose taxation somebody must rebel but
be sensible enough to study all sources and the right
sources on which you can impose taxation.

The big problem in the Island, inanlsland like Barba-
dos, is unemployment, With the years advancing it must
become greater and greater, especially with noemigration
to the United Kingdom. Along with that, there is a greater
life span of the average person in Barbados. We are faced
with a greaterand greater population every year, therefore,
we have to make provision for the necessities and up-
coming of the future generation. Housing is very essential
to the people in the Island of Barbados. Take a three-bed-
room house built by the Housing Authority. It costs over
$4,000 and that is exclusive of the land. The rent for that
House demortised over twenty yearscannot pay the interest
on the money. Those are things which the public must be
made well aware of if we are to continue with these projects
to help the people.

,H.v

Some hon. members may say that taxation should be
imposed on those who are in a position to pay but you have
to be very careful about that, We have to be very careful -
less we kill the goose which lays the golden egg. We have
to see to it that the people receivea fair wage for the work
they do and it is alsofor the employer to see that he gets a
fair return because if he doesnotgeta fair return he is go-
ing to sit down onhisinvestment. We ask people to come to
the 1sland of Barbados to help develop it. The first people
whom those people get into contact with are the business
people of the Island and the first thing they ask them is
what is the position of your Government. They have to deal
with the Government. If the big people say that they are
scared, those people are not coming in.

We havetoweightogether whether the increase of taxa-
tion is worth while against the increased standard of living
or reduce the taxation and let Barbados deteriorate. This
is an age of progress and if we are to progress, we must
pay for it. Every man, woman and child must contribute
to it and it is the Government to make sure that people do
not use the taxation to benefit too much on it.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, if any businessman realises that
he is losing too much money and not making sufficient on
the capital investment he has in his business, he is going
out of business and one man going out of business is likely
to mean as many asforty or fifty people unemployed. All of
these are facts which we have to weigh when imposing
taxation.

1 have heard certain hon. memberstalking about taxing
the poor people’s rice. Last year, due to increased prices
in British Guiana, the price of rice wasincreased. Nobody
actually knew about it. The Government had to pay it. The
subsidy on rice worksoutatlessthan?75 cents per man per
year. If you take the amount of money which was taken off
for the overall population of Barbados and the amount of
rice imported, it works out to less than 75 cents per man
per year. ls that something for somebody to quake about?

1 can remember quite clearly after the last electons
some people said that this is a wild Government. Those
are things which 1 will never forget; those are things which
are spoken by people playing on the ignorance of people
who know not how the Governmentis run. The average man
does not know where a Government receives its money
from. Money is not dropped from Heaven as some people
believe. 1n my Government I have totellthe Hon. Minister
of Finance how much money I require for housing and how
much | require for water, Each Minister haswith his vari-
ous portfolios to tell the Minister of Finance how much he
requires to carry out certain projects. We would have to
carry out less housing, less water, lesspublic works, less
social worksand less of everythingin orderto keep taxation
at its lowest. With the increase of wages and pensions,
we would have to balance our revenue with expenditure,
therefore, if we have to carry out the necessities required
and stated by each Minister under his portfolio, the Hon.
Premier has no alternative than to increase taxation to
make up for the deficit or to cut down onthe projects which
we have to carry out. Unfortunately, the people in the street
have an idea that taxation is something repulsive and they
have no idea where a Government gets its revenue from.
Barbados is not in a position like some of the other Islands
which can depend on Colonial Office when they make out
a budget and it is short, it will be financed by Colonial
Office. If we have to cut downonour projects and deterio-
rate the standards of living here allthe other I1slands whose
standards of living are not below that of Barbados would
catch up with Barbados. Must we sitdown and let the other
Islands overtake us?

Mr. Deputy Speaker, like the Hon. Premier, I make no
apologies because 1 have no intention of foolingthe people.
The people should know the truth and know exactly the
position and pull their weight if they and their children are
to progress in the future. '

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker, quitea lot has
been said in this debate on both sides and quite a lot has
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been interesting but | fear thatitisonly at this stage of the
debate that the true facts of this budget are coming out.
4.05 p.m.

It is as well that the debatehasgone on for this length
of time because now that we are fartheraway from the in-
troduction of the Budget itself, we are more likely to regard
it in a less emotional atmosphere. | fear that since ] have
to speak at some length on this matterl have to go back to
Budget day and examine some of the argumemts in respect
of and the reactions to the Hon. Premier’s Speech, which
took place in the course of debate on that day. The first
thing is with respect to the circumstances of the motion
itself under discussion. Because a backbencher of the Party
in power had moved the motion for the passing of a Reso-
lution to approve the Budget Proposals, certainhon. mem-
bers on the other side of the House imagined that there
was something sinister about that, forgetting, perhaps
conveniently, that it is common practice in all British
Parliaments that whenever approval is to be sought for
important measures of Government, backbenchers of the
ruling party are asked to initiate a debatewhich Ministers
and other members of Parliament may joininas they will.

It is common practice, for instance, in the United
Kingdom after a State opening of Parliament, for the debate
on the Queen’s Speech to be initfated by backbenchers of the
Government Party and youwouldnever hear inthe House of
Commons any charge levied against the Government that
because a backbencher introduced an important motion, it
stood to reason that the Government of the day had some
sinister intention of stifling debate; andyetwewere treated
to these, in my opinion, very unfair imputations by hon.
members opposite which were so gravely unfair, that I
believe the whole atmosphere of this debate which could
have got to a higher level even on the first day, has been
spoiled almost completely.

The next thing was that in the debate itself was caught
up another consideration which was quite irrelevant to the
issue before the House as to why, on that particular day,
the House should have met at 12 o’clock Noon and not at
2.30 o'clock p.m., as we were accustomed to meet before.
The facts as to this point are simple. Some weeks ago hon.
members on the other side of the House chided the Govern-
ment for its lack of legislative programme and one hon.
member, as far as my memory goes, went so far as to say
that if the Government could find no more than one or pos-
sibly two items to put on the Order Paper under Govern-
ment Business, it would beaswelltoadjourn the House for
three or four weeks until therewasanaccumulation of busi-
ness tobetransacted. Thiscriticism wasnot resented by us
at all although we did explain that the paucity of Government
Business was due to the fact that the requests made by the
Cabinet to the Attorney General’s Qffice were more than
could be fulfilled at the present time andthere was a bottle
neck whichwehope to get cleared soon and so the difference
came about. As soon as the Government discovered that it
had a steady flow of legislation which could keep the House
occupied from 12 o'clock Noon until whenever the House
adjourned in the afternoon, we saidin making the motion for
the adjournment some six weeksago that we would start our
meetings at 12 o'clock noon and we have done so for every
consecutive Tuesday. ]I cannot therefore see the wisdom in
castigating the Government for meeting at 12 o’clock noon
on Budget day when, on the Order Paper, it could quive
clearly be seen that there was some business to be trans-
acted with the introduction of the Budgetary Proposals.

Mr, Deputy Speaker, I would just like to tell hon,
members opposite this: If they rightly, in my opinion, were
to request fair treatment from this side of the House, it is
no more than we should ask that the same courtesy should
be extended to this side of the House, and that unfair im-
. putations should not be cast on anything we do. The third
most unfortunate element which was introduced in the de-
bate which, in my opinion, al80 prevented a calm and dis-~
passionate discussion of these Budget Proposals was the
imputation that because the Hon. Premier had introduced
the Budget on a Tuesday and left for Canada on the Wednes-
day, that there was necessarily something bad about that.
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That imputation hurt me personally very much because I

had imagined that people would realise that public business,
as far as Ministers are concerned, may not always be done
at the Minister’s own convenience and that very often all
competing claims of various actlvities come so quickly and
fast that you must make your choice. Since above a certain
level all public business is of equal value, it is not un=-
natural to suppose that a Minister might meetallthe claims
upon him by doing one thing on one day and starting to do

something else on another day. In any case, it would not be
supposed that members of thisGovernmentare so backward
in their understanding and their grasp of public affairs that
the absence of the Minister of Finance wouldbring the en-
tire administration to a standstill. That usedto be the case
in this island under a forefgn regime which happily is not
now the case,

Mr. Deputy Speaker, to prove that that was not the
case, all the allegations made inthe course of debate on the
Budgetary Proposals which stemmed from this miscon-
ception as to what the public dutiesof a Minister are — all
of these allegations and imputations were answered by the
Hon. Leader of the House when he had occasion to inter-
polate in the course of debate. The fourth point is this: quite
a lot of play was made in the debate about the sinister in-
tentions and the near dictatorial propensities of the Minis-
ter of. Finance and the debate, as it developed from the
other side of the House, certainly gave the impression that
this island was coweringunder the lash of a tyrant and for
that matter the only level upon which finance could be dis-
cussed is the level of a slave versus a slave master. We,
on this side of the House, reject that contention entirely.
The whole Cabinet stands, by virtue of collective responsi-
bility, behind the Budget Proposals. 1 donothave to stress
that.

4,15 p.m.

What 1 have to stress is this: it is not always under-
stood that when the hon. senior member for St. John speaks
as Minister of Finance he is discharging a constitutional
responsibility which is not necessarily the same as the
responsibility which he discharges as Premier of this
Island, When he is doing the budget, he speaks as Minister of
Finance; in all other respects he speaks and acts as Head
of the Government, anditislargely, orl would say entirely,
due to him that a Ministry of Finance was created in this
1sland, because until he became Minister of Finance there
was not any, and all the financial affairsof the Government
of Barbados before December, 1961 were arrangedin a
separate section, but still a subordinate secton of the
Premier’s Ministry. Thatisnotnow so. Thereis a separate
Ministry of Finance just as there isa separate Ministry of
Education, Home Affairs, Development, Communications
and Works or any other, and the personwho is constitution-
ally charged with the responsibility for financial matters
must take his responsibilities seriously, because if he does
not so do, the whole machinery of Government is liable to
come to a stand-still.]1 willgoonto say as a member of the
Cabinet that we frequently find that the hon. member whom
I am now discussing is more serious, if that could be pos-
sible, in the discharge of his dutiesasMinister of Finance
than he is as Premier, and we frequently also find that
where we could possibly get around him when we approach
him as Head of the Government, he bearsa sterner aspect
when we approach him as Minister of Finance. That is how
it should be.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 want to let the House know,
therefore, that on Budget occasions he isexercisinga spe-
cial constitutional responsibility which rests upon him for
finance, and is not at that time speaking or acting as Head
of the Government. A8 Head of the Government, it is pos-
sible and practical and sengible for him to make compromi-
ses of all sorts; such compromisesare notalways desirable
or even practical in his capacity as Minister of Finance.
That brings me te another point. Inthe course of the debate
quite a lot of play wasmade of the fact that the confidential
papers from which he introduceshis proposalstothe House
were not brought by him in the usual red despatch box, but
in a black box, and some people who should know better
profess that they discover something sinister merely ina
difference of colour. Some of them have been on Parlia-
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mentary courses and they should know that it is commor

practice in British Parliaments for financial papers
whether confidential or not to be keptinblack boxes, so that
they can be easily distinguished by the persons who have
to deal with them, and this would be an important point in
a Ministry, shall we say, in the UnitedKingdom or Canada
where tens and scores of boxes pass through a Mim’ster's
hands everyday to be able to distinguish clearly which
ones contain the financial papers, instead of opening ten
boxes to find what youwant. There isnothing sinister about
it, and so as with everything British, one good custom
follows itself around the whole Commonwealth, and even
here in Barbados the custom hasgrown up that the financial
papers are kept in a black box whichis the property of the
Ministry of Finance, and obviously if the Minister of Fi-
nance is bringing out his papers for a special occasion, he
would bring them ina blackbox. Onother occasions you see
him with his two red boxes and-nobody comments on the
size or number of the boxes, but they commented for want
of something better to do on the colour of a different box
merely because it is the custom to keepfinancial papers in
them. 1 myself would have thought it strange if he had
brought them out in a red box, because] am a bit of a tra-
ditionalist myself, and 1 would have wondered why he had
broken tradition to bring out financial papers in a red box,
1t would not occur tome tofindit strange to see him bring~
ing them in a black box, but a lot of ignorant play has been
made about it, merely because black, 1 suppose, with a lot
of people is a sign of mourning, and merely because the
taxation proposals this year were impositions.

Suppose for argument sake, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the
taxation proposals weredifferent, Suppose the economy of the
country had allowed the Minister of Finance to bring in
proposals which offered wide-spread tax reliefs, but he had
still brought them in a black box. Would the same hon.
members have taken the trouble to comment? Would they
then not discover that black, far from being a colour of
doom, would be a colour of something pleasant? It is as
well, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that we should keep debates on
these matters away from emotionalism, and in order per-
haps to raise our standard of debate to the highest possible
levels, use only those arguments which tell and tell in the
right way.

Now one thing that has struck me about all the criti-
cism to these Budget Proposals, save only the criticism
made by the hon. senior member for St. Peter.Hisisa
sensible exception for this reason; although he didallow his
rhetoric to get away with him and in some cases did make
some rather unfair comments onGovernment policy, yethis
contribution to this debate was the only contribution so far
in that period based on some understanding of the issues
involved, because the point atissueisthis: very few people
remembered that two papers were laidinthe House on that
day by the Minister of Finance. One of them consisted of
the Budgetary Proposals which formed the whole cut and
thrust of this debate now in its fifth week, but the other
equally important document was the survey which he laid
of the economy of Barbados for 1962.1twas from that sur-
vey and on that survey that the Budget Proposals were laid,
and if I were a member of the House in opposition to this
or any Government, and 1 hadwantedto criticise with some
justice and even with some intelligence the Budget Propo-
sals, I would take the Economic Survey for 1962 and
thoroughly peruse it, because having heard the Minister of
Finance commit himself to saying that the Budget Proposals
arose out of the facts disclosed in the survey, 1 would ex-
amine the survey to seeif there were any flaws, and if they
were any flaws in the survey, thatis, if there were flaws in
his analysis of the economy of the country, then anything
based on that analysis would be bound to be faulty.
4.25 p.m.

That is the attitude for whichl wouldhave attacked.the
budget but apartfrom the hon. senior member for St. Peter,
no hon. member on that side took the trouble even to
examine the Economic Survey and therefore, having not
done that, much of the criticism missed the whole point.
They were arguing in a vacuum and the vacuum they as-
sumed was that you prepared the budget out of your head in
the sense that the first idea thatcomesinto your mind you

act upon. Some hon. members on the other side seemed to
say: ‘‘why you tax them onthis and why not that?’’ as if the
Minister of Finance in deciding what to tax approached his
problem as a juggler might do throwing three balls in the
air and hoping that at any one time one would be in the air
and two in his hands. It is not done in that way and if hon.
members had studied the Economic Survey carefully, they
would have been in a position to make perhaps constructive
criticisms and probably would be in a position to guide us
in matters which quite conceivably we might have over-
looked, One thing I can say of this Party, It consists of
people who are always willing to learn and you never hear
from us the arrogant expression that nobody can teach us
anything, We have learnt a lot from the debates of this
House and there is scarcely a debate which has not taught
us something andwhich hasnot become valuable to us in the
present or future policy of the Government. lf hon. mem-
bers had taken the trouble to study the Economic Survey,
because itwasonthe Economic Survey that the whole budget
was passed, they would not have beenarguingin a vacuum.

Now, that survey sets out in simple termsthe position
of various sectors of the 1sland’seconomy more especially
the position which we are up against in our international
trading question and very few people in this Island seem to
understand what we are up against. It is as simple as this,
We buy from outside of this Island some $88 million of
goods and services. We sellto people outside of this Island
about half of thatamount. The rough figuresare $44 million
so it means for every $2.00 we buy, we sell only $1.00.

REVERSION TO GOVERNMENT BUSINESS

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: That brings to anendfor the
day Private Members' Business, We now revert toGovern-
ment Business.

When the Sitting was suspended at 2.00 o’clock p.m.,
the hon. senior member for St. Peter was addressing the
Chair.

THE TRADE UNION BILL, 1963

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 made the point
earlier that so far as this amendment to the Trade Union
Act is concerned,] amin complete agreement with the Gov~
ernment as well as my own organisationbutl think I would
take this opportunity this evening to atleast enlighten hon.
members as to the controversy of the Clause because] do
not think at this stage members of any Legislature should
not be so unenlightened about things like this as if it is

something new.

The particular Clause towhich] am referringis Clause
39 which is the one dealing with peaceful picketing. There
is much which has been said about it, as 1 have stated al-
ready, that 1 am a bit surprisedtohear the Hon. Introducer
of this Bill in his closing remarks make a more or less
unfortunate statement in relation to the retention of this
particular Clause,

Why 1 say that? We received from the Government a
Draft Bill and we agreed with the Draft Bill substantially
and whatever amendments we suggested tothe Government
were accepted. We did not have to make an amendment to
the Draft Bill which the Government sent to us in relation
to Clause 39. In the Draft Bill, this Clause was worded as
follows:~

‘It shall be lawful for one or more persons acting on
their own behalf or on behalf of a Trade Union or of any
individual employer or firm in contemplation or furtherance
of a trade dispute, to attend at or near a house or place
where a person resides or works or carries on business
or happens to be, if they so attend merely for the purpose of
peacefully obtaining or communicating information or of
peacefully persuading any person to work or abstain from
working."

Now, Sir, I must bring hon. members' minds a little
further back. That same amendment is in the Trade Dis~
putes Act of Great Britain. Hon. members must not consider
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that I am Jecturing to them butl am telling them something
of these Acts becauge I find that they are not acquainted
with Trade Union matters as much as] am.

Some hon. members have the idea that if you put into
the Act “‘to attend at or nearahouse or place where a per-
son resides’’ thatitisputinfor somebody to go in for some
undignified action to pry into some private person’s busi-
ness, may be, to be some Peeping Tom to see if some
domestic performance is taking place at some person's
home. Some members feel, on the other hand, and have the
concept that an employer has a rightto retire to his feudal
sanctuary when there is a strike on and to have peace but
the man or the employee who is aggrieved has no right to
go to his home. His home can be abandoned for ever.

1 would like to show the Hon. Minister of Trade the
error he has made in his last statement for which he says
he gives the Trade Union the right. | do not know if itis a
habit of the Hon. Minister, but youwill remember the pre-
vious Minister of Labour opposed this Clause although in
1949 surprisingly this Clause was passed by him. I will
remind the Hon. Minister of Trade now thathe voted for it
then in the same way asit stood.} have here in front of me
the speech he made on it in 1949,

The particular Clause which was Clause 6 atthat time
read as follows;-

*It shall be lawful for one or more persons acting on
their own behalf or on behalf of a trade union or of an indi-
vidual employer or firm in contemplation or furtherance of
trade dispute, to attend at or R€ar a house or place where
a person resides or works or carries on business or hap-
pens to be, if they so attend merely for the purpose of
peacefully obtaining or communicating information or of
peacefully persuading any person to work or abstain from
working."’

1 can read Mr. Deputy Speaker, the speeches of many
members of the House atthat time onthat and when it came
to the vote but 1 will only read the names of the members
when the division was taken.

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
as follows:~

AYES: Mr. Speaker, Messrs. ALDER, MAPP, BRYAN,
COX, F. L. WALCOTT, CRAWFORD, BRANCKER and Dr.
CUMMINS - 9

NOES: Messrs. BETHELL, MOTTLEY, GILL, GOD-
DARD, REECE, E.K.WALCOTT, WILKINSON andWARD —
8

In those days it was amazing. The memberswho voted
against it then said thatthe Trade Unionwas only ten years
old and to give it a chance to develop. More years have
passed after this was introduced than the yearswhich have
gone before by the Trade Union. What | do not understand
in the statement of the Hon. Minister today is why he is
insisting on this Clause when his own Government took the
initiative and sent outa Draft Clause exactly the same asin
the English Act and which he has supported. I am going to
show you the illogicality of saying what he is saying.I am
going to show you what is in the English Act to show you
that what is in this Act is not exactly the right thing.
4.35 p.m.

This Clause deals with a Trade dispute. Hon. members
know what a trade dispute is, and if you look at page three
of this Bill you will see what is the definition of a Trade
dispute. This is what it says;

' ‘trade dispute’ meansany dispute between employers
and workmen, or between workmen and workmen, whichis

connected with the employment or non~employment, or the

terms of the employment, or with the conditions of labour,
of any person.”

You are now consolidating the law, You do not have to
be a workman to be employed; it could not be stated here
‘‘the non-employment of a person who is not a workman."’
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A workman connotes that you may be working at a place.
You also have the definition of a workman and this is what
it says:

““‘workman’’ means any person who has entered into
or works under a contract with an employer, whether the
contract be by way of manual labour, clerical work or
otherwise, be expressed or implied, oral or inwriting, and
whether it be a contract of service or of apprenticeship or
a contract personally to execute any work or labour and
includes any person who is employed in a civil capacity
under the Government or is employed by a Council es~
tablished under the Local Government Act, 1958, and,
subject to section 44, any other person employed by or
under the Crowninthe same mannerasif such person were
employed by or under a private person.

A workman means anybody who hasentereda contract;
and a dispute means that it can be applied to any person
whether under contract or otherwise. Hon. members must
understand what the Trade Union is too. Thereis a defini-
tion of a Trade Union and this is what it says:

‘“‘trade union’’ means any combination, whether tem-
porary or permanent, the principal purposes of which are:
under its constitution the regulation of the relations be-
tween workmen and employers, or between workmen and
workmen, or between employers and employers, whether
such combination would or would not, if this Act had not
been enacted, have been deemed to have been an unlawful
combination by reason of some one or more of its purposes
being in restraint of trade;

When it comes to the question of peaceful picketing, if
the hon. member says that there must be a Trade Union
we have this Clause 39 andl wantto show this hon. member
where it is illogical. Clause 39 says this;

39. It shall be lawful for one or more persons, appointed
by the trade union, the firm or the individual employer
directly concerned in comtemplation or furtherance of a
trade dispute, to attend at or near a house or place where
a person resides or works or carries on business or
happens to be, if they so attend merely for the purpose of
peacefully obtaining or communicating information, or of
peacefully persuading any person to work or abstain from
working.

When you say: ‘‘It shall be lawful for one or more
persons, appointed by the trade union, the firm or the
individualesee in contemplation or furtherance of a trade
dispute, to attend at Or near a hOuSE....’’ and soon, I
should like to say that a trade dispute is not confined to a
Trade Union. Do not let us get mixedin our ideas. A trade
dispute means any dispute between employers and work=-
men or between workmen and workmen. Youcannothave a
trade dispute between employers and employers. If em-
ployers were to have a row betweenthemselvesthat is not
a trade dispute. There is no such thing as a dispute be-
tween employers and a trade union. If you write in these
words you will exclude all persons otherthan persons in a
trade union from a dispute with anemployer. You can have
a dispute with people who are not members of a Trade
Union. You can employ, for instance, a group of artisans to
build your house and you may refuse to pay one of them or
you may dismiss one of them, and you have a strike. You
talk about peaceful picketing but do not want to preclude
people from demonstrating that they are on strike because
a trade union has not appointed them. You are taking away
a fundamental right which you have already given.

You sit down and pass these things but no legal man
can look at the English Act and look at this Act and say
that it means the same thing because it does not mean the
same thing. A man who is in a trade union has no more
right now to peaceful picketing than a man who is outside
the trade union. A trade dispute is nothing to do with
whether a2 man has ever been in a trade union building or
not. As a Trade Unionist one would think that 1 would catch
at this. There are people in Bridgetownandyou do not tell
me that they would be denied the same right that the Trade
Union would be denied. I cannot understand how, as to the
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original draft, you take out the words which were in that
original draft and refer to this draft which is not as good
as the original one. My amendment which 1 originally
introduced is what they are putdng in now, but the draft
which was sent downby the Governmentisan improvement.
The Government is apparently more inclined to go along
with the views of the people who know nothing about the
law as regards peaceful picketing - infactthey have never
seen it practiced. I spoke with one hon. member here today
and he told me that he does not mind having peaceful
picketing at a place where a man works; but they are for=-
getting that an employer as well as aworkman is a person
and a workman does not work with the building; the building
did not dismiss him but itisthe person who dismissed him,
so that it is a person whom you are talking about. A trade
dispute is a dispute between anemployer anda workman in
connection with employment or non-employment, not in
connection with a building. Some employment is general; if
you employ a bus driver to drive a bus, the bus station is
not the important thing.
4.45 p.m.

A very important thing inanage like this is that people
talk in terms as if a workeris some inferior beast, and an
employer is some superior person who has the right to
retire to his sanctuary which he says is his home after he
has made certain impositions on the lives of persons who
may never be able to return home. Let me give a classic
example: an employer dismisses a man wrongfully, hehas
no money to pay rent, no other job to look forward to and
no home to repair to, because the landlord is looking to
throw him out of the place; but he and his colleagues must
sit down in the open air or maybe go to some public insti-
tution, while the employer can retire tohis sanctuary, and
you say that employees should not go to the man's home
because that is his home, and hishomeis his castle. Apart
from that sort of philosophical reasoning where social
justice makes you agree it is wrong, the legal aspect is
still there because there are three definitions under this.
You have a definition which defineswhatisa trade dispute;
so you cannot have a trade dispute in one breath and talk
about a person, and in another breath refer to a Trade
Union. A Trade Union under the Actis a combination of
people, but if you have a trade dispute you do not have to be
in a Trade Union. Men who have never seen a Trade Union
door can have a trade dispute, and when they have a trade
dispute, what are you going to tell the men? Are you going
to tell them that they cannot picket if there is a dispute
because they are not members of theTrade Union? That is
why I said that the draft amendment hadthe English Clause
in it which says‘‘it shall be lawful for one or more persons
acting on their own behalf or on behalf of a trade union'’;
it does not preclude a Trade Union from acting, therefore
if the Minister is insisting that it shouldbe a Trade Union,
1 am a Trade Unionist, and this would deprive in the first
instances the persons that you are talking about, One or
more persons should be able to act ontheir own behalf be-
cause in the first instance it couldbea dispute with a per-
son,

Let me give you an example, Mr. Deputy Speaker. A
Trade Union may rise upagainstanemployer for the unfair
dismissal of a man and under the law you can picket; but
that same man in a similar case not belonging to a Trade
Union cannot picket. Why should he be deprived of the right
if there is a dispute? The law or the definition of *‘dispute’’
does not say it must be witha Trade Union, and therefore 1
do not see why you should write itinto the Act as you have
done in Clause 39. 1say that, Mr. Deputy Speaker, because
I have reached the stage in my life to know that Barbados
is a backward place when it comes to passing legislation,
and that this would come here positively notas good as the
draft, and you would get a bunch of people sitting down in
the House of Assembly and passing it. The QOpposition on
the other hand thinks this will give somebody the right to
peep in somebody’s backyard to see if they are washing
clothes orbathingintheyardasif you can go at somebody’s
house peacefully picketing to look in the back of his prem-
ises, or as has been suggested to me, as if it is peaceful
peeping. It is nothing like that,

"

Moreover, Mr. Deputy Speaker, the law does not per-
mit any person to enter a person’s private property in
peaceful picketing. The employers in this House who are
nearly all of the members of the Qfficial Opposition are
projecting the idea thatwhenworkersgoator near a home,
it is only the employer’s home, forgetting that when you
are speaking about this Act, you are speaking about
workmen and workmen. A dispute can be between a work-
man and a workman, and in some instances picketing at
or near a home is going to be applicable to a workman's
home because you want to persuade him to work or not to
work. Hon. members must understand what the Trade Union
Act and a Trade Dispute Act mean. You cannot pass one
which gives the employer the right that you do not give to
the worker under a trade dispute, because even without
this Act, Mr. Deputy Speaker, an employer can send a
motor car for the workers. We had this instance in Bar-
bados during the strike at the Advocate. The employers
were sending motor cars to the homes of workers and
bringing them out to work, because they had a legal right
to send for a worker. Unfortunately the Union did not have
the legal right to go to the man’s home and tell him not to
come to work. That is the whole essence of having peaceful
picketing for both sides. It does not prevent the employer
from persuading a man to come to work, nor does it pre-
vent a worker from persuading another worker notto come
to work. Moreover, it makesa strike effective. There is no
point in saying you have the right to strike but you are
going to take all the effective elements.

What 1 want to point out to the Hon. Minister is that it
does not matter to me as an individual what kind of laws
you pass in this respect, because in my humble opinion,
1 believe in many cases that we have passed the stage by
and large where we have to use a strike or picketing as
such to be able to get what we regard as reasonable out of
an employer, but it does not mean that there are not in-
stances where you would require this. In the United King-
dom where Trade Unionism has been going on for many
years, they still have this on the Statute Book. It does not
mean that you strike every day or have peaceful picketing,
and | believe you can count the number of cases on your
hand; but when it is required, the law should be there that
you can use without having to adopt unlawful methodsto get
what you require. 1 feel, Mr. Deputy Speaker, that the
original clause which was sentdown inthe draft was better.
Why should a person who has a dispute with an employer
be precluded from having things in his interest and has to
be appointed as a member of a Trade Union to do these
things? He should not be required to join a Trade Union,
because he is not under contract towork with an employer
based onthe factthathe hastobe in a Trade Union. An em-
ployer does not employ workmen in this lsand based on
the fact that they are members of a Trade Union; they em~
ploy them as persons, and joining a Trade Unin is some-
thing subsequent.

Let me give aclassic example, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
In the number of people that isemployedby the hon. junior
member for Christ Church, I believe there are more non-
Union members than Union members, and the ones in the
Union under this law can go amd picket his business, but
the ones who are not inthe Union cannot picket; but the Act
was not intended to be like that. It was not intended that
the Trade Dispute Act should limit persons, and I would
say that the lawyers in England in 1906 when framing the
Trade Dispute Law = and that is why draughtsmanship
is such an expert job — looked into all the circumstances,
because they realised they could not put in one clause the
definition of a trade dispute and then inanother clause say
if a dispute occurs how it is to be operated, and preclude
some of the same people whom you have put in under the
Clause where you say a dispute means ‘‘any dispute be-
tween an employer and workers’’, and then you come here
and restrict it by saing '‘it shallbe lawful for one or more
persons appointed by the Trade Union'’, and take out the
words ‘'acting on their own behalf'’ which is a logical se-
quence to the definition of a trade dispute.
4.55 p.m.

1 have here one of the best books written by Sir Norman
Citrine. He cited casesto showthata workman did not have
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to be a person who was employed and that is why you may
be dismissing a man. It may be through the unemployment
of a man that caused the dispute so that it is not a question
of anybody working with you. It may be a dispute because
they feel that this person should be employed and the dis=
pute arises out of that,

It seems to me that the original Draft Bill which they
have not brought down now, covered the whole thing com-
pletely because there is no necessity to water down that.
That is one of the restrictive elements which went on in
1959 and 1949. In 1939 when the Trade Union Act was
passed this Island refused to pass the Clause dealing with
peaceful picketing. As Your Honour knows, 25 years ago
the Royal Commission came here and recommended Trade
Union law with peaceful picketing and 25 yearshence we are
still struggling to put in an amendment which is the same
as in the English Act of 1906 4nd it is the same as when
you had all the other things in the like English legislation
defining what a dispute is, what a workman is, and so
forth. :

A workman, as you have it in this Act, is one who
must be appolnted by a Trade Union. There is nothing in
the English Act to say that you must be appointed by a
Trade Union. You must give a man the fundamental right
to tell you that ‘I am on strike.’’

The phrase which the employers opposed was ‘‘at or
near a house," There is nothing wrong with that, There is
nothing illogical in my going toanybody’ shome anyhow. As
regards this idea of going *'at orneara house’’ hon. mem-
bers have forgotten that]cannot gotoanybody’s house now.
What you can do is to stop me from trespassing. Asl see

it, 1 have found outthatwe musthave special parliamentary -

courses so as to make hon. members understand when you

are making reference to something for them to see that it
is not something different. Do you think you can speak the
same way all the time as if you are going over a record?
As the law stands now there is nothing {llegal of my going
to anybody's home, When a dispute arose between workers
and an employer, they said that the workers should not go
and molest people at their homesand although it was proved

by a number of cases that a strike was going on, going to
people’ s homes was regarded as an offence and so as to put
it beyond any doubt that going at or near a person's home

was not an offence, they put it in the Act and said that it
shall be no longer unlawful.

“*At or near the house’’ does not mean in your house.
People have a right to go on the highway. There is no
special privilege in goingonthe highway at or near a man’s
house than to go on any other highway. All these Clauses
are put in the English Act, A strike is on, Why is it that

a workman can go to his colleague andpersuade him not to

go toworkbut you say that the workman cannot go ator near

the employer’s home to let other people see that he is con- -

tracting out. An employer may think of contracting out and
withdrawing to his sanctuary and leaving the workers ex-
posed to all sorts of things. You have a case of a work's
lockout, An employer can repair to his home and leave
workers picketing the work premises. What nonsense is
that? Hon. members should bear in mind thatwhen you are
dealing with this, you are not dealing with just a dispute,
you are dealing with people with whom sometimes their
lives are exposed. In all of these things, there can be the
unpleasant side of them but the law is there.

I heard the hon. junior member for St. Joseph in the
last session when his party was in power with the idea
that a man can go wp to another man's yard, I am amazed
to know when you are putting the same things on the Statute
Book as what is contained in the English Act, you get peo~
ple saying that Barbadians who are as tolerable and law
abiding as English people, are going to shoot down the
whole lot of them. You get people saying that just because
they are exercising certain rights. As a matter of fact,
you cannot enter into people’'s private placesanyhow.As a
matter of fact, as regards where some of them actually
regide, it would be pointless of your going to their homes.
Why should a man’s home not be pickesed? It is not the
man’s home which you are really picketing, it is the man,

You have this ignorance about your going to a man's home,
No man has the right of safety tohis sanctuary after he has
done something to aggrieve people, What home are you

telling me about? You do something to people and then run
away to your home and they are saying that you should be

protected from that. Why? The Minister who introduced
this Bill said that he could not agree to a man picketing

unless the person was appointed by a Trade Union. He

does not understand the whole begining of the Trade Dis-

putes Act.

5.05 p.m.

A dispute does not arise within the community be-
cause you are a member of a trade union. An employer
can dismiss a servant; a man has kicked a domestic ser-
vait who was not a member of the Trade Union and that
was a trade dispute. Do you mean to say that the person
who has been kicked could not demonstrate that she was
kicked? 1 have a classic example of what 1 am saying. A
European kicked a man in Barbados and if that man had
not been a member of the Trade Union what would be the
difference in that man drawing public attention to this
matter? Why should an employer be able to repair to his
sanctuary at night at ease? Why should he be able to kick
somebody in Broad Street and then be able to withdraw
to his sanctuary in Christ Church? The minds of hon,
members must become emancipated from these things.
Since 1906 this was the law in England; this is now 1963
so that 57 years ago this law was passed in England. ]
want to say this: those who want to withdraw to their
sanctuaries when they commit these things should not be
allowed to do so easily.

Peaceful picketing does not give a man the right to
go into an employer's bedroom or kitchen or even to enter
upon his private property. All he candois to go at or near
the premises and that means on the highway. Peaceful
picketing cannot take place on people's private property
and the cases of these instances are replete. Mr. Deputy
Speaker, 1 am in agreement with the Bill but, so far as1
am concerned, 1 have reached the stage where, if you have
to pass laws in Barbados and you modify the laws as they
are in England, and you have a majority of people who are
willing to go along with that, thatwill be no heartache with
me. This is the law which is on the Statute Book but, as to
the draft which the Government has sent down, they did
not accept what the Union was putting forward. We were
willing to' accept the draft and we would stress that the
draft was amended to what it is now. I thought that I would
withdraw my Bill if something better thanthatwas coming
down.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I do not think | have to say any-
thing more about the wording: ‘‘To attend at or near a
house”; they must read the Act and understand what it
means. A man drinks rum and you go at the rum shop and
tell'him: **Things are tight tomorrow; donot come down'’.
That happens to be the place where youhappen to meet the
man which is not necessarily his place of abode. You will
realise that if you haveitwordedasto what a trade dispute
is, and in relation to peaceful picketing you have where a
dispute occurs with any person, and you have it that that
person must be employed by the Trade Union you will be
taking away the right of exercise which the Statute law
gives to a person. If you say that it must be a trade union,
you are saying that you must only havea trade union where
a trade dispute occurs.

LEAVE TO LAY STATEMENT re
FEDERATION CONFERENCE

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Deputy Speaker, dueto cir-
cumstances over which we still have no control unfortunate-
ly, I am wondering if Icould lay a Statement now which will
be the subject of debate if hon. members consider it
necessary to do so.1tisnot considered, in view of the mis-
leading publicity which is likely to be given in the local
and overseas Press, that this matter should be left over
for another week to be bandied about by irresponsible
people without the true facts being disclosed. In the cir-
cumstances, I am asking leave to make an official state-
ment relative to the Federation Conference. 1 regret very
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much, due to the fact that] have had to get certain parts
of the Statement, that 1 was not in a position to enter the
House at the appropriate time to make this Statement,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Hon. members have heard
what the Hon. Premier has said and, in those circum-
stances, b8 is asking leave to make a Staternent, Unless
there be an objection, leave will be granted the Hon.
Premier. (After a pause), There being no objection, leave
is granted the Hon. Premier to make the Statement.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I have the
honour to lay a Statement inconnection with the Federation
Conference, The Statement is as follows:-

From 20th to 24th May, 1963, the Premier of Barbados
and Chief Ministers of Antigua, Dominica, Montserrat, .
Kirts, St. Lucia and St. Vincent met at Government Head-
quarters, Bay Street, and reviewed the proposals for a
Federation of the East Caribbean Territories as outlined in
the White Paper Command 1746, The Ministers also con-
sidered the proposals contained inthe Reports of the Fiscal
Commissioner and the Civil Service Commission,

On Friday 24th May, the Regional Council of Ministers
commenced its meeting with Mr. Nigel Fisher, Pariamen~
tary Under-Secretary of State for the Colonies, and the
Council presented to Mr. Fisher a Statement embodying
the areas of agreement which by and large had been reached
by the Ministers at their preliminary meeting. The State~
ment is attached in Appendix ‘A"’ and 1 intend to read that
because ] consider it a most important Document.

Before the conclusion of the meeting with the Regional
Council of Ministers, Mr. Fisher presented a Statement
setting out the reactions of the United Kingdom Govern=
ment to the proposals of the Regional Councilfor variation
of the procedure for the establishment of a Federation as
recommended in the White Paper.

The Secretary of State for the Colonies last night,
that is, 10th June, 1963, issued the following statement in
connection with the East Caribbean Conference which it
had been proposed to hold in june, 1963;-

‘“Following upon the break-up of the West Indies
Federation and the decision to grant independence
separately to Jamiaca and Trinidad, a conference of
the remaining Eight West Indian Colonies was held in
London in June, 1962. At this Conference the repre-
sentatives of these territories agreed to form a Fed-
eration. The main features of the proposed Federation
were set out inthe Conference Report(Command 1746).

5.15 p.m.

“*Shortly afterwards there were elections in Grenada
which resulted ina change of Government, The new Govern-
ment decided to seek association with Trinidad in prefer=
ence to joining the proposed Federation.

In December, 1962 the Colonial Secretary, Mr. Duncan
Sandys, took the opportunity of his visit to the Caribbean
to hold a joint meeting of the Chief Ministers of Antigua,
Barbados, Dominica, Montserrat, St. Kitts, St, Lucia and
St. Vincent.”'

If 1 may dilate for 8 moment, | would prefer to say
‘‘the Premier of Barbados and the Chief Ministers of the
other territories.

““In a statement issuedafter this meeting the Ministers
unanimously re-affirmed their conviction that Federation
offered the best prospects for the economic and political
progress of their peoples; and it was agreed that a con-
ference should be convened in London in June 1963 to
reach final decisions about the form of the Federation.

In preparation for this conference, M., Under
Secretary of State for the Colonies, haddiscussionsin Bar-
bados with the Chief Ministers of the Seven territories on
24th to 31st May. These discussions revealed a significant
divergence of opinion betweenthe Governments.concerned.
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Some of the differences arose from further reflection upon
the original proposals while others arose from considera-
tion of recent expert studies of the administrative, fiscal
and to reservations of three of them."’

1 am quoting direct from the Despatch from the Secre-
tary of State which arrived last night; so if at any stage it
does not make sense, I hold no responsibility for that.

‘‘Since the suggestions in this statement involved
radical changes in the proposalspreviously consideredand
since time would clearly be required to study them, it was
agreed that the constitutional conference in London would
have to be postponed until later in the year.”

That is the end of the quotation and statement, Sir,
except for two Appendices which are attached. ] do not
intend to make any commentatthis stage;l am only making
the statement because ] do not think it is right for me to
make a comment. 1 will have a lot to say when members
have to debate the statement which has been laid. 1 should
now like to read Appendix ‘‘A"’. You will remember, Sir,
that 1 said that the Council presented to Mr. Fisher a
statement embodying the areas of agreement which by and
large had been reached at the Regional Council of
Ministers meeting. Thisisthe paper presentedtothe Under
Secretary of State for the Colonies by the Governments
concerned.

‘“The Conference unanimously recommend that the
Federation of the West Indies be independent from its
inauguration with constitutional guarantees for the subjects
set out in the Bill of Rights.

2. The Federal Government when estahlished and the
Unit Government accept the arrangement that the Unit
Governments will continue to administer the departments
responsible for the collection of Income Tax, the provision
of Postal Services and the local Police Forcesfor a period
of five years from the inception of the Federation at the end
of which period the position willbe reviewed by the Federal
and UnitGovernments, subject to the proviso by the Govern-
ment of Antigua that any Unit Government not agreeing to
transfer any of these services to the Federal Government
should have the right to continue to administer such ser-
vices.

3. That the Federal Government exercise legislative
authority in relation to the subjects set out in the Exclusive
Legislative list and concurrent legislative power with the
Unit Governments over matters in the Concurrent Legis-
lative List.

4. That the Federal Government administer the depart-
ments of Audit, Prisons, Customs, and Excise, the Police
Training School and the Mobile Police Force, Qverseas
Commissions and Regional Services, Advisory Services,
Federal Public Service Commissionsand Telecommunica-
tions as limited in the Exclusive Legislative List.

5. That a Federal jJudiciary as proposed in the Report
prepared by the Legal Committee of the Conference be
established,

6. That a Unified Service for Administrative, Technical
and Professional Staff be established.

7.  That the terms of the Financial Assistancetobe given
to the Federal Government and Unit Governments by Her
Majesty’'s Government during the ten year period 1963-
1973 be settled at the Conference to be held in June 1963
or later as the Secretary of State may decide, and should
provide for open grantsfor administrative purposes, grants
for establishing the Federation, Development Grants and
Development Loans.

The Conference further recommends that the steps to

the Establishmen of the Independent Federation should be
in the following order:

(1) Appointment of Interim Federal Public Service Com-
mission to appoint key Federsl Officers;




(2) Preparation of Constitutional instruments and organ-
isation of Federal Departments and Services.

(3) Introduction of Independence Bill in House of Commons
June-July, 1964,

(4) Appointment of Governor-General and creation of
Federal Council of Ministers into a body corporate with
power to legislate by Regulations made by the Governor-
General on the advice of the Federal Council limited by a
number of subjects, such steps as are necessary for the
launching of the Federation.

(5) Federal Elections in 1965.

(6) Inauguration and appointment of Prime Minister and
other Ministers on advice of the Prime Minister.

(7) Between July, 1963, and the inauguration of the Federa-
tion full internal self-Government to be given to all Unit
Territories.”’

That was the paper, Sir, which was presentedand which
is referred to in the Secretary of State’ s Despatch released
last night. 1 will now read, Sir, Appendix ‘‘B"’ which was
referred to in paragraph 5of Appendix‘'A’’, that a Federal
Judiciary as proposed in the Report be established. I am
sorry, Sir, but the Legal Report was taken away so that
copies could be typed, and 1 intend to lay that with the rest
of the papers which I have laid. Perhaps if hon. members
would like to hear it, as soon as it is available, 1 will re-
sume and read it. | should like to make it clear, Sir, that at
the insistence of the Government of Barbadosandthe dele-
gates to the recent Conference, the Secretary of State made
the release which he made last night, because we feel the
people of the Caribbean area should know and not leave it
to wild speculation, the real reasons for the postponement
of the conference.

5.25 p.m.

Sir, I do not intend to go into it now; and I thank the
House for giving me the indulgence of interrupting the
debate. Perhaps, now 1 am on my feetl can take over from
where the hon. senior member for St. Peter left off on the
Bill before us, therefore, I would be only interrupting my
own speech and nobody else’s. .

Sir, 1 consider the Bill whichisbefore the House from
the point of view of labour relations and trade union de-
velopments in this country as one of the most significant
laws in our history which must be regarded as a natural
corrollary in the development from colonialism to a state
of independence. You will remember, Sir, — perhaps you
may be tooyoung then — thatin 1939 we had our first Trade
Union Act. That Trade Union Act only came to these terri-
tories after there had been a series of widespread distur-
bances. In other countries they would call them uprisings
or rebellions against conditions which the people were suf-
fering from. You will also remember inthe same year the
Act was introduced that the Royal Commission headed by
Lord Moyne and the General Secretary of the Trade Unjon
Congress inGreat Britain, now or then Mr, Walter Citrine
came to this territory and recommended that trade union
legislation was necessary.

The position was, and still is, thatinGreat Britain the
registration of a trade union is not compulsory. Starting in
1881 with the Conspiracy and Protectionof Property Actor
perhaps going back to the Combination Act, 1799 which was
on the Statute Book long before trade unionswere developed,
a large number of repressive bitsof legislationwas passed
against workmenwho wantedto get together in order to fight
for what is now regarded astheir fundamental rights. In the
1790’s it was definitely illegal andin Barbadosit continued
to be illegal until 1949 for workmento get together even in
their own houses and hold meetings about the conditions
under which they were working or to discuss better wages
and conditions of employment. Far from not only being il-
legal to discuss those sort of things, we read where certain
people in order to dilate onlabour capditions that they sent
some labourers away out to Antigua merely for holding a
meeting to decide upon their conditions of work.

The reason why I mentioned the year 1799, it appears
that the thinking of a lot of people in Barbados is just like

that when we had the Combination Act of the eighteenth
century. It i8 remarkable the statements made onthe floor

_ of the House not only from the Conservative benches but

from those of labour, the people who profess to be cham-
ploning the cause of the working classes. They speak of
‘‘at or near a person’s place’’ as if it is the antithesis of
democracy. You have heard all kinds of nonsense spoken
about it, It shows how benightedwe are that 170 years after
the Combination Act you still get people and responsible
organisations putting forward views which would be laughed
out of Court by Her Majesty’s judgesand even by the right
wing elemens of the Tory Party in England, Scotland and
Wales. You hear them putting forward theories which are
even out of date in the United States after they passed the
Wagner Act and the ShermanAct. Even in the United States,
in some of the more enlightened states, those theories would
now be regarded as industrial heresies, This is the mis-
fortune of living in a territory where there is a terrific
amount of social and intellectual snobbery and when people
still publicly are proud, people whom youregardas knights
of labour, people who should be in the vanguard of indus-
trial legislation, getting up and sayingthatthey are against
your picketing ‘’ ator neara man’shouse,’’ because by your
doing so you are interfering with the fundamental rights of
the subject.

Qur approach to industrial relations on this side of the
House isthat we feel we can accomplish these things for-
tunately by the constitutional processes when in the
eighteenth and in the nineteenth centuries the British work-
ing people had to revert to other methods. It is a fortunate
thing for this country that sandwiched between forces of
reaction and the working class, you have a Government
which is not backward but forward-looking. Up to 1939 a
Trade Union was illegal so much so that the first recog-
nised and organised body of working class people, Sir —
and here again you may be tooyoung to have a knowledge of
it — was known as the Working Man's A ssociation, just the
same as it had to be known in Trinidad. It could not des-
cribe itself as a Trade Union; it had to be masqueraded
under the banner of & Friendly Society and Co-operative
Movement when in truth and in fact its aims were to im-
prove the conditions of employment and terms under which
working people of this country had to live. Therefore, Mr.
Deputy Speaker, upto 1939 not only was such a combination,
such a group of persons considered to be illegal but there
could be no agreement by two or more persons to try to
control the kind of wages which they were supposed to get
after working because that in itself would be regarded as a
conspiracy and restraint of trade.

5.35 p.m.

Strange enough the law by which, untiltoday, conspi=
racies in the restraint of trade are stillillegal, a very wide
interpretation has been garanted by Court decisions not
necessarily in Barbados but by Court decisions writtenall
the way back to 1899, 1906 and 1909, You have the cases of
Mogul Steamship Company versus McGregor, Gull and
Alleyne versus Flood, (uinn versus Leatham, Sorrel
versus Smith, Thereis a whole long list of decisions in the
House of Lords. Because of the expansion of trade and
commerce it was discovered that the very law seemed to
put negations on the working-class people, also inhibited
the right of organized employers todoasthey like. There-
fore we find a lot of decisions which appear to conflict to
be susceptible of explanation onthe hypothesis that these
magistrates just at the time decided that an unnecessary
inhibition was being imposed upon expanding commerce and
industry by the law restraining trade, The last decision was
given in 1945 and we do not worry to go to the United King=
dom any more. There is the case of |Croften Handwoven
Harris Tweed Company versus Vietch butbetween 1945and
1961 there wasa single court decision of the House of Lords
in whicha case went from Antigua tothe Judicial Committee
of the Privy Council, the result of whichis well known and
is now enshrined in the Reports of leading English cases.
The part which I played in that decision 1 would not men-
tion at this stage, That is the very last outstanding Trade
Union case, that is in 1961.
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1f 1 may go back to 1936, 1 think 1 can claim to be the
first person, at the age of 16 yearsto hold a public lecture
on the building of a Trade Union organizationon the law re-
lating to Trade Unions. The record is still there. 1 am not
a latter-day convert to the idea of Trade Union legislation
because it is something which has interested me for a long
time. Therefore if 1 speak with a great deal of feeling of
people who oppose changes it is because Ihave been in the
movement of the revision of the law relating to Trade Un-
ions for such a long time that I do not think that people
should be permitted outside of this Chamber seriously to be
entertained when they raise all kind of illusory objections
to the amendments which we are now introducing.

What 1 find to be rather peculiar in one sense is that
this country has been represented from 1946 until 1961, a
period of 15 years, by a Government whose leadership was
identical with the leadership of the Trade Union, identical
not in all respects, and the only change which was ever in-
troduced was the Act of 1949 towhichthe hon, senior mem=
ber for St. Peter hasreferred, We now have provision made
for contracting out of a political fund; but the Clause of
peacefu] picketing is not the only revolution whichis being
witnessed and affected here today; because the Bill is re-
markable in anotherdirectionandthatisthat Givil Servants
are now free to join Trade Unions. In my humble opinion,
there was no reason why a Civil Servant should not join a
trade union even with the law as it stood; but there is a
large body of the QOfficers in the Public Service of this is-
land — | do not refer to the Key Scale people and the Un-
established Staff who themselves feel that they should not
join trade unions — but tothe people in the clerical grades.
I make no apology for sayingthis; hereyou have a group of
people being paid out of the public purse who have been pre-
viously brought up to believe that they are dedicated to the
idea that they are some army of occupation in the country in
which they were born. That is why people think that] am
unduly harsh when I speakabout the attitude of people in the
Public Service. You will never geta public servant come to
his representative, and say' ‘‘Is there any reason why I
should not join a Trade Union?’’ They regard themselves
as some army occupation sent down here by the Colonial
Office. | can truthfully say thatif] had decided to make the
Civil Service my career, the iron would have entered my
soul as well, butl escapedfromthe Public Service; 1 am no
longer in that army of occupation.

1 feel that if a visitor comestothis island and he likes
the climate so muchand he decidestolive in Barbados, then
he becomes committed to this island. Ifa business firm is
making money owt of the people of this island then that
business firm is committedtothe people of this island. You
cannot come to Barbados to live and write letters to the
Press because, in that case, you should go back to your
political climate and atmosphere, Youhave people who want
to live in the community but they do not want to be commit-
ted to the community.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, you will see that we have made
certain provisions in this Bill in Clause 2. We have widen-~
ed the definition of ‘'workman’’ which means:'‘any person
who has entered into or works under a contract with an em-
ployer, whether the contract be by way of manual labour,
clerical work or otherwise, be expressed or implied, oral
or in writing, and whether it be a contract of service or of
apprenticeship or a contract personally to execute any work
or labour, and includes any person who is employed in a
civil capacity under the Government or is employed by a
Council established under the Local Government Act, 1958,
and, subject to section 44, any other person employed by
or under the Crown in the same manner as if such person
were employed by or under a private person,"

5.45 p.m.

How anybody in the Civil Service sould sit down and
accept a status which they may regardas superior but from
the juridical point of view must necessarily be inferior to
that of the ordinary citizen {s more than we can understand on
this side of the House, because the moment that you give
currency to the idea thata Civil Servantis some minor or-
der of cherubim or seraphim and is not allowed to do the
things that ordinary mortals are allowed to do, you are

restricting his freedom of movement, and thatis something
they themselves could not understand. They thought that by
not being allowed to join a Trade Union that they were in a
superior position. In truth and in fact, they are in an in-

ferior position, because the man who is working on the
waterfront, the man who is working building a house, the
man who is working on a sugar estate or in a sugar fac-
tory, that man has a greater freedom of movement to de~
cide over his own destiny than the man who is strutting
about lik a member of any army of occupation saying he
is not supposed to have anything to do with Trade Unions
or politics, But the same people who tell you they are no-
thing to do with Trade Unions and politics always want
somebody to go and negotiate for higher wages for them.
They are nothing to do with a Trade Union Organisation,
and then sheltering behind the Report submittedbya Sala~
ries Commissioner, they can put forward more objections
and raise more points than any Trade Uniondivision I have
had the good fortune to deal with. Not only that, but when
it comes to the political angle now, they have definite pol-
itical affiliations, and there is not doubt about that at all,
but they do not have the courage of their convictions like
the CivilServants in England who went around with me in 1945
and in 1950 after work on evenings persuading people that
they should support a political Party; but they can always
tell you that the Government does not know what it is doing
and they are the people carrying on the work of the Gov~
ernment. That is the kind of conflict which we have in a
backward community likethis, conflicts which have notbeen
resolved after fifteen years of Government whose identity
at that time, 1 must stress, was the same as that of the
Trade Union leadership in all respects.

This Bill, Sir, is another milestone in bringing the
Trade Union within the reach not only of the Civil Service,
but of the agricultural workers and domestic servants as
well. Very soon wewill beintrodicinginthis Chamber leg-
islation of far-reaching consequences in which domestics
who form a labour force of between 18,000 and 23,000 in
this community ~ the precise figures are not regularly
known because they fluctuate from day to day — fishermen
and other neglected sectors will come within its protection,
and that is the Workmen's Compensation Act. 1 will not
deal, Sir, with any more of the provisions in detail, but
there are two clauses particularly which] want to mention.
You will see, Sir, that under the old Act a Trade Union did
not have the right to change its name, In this Act we are
giving a Trade Union the right to change its name provided
they have made provision for it in the Rules of the Trade
Union, and then we have made a provision that the Regis-
trar shall within fourteendayseither register or give some
indication asto his grounds of refusal to register the change
of name of the Trade Union, The only reason why that
Clause has been put in is this: right now under the Com-
pany's Act in Barbados, there are certain thingswhich you
cannot do. You cannot call a company ‘* The Royal Company
of So-and-So’' unless it had got the Royal assent, You can-
not call a Company by the name of a previously existing
Company whichis stillin operation. or by a name which is
too closely associated like Coca-Cola and Pepsi~Cola; there
was a bigcase onthat under the Companies Act in America.
You cannot call a Company by a name which is too closely
similar to thatof another Company, and the only reason in
saying the Registrar has fourteen days to register the
change of name is that the Registrar has to have time to
look through the list of existing Trade Unions and decide
whether this new change of name may not be in some way
misleading to the general public if there was a Trade Un-
ion registered under a similar name before.

The clause which perhaps was theimmediate occasion
for the amendment to the Trade Union Act which we are now
considereing, and the only clause, as far as I can under-
stand, over which the largest registered Unionin the Island
may have some reservation, is Clause 39. Youwill remem-
ber, Sir, that as early, I believe, as 19th December, 1961,
the hon. senior member for . Peter introduced a short
amendment to the Trade Union Act which went to Select
Committee, and in that amendment the hon. member sought
to introduce a principle which he knew the Government was
committed to amending and on which he would look for
support — the idea of peaceful picketing not only of a place
where a person carries on business, but peaceful picketing
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of a place where a person resides or happens to be. All of

this has gone under the mill already. This was debated at
length in the House of Commons and House of Lords. In
1927 the Conservative Government completely emasculated
the Trade Union Act of 1906 aga result of the general strike
and in 1946 Mr. Ernest Bevin who was then Foreign Min-
ister got up in the House of Commons and repealed all the
amendmentswhich Mr. Winston Churchill had introducedin
1927.

5. 55 p.m.

The Labour Party in England and the Trade Union
movement had to wait 19 years. The Trade Union move-
ment in Barbados has had to wait 15 years to see this
amendment put on the Statute Book andalthoughMr. Ernest
Bevin was Foreign Minister when the 1947 Act was on the
Statute Book; at that time Clement Attlee was Prime Min-
ister, 1 cannot remember whether the Minister of Labour
in the United Kingdom allowed Mr. Ernest Bevin to move
.the amendment. At any rate. The Hon. Minister of Labour
has allowed me to speak at length on something which is
more to him, so we have the analogy.

Before any other member getsup,] just want to say as
regards the idea of the peaceful picketing of where.a man
resides, itisas simple asthis. Youeither believe in peace-
ful picketing, you either believe in reaction, or you believe
in progress. The differenceisas simpleasthat. It is funda-
mental. You might think in the twentieth century in terms
of eighteenth century concepts. You cannot now think in
terms of the 1799 Combination Act, whenwith the fear of the
people, the French Revolution and all thatkind of thing you
had to erect walls against the masses, physical barriers as
well, whenthe Government knew that they had to invoke laws
to secure the privacy of theirhomesagainst all the unwash-
ed, like what Conservative members of Parliament called
them. However, 1 do not think that we are going to have that
kind of society for many years to come.

Although we cannot have the breaking down of the bar-
riers between classes in any part of the world and you still
get people who want to be with certain people and not to be
with certain people, yet, at the same time, you have to re-
cognise the concepts of mobility, people being able to move
around from one job toanother, from one ceiling to another
ceiling or from one income into another. That mobility is
becoming more and more fluid and the people who were
employers yesterday are the workers tomorrow and vice
versa, Therefore you cannot erect walls around your resi-
dence saying that you are keeping out people, saying that
if your servant goes on strike, youdonot want her to bring
her boyfriend to picket your premises.

When you say ‘‘at or near the place of residence’’ is an
invasion of the privacy of a man, 1 want hon. members on
the other side toconsiderthis. Amanis living in let us say

James Street or Roebuck Street. We still have places where .

people live on top of their shops or place of business. Be-
cause that employer has chosen to live on top of his place

of business, the way how the law stands, if there were a’

trade dispute at his place of business because he is living
on top of his place of business, youcannot picket his busi-
ness. There is nothing in the Trade Union Act to prevent
a man living on the top of his shop or place of business.
Whereas with a man who has tried to build a residence
somewhere else, his business place can be picketed, but the
man whoisliving on the top of his business place, that place
cannot be picketed. A Labour Government in- this Island
consented to an enactment which made it impossible for
workers to picket a place wherea manresides but only the
place where he carries on his business.

What isthe point of picketing his place of business when
he has shut it upatfour o’clockand gone home? What is the
point of picketingitwhenhe hastakena bus or car and gone
to his home and sipping a glass of whiskey or is sitting
down laughing at the people who are picketing his place of
business? At the time when other workersare going home,
you want to let them know that-something is going on. You
cannot go to his home whereyoucan shame him into com-
ing to a settlement with his.labourers because he does not
want any pickets patrolling his house or because he does
not want his neighbours to know he has bad trade relations,

It is not only that. The other point is that by an amend-
ment, you have brought domestic servants under the pro-
visions of this Act, and nobody objectedto that. Nearly all
domestic servants by virtue of their calling and the busi-
ness they do for other people, the service which they ren-
der work in private residences, so it means that domestic
servants in a Trade Union do not have the right to strike,
whether they be hotel maids or not. As regards domestic
workers, once they are brought within the provisions, it
stands to reason that you have to give them the right to
demonstrate in the same way you give the right to other
workers, otherwise it does not make any sense at all.

You will be surprised to know that there was a case
in 1950 in a neighbouring island over the same point because
they had legislation sent down from Colonial Office and they
did not have‘‘at or near the place where a person resides.’’
There was a dispute over domestic servants and because
the Union sent down about half dozen people to picket the
premises of that employer, as a result of one of them hav-
ing been dismissed, damages were awarded against the
Trade Union. The Trade Union was represented by a for-
mer member of this House.

6.05 p.m.

The two things are not necessarily connected. (L augh-
-ter ),1 want to make that clear. The difficulty was due to the
law rather than to the lawyer. Hon. members can readily
see that if you bring domestic servantswithin the Bill, you
cannot say that you cannot have picketing at a place where
a man resides. 1 guess that it would be unlikely for you to
see much picketing anyhow, unless the employers get a
rush of blood to their heads and decide that they would use
measures to bring the Labour Party back to the Govern-
ment of this country. Unless that kind of madness sudden-
ly afflicted them, 1 do not see that tomorrow morning or
whenever the Officer administering the Government gives
assent to this Bill, which he will do, that you will get peo-
ple walking up and down with picket bands on their arms.
Since the introduction of the Bill by Mr. Ernest Bevin in
1946 nobedy has read of any caseswhere.there has been any
demonstrations on the part of the employing classesagainst
working classes to delay peaceful picketing at residences.
From 1951 until 1963 we have had a Conservative Govern-
ment in England and they have not been socrazy astointer-
fere with the provisions of peaceful picketing at homes.
They could not have been in power for all this time in England
unless they had the support of the Trade Union. If only em-
ployers voted for the Conservative Government they could
never get into power; they got into power in 1951 and they
remained there because the Trade Unions were supporting
them. The Trade Unions must have been supporting them
because there were nine million who were organizedin the
United Kingdom; but apart from people who have not given
careful studyto this matter, I do not think the fears which
have been expressed that this Bill can give people this li-
cence will in any way be realized.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I would like to deal now with the
objections which have been raised by the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. Peter. 1 have almost an open mind on the ob-
jections which he has raised. His objections appear to be
that the present wording of Clause 39 of this Bill does not
give a person, who is not a member of a Trade Union, the
right to picket. Let us get the whole position quite clear;
as the law stands, from 1949 until 1963, and as it will prob-
ably stand for another two or threeweeks, a person who is
going to picket a another person’s place hasto be appoint-
ed by a Trade Union. Clause 6 of the Act, 1950, Chapter 8
says this] ‘‘It shall be lawful for one or more persons ap-
pointed by the Trade Union....’"That Clause did not appear
in the Act of 1947 as amended by the English legislation at
all; that is what is our law now. It says:-

‘It shall be lawful for one or more persons appointed
by the trade union, the firm or the individual employer

.directly concerned in comtemplation or furtherance of a

trade dispute, to attend at or near & house or place where
a person works or carries on business or happens to be
other than where he resides, if they so attend merely for
the purpose of peacefully obtaining or communicating in-
formation or of peacefully persuading any person to work
or abstain from working."’
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That is why you call it peaceful picketing. It does not
glve you the right to loiter ortowatch or to beset because
those are things which are actionable. The law of watching
and besetting which we findin the Statute Law really did not
advance the common law at all, nor does this Clause ex-
empt a person from an actionable nuisance except that it
does underscore the right of a person to attend at a place
merely for the purpose of peacefully obtaining or commun-
icating information. You would be prepared to argue that
there is nothing at all illegal about a persongoing and stand=~
ing up or passing by somebody else's house and telling other
people who are passing the road: ‘*That man has a strike
either at his home orathisworkshop;’’ there is nothing il-
legal about doing so. It has to be made clear that that is
the right to do so because it goes back to the law notwith~
standing what is written by Mr. Citrine and 1 query some
of the pronouncements here. Of course, thisisnot the same
Mr. Citrine who was the General Secretary of the Trade
Union Council.

What 1 am saying is that the reason why you find this
Section 6 of the 1949 Act as amended by the Act of 1950
Chapter 8 which is now Section 39 of our amended Act, is
that the presence of more thantwoor three people in large
numbers outside a man's residence can be interpreted as
having by self-agreement or conspiracy, as they callit, to
watch and beset a person’s premises, especially people who
are acting in concert and with a commondesign; but it can
still be argued that there isnothing wrong with persons go-
ing to another person’s place without keeping a noise for
passing on information. A lot of the provisions which have
been inserted in the Act and in the English L.egislation as
well have been put inthere at theinstance of the Trade Un-
ion and to guard against the unnecessary molestation by the
strong arm of the law.

6.15 p.m.

When policemen nowadays see a group of people patrol-
ling outside a business place andthey realisethere is some
strike or some kind of trade dispute on, they do not go up as
they did in the olddaysupto 1927 and arrest them and bun-
dle them ina police vanfor obstructingthe footpath and that
kind of business. That is what they used to do and if they
did not get them on one charge, they used to get them on
another, 8o it is not only that you are not doing something
which is illegal, but you are doing something which the law
has underscored or which you have the right to do in con-
templation of the furtherance of a trade dispute. The 1949
amendment in Barbados did a very peculiar thing. It said
a person should be authorisedby the Trade Union. The hon.
senior member for St. Peter with some degree of justifi-
cation, the exact amount of which I have been unable to
assess accurately, asks why should the person be author-
ised, I am merely suggesting that a Trade Union is not
normally interested in the individual or in any disgruntled
worker who does not take the trouble to join a Trade Un~
ion. If you are going tobringindomestic workers and peo-
ple like that, and expand the scope of the Bill to bring other
categories of workers within the provisions of the Bill, are
you going to give thisright tothe individual worker who has
not taken the trouble to get organised, but who wants to en~
list the sympathy of hisfellow workersata time when he is
feeling the pinch or had some kind of row, the merits or
demerits of which the people whose supportheis trying to
enlist or succeeds in enlisting are unable to calculate or
agsess. He goes into the highway and calls in whoever is
not working on that day and says *'let us picket this man's
house; 1 just gave the mistress a piece of mind and she
told me to go home. I want you to picket.’”” That is one of
the reasons why they say ‘‘authorised by the Union."’

Mr. Deputy Speaker, a Clause like this strengthensthe
hands of a Trade Union, because it gives the Trade Union
body something which the individual cannotarrogate to him~
self, and therefore if a man wants the protection of Trade
Unlon legislation, he should go and get organised. As one
member put it, he should getinto some kind of gear and not
be in neutral. The amendment says ‘‘authorised by the
Trade Union or authorised by the employer’’ becausea lot
of people do not recogni se that Trade Unionsare not all Work-
ers’ unions. Employers’ Organisations have to registeras

well under the Trade Union Act asTrade Unions. Thisisa
point not often brought out in Barbados. The Employers’

Federation has to register asa Trade Unionin this country;
the Sugar Producers’ Associationhasto registerasa Trade
Union, otherwise they do not have the right to bargain and
make collective agreements on matters of that kind; that
would beillegal within the meaning of the Trade Union Act if
they did not register as a Trade Union. It is true that the
words ‘‘Trade Union'’ have become synonymous with work-
ers, but there are more Employers’ Trade Unions than
Workers’ Organisations registered under the Trade Union
Act, therefore you could not give one side of the Trade Un~
ion the right to picket and not give the employers the right
to picket too.

I understand, Mr, Deputy Speaker, that the general
strike in British Guiana wascalledby the Employers’ Trade
Union. I do not know if it is true, but from observations it
might not be far from the truth, because last year you may
remember, if I may dilate for one moment,the Employers’
Federation called a meeting and decided that if the workers
would go on strike, they would pay them strike pay. They
were begging the workersto go on strike and they would pay
everybody strike pay. What I am postulating is not so fan-
tastic as a lot of people would imagine. It may be remote
to our actual conditions in Barbados and unlikely to occur,
but you do have circumstances where an employer may
organise a strike himself. Employers organise lock~outs
and therefore an employer has the right according to the
law to go and tell other employers what the lock=out is
about. This is not any kind of legal deduction on my part
as you will appreciate. I can quote actual cases and give
illustrations of the point which I am trying to make from
our way of looking at it, there were two reasons why Gov-
ernment declded to re-insert the words ‘‘authorised by a
Trade Union.”’ One was, from our way of looking at things,
that itwasmoreinthe interest of a Union that people should
be encouraged not to be ahletostand outside of the Organ-
isation and then get all the benefits of the Trade Union Act,
and secondly to discourage the idea of wild cats strikes
without the Union knowing there was a strike on, with two
or three men getting together fighting, andthen organising
a strike with picketing and everything. The Union should
have some kind of control if we are going to get harmon~
ious, industrial relations in this country. The men do not
go by themselves to negotiate wages, they let the Union do
that, Even the agricultural workers are not all organised,
but have the benefit of every single increase organised for
them by the Union. They do not negotiate their own wages;
why therefore should they be given the right, one should ask
— |1 am not necessarily saying these are my restrictions on
the matter, butl am trying to give the reasons behind it —
to cause major disruptions in the country when they con-
tract out of the Qrganisation, but want to contract in all
the protection of the Trade Union Act? Thatis one thing we
have to ask ourselves.

The other aspect of this matter, Sir, is this: looking
very closely at the English legislation, it saysthat it shall
be lawful for one or more persons acting on their own be-
half or onthe behalf of a Trade Union — I am speaking from
memory, Sir — or individual employer or firmin contem-
plation or furtherance of a trade dispute tocarry on peace-
ful picketing. It shall be lawful for one or more persons,
but the significant thingin Englanditselfisthat it is almost
impossible outside of the catering industry tofindworkers
who are not organised in a Trade Union, and in any event}
Trade Union registration is not compulsory in the United
Kingdom, and the hon. senior member for St. Peter could
probably give you more accurage figures.

6.25 p.m.

From what 1 can remember, some 80 per cent or more
of English Trade Unions are not registered at all, so al-
though you have the English legislation, it givesanybody the
right to picket. If you have a personal dispute with your
employer, youcanhave a one-man picket and you can picket
up and down in front of his place, but while that is so in
truth and in fact, whenwe look atthe situation in the United
Kingdom, nearly everybody is organised anyhow. I donot
think it is easy to find a single case of a strike taking
place by individuals. Although every strike cannot be au-
thorised by a Trade Union, the people who go on strike
are trade unionists and in the finalanalysisa Trade Union
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will have to ratify it for them when they come to a show
down,

In the Eastern Caribbean you find 25 per cent of the
labour force organised and now that you have brought in
domestic servants you have brought in not more than 17
per cent nearly each one having an individual employer.

Now, let us see what would be the position if you have
the same kind of provision as that you have in the United
Kingdom. 1 am not speaking for or against. Let us say a
domestic servant has a dispute with the mistress or the
person who paysthe wages. The two of them give each other
the length of their tongue and they come to a position
where they can never be reconciled and to embarrass the
mistress in front of the householders around, the domestic
servant calls in her boyfriend, Is that the right of the work-
er which you want to safeguard or you want to safeguard
a responsible worker?

It is no use to saythatevery single Barbadian is going
to get on with an employer or every single Barbadian un-
derstands the limittowhich he must gobefore the extension
of the law is actually removed. A Trade Union Secretary
or a Divisional Secretary is suppose to know these things
so that when they go about talking, they can tell the people
‘‘you walk from here to there and you must not push any-
body off the sidewalk and you must keep the peace and be
quiet.”’

It is quite possible forall kindsof abuses to take place
so that the Government bringing forwardthis revolutionary
amendment, the fact that it is opposed by people, all of us
agree that we should put it only in the hands of the Trade
Union, We prefer it to be under the authority of organised!
labour than the individual whims and fancies of a person
who imagines he has got a grievance. Weare not giving in-
dividuals that licence. What we are doing therefore is em-
bodying fully the amendment introduced by the hon. senior
member for St. Peter who at the time apparently did not
bring his mind to bear on this other particular point. He
was hitting at the main track and at that time did not fully
take into cognisance the idea of the deletion of the words
‘‘appointed by the Trade Union'’.

Perhaps 1 can aska rhetorical question. If any member
of the Trade Union Movement in Barbadoscandemonstrate
one single case ] will make him the promise to bring this
back and delete these words. | will go further and say that
if any working man who has had reason to go on strike
in Barbados can bring to the attention of this Government
a single case since 1939 where he, she or they have
suffered some hardship by the insertion ‘‘by the authority
of the Trade Union'’, I personally guarantee that we would
immediately after having that information vindicated to our
satisfaction and the satisfaction of hon. members, bring
down an amendment deleting the phrase. At no time since
we have had the Trade Union Act in this country has there
been one single case in which somebody was locked up,
persecuted, lost their job or suffered any hardship or any
miscarriage of justice as a result of those words in the
Act of 1939. 1 really cannot do anything more than that.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I rise ona point
of order. The Government sent out a Draft Bill and 1 said
that 1 agreed with it so if the Government feels that way
about it, they shouid putitinthe Clause. We said we agreed
with the Draft Bill, therefore, why all this talk about it?

Hon, E, W, BARROW: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I did not
think the hon, member understands me fully, The Gov=
ernment sent out a Draft Bill. What the Government does
is this and this is the normal procedure. You say that you
want an amendment to the Trade Union Act, the main
amendment being to bring it into line with the English
amendment to make peaceful picketing at or near a place
or residence the law. You ask your draughtsmen to draft
it for you and he drafts it according to the English Act.
When we looked at it, forthe reasonswhich we have given,
we felt it more desirable not tofollow slavishly the English
legislation and to draft it that way.
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1 can give you other very good reasons from cases
which I have had to deal with inside and outside of this
country. This is not England. Anybody can go and join a
line of picketers and create any kind of disturbance and then
you find officers of the Trade Union prosecuted for crea-
ting a disturbance by having people unauthorised picketing
because all the people have to say is that ] was acting on
behalf of the Trade Union. He does not have to get any au-
thorisation. There is a strike going on here. I am not a
member of the Trade Union but ] can say that] am a mem-
ber of the Trade Union and I was acting on behalf of the
Trade Union. The Trade Union has sent outits own pickets
but those persons get a steel band and wait until the em~
ployer passes either in his motor-car or on foot and that
band brings about 500 people outside the man’s place of
residence where the legal picketing is goingonand they all
join in a dance, create a disturbance and then the whole
Trade Union Executive is hauled into court. They cannot
prove that they were authorised by the Trade Union.
What happens? Whereas, the Trade Union pickets may have
been behaving in a perfectly legitimate manner, you can
say that this was nota perfectly legitimate manner, Peace-
ful picketing does not give you the right to abuse people. 1
do not see there is any real difference between the hon.
member and myself. The only contention he hasis that the
Draft Bill which came down to the Trade Union was drafted
along conventional English lines and now this Bill which
has come down to the House is slightly different. If it were
something substantially changed, the whole thing would
have gone back to the Union.

6.35 p.m.

We have got no time to get our legislation through and we
have to apologise for our undue haste if it does create any
undue hardship. 1 will again repeatthe offer that if a single
case from the point of view of a case in court or individual
hardship can be proved to inure to any member of the
Trade Union Movement or to any worker by the insertion
of these words by the authority of the Trade Unionthe Gov-
ernment will have to withdraw this legislation. This is
something which is in the interest of the Trade Union and if
they can establish that this legislation .is against the in-
terest of the Trade Union Movement, 1 do not mind eating
my words and withdrawing this Clause nextweek.l will do
that if we can establish that some benefit will inure to the
Trade Union workers if we should delay the passage of
this Bill in order slavishly to imitate the conventional
English law.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am wondering if the Hon.
Premier had anything more to say with respect to this
Statement which he has laid.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: The Statement will be printed
and circulated, If Your Honour wants me to read over any
part of it I am prepared to do so.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, we on this side
of the House have, from 1949, been in favour of the Trade
Union Bill with the exception of this matter of peaceful
picketing. Qur Party opposed peaceful picketing then, we
opposed it when the present Government adopted it in the
last House and we find no reason tochange our opinion to-
day, that is, peaceful picketing at or neara person’s home.
In this respect we actually offered an amendment to the
Bill and we said that in order to overcome those cases
where an employer's place of business is also his resi-
dence, we would introduce an amendment so as to provide
for peaceful picketing at or near thatemployer’sbusiness,
because that amendment gave the workerthe right to picket
at a person’s business which would also be his residence.

This matter has been debated in this House on many
occasions and although we stated that things have changed
so tremendously today in labour relations — asa matter of
fact, asthe last speaker has said, the public relations exist-
ing between the employer and the employee in Barbados
today hardly needs any amendmentatall.Inthe words of an
English Trade Unionist, labour relations in England have
gone so far and have made such rapid strides that the wea-
pon of the strike today is almost outmoded. 1f that does not




satisfy the trade unionistitisbecause hewantsto know that
he has things at hiz disposal orthathe wishes to be armed
to the teeth sothathe canbring to the attention of the public
the grievance of the strikers whom it is found have been
dismissed wrongfully.

The hon. senior member for St. Peter in his speech
was making a very strong plea for the insertion of this
Clause; and in all instances he feels what whenever the
worker was dismissed or had reason to go on strike, the
employer was wrong.

Mr. WALCOTT: Ona point of order. Mr. Deputy Speak-
er, only a convulsed idiot wouldhave made a statement like
that. 1 would never be such a convulsed fool as to say that
whenever an employee was dismissed the employer was
wrong. | cited instances to show where a man who has been
dismissed is right and where the employer would want to
retire to his sanctuary and callithishome. Inever said that
whenever a workman is dismissed the employer is wrong
and the worker is right, I repeat; only a convulsed idiot
would have said that,

Mr. GODDARD: Well the hon. member is not a con-
vulsed idiot; he says that he is not a convulsed idiot and |
would not accuse him of being one.1did not say that he was
one either, but he did imply that whenever a worker was
dismissed, the employer retired to his sanctuary.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 wasmaking outa caseto show where
a man's home cannot be regardedashisprivate sanctuary,
because whenever a dispute arises, it arisesbetween per-
sons and persons and not between employees and buildings, I
said that you cannot regard an employer’s sanctuary as a
place to which he canretire at ease. The hon. member can-
not say that I have said that by implication because 1 read
from an authority.

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the hon. member
did not say that, I repeat, but on every occasion on which
the employer was wrong, the employee was justified in
striking. That was the impression which the hon. member
gave when he was making out his case, I agree that the
Trade Union should have some say as to whether a picket
should be set up or not, but I do not agree, and 1 will vote
against it, that picketing should take place at or near a
person’s home. You dismiss somebody, he refusesto leave
the place and some officer of the Police Force is called in
to settle a dispute between yourself and the person who has
been dismissed, and all he hasto sayis; ‘'l am picketing"’,
He is doing that without a judgment from anyone as to
whether the employer is right or not. Mr. Deputy Speaker,
you must remember that tempers are raised at that point.
We, in Barbados, have had very happy relations all along
and we expect those relations to continue but we still say
that the conditions obtaining in England do not satisfy us
that they are always the same as those in Barbados.
6.45 p.m.

As 1 said, Mr, Deputy Speaker, we agree with the en-
tire Bill which now allows Civil Servants, Local Govern-
ment employees, domestic and agricultural workers to be
unionised and formed into a trade union.No one .8 denying
them those rights, but we do say that in this Clause on
peaceful picketing we would be prepared to go so far as to
move an amendment that the Trade Union or workers can
picket peacefully at or near a person's home, provided
that home is also his place of business. The Union has ar-
gued that the particular reason for putting this in is for
one worker to get at the other workers and prevent them
from coming out. I am satisfied that that can be done in
another way, but what we are particularly concerned about
is that peaceful picketing can start very peacefully ata
person’s home, but that the employer is not the only per-
son at the home. Employers are not all bachelors; some
have a wife and children, and they can be very susceptible
to disturbances created by pickets outsgide. Itisnot always
possible for an officer of the law to be on the spot, and
you may then get a curious bunch of ¢hildren getting upon
the wall to see what is happening. There may be a dog
around and a stampede may start, and the entire house~
hold, wife, children and servant can be very disturbed

as a result of that. That ishow we feel about it and we will
vote against it.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 do not believe
that either Trade Union Leader or the Government will
accuse us of being hypocrites in this matter, because we
are not turncoats in this respect. The stand we take today
is the stand we took whenthe TradeUnion Bill came before
this House. However, this Bill makes several changes, and
like the last speaker] say we are supporting the Bill. To
some scribes who would see people of a different political
outlook supporting a Trade Union Bill 1 believe the answer
lies in what the Hon. Premier has just said, that although
the Conservative Government amended several clausesand
sections of the Trade Union Bill, when the Labour Govern=
ment came back into power they put back in the sections
exactly as they were, and today the Conservative Govern-
ment in power in England has over the last ten years not
seen fit to interfere with them. That I think should settle
the idea that conservatism today is not what it was im-
mediately after the War or the last ten years.

This Bill, however, to my way of thinking, is really
a new Bill altogether because 1 have readit, and there are
one or two things which 1 should like to speak on. 1 am not
going to deal yet with the Clause on peaceful picketing be-
cause we actually agree with peaceful picketing. What we
do agree with, and we made it quiteclear at the time when
the amendment came before the House where we stood, is
that there should not be peaceful picketing at or near a
person’s home unless it was where the personalso carried
on business. At that time we offered an amendment in
which we suggested that peaceful picketing should take place
at a business where the man also lived, and we referred
to a case where a man kept a business downstairs in Roe-
buck Street and resided upstairs. We will have to offer a
further amendment today because this Bill brings in do-
mestic servants. One of the first Secretaries of the Bar-
bados Trade Union once said to me that the relationship
existing between the Trade Union and employers was har-
monious because they got on so well. The present leader
of the Trade Union in those days was very hot and fiery,
and ] am not trying to flatter him by telling him that he
did tell employees to give a day’ swork, and when he found
they were wrong, he was courageous enough to tell them
they were wrong. What I personally think is that we have
had so many dishonest people associated with the Trade
Union in Barbados that it is not funny,

There are several things in this Bill which I realise
must be in the Bill because they are in the English Bill, but
I do not suppose the Hon. and Learned member on the
other side of the House or the hon, senior member for St,
Peter, the Trade Unionist, appreciates this as much asl
do from the point of view that they have not been victims
of so much as I have been, There were so many dishonest
people using the name of the Barbados Trade Union on a
paper and libelling people Saturday after Saturday, saying
the most disgusting, wicked, immoraland untruthful things.
1 am going to be vile because you had people associated
with the judiciary and people responsible for registering
them who did not do their job, and when questions were
asked in the Registry in this country, you could not get a

reply,

Mr. Deputy Speaker, everybody knows what happened
here in the Forties when the former Prime Minister mas-
queraded as Editor of the Beacon, andwhatwas said about
those of us in here who couldnot see eye to eye with them.
The fact is that the Workers' Union did not have anything
to do with the Paper at that time, and that is what 1 was
afraid of. I queriedthisfrom legal luminarieswho said that
in England you could not publish a newspaper.

6.55 p.m.

Hon. members on the other side of the Table who are
pressing this Bill have every righttopressit. The present
Trade Union Secretary himself will remember the ad-
vantage which was taken because you took refuge in this
section. 1t was not until he was courageous enough to say
that this was not the organ of the Trade Union. That is
the gall which was put forth to people who could not see
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eye to eye. Although we have topassit, | am still glad that

1 am present today because you have people who still insist
in saying that if papers or periodicals are registered that
they will be in truth and fact the property of the Trade

Union.

1 did not hear the trade unionistinthis House when he
spoke on this matter but I suggested to him when I was

leaving the House that my party would stand firm on the
track which we took many years ago-and to which we con-
verted members of the last Government into seeing our way,
It was during that period when certain members voted for
*at or neara person’shouse’’ and my party refused to pass
it with that phrase. ] myself was surprisedto see the som-
ersault which those same hon. members had taken. On
that occasion, certain members of the Government voted
with me.

Sir, 1 would like to say onbehalf of my party and more
especially on behalf of myself, how can I vote for this? 1
suppose modesty has prevented some hon. members in
this House from saying the same thing. ] can remember
one of the very first strikes which we had on the Wharf
with a load of flour. As the Hon. Premier rightly said, it
was then known as the Working Man's Association. Things
have gone a long way since that time, I still remember all
these things which took place before I came in here and
declared my hands on this side of the fence. In those days
Sir Frank Holder and Mr. Erskine Ward were men whom
we called Liberals and *hey all debated the Bill to pro-
vide for a Trade Union which was then the idea of the late
Dr. O'Neale who was then the father of socialism in this
country. I think that is what theHon. Premier referred to.
1 myself, have lived in the United Statesand I realise what
a Trade Union means butl takeitthat | always apply things
to local conditions. Sir, I donotthinkwe have much time to
waste over this.

SUSPENSION OF STTING

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: It now being 7.00 o’clock p.m.,
this sitting now stands suspended for three quarters of an
hour until 7.45 p.m. o'clock.

On re-assembling,

Mr. LOWE: Mr. Deputy Speaker, there being no quo-
rum, 1 request that the Bell be rung.

The Bell was rung and a quorum obtained,
HOUSE RESUMES TRADE UNION BILL, 1963

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: At. 7.00 p.m.when the Sitting
of the House was suspended, the hon. senior member for the
City was addressing the Chamber.

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 said in my
opening remarks that | did not think that there was much
use my wasting any more time of theHouse on this matter,
because as|] have said, my party agrees entirely with the
principle of the Bill. We are glad to see the amendment to
the Trade Union Act and we can appreciate all it means
and stands for. ] must confessthatlam glad to say that the
part of the Section with which ] agree is the question of
granting authority to the Trade Union, This is a section
which we think would give some measure of protection in
a country such as this which is not fully developed.

Section 39 reads as follows;~

‘It shall be lawful for one or more persons, appointed
by the trade union, the firm or the individual employer
directly concerned in contemplation or furtherance of a
trade dispute, to attend at or near a house or place where
a person resides or works or carries on business or hap-
pens to be, if they so attend merely for the purpose of
peacefully obtaining or communicating information, or of
peacefully persuading any person to work or abstain from
working."’

1 can agree with that, We have discussed it and we
realise what can happen here. You aretakingin a new type
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of worker. I am very happy that domestic servants are
included in the Trade Union and1 do think that somebody
should carry that responsibility so that if some damage is
done you will find somebody to sue. We know what can hap-
pen if somebody went on strike aftera mistress and a ser-
vant giving one another the length of their tongue, because
we know that you can always find some passerby who would
go up and say: ‘Oh yes, she did so and so’’ and then the
crowd starts to come and you find people not realising
what is happening, 8 row tumbles down.

7.50 p.m.

That is not really peaceful picketing and, from that
point of view, 1 agree that some organised body should be
responsible in the matter, I would say, however, that the
law previous to this consolidating Act only provided for
persons engaged in trade to be acknowledged and it also
provided for the Trade Union’s right to be acknowledged.
1 must say something which has been brought to my notice
and I think that it should be brought out here, What I think
gives a bad impression in Barbados today is the fact that
there is the type of person who is doing business in the
City who, instead of paying what other personsin business
are compelledto pay, is hiring people and paying them much
less. 1 could not regist the temptationto refer to this mat-
ter because only today such a matter was brought to my
attention and I had to contact the Labour Department in
connection with it.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 represent all sorts of people
in here but there are some people who, 1 am sorry to say,
are not carrying out the directions as to paying this mini-
mum wage and other people are getting blamed for that. 1
think that that matter should be gone into very thoroughly.
When it comes to Section 39 of thisBill, we on this side of
the House, will have to offer an amendment whether that
amendment is carried or not, for the purpose of the record.
As regards the first amendment, we have already made ob-
jections as regards picketing of any kind at a person’s
home; that would not be peaceful picketing and it did not
come within the ambit of domestic servants. Qur amend-
ment therefore will not only deal with the business but
with the person. We will have to offer a further amend-
ment to cover not only where the business is carried on
but the place where a person is employed.

It is not a question of thinking only of the employers.

1 have always thought, and] donot think I take second place
to anybody in this matter, that I understand the mentality
of people in Barbados. People have taken it upon themselves
in someinstancestocarry onwhatare referred to as ‘‘wild
cat'’ strikes. 1 have always thought what would be the fate
of a person who went on a ‘‘wild cat’’ strike and went up
some long avenue and decided to picket at & man's home;
because the next thing you might hearisthat a shot is fired,

nobody knows who has fired the shot or who has been shot
and there you provide & lawyer’s paradise. Nobody knows

who is gullty of firing the shot and you might find that a

woman is left with her children. 1 am quite sure that hon.

members will appreciate that & man’s business might be
located in one part of a big country or in the City and the
owner or the directors of that business firm might live
far away from that business premises. Andevenif they did
live near to the premises, they would be living probably
in an apartment where they can be reached only by means
of an elevator. In that case, if you were to picket those
premises, nobody would know in connection with whom the
picketing is going on. Ina big country like the United States
of America, you may be picketing at ‘‘Shearns’’ or
‘“Macey’'s’’ in the City but the director of either of those
business places may live in another part of New York.

The same thing applies to London, When we come 1o Bar-

bados, let us say that the workers at the Rum Refinery or
at Haggatts or at Bulkeley went on strike and you have

directors of each of those businessesliving inanother part
of the island. We know what the situation is here in Bar-
bados. This Section 39 says this:-

‘*It shall be lawful for one or more persons, appointed
by the Trade Union the firm or the individual employer
directly concerned in contemplation or furtherance of a
trade dispute, to attend at or near a house or place where
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a person resides or works or carries on business or
happens to be......

We might accept the interpretation given by the law-
yers but for the workerswho are going on with the placards,
it is one thing for people to go around business places and
it is another thing for them to go around other people’s
homes. You want to break the morale and people will be-
come nervous. People may be sent to a place which isin
the dark; dogs may be in the place and they may be let
loose; you can never tell what may happen. Suppose you
had a strike at the‘'Advocate' oratthe ‘“News’’| I can see
people walking up and down. 1 am always in sympathy with
the workers and I can see them picketing all day long at
the place of business of the ‘‘Advocate’’ or the '“News"’
in case there was a strike at either of these business
places.

This Section says: ‘‘It shall be lawful for one or more
persons,’”’ and so on, '‘to attend at or near a house or
place where a person resides or works or carries on
business of happens to be.. ... I do not know what the
Premier’s interpretation would be as to where a person
resides. A person may decide that he will go to the Crane
or to the Sandy Lane Hotel and1 would like to ask: ‘'Are
you going to picket there?”’. Mr. Deputy. Speaker, I do not
think I need say anything more onthismatter at this stage;
it is of no use my wasting any more time on this matter.
8.00 p.m.

1 do not think we should waste any more time, because
you know how we are going todivide on this matter. As far
asl am concerned, we have not changed our minds, other-
wise we wholeheartedly support the Government and the
Trade Union, because even the most die-hard Conserva-
tives in England have made this decision. 1 was reading a
few nights ago where four out of everyten Trade Unionists
voted Conservative in England. I of all people should know
after nearly eighteen years here and being a member for
Bridgetown where you have the Trade Union predominating,
that Trade Unionists had to vote for me, otherwise I could
not be here. How couldl therefore oppose the Trade Union?
What I am opposing, however, is the particular section in
the Trade Union Bill which I think would be detrimental to
the workers and not really and truly in their interest.

1 therefore have much pleasure, Mr. Deputy Speaker,
in supporting the Bill, and when we go into Committee, |
shall be offering an amendment.

Mr. BOXILL: Mr. Deputy Speaker, | rise to take um-
brage to the last speaker and his colleague, because they
were very irrational in their statements about wives and
children. The object of this Bill, Sir, is to make it felt
most where it should be felt. For instance, let us agsume
that an argument occurred in cane-piece, since the hon.
members said that they agree with this provided workers
are allowed to picket atthe place of work or if the man was
living on the premises where the businesswascarried on.
If the Manager went to his house and was sitting down
drinking, would people not look absolutely foolish picketing
the cane~piece?

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

Mr. BOXILL: What point of order are you rising on
now?

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: 1 must hear the point of or-
der.

Mr. MOTTLEY: The hon. member talked about an
argument in a cane-piece, but a cane-piece can only belong
to a plantation. The owner of the Belle Plantation is the
Earl of Harewood who lives in London, and if an argument
takes place in his cane-piece, how is the dispue going to
be settled?

Mr. BOXILL: Let us assume, Sir, that this man was
keeping business at the place where he was living and an
argumem ensuved, '(Mr. MOTTLEY: Not an argument, a
dispute.) A dispute is an argument.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | musttell hon. membersthat
everything must be directed to and through the Chair.

Mr. BOXILL: 1f a dispute arose, Sir, and the man
decided not to settle thisdispute, then the Union or whoever
is involved decides to picket this man’s premises. One of
the main reasons for picketing is to persuade people not
to go to work for this man; it is not to terrorise people,
but what is to stop that man from Jeaving his place and
going down to Bathsheba? You would then have to stand up
near the man's place like anidiot. Youare to go where this
man is so that the people living in that area where the
man is living will know that the man is not all the gentle-
man he is purporting to be. A man can be a gentleman at
home, but when he gets to the place of work, he canbe a
devil. It is all right for afellow to dress decently and have
a nice car, but he could be giving the workers a fit. You
want to bring home something to this man; but he can
leave this place which the hon. junior member for Christ
Church says he agrees you should be able to picket, but
not at the man’'s residence. | do not agree with that. The
hon. senior member for Bridgetown said supposethisman
lives down a long gap and these pickets went down there
and somebody got shot. It would serve him right because
the law does not say youaretotrespass on the man's land.
(Mi. MOTTLEY: What does it say?) Youhadbetter read it
again. The hon. senior member for St. Peter said that you
are not to become a peeping-tom at a man's place.

The object of this peaceful picketing is to bring home
to the man and the residents inthatarea in which this man
is living the unfair practices that he hasbeen carrying on.
When you talk about a man having a wife and children who
might be terrorised, are you trying to tell me that the
wives and children of people in Barbadosare so much dif-
ferent from the wives and children of people in England,
Australia, New Zealand and the United States? Why
are they not terrorized? As was pointed out before in the
case of the Advocate strike, the Advocate was allowed to
send cars for workers or would-be workers to bring them
to the place of work and take them back home so that they
could not be intimidated by the people who were on strike;
but it did not give the Union or the other members who went
on strike an opportunity to persuade those peoplefrom go-
ing to work.ltwould have meant that they were breaking the
law and as a result could have been charged.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will notentertainexchanges
across the Table.

Mr. BOXILL: Mr. Deputy Speaker, with all due respect
to you, Sir, 1 would like to adhere to what you have said.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Not youwould like, youmust.

Mr. BOXILL: But you cannot avoid crosstalk; you get
it all over the world. 1 donotmean to be disrespectful, but
I would be a moron to stand up here and talk and play deaf
to those epithets. However, | think ] have made myself
clear tothe hon. senior member for Bridgetownand the hon.
junior member for Bridgetown. This thing goesonin Eng-
land and I have not heard of any wives or children being
terrorized, It goes on in the United States ard in every
country where you have peaceful picketing, and I do not
agree with these two gentlemen that for the sake of the
wives and children of employers, we should put in the
amendment which they would like us to do.

Mr. MOTTLEY: We have never said that for the sake
of wives apd children you should have this amendment,

Mr. BOXILL: The hon. member did not say that direct~
ly, but he implied it, and you know what an implication can
mean. With those few remarks, Sir, I thank you.

Mr. SEALEY: Mr. Deputy Speaker,] am not criticising
this Bill, but there are a few things in it that I should like
to speak on.

8.10 p.m.

Inasmuch asl am one strong supporter of tradesmen,
1 objected through the length and breadth of my constituency
and encouraged everybody who came to me.
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1 cannot agree or canneveragree to peaceful picketing
“at or near a home’'. I thinkifa dispute arises between an
employer and a worker at the place of business and the
residence happens to be coupled with the business place,
well then, 1 would say to picket that place morning, noon
and night. But I donotagree withworkers picketing private
people’s homes, especially when they are not trained picket=~
ers.

1 have sat and listened through all the debate and not
one hon. member has said that a trained man should picket
at private people's homes. In Barbadoswhere thereis a lot
of unemployment, you only have to go anywhere and hold
your hands up and you get a crowd. Such a happening can
push this thing far beyond the letter of the law, therefore,
1 cannot agree with this amendment. Only a couple days
ago, in a certain district a disputearose between a certain
girl and a man and in precisely five minutes her boyfriend
was there with a knife and a stick. Ten to one it would be
murder.

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

On motion of Hon, W, 4 CRAV.FORD, seconded by

Hon, A. DaC, EDWARDS, Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER left the
Chair and the House went inww (bmmittee on the BRill,

Mr, BATSON in the Chair,
Clause 1 was called and passed,

Clause 2 was called,

Hon. W, A, CRAWFORD: 1 beg to move that Clause 2
stand part.

Hon. A. DaC, EDWARDS: 1 beg to second that.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Chairman, 1 think I would take
this opportunity to reply to some of the things which the
Hon. Premier said on this matter and in reply to whichl
would say that he was more in defence of the Clause than
he was thinking in his own legal mind.

When you look at Clause 2, how is the Hon. Premier
going to be reconciled on those matters. Youhave a defini-
tion for ‘‘employer’’ and it says a person who has entered
into a contract to employ a workman. The Hon. Premier
said something of ‘‘knights of labour’’. 1 do not know what
he means by that phrase butl would be benighted enough to
say that the Hon. Premier is a lawyer and lawyers argue
a point to suit themselves, You have a definition Clause
saying that a person should have the right and the liberty
of a person and then in a subsidiary clause you reduce a
person to a trade union. In sofaras the Trade Dispute Act
is concerned, it can only be a dispute between a Trade
Union and an employer for the persons employed.

There was a labour case in the WestIndies versus the
Cement Company in Trinidad, and it went to the Privy
Council which ruled, when the Government instituted a
Board of Enquiry, that it was wrong, that it was not a dis-
pute because nothing went wrong between the Trade Union.
That is a celebrated case. Go and look at that ruling.

When you come and say a person, what do you mean?
Do you mean to say that a mancannot contract out because
he owns a store in town? There is no contract between
Goddard & Sons and the people who work in it. An em-
ployer is the person having a contractwithanother person,
that is-the workman. A trade dispute is not between an
employer’'s organisation. 1 was amazed to hear the Hon.
Premier saying that you do not have to follow slavishly
the English Act. Youhavetofollow it. Who trained English-
men 56 years ago? Doyouthink there were people in count~
ries 56 years agowith our concept of trade unionism today?
Therefore, the affiliation and the emancipation of the mind
of the Barbadians today, 56 years after are such that it
would have to be more in line with the English Act than
behind it. There is no logic in sayingthat a person means a
different thing and therefore you havetoallow for a person
in Barbados.

A trade dispute means any dispute between em=-
ployers and workers., The Hon. Premier said that he does
not always agree with Mr. Norman Citrine. 1 do not believe
there is any man in the world who has not had his judge-
ment upset. Did not Sir John Simonthe great English jurist
make a mistake? And did not Sir Stafford Cripps disagree
with him? Both were brilliant men and bothdiffered on the
General Strike in 1926, 1f there are any better books written
on trade unionism and trade disputes than those written
by Citrine, 1 am still to read them. There are no better
books than those written by Citrine and the last volume
he wrote was regarded by people knowledgeable as the
best. Sir William Jowell said thatitwasan excellent docu~
ment on Trade Union law and he is a solicitor. Some bar-
risters suffer from an overdose of pride and itis not
surprising that some solicitors in a particular field of
practice know more law than barristers. How many
practising barristers in Barbados can sit down and write
a document like that writven by Mr.Norman Citrine? Some
pride themselves in doing this and thatbutit is people like
Citrine who produced something. Youdo not produce a docu-
ment like this by Citrine by just reading enactments. Sir
Norman Citrine explained that because youhave the plural,
it does not mean that a trade dispute does not take place
between one man and his employer.

7.50 p.m.

Do you think that one man is going out with a banner?
In another context Garvey did not startwitha large crowd;
he must have started by himself and people like that went
on the streets. I am not glossing around this matter be-
cause | do not have any interest to protect. This does not
deprive the Union of anything; it means that the Union will
be in and others will alsobe in. This Clause goes on to say
this: ‘‘trade dispute’’ meansany dispute between employers
and workmen, or between workmen and workmen, whichis
connected with the employment or non-employment, or the
terms of the employment, or with the conditions of labour,
of any person;

Therefore you can have a dispute in Barbadostoday so
that the Minister and the Governor could institute an en-
quiry which is based on sucha dispute and which is nothing
to do with the Trade Union. Letustake a classic example.
You have some organization in England where there is no
Trade Union existing for instance, andthey haveto have an
enquiry. You bring in some pioneer legislation allowing
somebody to sell hollyhooks or something like that and a
dispute comes along. You are passing a Clause which says
that “‘workmen'® means any person who has emtered into
or worked under a contract with an employer...... A
workman is a personandanemployerisalso a person. You
are sayingthat''workmen’’ meansthis, ‘*‘employer’’ means
this and ‘‘trade dispute'’ means this. All [ am saying is
that you must be logical. Youpassa definition Clause which
says that a workman means any person, €tc., and when
you come later on in the Bill you deprive any person from
doing this thing. 1 say that that’is illogical.

Hon. E, W, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, 1 am taking the
point which has been raised by the hon. senior member for
St. Peter. In the Interpretation Clause you say what a trade
dispute is:~ ‘' Any dispute betweenemployersandworkmen,
or between workmen and workmen, which is connected
with the employment or non-employment, or the terms
of the employment, or with the conditions of labour of any
person.” The reason why you say that is that very often
a Trade Union calls a strike because a person who is not
a member of the Unionisemployedina factory or business
undertaking. There are two different Clauseshere andthey
are not on all fours. You have to say that a trade dispute
can relate to the non-employment as well of any person;
so that a trade dispute can arise because you have refused
to allow a person who is not a member of the trade union
to go in there and work. Very oftenthat is what most lock-
outs are about, Ithink you have to distinguish between the
interpretation of what is a trade dispute and the right of
a person to picket. I know of no occasion on which an
individual person who is not even interested in paying the
Union subscriptionis so giftedwith organizationthathe will
organize a picket line when he cannot pay the union
subsidy. 1 do not think that picketing would take place
where the Union would not be involved.
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I must draw this to the attention of the hon, member,
The definition of a trade dispute in the Interpretation
Clause, which is Clause 2 of this Bill, is deliberately
worded like that so as to take care of a situation in which

you have the strike or lock-out of a person who has not °

been employed before and the Union says to him ‘‘This is
a closed shop; we donot wantanybody who is not 2 member
of the Trade Union here.!’ All of theseclauses are slanted
in favour of the Trade Union, not in favour of the Govern-
ment. We are now legalising Civil Servants as members
of the Trade Union. Mr. Chairman, 1 do not think it is
worthwhile extending the debate on this matter.

Mr, WALCOTT: The Government is not original in
this matter; this is on the Statute Book now, What I am
pointing out is that this is the law in Barbados today and
what we have before us now 1s a consolidation of the law.
The point I am making is this; you cannot regard this as
strengthening the Union; it strengthens anybody’s hands.
You have a dispute between the Trade Unionand somebody
else and when it comes to picketingyoucannot picket at all
unless thereisa trade dispute or thereis the contemplation
or furtherance of a trade dispute. Forinstance, you cannot
go home and dream anythinginconnectionwitha trade dis-
pute; this is not the song which we have here; ‘“Too late,
too late Cocky; too late to contemplate.”’ This is nothing
that you can contemplate, that you are going to Trinidad
or that you are going to strike. You cannot tell a man that
we are picketing out here because we contemplate that
something is going to happen next week; the fact is to be
existing; it has to be existing that somethingis in the mak-
ing that you can prove. We havethe provision in our Trade
Union Act whereas in England it is in the Trade Disputes
Act. 1 am only drawing to the attention of the Committee
that where we have this provision we make it applicable to
any person and when we come to the operative Clause we
have something else. I do not think that for half a century
all the jurists both in the Labowr Party and in the Con~
servative Party would not have got down to the idea that it
was wrong to continue with this Act. Sidney and Beatrice
Webb never contemplated that this would give rise to these
things.

8.30 p.m.

Moreover in England the Trade Unionwasinexistence
when this came along, and they fought for it as distinct
from what we are getting as model legislation, and we are
more in a positionto put thisin, and that is why 1 said when
we pass this......

MOMENT OF INTERRUPTION
Mr, CHAIRMAN left the Chair and Mr, DEPUTY
SPEAKER took the Chair,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is now 8.30 p.m., and the
moment of interruption. 1 am to enquire if the matter now
under discussion is controversial,

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Deputy Speaker, as far as] am
concerned, 1 have to move an amendment.

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: | take it that meansthe mat-
ter is controversial, Is there any other Order under Gov-
ernment Business that is non-controversial?

Hon. W, A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I beg to
move that Qrder No. 3 be the next Qrder of the Day.

Hon. J. C, TUDOR: I beg to second that,

The question uas put and resolved in the affirma~
tive without division,

THE CASUAL EMPLOYEES PENSIONS
(AMENDMENT) ACT, 1963

Hon. E, W, BARROW: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the Bill
which we have beforeusnowisa very short one. 1 think the
implications of the Bill must be cleartohon. members, as
they will see from the Objects and Reasons that provision
should be included in the 1961 Pensions Act whereby a
casual employee would be permitted to exercise an option
to enable him to receive a gratuity and reduced pension in

P —————— .

lieu of a full pension provided by the Act. It also provides
that such provision should be effective from the date that the
Act came into operation, that is from 1961.1 think 1 made
some reference to this at the last meeting of the House,
and therefore it is unnecessary for me todilate on it to any
further extent.

1 beg to move that thisBillbe now read a second time,
Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: I beg to second that.

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, on the last oc~
casion when we dealt with pensions, 1 drew to the attention
of the Government that some time ago a man retired, and
up to today it is about two yearsthat this man has retired.
When we pass legislation like this which deals with the
Casual Employees Pensions Act, there seems to be little
solace to the recipients of this kind of legislation we are
passing, if people have towaitaslongas two years. 1 men-
tioned the man’sname at the time, and subsequently another
man came tome. It seemstometo be grossly unfair to call
upon someone to retire from the Government Service when
it is compulsory for them to retire, andthen he has to wait
two years to get whatthe Pension Actprovides for him. My
view is that you should eitherhave his pension and gratuity
ready prior to the time of retirement, or allow him to con-
tinue working on a non-pensionable basis until suchtime as
you can get the records, because people in this category
cannot afford non-employment for these long periods, andl
feel that the administration should be set in gear. 1 have
been told that you have been searching recordsat the Drill
Hall to find these things, but you must evolve a system
where the administration can take two or three years as
the period of service and then let somebody swear to an
affidavit that the man joined the Service at a certain point
so that you can arrive at a payment. 1f you cannot find
the records, and take a longer period tofind them than the
period during which the man has worked, you will find you
are looking for another pensionable period before he gets
it. The man working as 8 masonor carpenter in the Public
Service is going to get a pension that is nothing to write
home about, and if you are going to give a pension and
gratuity, let the poor old souls get them instead of waiting
two years. Two years is a longtime, and you should either
allow them to continue working until you have the records
straight or make some arrangement to help them;but it is
very grievous. :

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 can supportthe
hon. member on this, because many persons have been to
me from time totime from the Waterworks Department and
the Public Works Department. No records can be found
for those who have retired after being employed for years
and years, and they havetowaittwoand three years before
they can get any satisfaction.] cancallthe name of a fellow
who is almost blind; he was able to work, but because of
his eye-sight was not given employment, and although they
knew he worked invariousDepartmentshe couldnot get his
pension.

Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 support the Bill because of the
gratuity which would be involved and because it gives them
a lumpsum to start something with. There is another case
in Christ Church where I think it is a matter of broken
service, but hon. memberswill remember that under the old
vestry system, when there was a change of Government,
there was also a change of employment, and people would
go out and come back in. Those were days long before my
time, but 1 am speaking for those employees in these days
who have had broken service. Thereis one person now, old
Beckles who was Inspector of Highways in that parish. He
has been to me on many occasions to try and get them to
consolidate his service. There is nothing 1 can do andl
agree that an affidavit should be certified, andthat Govern-~
ment should look into the matter of rectifying these injus-
tices. In other words, they would be rectifying injustices of
the past. There are not many of these people,butthereare
old and poor and deserve a pension in relation to the work
they performed in the parish in their days.

8.40 p.m.

Mr. BOXILL: Mr. Deputy Speaker,......
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Mr. MOTTLEY: It must be borne in mind that not only..

Mr., DEPUTY SPEAKER: My eyes caught the hon,
senior member for the City first.

Mr, MOTTLEY: kmust be borne in 1nind when you are
dealing with hurnan beings that it does not necessarily mean
party politics. 1 have never been able to forgive those who
thought that they were spiting me when 1 brought up in this
House a case of a worhan who had given 28 years of ser-
vice at Codrington Experimental Station and carried proof
and showed personswhohadworked there alongside her and
who had worked after the age of retirement; in my plea that
she be granted something, the only answer which1 got in
this House was to the effect thatthey could not find the day
or the year she was employed. As a matter of fact, 1 re-
member quite well that 1 was considered rude because this
old lady came to me, she was told by officials in that de-
partment that she had no right going to any politician. 1
believe everybody has the right of going to any politician.

Unfortunately, this woman died in an almshouse cot.
If you have people in your service and you know that they
are retiring at 65 years, it is very simple, you must have
records kept of their service; compute their pension so that
instead of their having to wait two years, they can get it
immediately as they retire. You say that you have got to
make it up andall sorts of things. That red tape can stretch
from here to London and back. Those responsible for these
people in this department can work it out beforehand so
that these old people, carpenters and masons, can receive
their pensions and gratuities early.Itisbetter than waiting
until they die. In some cases, these old people do not know
that their estate would be entitled to it. I know of some
cases where the people actually died and did not receive
theirs. I agree with the hon. member entirely.

Mr. BOXILL: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 got up to dis-
agree with the hon. junior member forthe City and the hon.
senior member for the City but now I could not be more in
agreement with them. What 1 want to bring to the Govern-
ment’s attention is not a unique case but what I would call
an ironical one. There is a man by the name of Egbert
Austin who worked in the Transport Department from 1934
to 1961, As a result, he ishome with a stroke and there is
no need my going to the Ministerial Buildings any more
because 1 have been going there so often that it looks as if
1 am working there. 1 want to bring to the Government’s
attention that if this thing continues to be delayed, this man
would die before he receives it because he is in a derelict
state and the fact is that he needs this thing.

1 am asking the Government, therefore, to useits good
graces and go into this thing and see to it that Egbert
Austin gets what really should come to him. 1 would like
him to die in comfort and 1 would like him to know that he
has somebody who is seeking out matters for him.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Deputy Speaker, 1 would like to gang
up with the other hon. members who have spoken relative
to these pensions. I know of two people in St. Joseph who
have resigned long enough that they could have gone back to
work a secondtime and yet up to now, nothing has been done
for them. 1 believe the people in the Government Depart-
ments are waiting until these two persons die because no
one can convince me that after some persons have resigned
for so many years that you could not have given them by
now the little berry which is due them by this Government.

There are two persons who were working with the
Highways and Transport Department who were told this
week that they cannot work any longer as from next
Saturday, because their time is up. They knock the people
off without giving them any notice, or telling them one
word before. These persons have gone home withthe little
mite they worked for thatweek andevery day they are walk-
ing and asking when they are going to get a pension. It is
not fair to them. Something is wrong and 1 sincerely hope
that the Hon. Minister in charge would seetoitand get be-
hind those people who have something todo with it. I some-~
times hear you say that you cannot find papers and so on.

You have put down somewhere some record of these people,
therefore, you are bound to find some recordof them. You
just keep them on fair promises.

There is a man who retired from the Public Works
Department for the last three years and he cannot get his
pension yet. There is something wrong and itis not fair to
these people who are retired. 1 do not hear any such thing
happening with those people whowere employedinthe Civil
E stablishment. 1 have not heard one retired Civil Servant
who has said that he or she did not get his or her pension
immediately after he or she retired. As a matter of fact,
I believe it is computed even before they go out of office.
Why cannot it be done to the se peaple in the non-established
posts? 1 can only say that itisbecause they are poor. It is
not fair,

The question that this Bill be now read a second

time was put ond resolved in the affirmative without

division,

On motion of Hon, J, C, TUDOR, seconded by Hon,
W, A, CRAWFORD, Mr. DEPUTY 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,

Hon. J. C, TUDOR: 1 beg to move that Clause 2 stand
part.

Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: 1 beg to second that,

Mr. WALCOTT: Sir, 1 have been hearing all of this,
and if you look at Clause 2, Subsection(2) you will see that
it reads as follows:-

‘(2) The option referred to in subsection (1) of this
section shall be exercisable not later thanthe day immedi~
ately preceding the date of such employee’s retirement;
but if the employee does not exercise the option before such
day, the Governor-in-Executive Committee may, if it ap~
pears to him in all the circumstances equitable so to do,
allow him to exercise the option at any time between the
date of his retirement and the actual date of award of pen-
sion under this Act.”’

Now, this Section gives the Governor-in-Executive
Committee as distinct from anybody the right todo certain
things. With the comments which I have heardtoday I think
it would not be out of place to know now that we are passing
this, what are the Government’s views on what we have
said. | take it that we havenot concocted any stories. What
can the Government hold out to these people now? Are you
going to still have them subjected to this administrative
bamboozling without the Executive Committee decidingand
reaching some positive decision in a situation like this? It
must have been drawn to your attention before. Let us have
some assurance and say what you intend to do.

8. 50 p.m.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, if ] may answer
the hon. junior memberfor St. Josephfirst,] have been do-
ing some quick mental arithmetic. If he saysthat he knows
of a case in which somebody has been waiting for three
years to receive his benefit, then the responsibility for that
must be equally divided between his Government and this
Government. I have never heard him mention it before and
that must be attributed to the practice masqueradedby the
Government to which he has had the honour to belong. We
take no responsibility for this whatsoever; what has hap-
pened is that no one has been able to keep any accurate
record of casual employee s because nobody seriously consi-
dered — nobody connected with the last Government seri-
ously considered — that these people were entitled to any
kind of consideration. The very people who are concerned
with the se employees are casual employeesthemselves. Mr.
Chairman, to be quite honest, those who are entrusted with
the payment of these people are selected or used to be
selected in a most casual manner and they were employed
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to be dismissed or taken on in a very casual manner. Pri-
marily, no accurate records or no records at all had been
kept and that must be a situation of which hon. members
are well aware, We have found instituteda system by which
the people with whom they were associated were sworn
or they merely swore to an affidavit tothe effect that such
and such a person was employed for such and such a time
and then these people are paid on that account.

The hon. member says that some people have died
without having received their pension. I should like to say
that yesterday 1 gave approval for the payment of $800 to
the estate of a man who died and who had only retired a
short time ago. Youdonot havetogo to the Courts in order
to get this money either. That is a situation which we have
inherited. We have to clean up the Augean stables which
have been left behind by the people with whom the hon.
junior member for St. Joseph has been associated. That
saps the vitality not only of the Civil Servants but of the
Ministers as well; it prevents us from going ahead as
quickly as we would like to go ahead but we find ourselves
bottle-necked. It is surprising, Mr. Chairman, how many
simplifications of precedure are being made and stepsare
being made at organisation and method indifferent depart~
ments. You have the Works Departments themselves being,
to a large extent, streamlined since this Government has
come into office, and the number of cases where people
have to wait for a little time is diminishing from day to day.

1 should like to say that mostof these cases which are
still outstanding are due to the fact that it is difficult for
the Personnel and Establishment Department to get satis-
factory proof of the length of service of these persons; that
is all that is holding up these matters. It is largely due to
the fact that the persons themselves cannot establish the
length of their period of service. Youmay find that a person
had a donkey-cart working in the road and then he went to
the United States of America and that sortof thing; but the
Government is doing everything in order to get these mat-
ters straightened out.

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 agree with the hon. member; when
you find these political givings they begin to boomerang.
1 think that on one occasion they passed a Bill in which a
casual employee was asked to put in 250 days so as to be
entitled to this provision. That is the sort of thing which
you give a man who was permanently employed. You will
ask a man to give an average of four days a week which he
cannot do for ten years. This legislation was passed hur-
riedly when we were comingto the end of the Session and it
has given administrative difficulties because you held out
a bait to people. You say: ‘‘Those whowere working in the
Government Service can now get pensions’’.It may be found

that they have spent more hours onthe money involved than
the amount of money which they are paying out.

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Chairman, in reply to the Hon, Pre-
mier, 1 should like to saythis:ltis quite true that this was
something to do with the last Government. I did not know
anything about it until the hon. senior member for St. Peter
mentioned something about a particular case in his con-
stituency, It was after that time that these men came to me
and put forward their case. They did not tell me about it
before, because, when the hon. senior member for St. Peter
brought forward his case, 1 wouldhave brought forward my
own case too. These people thought that they would have to
wait until they received the money so that they did not ask
any question before. Any how, Sir, from now on you will find
that all of these people will be going to their representatives
about this matter whenthey read thisthing in the newspaper
tomorrow. 1 am saying that this is something which is
wrong,

The question that Clause 2 stand part of the Bill was

put and resolved in the affirmative without division,

Hon. ]J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, 1 beg to move that
you do now report the passing of one Bill in Committee.
Hon. A, DaC, EDWARDS: 1 beg to second that.
The question was put and resolved in the affimative

without division.

The CHAIRMAN reported and Mr, DEPUTY SPEAKE..
resumed the Chair and reported accordingly.

On motions of Hon, J. C. TUDOR, seconded by Hon,
A, DaC, EDWARDS in each case, the Bill was read a third
time and passed,

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS CONCLUDED
Hon. W. A, CRAWFORD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the con-
sideration of that Bill brings Government Businessfor the
day to a close.
ADJOURNMENT

At this stage, it now being 9.00 p.m., of the clock,

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: It now being 9.00 p.m., of the
¢lock, this House now stands adjourned until Tuesday next,
18th June, 1963 at 12.00 o’clock Noon.

This House now stands adjourned.
9.00 p.m.
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