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Tuesday, 83rd June, 1964. 

C Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of Assembly 
met at 3 p.m. o'clock today. 

PRESENT 

The Drawback of Duties (Containers for locally pro- 
duced Rum) Regulations, 1964. 

The Customs Duties (Machinery and Apparatus for 
Aeradio Services by Airline Companies) Order, 1964. 

Statement showing Net Customs and Excise Receipts 
for the two months ended on 31st May, 1964. 

His Honour J. E. T. BRANCKER, QC., (Spedterb I The Civil Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No.6) 
Mr. L. E. SMITH, J.P.; Mr. F. C. GODDARD; Mr. F. E. Order, 1964. 

MILLER; Hon. C. E. TALMA, minister o f  Cornrnuni- I Hon. G. G. FERGUSSON: Mr. Speaker, I am commanded 
cations and WOAS~'  Hon. J .  C. TUDOR, M.A.. (Minister to lay the following,- 
o f  EducarSon); Hon. G. G.  FERGUSSON, (iHSnister of 
A g d d a r e  m d  Fisheries); Mr. W .  R. LOVE; Mr. L. A. 

LYNCH, J.P.; Mr. G. V. BATSON, (Chaiman of Corn- - d t t e e s )  Mr. J .  B. YEARFOOD and Hon. -4. DaC. ED- 
WARDS, (Minister of Health, Housing, Lo col Go vemment 

m d  Cornunity Devdopmenk 

Prayers were read. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Minutes of the meetings of 2nd and 
9th June, 1964, have been duly circulated, a d  unless there 
i s  any objection, they will be confirmed. 

Herring no objection, I declare theMinutes of those two 
meetings duly confirmed. 

PAPERS LAID 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 
Hon. Premier, I am commanded to lay Message No. 10, 
1964 regarding the extension of His Excellency Sir John 
Stow's term of office a s  Governor and Commander-in- 
Chief of Barbados. The text i s  a s  follows:- 

- "HIS EXCELLENCY THE GOVERNOR 
TO 

THE HONOURABLE THE HOmE OF ASSEMBLY 

His Excellency the Governor has the honour to inform 
the &use of Assembly that Her Majesty the Queen has been 
pleased to approve the extension of his term of office as  
Governor and Commander-in-Chief of Barbados by two 
years until the 7th of October, 1966. '' 

Also on behalf of the Hon. Premier, Iam commanded 
to lay the following: - 

The Report of the Sugar Factory SmokeControl b a r d  
for the year 1963. 

GOVERNMENT NOTICES 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, onbehalfof the 
Hon. Premier, I beg to give notice of the followirn- 

I Resolution to approve the Civil Establishrrlent f i n -  
eral) (Amendment) (No, 6) Order, 1964. 

Resolution to approve the compulsory acquisition of the 
property known a s  theTrafalgar Hotel together with the land 
whereon the same stands. 

Resolution to approve the compulsory acquisition of two 
parcels of land known as   anst stead" and "Rock Pleasant". 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr.Speaker,Ibegtogivenotice 
of the following: - 

Resolution to approve the rental by theGovernrnentof 
the Warebuse situate at Hincks Street, Bridgetown to 
Messrs. West Indian Suppliers Co., Ltd. and the Barbados 
Marketing Corporation respectively in two lots, on the 
terms set out in the Schedule to the Resolution. 
3.25 p.m. 

Hon. A. DaC. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give 
notice of a Resolution to place the sum of $415,884 a t  the 
disposal of the Government to supplement the Estimates 
1964-65, Part 11 - Capital, as shown in the Supplementary 
Estimates 1964-65, No 8, which forms thescheduleto the 
Resolution. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, onbehlfof the 
Hon, Premier, I beg to give noticeof a Resolution tn place 
the sum of $18,000 at the disposal of the Government to 
supplement the Estimates 1964-65, Part I - Current, a s  
shown in the Supplementary Estimates 1964-6.5, No. 9, 
which forms the Schedule to the Resolution: 



Also, Resolution to place the sum of $62,820 at the 
disposal of the Government to supplement the Estimates 
1964-65, Part I - Current as sbwn in the Supplementary 
Estimates 1964-65 No. 10 which forms theScheduleto the 
& S O ~ U ~ O R  

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give notice 
of a Resolution to approve the expenditure required to sup- 
plement the Estimates of the Port Deprrtment for the year 
1964-65 as sbwn in the Schedule to the Resolution. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 
Hon. Premier, I beg to give notice of a Bill tc; amend the 
Town and Country Development Planning (Interim Control) 
Act, 1959 to extend its duration for a further period of one 
year, from the 9th of July, 1964. 

Also, a Bill to amend the Liquor Licences Act, 1957, 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give 
notice of my intention to move the House into Committee 
of Supply at its next meeting in order to deal with the 
Money Resolutions of which notice was given today. 

NOTICE OF REPLY TO QUESTION 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I also give no- 
tice that the Reply to OralQuestionNo. 7 asked by the hon. 
senior member for St. Michael is ready, 

Mr. W E :  Mr. Speaker, I beg to give notice of the 
following Questions:- 

To enquire of the Minister of Health: 

Is the Minister aware that manyof the young girls who 
wish to pursue a career in nursinghaw been frustrated and 
at times completely hurnillUd by the amtude of certain 
officials at the Barbados General Hospital? 

2. Is the Minister aware chrt mny of these girl8 U 1  10 
qurlify here as nurses but sukquently leave for the UMd 
Kingdom, enter reputable hospitals and qualifywithout m- 
parent difficulty? 

3. Will the Minister state w W e r  he considers the above- 
mentioned situation to be satisfactory and in the best 
interest of the community or whether he proposes to in- 
stitute some remedy? 

Mr. YEARWOOD: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to give notice of 
the following Questions:- 

To enquire of the Minister of Labour: 

How many persons from the parish of St. John have 
made application for emigration to Canada under the 
Domestic Workers' Scheme during theyears 1961, '62, '63, 
and 'M? 

2. How many of these appliunts have actually been se- 
lected? 

3, Will the Minister state what is  the basis of selection 
and who is responsible for making the selection? 

To enqulre of the Minister of Communications a d  
Works: 

Can the Minister state whether Works Dep.rtmnts 
keep accurate records of the quantityof building materials, 
such as cemmt, stone and paint used for the many projects 
they de r t ake?  

2. Will the Minister state what quantities of said m ~ t e r i d s  
have been used in the financial years 1962-63 and 1963-641 

3. W i l l  the Minfster state spadfldly what quantity of 
cement waa used by the Ikp.rtment of Public Works during 
these years, and whether the  figure^ sml ied  by the Central 

Office of this Ikpartment tally with figures supplied by the 
individual sites? 

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that the Bill to amend the Town and Country Development 
Planning (Interim Control) Act, 1959 to extend its duration 
for a further period of one year, from 9th July, 1964, be 
now read a first time. 

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

The question was put and resolved in the affimrr- 

tive without division. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that the Bill to amend the Liquor Licences Act, 1957, be 
now read a first time. 

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

The question was  put and resolved in the a f f i m -  

tive without diusion. 

ORDERS 5, 14, 16, 18, 408c45,SGPENDED 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, you will note 
that the Order Paper for today's meetingis rather slight. 
There are only two items of Government Business, there 
are not many items under PrivateMembersiBusiness, and 
the indications are t h t  at the next meeting we shall have a 
very full meeting because there have been &te a number of 
matters of which notice was given today which would dunrnd 
our attention. 

I am, therefore, going to propose, with the consent of 
Your Honour and hon. members, that we suspend the Stand- 
ing Orders to deal with the two matters under Government 
Business with which we propose to deal and then we will 
adjourn to come early next Tuesday todisposeof the r d -  
tively large number of items which will be on our Order 
Paper. 

Sir, I ,  therefore beg tomove thatstandingorders Nos. 
5, 14, 16, 18, 40 and 45 be suspended for the remainder of 
today's meeting, in order to disposeof two matters - Items 
Nos, 2 a d  3 under the Head "Government Business". 

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

The quesdon uas put and resolved in  the a f f i w  

tive without diusion. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The question is  that these sixstanding 
Orders be now suspended for the rmuinder of the day's 
sitting. Hon. members in favour of that will please say 
"Aye", those against will please say "No". I think the 
''AyesW have it. Accordingly I declare those Standing 
Orders to be suspended for the runrinder of the day's 
sitting. 

RESOLUTION FROM SENATE re MESSAGE 
OF CONGRATULATIONS BY THE 

GENERAL ASSEMBLY 

Mr. SPEAKER: Before the Honourable Ludcr of the 
House proceeds with the business of the day, I h.= the 
honour to inform the Honourable Chamber that I have re- 
ceived from the Other Place a Resolution which reads as 
follows:- 

'The Senate 

BE F RESOLVED that the Senate expresses its deep 
rppreciation of and its warmest thanks for the W a g e  of 
congratulation and good wishes presented to the Senate by 
the General Assembly of the Island on May, 28th 1964. 

1 BE F FURTHER RESOLVED that w a constituent part 
of thc Parliament of this I s l d  t h e S e ~ t e  sends its warm- 



est greetings md good wishes to the General Assembly, 
promises its full support and moperadon in all matters for 
the good government of the Island, and prays that, under 
God's guidance, the two Houses of the Legislature will act 
in concert to ensure the progress, prosperity and happiness 
of the people of this Island. 

K G. MASSIAH, 
President. 

Senate Chamber, 
18th June, 1964. 

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE COM- 
PULSORY ACQUISlTION OF LAND 

AT RENDEZVOU HILL 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Spuker, 1 beg to move 
that Order No, 3 be taken as  the first Order of the b y .  

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

The question was put and resolved in the afJEmw 

Mr. SPEAKER: The first Order of the Day therefore 
stands in the name of the hon. senior member for Christ 
Church- 

To move the passing of the following Resolution:- 

Resolution to approve the Compulsory acquisition of 
parcels of land situate at Rendezvous Hill Road for the pur- 
pose of highwry improvement, 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, this is a Resolution 
for the compulsory acquisition of two parcels of land 
situated at Rendezvous Hill Road for the purpose of highway 
improvement. These two parcels of land are set out in the 
Schedule to the Resolution and both of themare situated at 
Rendernous Hill Road in the parishof Christ Church. A s  the 
Addendum to the Resolution sets out, Sir, 

The owners of the land described in tht Schedules can- 
not give a good and marketable title. 

In a c c o d a a  with the provisions of Section 5 of the 
Land Acquisition Act, 1949, the approval of the Legislature 
is  sought for the compulsory acquisition of the parcels of 
land described above in the First and Second Schedules in 
order that the purposes set out in the Resolution may be 
effected and that the Crown in right of its Government of 
this Island mry acquire m indefeasible title to the two 
parcels of l a d .  

Mr. Speaker, these two parcels of land are small and 
they are required by the Government for the improvement 
of the highvay in that area. The parcels of land are 615 
square feet in one case and 650 square feet in the other 
instance. The price has been agreed to, In the first case, 
that- of the 615 square feet owned by Edna Daniel, the price 
is  54 cents a sqwrefootmrkingthecost $332.10 and in the 
case of the 650 square feet owned by Lionel k k l e s ,  the 
price is  40 cents per square foot making the cost $260.00. 

Sir, I hardly tldnk that there is  any other point which 
need be mentioned, but if t h e  areother points which hon. 
members raise I m quite re& and willing to a m r  them. 
I beg to move that this Resolution do now pus. 

Hon. G. G. FERGLSSON: I beg to second that. 

The quesrion that this Resolurion & now pass was 

put and resolved in  the offinnative without lu 's ion.  

RESOLWITON TO APPROVE THE COM- 
PULSORY ACQULSITION OF LAND 

KNOWN AS THE MOUNT 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that Order No. 2 be taken w the next Order of the Day. 

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmo- 

tive u i J o u t  division. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of theDay stands in the 
name of the honourable and learned senior member for St. 
John who, I observe, is not now in his place. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I am asking 
leave to take charge of this Order in the absence of the 
honourable and learned senior member for St. John. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Leader of the House is asking 
leave to take charge of this Order standing in the name of 
the hon, and learned senior member for St. John. If there 
is no objection, leave will be granted, I hear no objection 
and leave is  therefore granted the hon. member to take 
charge of this Order. This Order is  as follows:- 

I 

To move the passing of the following Resolution:- 

Resolution to approve the compulsory acquisition of 
a parcel of land known as The Mount, St. Michael, for the 
provision of a site for the College of Arts and Science of 
the U.W.I. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, as you will see 
from the Addendum to this Resolution, the area in question 
is  known as The Mount in the parish of St. Michael con- 
Uining by admeasurement 19 acres 0 roods 26 1/2 perches. 
The Government seeks to acquire this land under the pro- 
visions of the Land Acquisition Act, 1949, for the purpose 
of providing a site for the College of Arts and Science of 
the University of the West Indies. I should like to begin by 
correcting the Addendum to this Resolution. There is  a 
slight error in the first paragraph: these errors occur from 
time to time, and apparently, someof the fault is due to the 
persons involved in connection with the acquisition of this 
land by the Government. 
3.45 p.m. 

Simultaneous with drafting this Addendum, they were 
drafting another one in which the words 'protracted 
efforts" would have been appropriate, but not necessarily 
in this case. 1 should therefore like to substitute the follow- 
ing Addendum for the one which appears on the Resolution 
now before us, 

Mr. SPEAKER: Of course the Addendum forms no 
part of the Resolution, and Ido not think that the hon. mem- 
ber can actually substitute it, that is, alter what is printed: 
but he certainly can explain that error if he likes and say 
how it should have read. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: I do not want to contend with 
Your Honour ,...... 

Mr. SPEAKER: Let ? Hon. Leader of theliouse pro- 
ceed to explain why the Addendum is wrong. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD I propose to taken, notice rt 
all of the first paragrapki, but to take cognisance of the one 
I am substituting which will r c ~ d  as follows:- 

'The owner of the iaid a d  the Government were 
unable to agree an a prita nmf there was a breakdown in 
ne$otiadons, " 

In order that the land may be acquired for the purposes 
intended, du t  is, for the provision of a site for the Gllege 
of Arts and Science of the University of the West Mies, it 
has b a n  decided to use the L u d  Acquisition Act a d  to 
allow the question of price to be settled subsequently by 
agreement or by arbitration. As Isrid, Sir, the error was 
due to the fact that in drafting another Resolution at the 
same time for a similar purposeof compulsoryacquisidon 
of land by the Government, this phrase "protracted efforts 
at neootiatlon" was appropriate and will come before the 
House in dlle tfme, but the d r h m m  appendet3 th s u m  
phrase in the introductory paragraph to this Resolution by 
error, .nd it is  therefore necessary today tw correct that 
er-. 



I should not however, Sir, like hon. members to have 
the impression that there were no negotiations at all with 
the owner of the land, because there were: but the phrase 
"protracted efforts at negotiation" may not describe 
accurately the negotiations which were made. The Crown 
Solicitor and the owner of the land did discuss the propo- 
sals by the Government for acquiring the land, and the 
owner was told the price which the Government felt was 
appropriate for the land, and the Government's price was 
based on the value of adjacent l& which it recently ac- 
quired. Hon. members are aware that the Government 
recently acquired Husbands and Oxnards in this area at a 
very reasonable price. A s  a matter of fact, they paid in 
the vicinity of L300 m acre - which hon. members will 
a g r a  was a reasonable figure - and on this basis, the 
Government proposes to pay to theowner of the land a price 
which is considered ample and indicative of the value of 
the area concerned, Discussions with the owner on this 
basis broke down and subsequent!y theowner was informed 
by the Crown Solicitor that the Government intended to use 
the Land Acquisition Act to acquire the land, and the pro- 
cedure in the Act was explained to him, 

I do not therefore want the impression to be conveyed, 
Mr. Speaker, that the negotiations were in actual fact pro- 
tracted, but the fact remains that the price offered by the 
Government and the price demanded by the owner involved 
a tremendous differential: and since it seemed toomuch ob 
hope for the negotiations being successfully c o n k a d ,  dm 
owner was notified by the Crown Solicitor that thc Garn- 
ment would resort to the Land Acquisition Act to acquire 
the land for this important and urgent purpose, I should like 
to apologise for the wbrding of the first paragraph of the 
Addendum, as we have the idea that thedraft was an error, 
and that is why I asked for leaveof the House to substitute 
the paragraph which I read for the paragraph which appears 
on the printed Resolution, 

I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass, 

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

Mr. MOTTLEY: Mr. Speaker, I am not opposing the 
acquisition of this land for the purpose for which it is 
desired by the Government, but the Minister incharge has 
rightly amended the Addendum, because as soon as I saw 
what he asked to be amended, I knew that my information 
was contrary to that, There is one statement which the 
Minister made in which I believe he has been mislead, 
though I do not believe he wilfully tried to mislead this 
House, and that is that the landwhichthey are acquiring is 
adjacent to land which they recently bought, It is within my 
knowledge that that is a statement which is not correct, 
1 do not believe, as I said, that the Minister is trying to 
mislead the House, but somebody is trying to mislead him, 
Oxnards and Husbands are quite some distance from The 
Mount. If he said that The Mount adjoins land owned by the 
Leprosarium or lands at Wanstead, he would be making a 
statement of fact, 
3.55 p.m. 

Saing that the Hon. Minister has withdrawn part of 
the Addendum - 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Sir, 1 rise on a point of or- 
der. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has glmn way. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Sir, I rise on a point of or- 
der to make reference to l statement made by the hon. 
member. Th hon. mcmber said that he was not accusing 
m, but t h ~ t  I have not beninformed as to the exact loca- 
don of The Mount in relation to Husbands and Oxnard Plan- 
tations. If the word "adjacent" is not exactly accurate, it 
is  in the vicinity. My Information was that the The Mount 
was adjacent: but if it is rot exactly adjacent, the term 
may be used as if it were in the vicinity. Therdore, the 
price paid for Husbands md Oxmrd was the value for all 
lands in that a r a .  

A s  a matter of fact, my information is  that The Mount *C 

abuts and bounds Husbands and Oxnard: therefore, they are 
adjacent. A 

Mr. MOTTLEY: The Hon. Minister withhis knowledge 
of English seems correct. He says now thatthey are in the 
vicinity. May I suggest that Broad Street may also be 
termed as in the vicinity of the land by the Constitution 
Swamp. It depends on how far you are going to stretch it: 
if you are going to stretch it, you can stretch it as f u  w 
two or four miles. 

Sir. what 1 am thinking of is this. It is a fact that I 
know the sites of these lands. It is  part of my business to 
know that. Now, Sir, it does not necessarily mean, because 
you acquire land which is of m agricultural nature and 
which is not producing as it should be owim to t k  fact 
that the soil is very thin, that it is the same type of land 
as that, which - I will  now use the words of the Hon. Min- 
ister - "is in the vicinity." 

I will like to tell the House what you paid for the land 
at Graaettcs. The Hon. Minister is not correct in his 
statement about protracted negotiations with the owners, 
because I am saying now that there was never anything of 
protracted negotiations if somebody has land and youmade 
up your mind that you are going to use your power and ac- 
quire it and that you are not going to give that person more 
than a certain amount for that land. But if you negotiate and 
negotiate, you might come to a settlement a d  you might 
say in the course of your negotiations that this land is  in 
the same vicinity as that which we bought two miles away 
and for which we paid -0 much per square foot. 

I will make Gover;..nent an offer now. If Government 
accepts that this land which they own now i s  adjacent - 
not in the vicinity of land vrhich they own but adjacent and 
in juxtaposition - I will 01 'er Government twice as much 
per square foot and will offer them a certified manager's 
cheque from any bank they want. 

Sir, I agree with the Hon. Minister that the Govern- 
ment should not allow anybody to fleece the taxpayers but, 
on the other hand, you cannot sa: that you were in negoti- 
ations and those negotiations have broken down You cm- 
not say so if you just say that you are not going to pay more 
t . n  a certain amount for that land. 

Sir, much to the displeasure of my own Party, I told 
them that any lands which they have around corners and 
bends, they should give it up freely to the Government for 
the purpose of widening those corners. If you read some of 
the debates of this House as I have read them, you will 
see just as I have seen that a Medical CHicer objected to 
putting the Ltprosariurn where it was becauseheconsider- 
ed that land one of the most beautiful sites in the Island. 
It was a site which the Royal Mail Boat:: saw first when 
they were coming into Carlisle Bay. 

This land is adjoining that land. TheC.5.C. now oper- 
ates from there. That land whichwasoncet! Leprosarium 
is  now put to a much better use and you a ? going to ac- 
quire land which you can say is in the same 14cinity. I will 
yme, as I have said before, that Government should not 
dt down and let anybody fleece them: but at the same time 
you must not come in here and say that YOL have to ac- 
quire bnd by the Acquisition Act from a particular owner 
because you were not able to reason with him. 

There are one or two things which I wa I* to make 
, quite clear. I do not believe that I am in second place to 
I anybody who knows the value of real estate in this Island. 
I also know that land values in this country vary f-om area 
to area and vicinity to vicinity. 
4.05 pm. 

Some of it, of course, where people p mad d ~ w n  the 
coast, will bring anything which people will offer for it: 
but if the Government purchases, I agree that we rr,r-t be 
within reason. On the other hand, we cannot sit dorm and 



allow statements of this nature to be made in m Adden- 
dum. As the Addendum reads here, it states: "protracted 
efforts at negotiations with the owner of the land described 
in the Schedule hereto for thepurchaseof the area in ques- 
tion have failed to produce any agreement on price. " We 
have been authoritatively told that that i s  not correct. The 
Addendum goes on to state this: ''In accordance with the 
~rovisions of Section 5 of the Land Acauisition Act. 1949. 
;he approvalof the Legislature is sought ;or the comhsory  
acquisition of a parcel of land described above in the Sche- 
dule in order that the purpose set out in the Resolution 
may be effected and that the Crown in right of its govern- 
ment of this island may acquire anindefeasibletitle to the 
parcel of land. '' 

The acquisition of land is a very simple matter. Each 
side appoints an arbitrator or a referee and they go into 
the matter: but surely because you acquire land and be- 
cause it is in the parish of St. James a d  you acquired it 
at one price in one part of that parish, now that you want 
to acquire land in another part of the parish, you should 
not say you a re  not paying this money for it, Where did 
the negotiations break down? Apparently, they have broken 
down with the Government, A s  far as we, on this side, are 
concerned, we do not oppose the idea of acquiring this land 
for the purpose which the Government has stated today, 
that is to say, for the provision of a site for the College 
of Arts and Science of the University of the West Indies, 
This is a lovely site. Those who have had m opportunity of 
driving on this site know that you can see the h e p  Water 
Harbour and all the lights shining down there, There is 
nothing like that at Oxnards or Husbands. There is nothing 
that we c m  do but to say that we will go into arbitration 
and we will see how people feel. I do not think that the 
Government sho~lld be fleeced: none of us will believe in 
that. However, Sir, l think that the negotiations in this 
m t t e r  could have gone through much more easily. This 
step could have been avoided if proper negotiations had 
b a n  gone into, 

Mr. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, I am familiar with the 
area and I say that it c m  be regarded as suitable for the 
provision of a site for the College of Arts awl Science of 
the University of the West Indies. I want to agree with the 
Minister in connection with the removal of the first part 
of the Addendum to this Resolution. It i s  clear that the 
Crown Solicitor negotiated with the owner of this land on 
more than one occasion and it is ~mfortunate that you should 
convey to the public something other than what is the case. 
I am tpld that this offer of f300 m acre which works out 
at t h r a  cents a square foot for this Iand is smalL I agree 
with all that has been said about fleecing the Government 
over the price of Iand, This portion of land which is 19 acres 
0 roods 26 112 perches, i s  indeed small if You are looking 
at the immediate requirements in another two yearsor so. 
As to your projections for a College equivalent to a Uni- 
versity, you will probably be thinkimin terms of 50 years. 

The land at Husbands ind Oxnrrds i s  about two miles 
away from this land which we are  talking about md the 
Ministers are  quite familiar with it. Prior Park would be 
mother two miles away md then there i s  a good stretch 
before you get to the White Ha11 area. 

Barbados i s  a smll place. (ASIDES). W e  are duling 
with lad which i s  overlooking the Paradise Bach  Club. 
Husbands i s  immediately opposite Prior Park in the Lower 
pm of St. J a m .  That leads to t h e a r u  going north of St. 
Stephen's Hill and south of Holders Hill. That i s  m a r u  
which you are  hoping to develop. You are paying f 300 an 
acre for this Iand, roughly three cents a square foot. We 
u e  not quibbling about this matter: we aregoing to acquire 
this land am it i s  clear that somebody will get hurt about 
this, if the price i s  three cents a square foot. I am familiar 
with this arm myself. I am only sorry h t  Government is 
now thinking along this line, d not two years ago when 
considerable sums of money were lavishly misspent. 
4.15 p.m. 

As far as the acquisition of this knd i s  concerned, 
there i s  m q~dbble, because we want to think of the Uni- 
w s i t y  in Jarmica with about 100 acres, and at Mom thve 

a r t  thinking of expansion, and you can well imagine what 
i t  would be like. If youhave this faculty for Barbados alone, 
you c m  think what the demand will be in another twenty 
years. However, Sir, I sbuld like to agree with the Hon. 
Leader of the House on the removalof the first part of the 
Addendum which concerns the purchase of the area in ques- 
tion and the failure to produce any agreement on price. It 
is regrettable that this had appeared, because the owner 
of the land i s  probably exposed to an unfortunate situation, 
but these things do happen. I agree that a good deal of ' thought should have gone into this long before it had reached 

I 

the satirical as it hs, but may be the Minister wants to I remove any semblance of satire. 

Mr. Speaker, it is unkind that someday those who will 
want to read the Hansard of the debates on what was going 
on in the early foundation for the Barbados University win 
see it messed it up with something as unfortunate as this, 
because it seems unkind to the owner of this land, and no- 
thing can change the damage that has already been done, 
because what is broken and mended cannot be like new 
since it i s  not without blemish, I say, however, that it is 
nice to be alive in a period when we are aiming at what 
might be a West Indian University for Barbados. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker I do not know the area 
where this land i s  situated, but I am wondering if the site 
is near a place where this Government is thinking of having 
a World's Fair inCaveHil1. Idonot know The Mount at all, 
but after reading this Addendum and reading a denial in 
this morning's newspaper, what must one think? The Hon. 
Minister in charge says thatthis is anerror. I am wonder- 
ing when the Minister found out that it was an error. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, I do not 
like these generalisations. The hon. junior member for St. 
Joseph has said that when reading the Addendum the I-kin. 
Minister talked about an error, I said nothingof the kind. I 
never said the Addendum was an error. Idrew attention to 
two words in the first paragraph of the Addendum, 'pro- 
tracted negotiations" which any child can understand and I 
asked to correct those two words: but the remainder of 
the Addendum is accurate, and I explained how those two 
words happened to be inserted in this Addendum. 

Mr. SPEAKER: In other words, if the three words 
"protracted efforts at'' did not appear, the Addendum would 
read "Negotiations with the owner of the land described 
in the Schcdule hereto for the purchase of the area in 
question have failed to produce any agreement on price." 

Mr. SMITH: Now, Mr. Speaker, Isaid when I read the 
Addendum, not when h e  read it, and thedenial in this morn- 
ing's paper: so 1 am referring to myself and not the Hon. 
Minister, The Hon. Minister is trying now to correct the 
words "protracted effortsg*, and 1 would liketo know when 
the Minister found out that these words were inserted in 
the Addendum. Now this riesolution was circularised to 
members of this House since last week: and if the Hon. 
Minister did not read his Addendurnbefore, hemight have 
read it since it was circularised, and theerror should have 
b a n  corrected at l u s t  yesterday afternoon by circularis- 
ing members, drawing to their attention that the wording 
was wrong. I take it, too, that when the Ministers decide on 
these things at Cabinet level, and have them printed, at l u s t  
the Minister in charge of the particular Bill or  Resolution 
should proof-read it to see what is going to the public o r  
into circulation before coming to the House, and at $r same 
time we are going to discuss it, say that the wor s "pro- 
tracted efforts'. should not be in the Addendum. The f i n .  

* Minister should have known that long before it went to the 
Printery, because we are dealing with public business, a d  
this particular Government should at all times be on the 
alert for things of this sort. If theMinister i s  going to tell 
us today h t  he did not see it until this morning, I do not 
know how the Government i s  doing its business, Now what 
i s  to prevent me, Sir, or  any thinking person from coming 
to the conclusion th.t the Hon. Minister i s  only polishing 
this now because he might have seenor read what a m r e d  
in this morning's paper? If we were circularised yester- 
day to the effect thrt therewas an error in the Addendum, 



what we read this morning would be worth nothing; but I 
take it that it is worth a lot mw. I know the Minister i s  no 
fool: I am no fool either: so to tell us that the words "pro- 
tracted efforts" are  wrong i s  mt  fair to this House or  to 
the people of this country. 
4.25 p.m 

It i s  not fair to this House; it i s  not fair to the people 
in this country and, inmyopinion, it is not fair to the owner 
of the same land. Regardless of what the Hon. Minister 
may say that it is an error, Iam sure that if the denial did 
m t  appear in this morning's newspaper this Resolution 
would have come in here and beendealtwith and we would 
never have been told that "protracted efforts" was an er- 
ror. What the Hon. Minister shouldhavedone, after seeing 
what was written in the newspaper about this matter, was 
to withdraw the Resolution. I say that, because I do not 
think that they are in a hurry to acquire this land, They 
should have withdrawn it and stated the reason for doing 
so and confess that what was written in the Addendum was 
an error. 

This makes me to feel that this present Government is 
built up of errors. You have this Land Acquisition Act: but 
it is not fair to call on us to say "yes, acquire this land 
from people" without everything which should be done being 
straightened out and that you have made all negotiations. " 
If nothing else can be done, well then, come here and ask 
us to invoke the Land Acquisition Act, 

What has caused you to bring this Resolution before 
the House? In some cases, you make us believe that the 
owners of land would not come to reasonable terms, and 
that is the reason for bringing i n  a Resolution of this sort 
before the House. But, Sir, this morning, theowner of this 
land is telling the entire public of Barbados that nothing of 
the sort has been done and the Hnn, Minister is now telling 
us that "protracted efforts" is an error, How are we to 
believe one or the other? 

Now, Sir, I cannot remember the Hon. Minister ex- 
plaining to this House the price offered to the particular 
owner. If it is so, Iwould beglad if the Hon. Minister would 
mention the price offered before this Resolution is passed. 
However, we should be told that the particular person con- 
cerned made an offer, let us say, on the 20th of the month 
and you should also be told the time, the b u r  and the price. 
Let us know the true reasons and causes for bringing this 
Resolution before the House. I would take it that things 
have not gone so far or that the owner was that type of 
person who was unwilling and at no time was willing to come 
together with the Government and that is why this Resolu- 
tion is here, I believe that any time a Resolution of this 
sort comes here, it means that every possible thing has 
been done by the Government and nothing could be done with 
the owners. But in this case, there i s  a doubt. It has been 
created somewhere. The Hon. Minister has said just now 
that it is not "protracted effortsw and this morning the 
gentleman has said "no", there was nothing of the sort," 
And he also said that a priceof some sort was offered, The 
price in my opinion - I say so because I am not a land 
valuer - from what I have seen was really too low. I say 
so, although I do not know the particular site, But, if it is 
near the place that is suited for a Iorld Fair to be held, 
well, Sir, it must be worth some sort of money. Therefore, 
you should not come in here because youhave the majority 
and squeeze land out of people's hands by the powers you 
have under this Act. That is not the right thing to do. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, Iobjectin most 
emphatic terms to the allegations that implied in the Re- 
solution before the House, there is any attempt to squeeze 
land out of people's hands, As a matter of fact, the Act un- 
der which we are acquiring this land was passed in 1949, 
It was brought in here by the Party to which the hon, junior 
member for St. Joseph belongs, and when it was brought 
in here, the hon. member never said one single word in 
objection to it. The Bill was passed clause by clausei and 
the hon. member never objected to a single word in it. 
Now, he has come here with nothing to say and attempting 
to mislead the House into believing that m attempt was 
made to negotiate with the owner of the land. 

lh 
Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has made his point, 

and he has the right of reply. 4 

Mr. SMITH: A l l  that the Hon. Minister can say i s  that 
the Land Acquisition Bill was brought in by my Party. We 
have a law on the Statute Book that if someone kills another, 
that person must be hanged. That is thelaw, but you do not 
hang a person because it is thelaw: you have to prove your 
case. Therefore, when the Hon. Minister is saying that 
it i s  our Party, what has caused our Party to bring that law 
in? Why has this man refuted the statement which is in 
this Resolution? The owner of the land is making his side 
clear. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I riseon a point 
of order, The Inn. junior member for St. Joseph sat down 
in here for the last twelve years under his Government and 
it is now altogether fifteen years - seeing the provisions of 
this Act enforced, It was brought in by his Party and he, 
himself, never said one word against theprovisionsof this 
Act. He is now coming with his crass stupidity and saying 
that you are squeezing land out of somebody's hands. 
4.35 p.m, 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member is going beyond the 
point of order. 

Hon, W. A. CRAWFORD: No, Sir, I am not. I am en- 
titled to draw to the attention of the hon, member how the 
Act operates, 

Mr. SPEAKER: Thehon. member can correct that when 
he replies. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: If I do notcorrect it now, the 
hon, member will go on to make misstatements. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member cannot use inter- 
ruptions in order to explain what he wants to explain. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: I am correcting the imputa- 
tion that the provisions of the Land Acquisition Act mean 
that you are squeezing land out of somebody's hand in an 
arbitrary manner, and that the Act itself does not permit 
of arbitration or accurate assessments of the value of 
the land, and that when the final provisions of the Act apply, 
the owners do not get a fair price for their land. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member has really gone be- 
yond the point of order, What the hon member has said 
might probably come within the provisions of Standing 
Order 26 (16) which reads as follows:- 

"A Member who has spoken to a question may again 
be heard to offer explanation of some material part of his 
speech which has been misunderstood: but he shall not 
introduce new matter." 

The hon. senior member for St. Philip has the right 
of reply when he can deal seriatim. and with due particul- 
arity with every point to which he desires to reply. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, we have it in plain A B C 
language, that the Government is asking this Houseto agree 
to the acquisition of this land and why I used the words . 
"Squazing it out of the mm's hand" is that the gentlemm 
says that the price which has been offered i s  ridiculously 
low. The land is worth much more than that. If i t  is a fact 
that the land i s  worth more than that, and the Government 
still wants to acquire it for the same price, then what can 
one think? 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: This morning 1 happened to 
be at a junior school in St. Philip, 

Mr. SPEAKER: That is not a point of order. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: The hon. member has said 
that the owner of this land objects to the price which we 
offered him, and wehave come inwith this Act to force him 
to the price we want to pay him for it. 1 want to say this: 



When we cannot reach agreement, we resort to the Land 
Acquisition Act, and impartial arbitrators go into the mrtter 
md arrive at a decision whichis fair to the owner and also 
to the purchaser. What does thebn. member want? That is  
what we hwe bctn doing for the last fifteen years. 

Mr. SPEAKER I think that the hon. memberhas made 
his point. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: I have not finished yet. What 
the hon. member is saying today means that the owner of the 
land has to agree to the prim which the Government hrs to 
pay. That is unfair: that is not true. 

Mr. SMITH: The hon. member should be the last person 
to say what he said on the floor of this House. I do not be- 
lieve that anyone c o d  manufacture anything better than he, 

Mr. SPEAKER: Let us remember the Sermon on the 
Mount. 

Mr. SMITH: This gentleman said that theonly thing he 
knows about this is  that the Crown Solicitor told him that 
he did not intend to givehimless than 3 1/2 cents a square 
foot. 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Speaker, you should not allow the 
hon. member to use a quotation from a newspaper in a 
debate like this, That should not be permitted, The news- 
paper is  there on the Table of the House. This is reducing 
the debates of the House to a farce. This sort of thing should 
not be permitted. The hon. member held it up in front of 
Your Honour a d  read it. 1 cannot see ...... 

Mr. SPEAKER: I wonder if the hon. member c m  ques- 
tion my veracity. 

Mr. WALCOTT: 1 said it is  unfortunate thrt you could 
not s a  that the hon. member held a newspaper in his hmd: 
a d  if I were to chanenge Your Honour's veracity I would 
have to challenge it now becauseit is  before Your Honour's 
eye. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I have not seen any document which I 
have recognised as a newspaperor anyother publication as 
such, However, Standing Order 26 (1) states this: 

"A Member shall not read his speech, but he may r u d  
extracts from books or papers other than newspapers in 
support of MS argument, and may refresh his memory by 
reference to notes." 

If it is  a fact that the hon. junior member for St. 
Joseph or my other hon. member of this House is reading 
extracts from newspapers, will he pleasedesist fromdoing 
so? If my hon. member has not yetdone so, win he please 
never do so? 

Mr. SMlTli: Mr. Spenker, this is what Ihad in my hand 
all the time. (The hon. member held up a copy of the 
Resolution ). The hon. senior member for St. Peter ...... 

Hon. A. DaC. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker, on a point of 
order. The hon. junior member for St. Josephactully drew 
to your attention his desire or willingness to read from a 
newspaper and he asked your permission to read from the 
newspaper. It is  a deliberate untruth for the hon, member to 
say that he was not reading from a newspaper. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, when youget that infant, that 
little suckling thing getting up to mrke somebody believe.. . . 
4.45 p.m. 

Hon. A. DaC. EDWARDS: Mr. Speaker, on a point of 
order, the hon. junior member for St. Joseph referred to 
some member of this House as a suckling thing. I am ask- 
ing t h t  the hon. mrmber be asked to withdraw those re- 
marks. 

Mr. SPEAKER. What are the words complained of? 

Hon. A DaC. EDWARDG: The hon. member referred to 
me as  a suckling thing. I would mt  even refer to him as a 
suckling thiq. 

Mr. SPEAKER: While the reporter is  preparing a copy 
of t k  remarks to which objection has been taken, I would 
like to re-read S~ndtng  Order No. 69 for the W i t  of ail 
who are in the huring of my voice. It reads as  follows:- 

'Strangers shall be admitted to debates in the House 
and to sitting of Committees of the whole House under such 
rules as the Speaker may make from time to time for that 
purpose. 

2, If any Member takes notice that strangers arepresent, 
the Speaker, or in Committee the Chairman, shall put forth- 
with the question "That strangers do withdraw" without 
permitting debate or amendment. 

3. The Speaker, or the Chairman, may, whenever he 
thinks fit, order the withdrawal of strangers from the whole 
or any part of the House," 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I do not want to hold up the 
debate, I do not know what you are waiting for, but if it is 
that the hon. junior member for St, Andrew wants a with- 
drawal, I am quite willing to withdraw. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Let the hon. member withdraw. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, I respectfully beg to with- 
draw the remarks. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Let the hon. member proceed and go 
right back up to the top. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is always 
trying to push himself in things he has no right in, He had 
no right getting up a d  making this House believe that you 
allowed me to read a newspaper, The papers that the Gov- 
ernment circulated to me are my newspapers. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Any member is entitled to have a news- 
paper, but no member is entitled to read from it. 

Mr. SMITH: Everything this Government does is an 
error, and the Minister admitted it because he said these 
two words are m error. As 1 said, Sir, I did not know who 
was the owner of the land until this morning. The Govern- 
ment has ~ W O  Resolutions in front of us. One is for the 
acquisition of land at Rendezvous where the owners'name 
is mentioned in that Resolution, but in this particular one 
no mention is made of the name, and 1 have now found out 
why the owner's name was not mentioned. If you have two 
Resolutions before this House for the acquisition of land and 
you c m  mention the name of one owner and not the other, 
something Is wrong. I did not know the name of the owner 
of The Mount until this morning when I read it, and he said 
that the Crown Solicitor drew to his attention the intention 
of the Government and what they mcrnr topay for MS land, 
which he unhesitatingly rejected. Since he has rejected it, 
that is why the Resolution is here, because the gentleman 
did not say that the Gr)rernment or the Crown Solicitor 
called on him again and asked what hewould take. When he 
rejected the price wiiizfi the Government offered, they 
should ask him his &ice, but as far as I c m  see from the 
Addendum and from what I have heard from the Hon. In- 
troducer, that has not been done. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: On apointof order, if the hon, 
member did not hear, it is not my fault. The whole raison 
#etre of the Resolution before the House is  on account of 
what he said we have not done. It is  because we asked for 
a price and because his price was so far apart from ours, 
and because there does not seern to be any possibility of 
our arriving at a solution to the widedifferential in prices 
that we are resorting to this legislation, Ido not know what 
is  wrong with the hon. member today. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The point oforder has beenmnde. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, thegentleman said what was 
offered to Mm. Could the bn. member say what they offered 
him? 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, today is  
Tuuday, 23rd June: this Is m t  1st April. The b n .  member 



does not understand what he is saylnghimself. He said that 
the owner of the land said what was offered to him: pre- 
sumably by the Government. Now should I say what we are  
offering? Does that make sense to anybody beside him? 
If the gentleman said what the Government offered him, 
why on earth does he want us to tell him what we a re  offer- 
ing? 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, if I said that the Government 
should have said what they offered, I meant he should have 
said what the owner asked. That i s  what I meant if I did not 
say it, and any idiot would understand I meant that, 

Mr. SPEAKER: But thereare no idiots in this Chamber. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: On a point of order, it is  
because we have no idiots here that we could not understand, 
He said it in error: so therefore it is  the St. Joseph mem- 
ber in error, He is always in error,  

Mr. SMITH: Up to now theMinister would not say what 
the gentleman wanted, 

4.55 p.m. 

That is  what we should be told before the time comes 
for us to vote because it would be fair to both sides - the 
Government and the owner, The owner said what has been 
offered: he did not say what he asked: therefore, it is  for 
the Government now to say what they offered him. The only 
thing which I remember that the Hon. Minister said and 
tried to point out was that it was a mistake to say that it 
was protracted, He was very strong and long on that. The 
Hon. Minister knows to himself that no protracted efforts 
were made because when they offered the owner a price, 
he unhesitatingly rejected that offer. The Hon. Minister 
said that the price which the owner wanted was too far 
above theirs. That is why I say a protracted effort should be 
made. Why was his so far above theirs? 

The Hon. Minister referred to the Party to which I 
belong and said that they brought this Land Acquisition 
BiIl before the House, The Party to which I belong was al- 
ways thinking in terms of the people, They brought in this 
Act because they wanted to be fair. 

Mr SPEAKER: Standing Order No. 29 states that 
members should not read newspapers, books, letters or 
other documents, except such matter therein as may be 
directly connected with the busiriess under debate. 

I see the hon. senior member for St. Peter i s  reading a 
newspaper or some other document and I take it that it 
has something to do with the matter under discussion, 

Mr. WALCOTT: It is  on Housing. 

Mr. SMITH: Regardless of what it is  on, Your Honour, 
you should ask him to put it down so long as  it i s  not on 
the Resolution. Up to now the hon. member i s  still reading 
from it. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, junior member for St. Joseph 
should continue his address, 

Mr. SMITH: As I was saying, Sir, I feel that this area 
of land in question i s  worth more than what was offered. 
Now, Sir, when you are  going to buy land, or  your solicitor 
i s  going to buy land for you, you generally get two people 
who know about the valuation of land to go and value the 
land and they arrive at the market price for the land by 
what i s  the price of land nearby: that is  to say, if land at 
Grazettes was sold for more than 3 1;2 cents per square 
foot, by right this particular land would be worth just as  
much or  the same amount as  that of Grazettes, That is 
how you should go about it, Do not go and put down your 
own price and say that you are  not going to give anymore 
than that. In fairness to everyone that i s  how the valuers 
of this particular land should go a b u t  it. See what land at 
Cave Hill and all around it  has been sold for and try and 
strike a price. It should not be, because you feel for some 
reason or the other that you stipulate a price, that you are  
not prepared to move from it. Anyone, apart from the 

valuers whom you had, would tell you that the land there 
i s  worth more than 3 11'2 cents per square foot. If land at 
Grazettes was sold for 10 cents per square foot, the land 
at The Mount up on that hill i s  such a nice look-out - be- 
cause as  the old people tell you that "he who i s  above is 
above all," and you a re  above all when you are  up there - 
you should not grumble to give the above price. It would not 
be fair to give the below price. 

Sir, I only want Government to be fair. The Government 
should go into this matter rather than bringing down the 
sledge hammer rightaway because the law i s  there and 
they require the land. It is not fair if the land i s  
worth 6 cents per square foot tooffer the owner 3 1/2 cents 
per square foot, I am sureif the Hon. Minister owned ''The 
Mount" - and he knows about the valuation of land - he 
would not take 3 1/2 cents per square foot for it. As a 
matter of fact, none of them on that side would take that 
for it, Therefore, why offer that price for this land? Is i t  
only because you have the big stick in the corner? If you 
could not squeeze i t  out of his hand, you would not do that. 
I would go up there and pay the owner 12 cents per square 
foot for it, but I know that the big stick would be in the 
corner waiting for me and with the personnel or  the present 
make-up of the Government, they would be onlytoo glad to 
come down one cent per square foot. 

I say, Sir, that it wot~ld be high-class robbery if that 
happens. If this Resolution is passed and 3 1/2 cents per 
square foot is  put in the Treasury for that gentleman who 
owns this land, i t  would be high-class robbery. The Gov- 
ernment would be robbing him out of his property and i t  
would not be fair to do it only because the law is there, I 
therefore ask that the Hon. Minister go into this matter 
and it would also be a good idea if he postpones this Resolu- 
tion, The Government should go through it for themselves 
and do not take the time from w b m  they sent to value it. 
Let them look and see the land which i s  adjacent, and the 
amounts which were paid for theother places adjoining, and 
come to their own conclusion. The Government wouldhave 
to get its own valuers, but the valuers can make a mistake 
sometimes. I am not saying that they will do i t  wilfully. It 
may be that on another thing, they a re  going to value i t  to 
such an extent that they recommend twenty cents per square 
foot and the Government would take the time from them. 
However, I wonder, if they value somethingat20 cents per 
square foot, if the Minister would still take the time from 
them. If they feel that the particular area of land i s  worth 
3 1./2 cents per square foot and the valuers value i t  at 
20 cents per square foot, I am sure that they would not 
agree to pay that for it. If ; h t  is  so, in this case, unless 
they have made up their minds to pay 3 1/2 cents per square 
foot, I am going to ask them to postpone this Resolution a d  
pay a visit to the site along with the owner. I repeat, for 
them to put 3 1/2 cents in the Treasury for the owner of 
this land and it i s  worth more than that, this Government 
would be robbing the owner and I do not believe that this 
Government would want to rob the owner. 
5.05 p.m. 

That would be highway robbery in my opinion. The land 
is worth much more than 3 1/2cents a square foot a d  for 
that reason I am voting against this Resolution. 

At t h i s  s t a g e  ,\!R. S P E A K E R  left t h e  Chair  and 

MR. DEPUTY S P E A K E R  took the Chair. 

Mr. WALCOTT: Mr. Deputy Speaker, when the Gov- 
ernment has no business to do, I think that we should have 
some means of adjourning the House until the Government 
has something to do. When theMinistershavenothing to do 
they put something on the Order Paper and make us come 
here to do it. They a re  not particularly interested in leaving 
the House, and when we have something worthwhile to de- 
bate, they postpone it, 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: On a pointoforder. The hon. 
member should not say that. Thehon. memberhas said that 
we had no interest in leaving here: but if he were here 
earlier, he would have known that i t  is because we had 
interest in leaving here that we suggested that Private 
Members' Business should be postponed so that we could 



deal with two matters on tb Order Paper under Govern- 
ment Business and leave. That is what m were trying to 
do. We cmmt account for these protracted and silly de- 
bates. 

Mr. WALCOTT: W e  should have some business on the 
Order Paper to do. When you have nothing to debate and 
you call hon. members here, it looks just like a waste of 
time to get through the business in five minutes, The hon. 
junior member for St. Joseph is  representinga rural con- 
stituency so that when hecornsherehefeels in duty bound 
to spend some time here, The Hon. Minister in charge of 
the Resolution has contributed to this state of affairs be- 
cause there is  no point in rising on a point of order at 
everything which m hon. member says. The hon. member 
was debating something on which Your I-bnour could rule 
qulte easily, The question as to the p r i a  which is  offered 
for the land is  none of our business, If we were to discuss 
the merits and demerits of the p r i a  to be paid for land, 
then there would be no point inourhaving a Land Acquisi- 
tion Act. What is the purposeof the Resolution being placed 
M o r e  us? The Resolution is here in order to give hon. 
members of this Chamber the o p p ~ r t ~ i t y ,  or to give the 
public m opportunity to see that land would not be acquired 
by thestate which may proveto be useless, It is not a ques- 
tion of the price: the Act settles that. It is  not a question 
that you are injuring a person, that you are taking away 
something from him for spite. The Legislature may feel 
that you do not want to acquirer piece of land because it is 
not in the public interest. Are we acquiring land in the 
public interest or are we acquiring it for spite? In order to 
save the Community from that sort of thing, you make it 
incumbent on the Government to bring the matter here. As  
I say. that gives hon members of this House the opportunity 
of seeing whether it is  in the public interest to acquire land. 
if m were to come to the conclusion that it is  a waste of 
time 8nd money to acquire this land, then we would not 
agree to this Resolution. IftheHon. Minister of Social Ser- 
vices wanted to acquireland at Pico Teneriffe, for instance, 
because some friends are willing to sell knd in that area 
chuply, we would say "No" because we are not agreeing 
to the acquisition of that land. We are not here to deter- 
mine if the price of land is  fair or not because the machin- 
ery has been set up to deal with the question of what is a 
fair price or not. We have arbitrators for that. 

I do not think i t  i s  necessary for it to be said that the 
Gvernment offered three cents, three and a half cents or 
five cents a square foot for this land. I do not think tha: the 
negotiations for the price of land should be brought in the 
House of Assembly. That reduces the whole idea to a farce. 
There has bten so much speculation inland in this country 
that I do not think anybody should talk about a fair or un- 
fair price. Some people have been extremely lucky in the 
speculation of land. Land has been sold at fantastic prices 
without apparently any money being passed purely as a re- 
sult of negotiations, a d  it reaches a sugewhere thousands 
of pounds have b a n  made as profit and in the final analysis 
the poor people who have to rent house spots are theones who 
have to pay for this sort of thing. These poor people have to 
rent the land because they cannot put their houses in the 
air. 

I-bn. members will remember the affair in relationto 
Grazettes. I was a member of the Executive Committee, ud 
as to the discussion of that whole affair, I would hate to 
think that m would fall into sucha situation again, because 
l a d  was sold by persons because they are closely aUed to 
people who were in the Government, and it was not subject 
to proper acquisition. It was a public scandal.ad that is  why 
a series of retributions m taking place today. A lot of peo- 
ple are prying for this scandal because this land should 
m t  have been bought at the price at which it was sold, but 
certain people at court wanted to get on with certain other 
people. These backhand methods will bring thewhole thing 
into ridicule. The land at Grazcttes was sold at m inflated 
price uxl I know the reason for it, If th Hon. h d e r  of the 
Opposition were in his seat now, he would agree with me 
because he knows more about it than I do. 
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Grazettes was botlght by the last Government as a 
housing uu, but there w.s more to it than buying Gramnes 
as  a housiw area. The hon. junior member for St. Joseph 
talked about 3 1/2 cents or four cents per square foot, but 
when you buy 19 acres or 20 acres of land, you cannot talk 
about square feet. You would buy land in Broad Street by dre 
square foot, but you would mt  buy a plrntation by the square 
foot, If Bulhley was selling out, would you buy it by the 
square foot? Would you buy 900 acres of land in the United 
States of America or in British Honduras by the square 
foot? When you buy land at 3 1/2 cents per square foot, that 
is  something like f 300 m acre. If youwent to a shop to buy 
a pound of salt, would you ask the man w h ~ t  per ton he was 
selling at and thendivide the amount by 2,240 pounds to find 
out what a pound it costs? I do not think we should bcgin to 
equate 3 1/2 cents per square foot. Nlneteen acres of land 
is  a lot of l a d ,  and therefore the arbitrators would fix a 
price which you could regard as fair. When people buy bits 
of land to sell again or a plantation c m  up land to sell, 
they sell it by the square foot. The whole works at Sandy 
Lane with so many acres of land and a factory were bought 
for so many thousand pounds, but now they are selling, it 
would be sold at so much per acre or per square foot: but 
could anybody in Barhdos go and buy a plantation or large 
areas of land at the rate of $1.00 a square foot where an 
acre of land would nearly be equivalent to E10,000? You 
would buy a plultation at E10,000 m acre to plant cams, 
where you do not have to put roads, or water, and where 
you do not have to develop the land. 

Mr. Speaker, b n .  members must bear in mind that 
when the Gvernment is  purchasing a lot of land like t b t .  
they have to pay whatever price thearbitrators award. The 
Government is  buying this land to develop it into a Univer- 
sity College: they are not buying to sell again to make a 
profit off someone else: so you want to know what is  a fair 
price to pry for a large areaofland like this without call- 
ing on the person to develop it before he sells. I do not 
think it would be fair to say that because Grazettes Land 
as a developed area is adjacent to this undeveloped portion 
of Iand, you should think in terms of such a price unrelated 
to what the development charges would be on t b s e  lands, 
and that is where you leave it to the arbitrators. I do not 
think we can manufacture arbitrators. They are here al- 
ready, and I would say that land owners are usually arbi- 
trators. From my experience in &rbados, I have found 
that the persons who arbitrate on land are usurlly people 
who have land to sell, and the person who wants private 
land has to pay what is  regarded as  a reasonable price. 
Where you buy land privately or otherwise, I have never 
found that the valuers go in and undervalue the land. The 
opposite has been the case, because they have a vested 
interest in keeping a good price for land. If they keep a 
poor price on land, all the pople would own land or a 
property, a d  therefore a man who owns knd or a property 
is  not going to reduce thevalueof that property. If the gen- 
tleman concerned had said that he had bought the land at a 
price and the Government wanted to reduce the price, I 
would agree with the hon.  ember. U a mm went and paid 
a higher price for land than could normally be regarded as 
the true value, I do not think that the Government would be 
bound to give that price. I hear hon. members make those 
state- but when the Government or  the Inwme Tax 
Department go to value Iand for death duty purposes, that 
i s  where I find people have two different voices. When it 
comes to valuation for the purpose of d u t h  duties, auto- 
matically the value of the land and property goes down to 
the lowest; but as soon as you want to sell, the vrlue goes 
up. It would be interesting to ask some person to pry d u t h  
duties on the value of the property after they have sold it, 
but you do not do that because you do not want to squeeze 
the person who has to pay the uxes, 

I do not think it is  fair, Sir, for the hon. junior member 
for St. Joseph to reputedly make these arguments about 
the Land Acquisition Act and talk about disclosing the 
prices or about robbery. A p u t  from tbehon. senior mem- 
ber for Bridgetown, I do not think rny other hon member 
here is  a real estate broker. Sometimes our membership 
in this House precludes us from exercising civlc functions 



in matters that a re  likely to come within our own juris- 
diction from time to time. I do not know what takes place 
in his capacity as  a professional real estate man, but any 
member of this Chamber who i s  called upon to value land 
can only do it in relation to what i s  reasonable and in the 
light of what i s  going on. I would say that if the gentleman 
concemd objects to the sale on the grounds that the Gov- 
ernment i s  offering him too low a price, he has a perfect 
right to do so and to allow the arbitrators to decide, I do 
not think it is  for us to say that the Government is  offering 
a price that is  too low and wants to rob him out of his land, 
because under the Land Acquisition Act in Barbados the 
Government cannot rob any person in any sale. They have to 
accept what the arbitration awards, and the Government 
can only act in accordance with the Act: so I do not agree 
with the charge being made that thepersonwill be robbed. 
It was unfortunate that this Addendum was worded in this 
way, but all it shows is that Civil Servants are  a little bit 
too stereotyped, and try to find the easiest way out of 
writing things in an Addendum. 
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I will say that the Civilservants should learn not to be 
stereotyped and should be original and all it shows i s  that 
they a re  looking for the easiest wryof writing it. You have 
people of the calibre of Permanent secretaries who are  
well educated men, and they should becapableof not using 
the normal copy book style of copying out what has been 
written: they should be more original than that, All our 
Permanent Secretaries a re  capable of writing any Adden- 
dum to a Resolution without the scrutinyof a Minister say- 
ing how it should be worded because that is  the job which 
any Civil Servant must becapableof doing, and without this 
verification whichsometimes seems necessary, I say on the 
part of theCivilService that it is  only a matter of careless- 
ness that has caused this, because they have copied out what 
they are  accustomed writing on other Resolutions. It shows 
that there is too much of this routine business going on in 
high places and that no originality is taking place. 

Sir, I am sorry that the hon, junior member for St. 
Joseph made this charge of robbery because it is  beyond 
any member of this Chamber to suggest that you intended 
to rob a person who has land to sell. 

Mr. COWARD: Mr. Ekputy Speaker, I do not think I can 
sit idly by without adding my voice to those hon. members 
who have spoken on this Resolution, In the Addendum to this 
Resolution, I have seen that the Government intends to buy 
this land so as  to erect a building for the Arts Gllege in 
Barbados. I happen to know The Mount and I feel that the 
Government could not have secured a more suitable site 
for this Arts College than The Mount, It has a very good 
view overlooking the Harbour and it i s  a very quiet place. 

However, Sir, from the Addendum, I see nothing telling 
you about the price: therefore, I amonly concerned with the 
acquisition of the land. I know that there a re  people in this 
area who do not fully observe the full importance of educa- 
tion, and more so, the n e d  for qualified teachers coupled 
with the fact that we a re  doing everything possible to look 
after our own people. However, I am somewhat worried to 
see that wherever there i s  land needed for essential pur- 
poses, this Government has to acquire it compulsorily. I 
agree that land whose title deeds a re  at fault should be 
acquired compulsorily so  that Government would secure 
those lots with a fair and marketabletitle: but in this case, 
I hope that the Government and theownersof this land will 
be able to get together and negotiate a price for i t  without 
having to acquire it compulsorily. 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I have much pleasure in support- 
ing this Resolution. 

Mr. GODDARD: Mr. Deputy Speaker, this parcel of 
land in question was part of an area of 1,000 acres which 
was frozen in 1960 by the previous Government. It was 
frozen then by the Town and Guntry  Planning Officer be- 
cause it was considered a s  not so suitable for building 
houses. The Government, a t  that time, was looking around 
to site a number of b u s e s  in Barbados on another site, and 
the site they selected was considered the more suitable site 

near to Bridgetown for such a project. But this was some 
four years ago, and since then this Government has acquired 
two plantations at a price of f300 per acre. I understand 
that both of these plantations a re  400 acres: but when you 
come to deal with a tenantry in the same vicinity, it does 
not mean that the valuation placed on the large plantations 
c m  be the same thing as  that for the small parcel of land. 
As a matter of fact, it will be admitted that a11 of that 400 
acres would not be a s  ideal as this small parcel of land. 

Anyhow, Sir, as  the hon. senior member for St. Peter 
has said, we are  not now here to place a valuation on the 
land. The Government said that they could not come to 
terms with the owner and it i s  for that reason that they a re  m 

going to arbitration. I feel convinced without putting any 
value on it that if 3 1!2 cents per square foot, as  has been 
reported in the newspaper, is  offered by theGovernment to 
the owner for this land, that that price i s  far beneath the 
market price which it canfetch. Whenyouconsider that the 
owner has this land frozen, it goes to show that i t  i s  not 
suitable for agricultural purposes o r  for intensification 
purposes but it i s  good building land, and br  that reason 
the arbitrators would have to take that into account despite 
the fact that the land is to be acquired for the purpose of 
establishirig the Arts College. 

It is  19 acres of Iand, This land is not in juxtaposition 
of any Government owned land. I understand that 30 or  40 
acres of land would be required for the Arts College. If that 
i s  so, then Government would have to acquireland which i s  
around this 19 acres, Holders Hill area does m t  adjoin this 
area: therefore, they would have to acquire land from other 
small holders around shortly. There i s  land owned by small 
owners around, and the Government presumably would have 
to acquire that by negotiationsor acquisition. If the Govern- 
ment should see fit to acquire this land a t  what the public 
considers too small a price, well then, i t  i s  also setting a 
value for the other small holders who would come into the 
picture in the near future, Land in Barbados is high costing 
because there are  so many people who are willing to pay 
down money for an acre of land. &It that is part of us. It is  
not only so in Barbados, but even in the smaller Islands 
which are  in the course of development, If you want to know 
that, just go to St. Vincent and try to acquire knd near the 
City, That is the condition in these small l k n d s ,  md i t  is 
so because we are of a limited area and lots of people want 
land to buy, 
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Government must expect to pay what the marketvalue 
is, We do not war,t to see the Government fleeced in the 
purchase of land above the market value, neither do we 
wish to see the Government acquire land below the market 
value. We want to have a proper valuation. If this land o r  
site is  not big enough for the provision of a site for the 
College of Arts and Sc~ences of the University of the West 
Indies, would they not consider siting the College of Arts 
and Science of the University of the West Indies on a part 
of that 400 acres which they havealreadyacquired? It may 
be that the Government realises that this piece of land i s  
more accessible from the Bridgetown area, and all of that 
might have been gone into. If that i s  so then the Govern- 
ment should be prepared to pay thevalueof this land. I see 
that land in Christ Church which i s  owned by plantations 
and what was considered as  agricultural land is bringing 
four or  five times as  much as  thevalue of such land. I see 
that there i s  an area of Iand at Warners, and the price i s  
four times a s  much as  that for which the Government 
secured land at Graeme Hall. If you a re  paying at m en- 
hanced value, then you pay for that: but when you come to 
building land, that i s  another c-atter, Ihaveheard that this 
matter will go to arbitration, p nci the owner of the land will 
have ample opportunity to state that this land i s  non- 
agricultural. It can be used for housing. It was frozen four 
years ago for the purpose of lrnd development, and i t  i s  
still so today, Land which i s  now acquired by the Govern- 
ment in and around that area i s  fnr that purpose. 

MR. HUSBANDS and HON. Z. W .  B A R R O W  rose to 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: h:y eye caught the hon. 
junior member for St. Peter first. 



Hon. E. W. BARROW: I un speaking on a point of 
order. 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The hon. member did not say 
that at first. 

Mr. GODDARD: In that case I take it that I can reply, 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is so. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Deputy Speaker, as far as 
other speakers who may-want to add their contribution to 
this debate are concerned, I would not If ke them m fall into 
the error into which the last speaker has fallen in saying 
that the price which the Government pays for land for public 
purposes must be based on h e  uae to which tbe land is to 
be put. Under the 1949 Land Acquisition Act, the price which 
arbitrators fix in awarding compensation is based on what 
a willing seller - Mr. Deputy Speaker, I will quote the 
Section. It is Section 1 subsection (1) which says this:- 

"The value of the land shall, subject as is hereinafter 
provided, be taken to be the amount which the land if sold in 
the open market by a willing seller might be expected to 
realise at the date of the first publication in theofficial 
Cnzetce of a notification in accordancewith section three of 
this Act or  if no such notification is published as afore- 
said, of a notification under section five of this Act," 

This Act was passed in 1949. Itwas amended last year 
at Chapter 27 and we must get our facrs straight. Mr. 
Deputy Speaker, I intend to reply when all hon, members 
of this House have spoken on this Resolutionand to go into 
the whole matter of land acquisition in this island. I cannot 
allow the discussions and the debate to proceed on false 
premises. Subsection 2 of Section l1  of the 1949 Act says 
this:- 

"The special suitability or adaptability of the land for 
any purpose shall not be taken into account if that purmse 
is a purpose to which it would be applied on4f in pursuance 
of statutory powers or for which there i s  R? market apart 
from the requirements of any Government Department or 
any local or public authority," 

Stlbjection (3) says this:- 

''Where the value of the land is increased by reason 
of the use thereof or of any premises thereon in a manner 
which could be restrained by any court, or is contrary to 
law, or is detrimental to the health of the inmates of the 
premises or to the public health, the amount of that in- 
crease shall not bo taken into account," 

Mr. Ekpmy Speaker, I go onto read subsection 4, That 
Sub-section states:- 

'Where land is, and but for the campldsoryacqrdsition 
would conrinw tr, be, devoted to a purposr of such s 
nature that there is no general demand or market for land 
for that purpose, the compensatio~ m y ,  if tho Judge is 
satfsfiad that reinstatement in some other place is bona 
f ide  intended, be assessed on the basis of the reasonable 
cost of equivalent reinstatement,'' 

This is the important subsection of Section 11 of the 
whole land acquisition Act of 1949. Subsection 5 states:- 

"No allowance shall be made on account of - 
(a) the acquisition being compuXsory o r  the degree of 

urgency o r  the necessity which has led to the ac- 
quhition: 

0) any disinclination of the person interested to part 
with the W acquired: 

(c) any drmege sustained by dlt person interested, 
which, if caused by a private person, wlould not 
render such person liable to an action: 

(d) any damage, not being in thenatureof deprivation 
of or  intuftrtnr!e withmeasrmtnt or legal rig& 

which after the time of awarding compensation is 
likely to be caused by o r  in consequence of the 
use to which the land acquired will be put: 

(e) any increase in thevalueof the land acquired like- 
ly to accrue from the use to which the land ac- 
quired will .be put; " 

No allowance shall be made for any of these things, 
The law hrs been like this since 1949, but it has been 
changed and it makes it difficult br  any ont to argue that 
because a person can find a speculator fromcanada or  the 
United States of America to make him an offer for land, 
that person should be allowed to sit down and draw unearned 
increments and get fifty, sixty or  seventy times the value 
of the land. 

Mr. DEPmY SPEAKER: The hon. member's point of 
order has been properly made. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Your Honour does not know what 
is happening: therefore you sbuld wait. I am still on a point 
of order, 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: The point of order, I think, 
has been properly made, and if the hon. junior member for 
Christ Church is willing to reply, he cur do so now. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: I have made several references 
to the amendment of 1963. 

Mr. DEPVTY SPEAKER: If the hon, member i s  not 
wining to take the ruling of theChair - I say that the point 
of ordcr has been duly made. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: If Your Honourwilllisten to me, 
I have made several points. ... , 

Mr. DEPLTY SPEAKER: I am saying that, up to this 
stage, the point of order has been properly made. If the 
hon, junior member for St. Peter i s  willing to speak, I will 
hear the hon. member now, 
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Hon. 'V?. A. CRAWFORD: If I mayattempton a point of 
elucidat~on.. .... 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am m t  hearing any point 
of eluci3ation now. I have ruled, and I am asking the hon. 
junior member for St. Peter, if he wants to make a con- 
tribution to the debate, to do so now, I will ask the Hon. 
Leader of the House to take his seat while the hoa junior 
member for St. Peter begins, If both hon. members con- 
tinue c n their feet, I will suspend this sitting right awry. 
Let tl e hon. junior member for ' St, Peter proceed, 

Nir. HUBANDS: Mr. Deputy Speaker, inbeginning I 
will say that I am not opposed ...... 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: If I may, on a point of privi- 
fege, interrupt, the hon. senior member for St. John at- 
tempted on a point of order to draw to the attention of the 
House the basic differential between the principle of the 
1949 Land Acquisition Act to whichthehon. junior member 
for Church referred and the new Amendment of 1963. 
Durirg the course of the remarks on the 1949 Act, Your 
Honour will recan that the hon. senior member for St. 
John. ..... 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am hearing more than one 
voice. 

fb4 W. A. CRAWFORD: The point is that during the 
remarks on the 1949 Act, the hon. senior member for St. 
John on more than one occasion.. . ... 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: Let me remind the Hon. 
Leader of the %use that on a point of privilege, you rise 
and state what the privilege is. I have exercised my dis- 
cretion and it wlU not be abused. If your point of privilege 
is in effect to contradict 1 or  oppose my ruling, I am not 
hearrng you 



Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: All I am doing at this point 
is endeavourirrg to explain a point which may have missed 
Your Honour's attention, 

Mr. DEPVTY SPEAKER: I understand the point you 
a re  making. I will hear the hon. junior member for St. 
Peter. 

Mr. HmBANDS: Mr. Deputy Speaker, allow me at the 
outset to say that I am not here to enter into any contro- 
versy regrrdiqg the implementation of legislation which 
has for i ts  object the acquisition of any parcel of land by 
the Government, or  to make any references whatever to 
the Act. -4s a matter of fact, speakingon it, in my opinion, 
is  strictly out of order because it would be a reflection on 
a ;rote of the House, and you would have to bring in m 
a,nendment if you want to speak on it, Now, Sir, what has 
brollght me to my feet i s  a certain piece of information 
which has been vouchsafed certain gentlemen of the island 
-. and when I say "gentlemen" I mean members of Par- 
liament - a d  has given the impression that there has 
not been any attempt at negotiations, Iam not in a position 
to say whether that i s  false or  absolutely true. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: On a point of order, if the hon, 
member wants to find out whether there was any negotia- 
tion, he sbuld ask a question and not developa w h l e  
thesis on the absence of negotiations and waste the time 
of hon. members. On a further point of order, the Act was 
passed in 1963 before the Prorogationof the House, and it 
could not be reflecting on a vote of this House if after Par- 
liament is  reconvened we draw to the attention of hon. 
members that there were certain provisions of the 1949 
Land Acquisition Act which were amended in 1963, The 
hon. member is  always speaking e r  c n t h e d r a  Ido not know 
whether the exercise entitles thehn.  member to be equally 
as misguided. 

Mr. DEPVTY SPEAKER: I will ask the hon. member 
not to descend to that. Let the hon. junior member for St. 
Peter continue 

Mr. HUSBANDS: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I would not at- 
tempt to waste my time and that of hon, members in mak- 
ing any remarks o r  even a passing reference to what the 
hon. member has just said. I am in sympathy with all those 
who are  in a like position a s  the hon, member, and I must 
be so. I had the privilege when once I was in England of 
visiting an institution, and when I saw the inmates thereof, 
i t  moved me to pity: and Iwill say no more about that, I re- 
peat. Sir, that I am not here to make any reflection on the 
acquisition of land for Government purposes, because in 
principle, I agree with the Resolution. It has a very laud- 
able aim, that of furnishing a site for the Collegeof Arts, 
a s  we shortly term it: but we know the purpose of such an 
instrument when it comes to acquiring land this way, and 
that i s  that some agreement willeventually be reached that 
i s  satisfactory to both parties, 

Mr. Deputy Speaker, I am not talking about the price 
of land to be developed or the comparative price of ad- 
joining lands, That i s  not my business this afternoon. What 
I said brought me to my feet i s  that it is  now a matter of 
public information that it appears, rightly or  wrongly, that 
there has bem little attempt to negotiate, If that i s  true, I 
would chide the Government on that score, If that i s  not 
true, I dare not chide the Government on that score: but if 
the public has been informed - and we a re  included in the 
public of this country - that therewaslittle or  no attempt 
to negotiate before invoking compulsory powers, then I say 
that avernment  should be chided severely for attempting 
such a procedure. M course, when I sit, there might be a 
torrent of abuse rained on me, but again I would sym- 
pathise with those who give the torrent, because I have seen 
other people with whom Ihavehad to sympathise. and there 
might be one o r  two in this roomwith whom I have to sym- 
pathise. Any person of normal experience would readily 
sympathise with such persons wherever they can be found. 

Mr. DEPVTY SPEAKER: Let the hon. member con- 
tinue on the Resolution. 

Mr. HUSBANDS: I myself never thought there was so m 

much land on top of The Mount, Mr. Deputy Speaker. When 
I say "so muchlad", I mean so much land capable of beiaq i 
developed for this purpose. Since there i s  a Resolution, I am 
in entire agreement with it: but Iamnot in agreement if i t  
i s  ever discovered that there was undue haste in invoking 
the powers which we a re  about to give the Government this 
afternoon. 
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In other words, if the owner of the land has been told 
"take this, o r  leave it: take this amount", and there i s  no 
further negotiations on the matter, I am against such an 
action, if it i s  true. No Barbadianwh wants to be fair and 
just, no honest Barbadian would condone such a course of 
action and say that it isfair. Ifthe owner has been told - I 
am not saying i t  i s  so - Ietakeit or  leave it", I am against 
such an action. I hope i t  i s  m t  so, but 1 would not be sur- 
prised if I am accused of saying that i t  is true, 

Sir, that and that only i s  what brollght me to my feet. I 
do not have to make any long-winded speech to tell this 
House that. As far a s  the amendment to the Act i s  con- 
cerned, I will end by saying, that as  far a s  I know, I do not 
know what reflection has been passed on it. 

Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER: I wi l l  say again, that while I 
do not want to restrict the hon member, I will restrict 
any hon. member If he goes off the course a s  far a s  this 
debate is  concerned. 

Mr. =BANDS: I thank you, for that, although what1 
was saying was not, in my view, particularly off the course, 
I vent my displeasureopenly inthis Place, if there has been 
any undue haste, if there has been any attempt to say, "take 
i t  o r  leave it", to the owner o r  if there was any i n h r -  
monious attempt made to arrive at a price before these 
powers have been invoked. I do not and I will never accuse 
any Government for acting in this manner of invoking the 
Land Acquisition Act when they have to purchase land. I am 
not making reference to the powers of this Act. It has been 
going on for many years now. But when a single instance 
i s  cited to the public that there i s  undue haste and that 
despotic action precedes the present situation, I sincerely 
condemn the action. 

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Deputy Speaker,, 

Mr. DEPUTY S P E A K E R  l e f t  t h e  Chair  and Mr. 
SPEAKER resumed the Chair. 

Mr. LYNCH: Mr. Speaker, there areoneor two points 
relative to the land under discussion which I would like to 
draw to the attention of theHouse, We accept the explana- 
tion given by the Hon, Leader of theHouse about the words 
"protracted effnrts", because it i s  well known that the 
owner of the land did not enter intoprotracted negotiations 
with the Government on the price of this land. We accept 
the explanation given by the Hon. Leader of the I-buse. 

Now, Sir, perhaps, in my opinion, the prices which have 
been paid for land in approximately the same vicinity may 
well be mentioned at this stage. The hon. junior member for 
Christ Church mentioned just now that some land at War- 
ners, Christ Church, was sold at 80 cents per square foot 
and some at 60 cents per square foot. That gives us a row& 
idea of land values incertain areas and that must bear some 
relation to the price of land under discussion. 

Now, we a re  told that the owner of this land was offered 
3 1/2 cents per square foot, 

Hon E. W. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point 
of order, The owner was not offered 3 1/2 cents per square 
foot, The owner was offered E300per acrefor the land. We 
a re  paying him precisely what we paid for good agricul- 
tural land at Husbands and Oxnards, which a re  next door, 
and the reason why we proceeded with the Acquisition Act 
for the purchase of Husbands and OXnards, WAS because the 
owner of this particular small parcelof land was being un- 
reasonable: so we wanted to stabilise the price of land in 
that area for the benefit of people in that district. We do 
not buy land by the square foot. We a re  not buying cloth 



Mr. LYNCH: Next door to that, land was sold at 40 
cents per square foot. The land to which the Hon. Premler 
referred i s  more than one mile away. However, it does 
seem to be discriminatory that the owner of land right 
adjacent to the land under discussion was told to sell his 
as building lud at 40 cents a square foot, while this land 
which is  of the sunevaluewas to be sold at the price men- 
tioned. Sometimes, if one has property to sell and, let us 
say, that it is  worth f 2,000 and somebody offers $2,200 for 
it, then the offer is so staggeringly below the price which 
the owners were selling at, that theowners become inflamed 
md infuriated and there i s  hardly any basis on which the 
value of the land c m  be discussed. 

I un not aware that the matter is to go to arbitration; 
I am not aware that the Government would want to expro- 
priate this land under discussion. However, it is known that 
the price offered was so staggeringly low that it offered 
little basis for discussion between the two parties. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, there are just 
one or  two points to which I want to reply as the Hon. 
Premier under whose name the Resslution stands was not 
present when these points were made, but he his signified 
his intention to speak on the matter. I want to begin by as- 
sertim.. ... 

Mr. SPEAKER: I take it that theHon. Leader is  exer- 
cising his right to reply now and that the Hon. and Learned 
Premier proposes under Standing Order No, 27 (2) to con- 
clude the debrte on the ground that the motion is  critical 
of the Government, or reflects adversely on or is calcu- 
lated to bring discredit upon the Government or a Govern- 
ment Officer. 
6.05 p.m. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: That is what we areproposing, 
more or less, to do. A s  I was saying, Sir ,...... 

Mr. WALCOTT: On a point of order. I would like to 
have this thing straight, Youhave proposed n question which 
i s  dealt with in the Standing Orders, If the tion. Premier 
wants to reply now, it is  within the proviiice cjf the Hon. 
Premier to reply in thedebate. Any member of the Govern- 
ment c m  reply if, after some person who led the debate, 
somebody said something which is  critical of the Govern- 
ment. If the person did not have the opportunity to reply, 
then he could do so. If it is  now the point for the winding up 
of the debate, you do not want to end a debate with two Gov- 
ernment members speaking. It is  either a question of the 
Premier winding up the debate or the Hon. Leader of the 
House doing so. The winding up of the debate by the Premier 
i s  in relation to something which is critical of the Govern- 
ment. The Premier can say that something is critical of 
the Government as soon as thehon member closes the de- 
bate. 

HON. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, Ihavenot yet spok- 
en in this debate and the Hon. Leader of the House w i l l  
reply, I have a perfect right as a member of the House to 
speak on the substantive motion, 

Mr. SPEAKER: There is  no record to the effect that 
the h n .  member has spoken. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: My speech was drastically cur- 
tailed when I attempted to speak. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I am very grateful to the hon. member, 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, I have been very 
distressed over the remarks which I havehurd during the 
short time but  I had beenlistenlngto the debate, I am dis- 
tressed, Sir, very much because of the unkind remarks 
which were made agdnst the Government to theeffect that 
the Government wanted to expropriate people's property, 
We are not cnncerned withthepolltical pa rdu  in Barbados, 
but with the social phflasophy which should exist in this 
island. This i s  a speech which I could have made if hon. 
members on the other sideof the House were not interested 
in personalities, but in principles, at the time when the Land 
Acquisition Act was amended by this Government. The Land 

Acquisidon Act, 1949, was amended by this Government for 
the simple ruson  that it was our experience that the pro- 
visions of the Act were such that the whole community 
could be held up to ransom by recalcitrant landowners. I 
m y  say that I am not putting the gentlemen concerned in 
this particular transaction in that category; I amnot being 
personal at all, This Government has embarked on a De- 

I velopment Programme. The only acquisition not involving 
comDensation which has ever taken   lace in Barbados is the - - -  - 

92 rcres reclaimed at the Deep G t e r  Harbour. We have 
inherited a social and economic system, whereby thelarge 
plantations belong, or 8U70 of the:plmtations or  of the ara- 
ble land in lkrbados belongs, to 360 penple. I am not includ- 
ing the gentleman with whom the Official Opposition is so 
much concerned, he being a member of ,their Party, I 
believe, 

Let us  look at this matter in its right perspective. We 
have an island of 166 square miles and with a population of 
240,000, We have m average of 1,400 people to the square 
mile and the average Barbadian has no chance of ever 
holding a sizable proportionof this island on which he could 
rear two cows and three pigs, unless you win money or 

; you can buy land from somebody who wants to dispose of 
it or you can make use of the Court of Chancery in order 
to increase your holdings, There are many people who have 
gone to the United States of America andhave helped their 
grandsons and their aunts, and they have come back here 
and found that their relatives have passed their land through 
the Court and acquired a title. Barbadians areland hungry. 
We have large numbers of people who cannot afford to buy 
land at the existing prices: we have people in the lower 
brackets, who, if this Government did not have a policy of 
providing for housing areas, would not have owned any of 
this land, The word "Conservatism" just means holding 
on to what you have at all costs or at a special price to 
the detriment of everybody else in the community, In 1794 
the Conservatives resisted the introduction of Income Tax 
as they did later Mr. Gladstone's Reform Bills and the 
Education Act. &cause I speak to Conservatives does not 
mean that I accept the philosophy of Conservatism. You have 
a majority who never had any chance of owning anything, 
That is the kind of situation which is endemic in a commu- 
nity such as this, and that leads to much more serious 
things than acquisition, It leads to what is taking place in 1 British Gulana, that is  to say. 53 deaths within r few weeks, 
You have people owning thousands of acres of land on the 
one hand, and on the other hand you hove the man who is  
never in possession of sufficient money some of which he 
can save so as to buy shoes for his children. And you can- 
not persuade him that even those irresponsible agitators 
such as they are in British Guiana, who come along and 
say: "Look at what this man has and what the other man 
has," are not Messiahs, 
6.15 p.m. 

I L all thls you make room for the Jagans, the Brindley 
Benns a d  the Castros, The philosophy of Conservatism is  
such that it creates that kind of situation: but what we are 
trying to do in Barbados is to give the people in this coun- 
try an opportunity for education, a chance of getting a 
square meal, a chance of living in a decent house, and a 
chance of getting a job for which they are qualified without 
any discrimination whatever. Those are the things wehave 
been trying to do a d  we have not created any revolution 
in this country. I would not eventryto pretend that a social 
revolution has taken place in this country. All that has taken 
place in Barbados in the last two yearsis thatwehaveman- 
aged to satisfy the people in this country that all is  not 
lost and that something can be done to u s e  their lot, Q- 
though we cannot guarantee them pie-in-the-sky or man- 
sions in Spain. 

Now let us be honest and straightforward abut  this 
whole thing. The reason why I am speaking in this debate - 
and I intend to speak at somelength - is because this debate 
has highlighted the fundamental differences in the social 
and economic philosophies existing between the major 
Parties in this House, in othermrds, betweenthe Govern- 
ment on one side, and theofficial and Unofficial Opposition 
on the other; a d  therefore this is  a good opportunity to 
have a restatement of why we think as  m think, why we 



191 - 
know that weareright, mdwhyweknow that if we were not 
here the people who have vested interests would be com- 
pletely oblivious to the low living standards of the rest of 
the community, completely rmconcerned and that their in- 
difference has creatd gun powder that might actually make 
them insecure md blow than three the roof, They t , -  
selves create the conditions; and unless you have a group 
of people in this country who u e  prepared to redress the 
balances, to see things in the broad, social context, to see 
the economic importance of legislation, the economic im- 
pomnce of development, the psychological importance of 
removing distinctions betwan one class of the community 
and the other, then you are asking for trouble, All  that those 
people on the other side aredoing this afternoon is inviting 
trouble, because they do not seem to know how the masses 
of people think. We have been the safety valve, and we are 
prepared to act as the safety valve: but we must be satis- 
fied that there is some reconditioninggoingonon the other 
side, that there is some kind of rethinking and a restatement 
of their own position being satisfactorily made in their own 
minds and the people they are supposed to represent, 

Now, Sir, what is the position? We have been attacked 
here because a gentleman wrote a letter to the newspapers 
complaining that there were no protracted negotiations, The 
hon, senior member for St. Philipsaid that the word "pro- 
tracted" which appears in the Addendum is wrong, though 
the Addendum does not form any part of the Resolution, It 
is  not normally drafted by us, A s  a matter of fact, I beg to 
say that this Addendum was actually approved by me, and 
it was pointed out by me subsequently that it might be m 
irritant to use the word "protracted": but thehon, member 
said that there were no protracted negotiations, There were 
protracted negotiations in relation to the surrounding es- 
tates, Husbands and Oxnrrds, but we arrived at an amicable 
agreement as tn the acquisition of those properties without 
invoking the provisions of the Act, and having settled that, 
we were then able to move on to other parts of the area. I 
think we did a Resolution for one plantation last week, but 
I do not want m g13 into that because that is a very sorry 

"̂4, 
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body to D.Y more money dun the Government is able to a 
pry for a parcel of land? It is as s i ~ l e  as that. 

I will tell you something right now, Mr. Spuker, even h 
if His Lordship the Bishop m y  get offended. When I see 
some of the people who go to the Anglicrn Church in this 
island, my infrequency of attendance rises, because I no- 
tice that they, like the Republicans intheunited States and 
the Southern Protesunts, are always the most acquisitive 
people: if you want to find people who have a little social 
philosophy, you have to look for the &ptists or Methodists 
because the Established Churchin Barbados has been for 
generations a churchof vested interests.It is  a propertyown- 
er, and therefore all thepropertyowners tend to congre- 
gate there, and they think it is not respectable to go some- I )  

where else, 
6.25 p.m. 

I was born, baptized and confirmed in the Anglican 
Church: therefore, I sperk with impunity. The infrequency 
of my attendance at Church is  because I have noticed that 
good Protestants are the most acquisitive people. So, you 
will see that wehave a religious organization buttressing up 
these people, and you will never seeinthe Anglicm Church 4~ 
anybody being critical of the landed gentry of this country. 
I have never heard of one Anglican priest saying that you 
should have canteens for workers at factories and plmU- 
tions, but I have heard of Ministers like the late Francis 
Godson fromother denominations talkingofold agepensions b 

for the people. Wearegettingmoretroublefrom the people 
in the Anglicm Church over this samequestionof land than 
from anybody else: thereforeweare sayingthis about these 
pious Anglican politicians going into Church so that you 
should know that they are going there to have a sense of 
security. You have Rectors who want to charge the Govern- 
ment more for land than the biggest capitalists in the United 
States would want to charge their Government: therefore, I 
have to say these unkindly things, but I am sperking facts. 
I want to be like the late Prime Minister of India. I want I my ashes to be scatteredallow t h e s u  thus relieving the 

story. For this particular small parcel of land which was 
prnducing nothing, which has no services, no roads, no 
light and no water, in my humble opinion the price which 
was offered by Government was generous and far from being 

City Council of the pressure with whichthey are now faced 
of finding more land for a burial place. 

The reason why I have mentioned the AnglicrnChurch 
absurd, as some h members would suggest. 

Now I want to clear the air on certain fundamental mat- 
ters. I regard this as a personal debate for this reason. I 
regard that the members of the Conservative Party are 
not going to like what I say, As the hon. senior member 
for St. Peter has often said, and I join with him in this: I 
am not looking for any friends now that I am in Government 
because I did not have any before, and tlnse whom I had I 
have clasped them to my bosom with bonds of steel, but I 
do not waste my timewitheachnew-found untried comrade. 
If Iget up here, therefore, and have to offend some people in 
stating what the philosophy of this Party is, it does not 
worry me, because all the time that theseindividuals were 
growing wealthy, they were not with you, When we were 
fighting the battle of the masses, they were not with us, 
because after they reached a certain stage, their social 
ideas and economic philosophies are crystallised -and not 
only crystallised, but they coalesce into groups, and the 
more acquisitive they are, the more unconscious they are 
of the basic needs of a community, They are all of them ex- 
tremely acquisitive, but we expect this, We are not saying 
thrt it is  a crime, but ineverydemocratic society you will 
find people like this who do not uke the trouble to look 
around the world and see what is  happening, and you will 
always find them adopting this holier-than-thou attitude, 
that you are coming to take away what they have. that you 
must go andworkfor it. Mexico isone of the richest states 
today. but they were not talking about that in 1923 when the 
oil fields were takenover. Oneof thegrutest oil-producing 
countries in the world is  Venezuela, but youhave about 70% 
of the po~ulation illiterate, and some of the people have to 
walk miles in the centre of town to get a bucket of water. 
Are we going to let people who have been able to m a s s  
money come in fmm outside, md when the public pro- 
gramme d d s  that something should be done, hold up 
the ProOrezis of tbis cammunityon the basis that somebody 
can W e  an aeroplane trip to America and persuade some- 

' is just because I want to show that its philosophy was deeply 
engrained in the sanctity of private property ownership, that 
it has become glorified in its religion and it has actually 
been sponsored and promoted by the Anglicm Church A s  
a matter of fact, they want us to pay $3 million for their 
property now when we have kept it for all these years in 
the state a d  condition which it is  in now. W h  are their 
advisers but the same people that come in here and who 
write letters to the newspapers talking of the iniquities of 
socialism? 

Now, Sir, let us get down to the basis of a Resolution of m 
this kind, I pointed out at m earlier stage that in 1949 the 
Legislature passed theLand Acquisition Act. Isuppose that 
there was some opposition to it, becausewehad some pre- 
vious Acts which did not go as far as dealing with compen- 
sation for land. The people of the country need land for a 
variety of purposes. They need it for roads, schools, and 
even the hon. senior member for St. Josephhrs browht 
in aResolution to acquire land to do something which is  
already in our Manifesto. 4 

I am not satisfied with the L n d  Acquisition Act as it 
now stands. We realised what the programme of develop- 
ment of this Government would be over the next four years n 
and we introduced a Bin to mend theLand Acquisition Act 
of 1949, because we had been experiencing difficulties, and 
so as to give a more realistic method of compensating 
owners without in any way depriving them of the benefit of 
a rusonable return for their investment. Thenholephilo- 
sophy of conservative capitalisation is based on getdng a 
reasonable return for your investment. What is  a ruson- 
able return? There is  no capitalist who win quurel with 
you if you say that you should get a percentage on your 
money. Let us try ud work this out. Under the Lud Ac- 
quisition Act, Section 11 states certain basic principles. 
The principles under which .If tbe members of the Hotwe 
bave operated from thrt time was that theLmd Acquisition 



Act was fair and reasonable because no one, until m in- 
troduced m amendment, thoqght fit to criticiseit, I will go 
further. Members of this House within my knowledge have 
appeared before m Arbitration Tribunrl ud accepted the 
findings of the Tribunal based on the 1949 Land Acquisition 
Act. 

I have been in here since 1951 with a short hiatus or 
sabbatical in 1949 and I have never heard any criticism of 
that Act until today when the House was told by the bn. 
junior member for Christ Church that the amount should 
be paid on the basis of what the land could bring in to the 
owner. 

Under the Land Acquisition Act, 1949, Chapter 56, Sec- 
tion 11 states: 

"No allowance shall be made on account of - 
(a) the acquisition being compulsory or the degree of 

urgency or necessity which has led to the acqui- 
sition: 

(b) any disinclination of the person interested to part 
with the land acquired: 

(c) any damage sustained by the person interested, 
which, if caused by a private person, would not 
render such person liable to m action: 

(d) any damage, not being in the nature of deprivation 
of or interference with an easement or legal right, 
which after the time of awarding compensation is  
likely to be caused by or in consequence of the 
use to which the land acquired will be put: 

(C) any increase in the value of the land acquired 
likely to accrue from the use to which the land 
acquired will be put; 

(f) any outlay or improvement on such land which 
shall have been made, commenced, or effected, 
within two years before the publication of the 
notice of appropriation under section five of this 
Act, with the intentionof enhancing the compensa- 
tion to be awarded therefor in the event or with 
the view of such land being required for public 
purposes. " 

It means that if you havegoneonthat land and actually 
put in roads, that is to say, that you got permission from 
the Town and Country Planning Officer to develop that land 
and you put in r o d s  and spent $10,000 under the 1949 Act, 
the owner of the land would not have been entitled to any 
compensation whatsoever if m published a notice of ac- 
quiring it within two years. I do not think anyone would 
dispute that because it is  clear. 

Now, if the hon. member said that the owner had gone 
and put in roads and developed the land, we would even be 
protected by the Act. As  a matter of fact, where Govern- 
ment has been acquiring land and the person has expended 
a sum of money and hehad come to some kind of reasonable 
price for the land by theacreor the square foot, depending 
on where the land is, invariably my experience has been 
that the Government's solicitor is instructed to accomrno- 
date the person in that respect because we do not want to 
have anybody saying that somebody spent money on his land 
so that he would have been able to do something else with 
it, and then out of the blue the Government came and ac- 
quired it, W e  have never done that, because the law does 
not prevent us paying for improvements on the land, even 
if these improvements had been carried out within the two 
year period. 
6.35 p.m. 

What the law says is  that ifwe force the owner to go tc 
arbitration, the arbitrators cannot compensate him for the 
improvements. We c m  exercise a moral discretion and 
compensate people, and that is what invariably happens. 
When people stick out against theGovernment, youcan only 
come to the conclusion that they want to hold the entire 

community up to ransom, In this particular case, this land 
is in the middle of nowhere. The owner ceased to use it 
even for agricultural purposes three years ago: the land 
is not even fit for grazing two heads of sheep, ud I see 
people grazing twenty and thirty sheep on a qurter-acre 
of land or even less than that. However, as far as  these 19 
acres of land are concerned, you could not find two sheep 
grazing there between 1950 and 1961. 

Mr. Speaker, let us examine the facts in this case. W e  
are not now dealing with compensation, because that will 
be fixed by the arbitrators, Anything I say about the value 
of tht land will not be binding on the arbitrators, but since 
hon. members have spoken in the way they have, I will 
speak. We came in with a mortgage insurance scheme 
because people in the lower brackets were having to pay 
too much for land, and it was impossiblefor a poor man to 
own his own house, We must have our workers living near 
their work: otherwise we will have to take the work to the 
workers. When you look around the periphery of Bridgetown 
we are encompassed on the east by the Belle Plantation 
and you will find that the Government hasgot a prescribed 
area all around Waterford up to the end of Codrington which 
has a total prohibition on building due to the conservation 
of the water resources. Then you have the area by Cave 
Hill which includes places like Wanstead, Rock Pleasant, 
The Mount, Oxnards: Husbands, Thorpes and Holders. Our 
plan is to house 25,000 people over the years in that arm. 
We have a Land Acquisition Order in respect of Graeme 
Hall which was on the verge ofbeingexploited. Our reason 
for the acquisition of Haggans Factory is not simply be- 
cause the people wished the factory: but in order to make 
the people psvchologically happy. we bought the estates 
down there in St. Andrew, 

I have never disguised the fact that Haggatts Factory 
is not an investment and no investor would put h s  money 
in that factory: but there are other considerations, I have 
never seen any landowners in Barbados give up anything 
out of which they were making money. Far from that, you 
cannot show me any landowners, people who were firmly 
entrenched and have their roots deep and their tentacles 
high in the economy of this country, giving up anything by 
gift or otherwise that they can make money out of. Must 
this Government sit down and wait until the whole of the 
wooden jungle of the New Orleans catches afire on one night 
a d  then we find that we have nowhere to put the people? 
Where are the people of Barbados togo?The average Bar- 
badian has a reputation for being hard-working becausehe 
has no other alternative, He cannot go out into the forests 
and carve out an existence for himself like the b m e -  
steaders did in the United States of America. U you were 
to examine the social and economic structure in this is- 
land, you will find thatthepatternhas not been so radically 
changed over the past 100 years. Some people have inherited 
land, some people have won land, some people have been 
able to speculate and accumulate a little money and buy 
land and others have used the Courts to expropriate the 
legitimate owners of land, which is a disgrace to any 
civilised society. 

Every member of the Legal Profession knows that 
that is correct. Any Barbadian who is  over the age of 40 
years will know what I am talking about. That has been 
going on within the past five or ten years: that has been 
going on comparatively recently where thecourts areused 
for the acquisition of land. Now we are  offering a man 
L300 an acre for land on which we probably have to spend 
$50,000 in order to get this land developed: but he is asking 
$10,000 an acre for land which did not bring in any income 
over the past three years and which heacquired at a p r i a  
which is  less than one tenth of what the Government is  
offering him, Where is the injustice in this matter? The 
Department of Technical Co-operation has told us that we 
have $2 minion and you have to tell us by the 31st Much 
whether the Government is providing the land for the site 
for the College o_f A r t s  and Science of the University of 
the West Indies. The Treasury will forfeit this money: 
so what are  we going to protract negotiations for? 
6.45 p,m, 

A s  the hon junior member for Bridgetown has ex- 
plained, and he is  a co-religionist, cohort and colleague of 



the gentleman who feels that he is suffering m injustice - 
his fellow Councillor - when you areaskingone price and 
theother person is offering another and you are so far 
apart, there is no point in negotiating at all, and that is why 
we have the Land Acquisition Act. This Government will 
withdraw this Resolution to acquire this land compulsorily 
or  at all if any member can establish that the gentleman 
is getting less than he paid for theland. I do not know what 
he paid for it, but I will go further and take the risk and 
say that I will withdraw the Resolution ifhe is getting less 
than five times more than what he paid for the land. If he 
is getting less than five times more, I will have to advise 
my colleagues, whether or not they accept ~ t ,  to withdraw 
the Resolution. So what is this nonsense they are talking 
about expropriation, 'unfairing' people and that kind of non- 
sense? There is no foundation for it at all. 

Mr Speaker, 1 am going to read something to hon. 
members now which they seem to be blissfully unaware of, 
and which is relevant to this issuehere, because I venture 
to say that if the arbitrators carried out the letter of the 
law, the gentleman is not going to get anything like P 150 m 
acre when we have offered him E300 an acre, The reason 
why I am going to read it is because this amendment passed 
through this House, The reason why I said that the attack 
being made today by peoplelike theInn, junior member for 
St. Joseph, the hon. senior member for Bridgetown and 
the hon. junior member for Christ Church is purely per- 
sonal, inquisitive, unjustified and unreasonable is that 
when this Act went through this House last year, no mem- 
ber of this House spoke, They voted for it and accepted it 
in toto, and no member of the Other Place spoke against 
it The only person who spoke, as far as I c m  remember, 
is myself, when I got up and moved the passing of the Bill. 
I explained its implications and there was not one single 
criticism of it. It was duly seconded, put to the vote, and 
there was no debate on it at all, and you can check the re- 
cords. About four or six weeks later it went up to what 
was then the Legislative Council, which is now the Senate, 
where all the landed gentry used to sit - and I use the 
past tense advisedly, because there are less of them in 
there now, thank God, than before: but when they had the 
majority of the landed gentry, vested commercial interests 
and land owner speculators in the Legislative Council, they 
approved of this Bill, and I am going to read it and show 
why I say that the gentlemancould notget P150 an acre - 
and we are offering f 300 - a d  they never said a mumbling 
word. I read where the Act said that no compensation shall 
be payable in respect of any hypothetical case on what you 
think you can do with the land, or because the Govern- 
ment needs it in a hurry, because the Government needs 
it for a University, or  because the Government needs it 
because the Government feels there is a gold mine on it. 
Even if the Government felt so, if the Government had in- 
formation that there was gold on thatland and that the gold 
could bring in $1 million a month, if you were not mining 
the gold, under the 1949 Act, you could not get any com- 
pensatioa 

I am serving notice, Mr. Speaker, that land owners 
in this island are very illadvised, when the Government is 
trying to be reasonable, to take land acquisition matters 
to arbitration, They had better go a d  read the law first. 
Section 3 of the 1953 amendment to the Act amends sec- 
tion 11 to which I referred which talks about no compen- 
sation for the use to which it i s  put, or because you feel 
it has a special value, and even that section was amended. 
By amending this Section, I feel thatlhave saved the Gov- 
ernment of Barbados within the next three years about 
$5 million. Even Section l1 as it was was not appreciated 
by members on the other side. They felt that if somebody 
was selling land in Christ Church and got so much, there- 
fore they should get the same thing. TMsSection says that 
'Section 11 of the principal Act is amended by deleting 
therefrom subsection (l) and substituting therefor the fol- 
lowing subsection.. . " Now subsection (l) said what r willing 
buyer would pay for that type of land. Let me make this 
abundantly clear: what I say here today or what we do 
under the Land Acquisition Act has got nothingwhatsoever 
to do with two people who are  negotiating a private con- 
tract. In other words, Sir, the Land Acquisition Act does 
not deal with private nqptirtions: it i s  for land acquisition 

for public purposes. It could not be. land acquisition for 
domestic reasons, or because somebody wants to put up a 
bay house and feels that this would be a good piece of land, 
and so he wants the Government to buy the bay house land 
and sell it back to him. I do not know if I hear the hoa 
senior member for Bridgetown murmuring. Maybe he knows 
of an instance, but I am not referring to any specific in- 
stance. Under the old Land Acquisition Act, the market 
value is what a willing seller would be willing to sell his 
land at. but they still had this provision that you did not 
get any special price because your grandson was going to 
start a housing estate, and industrial buildingsiteor build 
a hotel. In 1963, Section 11 was amended and this is how 
it reads now:- 

"The value of the land shall, subject as hereinafter 
provided, be taken to be the amount" - I want hon. mem- 
bers tn listen to this very carefully - "which the land. in 
its condition at the material time" - which is the date of 
the publication of the notice - "might beexpected to real- 
ise if sold at that time in theopen market by a willing sel- 
ler for the purpose of being put to the same use to which 
such land was being put at the material time." 

Let us  therefore examine The Mount, The nineteen 
acres of rob land was beingputto the use of rab land when 
the notice was published. A s  rab land, you could not raise 
two sheep on it; therefore of what value i s  that to anybody 
in this community? That i s  theonlyprice the law will al- 
low the arbitrators to award. That is only one section, but 
there are  m r e  coming. We go to people and say we do not 
want to in.poke the Land Acquisition Act nor do we want 
them to lose money, We do not ask them how much they 
have paid for the land: we value it at the existing use 
value. We are not concerned with what you were going to 
do with it or what your grandson i s  going to do with it. 
We are concerned with what you aredoingwith it now, and 
what kind of returns you are getting from it. We say that 
we will pay you a reasonable amount of money so that if 
you invested that money you would get at least the equiv- 
alent income you are deriving from the l& now. 
6.55 p.m. 

Now, let us take a plantation, for instance. If it  i s  in 
the black soil area, you will get 20 to 25 tons of canes 
per acre. The highest average net profit made in Barba- 
dos over the past 25 years is $5.04 on a ton of canes. Let 
us say that you have an acreof arable land. You can expect 
a net profit of $125 from that acre of land per annurn. Of 
course, that is if that land is efficiently farmed and the 
maximum possible use is being put to it. That is not for 
land which is lying down. You also have land which has 
given 40 tons of canes to the acre, but that i s  land in the 
red soil district; therefore, you get the highest return on 
land in the red soil district. You get more canes although 
you still get the same average net profit of $5.04 per ton. 
Do not think that because you are in the red soil district, 
your profit on a ton of canes is going to be more than that 
of the person who has canes in the black soil district. Your 
special position is due to your bnn8ge - that i s  to say, the 
number of tons per acre and rc? the profit you get on the 
ton. The reason why I have goce to the red soil district i s  
because you are not going to gee $125 per acre net profit: 
it should be in the vicinity of $205 net profit per acre. One 
should not offer a sum of moneywhichinvested at the nor- 
mal rates of interest would give you a lower return than 
your land at its existing use: therefore, anyone reading 
this unendment which I introduced would cometo the con- 
clusion that there is nothing iniquitious in it md that it was 
a fair amendment. 

Now, let us say that you should get $200 profit from 
m acre of land. Anybody in Bubuios knows that land in 
St. Gsorge i s  worth $2,500 m acre: therefore, the Gov- 
ernment normally would go up to m owner of lud in the 
red soil district and could not expect to offer that person 
less than E520 16s. W. for m acre of Iad.  because if you 
did otherwise than that you would be &cturlly causing a 
hardship on that mm if he had to buy the equivalent some- 
where else. That is the basis on which we place a ceiling. 

Thcse are  the principles of t h  L d  Acquisition Act as 
they udst today. Now, the owner of this land stopped f m -  



i m  this land, may be, because he found that he was losing 
money - ud I say that, because ht i s  one of the better 
agriculturists in this Island. If anybody h s  how to get 
somethim out of hd, I take it that he would know. Any- 
how, he stopped fa rmiq  this lud. This i s  the policy W 
known u the "Sb@ of lhpond." 

The hon. member said that we were doing nothing to 
help; but under the Land Acquisition Act, if this G v m -  
ment were hard on people, we could have gone at b v e r  
ud got 40 acres at £300 per acre. We wanted it for a 
hotel and we could have gone there ud taken over the 
whole area for less than f 12,000 because of the existing 
use of it. 

Now, the Act does not stop h e ,  It goes on to say: 
'Yn asceruinim the value of such hnd regard shall be had 
to the net unount of any income derived from that hnd at 
the material time, and where no income is  derived there- 
from at that time, to the rent at whtch the lud W, at 
the material time reasonably be expected to be let from 
year to yur for the purpose of being put to the same use 
to which it was being put at rhat time:.. ..." 

%.W much rent would you get for the 18 acres at "The 
hhmt" or how much would you get out of it if you kept it in 
the same condition? That i s  what the arbitrator has to ask 
himself, It i s  rab hnd now. Ifitwere turned back to graz- 
ing skep, what rent would apersonget if he lived on it ud 
wmted a little b r u w  spra or  if he wanted to keep a 
few chickens, shap, pigs or  goats grazing on it?Wh8t rent 
would he pay the owner per acre to keep it in the same 
condition in W c h  it is  now? Nothing. I only want to show 
hon. members hDw unreasonable people c m  be in Bar- 
bados. This land is without my electricity, any road or 
my single service n u r  to it. It cannot be even rented out 
for a chartcr house to put on it because there is better land 
close by, lud where the people c m  get water and so on. 
This land is  so inaccessible dut  you cannot even get it 
rented out in house spots at eight cents a week, 

Whrt are you going to pay for land in Barbados? Any 
hon. member here c m  ask thehon, senior member for St. 
Peter this. The Sugrr Producers' Federation brought down 
here one of the most renowned economists in Canada. He 
was a mm who has been Professor of Economics at the 
University of New Brunswick ud at McGill and his name 
was Dr. Petrie. Giving evidence, not for the Barbados 
Workers' Union, or the Government of Barbados, but giving 
evidence for the S w r  Productrs' Federation of Barba- 
dos, he said that the price of £209 paid for m arable 
acre of hnd in Barbados was too high Ud an unecommic 
investment at the price. Now $960 per acre was the fair 
price which other witnesses for the Sugar Producers* had 
given in evidence. 
7.05 p.m. 

That i s  before this Government started development 
in this country, before people saw the economy begin to 
move and the plms beiq drawn up for the benefit of the 
islud. This Government is puttfw terrific pressure on 
landowners because we want livlng sprce for the people 
of this island. They are not talking about selling estates by 
the arable acre: they decide that on one of these days they 
will sell their sour grass acreayefor buildingwhereas be- 
fore it was thrown in for nothi g, There are more people 
who are working now than have ever worked before in the 
history of this island, and we a n  rot going to rttow three 
hundred ud sixty people who own 8@ of the land to m- 
ploit the other 230,000. I do not want to include Your Hon- 
our beuuse that would be 8%. You& not do anything which 
is  unjust to a person: but on the other hud, you have to 
mrke sure that this Government i s  here to stop the ex- 
ploitation of anyone. 

Mr. Spuker, you only hur about exploiutlon when 
somebody's corns are getting crushed: youdo not hur about 
exploitation in other c i r cunwnas .  There are people 
w b  feel that if a is born in a house 16' X 9' no Gov- 
ernment is to give him the opportunity of having a little 
more expansion, because he is  a man living in a house 16' 
X 9'. while they are the 300-acre men. The last Govern- 
ment reduced the size of a houscspot from 2,400 square 

feet to 1,600 or  1,800 square feet. They said that a house 
spot of the size of 1,600 or 1,800 square feet i s  quite 
enough for a mm, now that was when the Labour Govern- 
ment was in power. You have m institution all& a pit 
closet, and the b b u r  Gvernment started a housing 
scheme ud gave people pit closets because they are pit 
closet men. I would not use m expression which tht hoa 
senior member for the City would use. (ASIDES)I have 
attacked the then Minister of Communications and Works 
md I told him that because he does not aspire to somethim 
it did not mean that other People in Barbados did m t  want 
to aspire to it: but ifhegave that to the hon. junior member 
for St. Joseph, he wnuld be hapny. Politics is  a question 
of what is  the basic philosophy, but some people have not 
got a y  philosophy at 811. Some of us have basic phibso- 
phies, and there are people who haver lot of money but no 
philosophy at all; those are the ones who do not want to 
hear of anything which challenges the sacred institutionof 
private property. It does not matter how covetous you are: 
you c m  drive a man to commit suicide by putting him in a 
bad financial position, and that is  regarded as good busi- 
ness ethics; but whenever you have to interfere with the 
sacred institutions, you hear this talk about robbing a poor 
man I hrve never owned 18 acres of land in all my life: 
but I do not consider myself to be a poor mm when I see 
how 200,000 people in Barbados have to live. I have been 
able to work and, by the sweat of my brow, to earn enough 
to pay for the ordinary necessities of life. Hon. members 
of this House cannot always pay a bill at the end of the 
Inonth, but that dnes mt mean that they are poor or that 
they are wealthy. It means that you have been able to keep 
your head above water in the peculiar circumstances in 
which we find ourselves in this country. How can you get 
a person who is  representing Labour saying that because 
you give a mm five times as much or more than what he 
paid for land, you are robbing him? I have already pointed 
out the provisions of the Land Acquisition Act, and at the 
time when the Act was being passed in 1949, nnt one of 
their collugues on that side said anything against the Act, 
When we come tc the amending Act of 1963 at Chapter 7 
we find Section 11 of theprincipal Act is amended by de- 
leting therefrom subsection (1) and substituting therefor 
the following sub ,ection: - 

''The value of the land shall, subject as hereinafter 
provided, be taken to be the amount which the land, in its 
condition at the material time, might be expected to realise 
if sold r t  that time in the open market by a willing seller 
for the purpose of being put to the same use to which such 
land was being put at the material time:" 

Sub-section (b) of the amendment reads as follows:- 

'* (b) in ascertaining the value of such land regard. 
shall be had to the net amount of any income derived from 
that lud at h material time, and whereno income is  de- 
rived therefrom at that time, to the rent at which the land 
might, at the material time, reasonably be expected to be 
let from y u r  to year for the purpose of being put to the 
same use to which it was being put at that time:" 

We have to rnake these things clear. Youhave some- 
M y  asking for $1 million for 21 acres of land I What is the 
w e  80 which that land is now being put? The use to which 
that land is now being put is that it has coconut trees and 
crab holes, U, for instance, a coconut tree yielded him m 
income of $30 provided it was bearing - and he had 200 
coconut trees, that would be 200 coconut trees multiplied 
by thirty which woulc be m amount of $6,000. 
7.15 p.m 

I happen to know tk at the gentleman did not derive much 
income from the coconut trees at all. Ifhe had planted 200 
coconut trees, you colSld say he was gettim AII income of 
$30 X 200, and that wodd bring $6,000 per year. Now the 
amount you would hav to invest at 8 per cent to give 
$6,000 would be $75,000. Now what use was the land being 
put to? There were sonye 30 or 40 wwnut trees, a few 
crab holes and r few crsuarinrs. and he probably picked 
the coconuts for his own lomestic use. Compare that with 
$1 million in a small plkce like Barbados. Whrt we will 
have to introduce here shortly are developed valuation 
taxes, W e  will have to v: lue the land and say that if you 



were using it properly, employing people and so on, you 
e d  be getting such and such m income, and therefore 
this' i s  the ux which youwould have to pay on it, Then you 
will see people develop land - and not only develop it, but 
when the Government came in to acquire, they could not 
have any quarrel on getting a realistic value, 

Mr. Speaker, too many people sit down and look through 
the jalousies waiting for somebody to drop out of a plane 
and award a big lot of maney for land which they are not 
putting to any economic use, We cannot afford to have land 
not being put to economic use in a small island like Bar- 
bados where we have to use all the resources at our dis- 
posal; so the Act is very fair, because if you put land to 
economic use and get the best possible return, under the 
Act the arbitrators cannot award you any sum inferior to 
the economic rate of return over the investment you were 
getting for the land. However you look at it,you cannot 
accuse the Government of trying to victimise anyone, I have 
read paragraph (a) where in the first place compensation 
is based on tht- existing use of the Iand, and paragraph (b) 
which explains abu t  the net amount of income derived from 
that land as a safeguard for theland owner, and now I come 
to paragraph (c) which says "for thepurposesof this sub- 
section, land shall be deemed to be used for agricultural 
purpose unless the party claiming compensation proves 
to the satisfaction of the appropriate authority that at the 
material time such land was being used for a purpose other 
than agricultural purposes,'' 

Now let us examine the present subject matter of the 
debate. We say that we are going to compensate you for 
land on the basis that it is agricultural Iand. I want tn ask 
my Barbadian in this Chamber a simple rhetorical ques- 
tion In Brrbados you can have land either with a building 
on it, o r  you can have land which is  agricultural land, or 
what we call rab land. Whichis morevaluable, the rab land 
or the agr~cultural Iand? The answer is the agricultural 
land. So what do we say? We say m will consider that all 
land is agricultural land: but if you want more than what 
we would normally pay for agricltural Iand, -and this is 
where it does not pay them to challenge the Government's 
offer - youwould have to establishto us that you had a gold 
mine or manjak mine or aquarryor something like that on 
this land and then we will compensate on its existing use 
as other than agricultural land, But we will give you the 
benefit of the doubt and say the land is agricultural land. 
You have to prove to us that it was not agricultural Iand, 
If the owner of this property is going to prove to the Gov- 
ernment that it was not agricultural land, heis going to be 
worse off than if he sits back and accepts the £300 m acre 
that we paid within the past two months, We have taken 
over 400 acres of land completely surrounding this area, 
It was good agricultural land yielding a profit for its owner, 
including dwelling houses in agwd stateof repair, We paid 
E300 an acre for the land withdwellinghouses thereon, but 
we were not concerned about that. It mayhave been worth 
£10,000, but that was a freely negotiated sale by people 
who work hard on their land and were getting m income, 
with a whole family living out of that land. But a mm who 
is drawing a pension, although he paid about $50 m acre 
for the land, wrote that nonsense in the newspaperr 

It is a pity, Mr, Speaker, that the newspapers in this 
country only take m interest in the Legislature since some 
of their leader writers are in the Senate, and you would 
believe they are the only pwvle who make speeches in the 
Senate, But you c m  t ~ l k  from now untiltomorrow morning, 
and unless you have the influence of the b n .  senior mem- 
ber for Brldgetown where you can tell them to sce that this 
thim gets in the newspaper, you could bespeaking in Outer 
Mongolia to some peasants about sheep farming with no 
radio, sea or air communication between thew countrits 
17,000 m t b  apart: but I win get on the records what our 
prindplw are, a d  I do mtcare whtthu they publish them 
o r  not. For instance mu wil l  find that a Messenger to one 
of the lawyers in Bridgetown, a manworking for $7 a week 
is  given prominence as r columnist in one of the drily pa- 
pers rt least three o r  four tlmcs a week, but not the pea- 
ple w b  are representing the people in thls country when 
they have to spuk on phibso~hicrl md economic issues 
confrontlm this country. People like the bn senior m- 

ber for St, Peter and all the members on this side have 
something to cnntribute. The Chief Justice of Barbados 
would make pronouncements on the Bench - not in the 
course of trial, but at the time when members are called 
to the Bar - on the legal issues confronting the country, 
and what he thinks should be done about them. In any civil- 
ised country, in a place like the United Kingdom, all the 
national dailies would carry what the Chief Justice had to 
say about law reform and would give it prominence for a 
week, and all the weekly papers of importancewould come 
out and say something about this, unless heis a congenital 
idiot, it is worthwhile paying some attention to .what that 
person said, The Chief Justice c m  go unheard and unrerd, 
bilt a $7 a week messenger gets a column four times a 
week I 
7.25 p,m. 

You take up the newspaper and you see the headlines of 
'Conductress pays $2.50" stretched right across it, and 
they think that that is something which appeals to the people 
of this country. 

As I have said, Sir, I do not want to prolong this debate, 
but I consider this as one of the most important debates 
which has ever taken place in this Chamber in relation to 
the basic social and economic philosophies of the several 
political parties in this Island. This is  a speech which nor- 
mally I should have been mrking last year because I should 
be expecting the criticism on the Land Acquisition Bill then: 
but you get this today because a land owner decided to write 
to the newspaper. It is moreover contumacious for any per- 
son who is  dealing with a matter suchas this, which c m  be 
said to be s u b  judi ce in the loose sense of the term, to try 
to whip up swport in the columns of the daily Press when 
the particular matter has to be discussed in the Legislature 
on the same day. If he wrnts to confide in his colleague a d  
they have certain points where they can charge the Govern- 
ment with corrupt conduct, he can telI them those points. It 
is the duty of representatives of the people to expose b e  
matters, But you shuld not get up a d  say, as  the hon. 
junior member for St. Joseph washeard toexpound, t h ~ t  to 
offer £300 for land in Barbados which is  five or ten times 
that which was paid for it a few years ago i s  robbing the 
poor mm 'Rut is  cheap polltics whichno mm in Barbrdos 
should support. The wholefactof thematter is that the bn, 
member win break all the existing laws relatingto Sunday 
closing of shops and he is not concerned with the poor mm. 
As  a matter of fact, hehas sold his estate already. But what 
about the thousands of people who want to buy land, the peo- 
ple who have over 2,000 applications at theHousing Author- 
ity, the middle-class man, the Civil Servant, the man who 
is  working land for a contractor? What is  reasonable for 
him? That is the test, What is  it for the m m  who has to look 
for books for his children at least once every year, What 
chance has he got under this systemof ever owning a sUke 
in the soil of Barbados? How is  itgoing to happen if a mm 
has rab land and gets no incornefromit - and it is doubtful 
whether he did not lose mney on itbefore - says that the 
Government is unrusonable if they offer Mm the same 
price which they offered a l a m  planudon?This is an im- 
portant debate from that m$lgb&auseithighlights the dif- 
ferent amroach of the members on this side from the mem- 
bers o n - h t  side, We are not hereto conserve any institu- 
don: we arehereto conserve in essence the rule of law, a d  
mddnl else, 

I am going to say this: a lot of people do not realise 
how lucky they are to be living in Barbados because the 
same thing would not be tolerated in certain countries whtch 
hold themselves to be moredemocradc than we are. I30 you 
think that the hon junior member for St. George, if he was 
in the United States of America, which is sup~osed to be 
God's own country, or even ifhe were in E m ,  Belgium, 
or France, would get upina Legislrtivechunber, md say, 
what he slid about burnim down the island without the 
security guards escorting him out of the Place?There is  a 
limit to that kind of thing inother countries. Have you ever 
heud  of anybody in B u h d o s  going to jdlfor 99 years for 
not payim incorn W? That L thc sonof thim whtch bap- 
pens in America. If that i s  so, youmust realise that m are 
living in one of the most democratic countries of the world 
ud you must U s e  that tMs Government is  extremely - 



~ l e r m t .  If some of those members were in some of those 
States which want to get on in a hurry, they would not get 
away in their trying to sabotage theGovernment. A million 
acres of land was uken over by the Government of Kenya 
from the white settlers, That i s  land which I saw myself, 
When I first saw the l& in Kenya, I said to other people 
that I now understand why the Europeans do not want to get 
out a' .km. There i s  no fertileland in Fhrbados when you 
wmprre our I u d  with thrt. We arel iviaon I d  with only 
two feet six inchts of top soil. Whatdid the Government of 
&nya with the approval of Her Majesty's Government pay 
for that I d ?  They mid $120 for m acre, and thrt land is 
land which produces eighty times as much as my sort of 
land in Barbados. 
7.35 p.m. 

They do not want them to own a b d i o  Station or any- 
thing like that; these people are not the property-owning 
type, they are  the 16' X 9' house-renting type. Neither 
directly or  indirectly are they supposed to aspire to these 
things, This Government i s  purchasing 1,000 acres of 
I d  for Barbadians: we havepurchased a sugar factory for 
the people of BarWos. When we took over Graeme Hall 
Estate you wuld not find space even to walk up there far 
less to purchase unless you were going to see the hon, 
junior member for Christ Church, For the time being, we 
will  leave out the Belle Estate , but I would serve notice 
on the Hon. Gerald Lascelles that if the Belle Estate were 
suitable for University purposes we would have gone there, 
If the Chief Engineer of the Waterworks Department and the 
TO- and ~ounwy  planning officer had allowed to 
develop the area a r o d  there, the Belle Estate would have 
been taken over: but I would say that the Belle would not pay 
us to uke  over because we c-t mm bufM one on 
it, W e  are serving notice on thesepeoplenow that they had 
bctter deal withtheGovernmentonpropcr terms, We cannot 
spread in the directionof theBelle, a d  therefore we h d  to 

to Grazttcs and the Pine and such a r u s  because the 
people must be given m opportunity to acquire something, 
and t h y  must have the knowledgeand satisfacdonthat they 
are owning something for themselves at a reasonablecost, 

Mr, Speaker, I ask this question: Which working man 
in Barbados c m  afford to pay 60c a squrre foot for land 
which i s  situated mywhereinBridgetown? If theowner of this 
I d  had constructed a road on it, inthat instance he would 
not be asking for 24 cents a square foot, but he would be 
asking for s i m  cents a sqwre foot. He i s  now asking for 
ZQ cents a square foot for this lid because has not de- 
veloped it, He is like the mm who hid MS talent a& then 
went and buried it and now he wants us to tell him: 'Well 
done, thou good and faithful servant, enter thou into the 
Kingdom of heaven", 

Section 3 of the Land A q ~ s i t i o n  (Amendment) Act of 
1963 which amends Section 1 of the Principrl Act says 
this in Sub-section (1) (c) (11) -- 

"rsriculturalpurposes~ includes all purposes directly 
connected with the use of land as arable, grazing or pasture 
land, or for dairy farming, or  for any other purpose of 
animal husbandry including the keepingor breedingof poul- 
try or bees, or for the growth of fruit, vegetables or  flow- 
ers;'* 

Mr. Smker ,  I win not worry inn members with all 
the provisions of the Land Aquisition Act, The reason why 
I dealt withit at allis because I heard the hon, junior mem- 
ber for Christ Churchsay what thegentleman intended to do 
with the land. He was bcingdeprivedof something hypothe- 
tical: if he sat down on this lu~I for another fifty years you 
could never tellwhat hewould beableto do with it, We have 
to relate compensation to the conditions which exist in 1964, 
and nobody has my reason to be perturbed by this news- 
Paper irritation We have h.d some portions of land which 
we have acquired and we are  coming down here next week 
for more. In this particular instance, quite apart from r 
few filling stations and a refuse dump for the Bridgetown 
City Council what has the owner of this land done with it? 

We do welwrnc theCanadians as visitors to dus island, 
but we do not welcome them to drive Barbadians to the 

interior of the land a d  to set artificial p r i a s  for land. A 
mm win have one h d r e d  acres of land ud he may b v e  
gas stations and God lmows what else, butwhat i s  this land 
being used for? A s  I said, Sir, it i s  being used for a refuse 
dump for the Bridgetown Clty Council to breed f l i u  ud they 
are  being fed with concentrated foods. That i s  what i s  being 
done, and therefore do not let us hear any nonsense next 
week about this Government robbing the poor people when 
we comehere with a Resolution for the acquisition of 'Wan- 
s tud" and "Rock Pleasant". Barbados should be proudof 
having the Universityof the EasternCaribbeanhere ud our 
contribution i s  10910 of the total wntributions which will be 
made towards this University. 

In the United Kingdom there I S  no agricultural land 
which is sold for more thanone hundred and fifty pounds m 
acre; that is the price of agricultural land in the United 
Kingdom and we have a number of cases of that. In Kenya 
some one million acres of land have been taken over and 
the Conservative Government paid $120 an acre for l ad ;  
and now we are being criticised when we, In Barbados, have 
not got the natural resources which other places have got. 
W e  have never recelved a gift of f 25 million from the 

, United Kingdom. We are offering people E300 an acre for 
land and we are being accused of robbing poor peoplewho 
have estates of 100 acres We are paying this gmtleman 
more than six times as much as what he paid for this land. 
7.45 P.m. 

We are paying him more than six times what he pald 
for it ten years ago, and all he has done is to be the recep- 
tacle for scavengiw trucks. We offered him f 300 and he 
mft=d. Must we go on to negotiate? Those are the facts 
behind the Government's actions. Must this Government sit 
clmm h r e  8 4  sec the whale community held up to ransom 
because we have inherited a certain system of Iand tenure 
a d  land ownership in this country, and People who do not 
push 8 stroke of work and who would like to have a little 
money invest now ucptct us to Pay the same as a Cans- 
dian investor would pay? If we had to pay $1.00 a square 
fmt, we would never be able to put UP a public building in 
this place. If a man cannot save$l.OOa week for a meeting 
turn or  get a Civic card, hnw is he going to own anyth~ng 
in a country like this unless Government uses its powers 
to make sure that there is some kind of distribution that 
people would have a stake in this cnuntry?You elther have 
m choose this, or when we may not be here you will get a 
situation such as you have in some other countries. You 
have to c b s e  the democratic way where you are prntec- 
ted by the law, It is mt a complicated issue as far as we 
are co~~cerned. 

Mr. Speaker, I very much regret that this debrte has 
Iasped such a bng time, but as I said before, I would have 
expected m argument on the principle of land acquisition 
last Yerr, but not after bothHouses ofthe Legislature have 
unrnimously agreed to the principles. You will see that 
perhaps we are not a zealous enough custodianof the public 
purse, because we should Ire imposing theletterof the law; 
but the same people whch you hear fulminating against the 
Government for robbiiw p n r  people, when we managed to 
get a property, not rah lr l t  a price which was less thgn 
what the owner of this l a d  wants, said that we were paying 
too much money for what 1;. w w  theRegional &adquarters 
of the Eastern Cra:b!xr~ which is one mile from Bridge- 
town. The amount of Irrlc az Sherbourne was 7 1/2 acres 
including dwelling E ~ , ~ a s ,  out buildings, lawns, gardens 
and everythin& a:l6 whcr. 97e acquired it for somethfng Uke 
$67,000, they said r b t  we: wer:: paving too much money for 
it. That is the price we p ~ l d  just over two yerrs ago. a d  
p r i a s  have not risen in rfie meallhme, Theprice which we 
paid for that is less than this gentleman i s  asking, uld wc 
were criticised then for paying too much for that. If we paid 
too much for Sherbourne when we paid $67,000 for over 
300,000 square f a t  of land, what should m pry for the 
Mount? The Mount i s  h r d l y  worth a sermon 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Mr. Speaker, I thinkthat any 
speech on this m t t e r  will be in the nature of ar: anti- 
climax, and therefore I do not propose to say 8nyWig much 
A s  a matter of fact, it i s  unnecessary so to do boa the sim- 
ple reason that the basic concepts underlyi~tkieproposals 



of the Government and demonstrated in the Resolution 
before the House have been ably set out by the hon, senior 
member for St. John But before the matter goes to the vote, 
I do feel that I should express my complete dissatisfaction 
over the implication made bythehon, junior member for St. 
Joseph earlier today to the effect that thedecision compul- 
sorily to acquire this land was the resultof some personal 
hostility against the owner. As a matter of fact, the hon. 
jinlior member for St. Joseph went so far as  to say that in 
another Resolution similarly compulsorily to acquire land 
the name of the owner of the land was mentioned, whereas 
in this one we did not mention the name of the owner, and 
there was an ulterior motive for so doing, Hon. members, 
I am sure, are  aware that the Government is  not activated 
by any personal hostility to Mr. Haynes. A s  an individual, 
we respect Mr. Haynes, A s  a matter of fact, we have ap- 
pointed him as a member of an important Government Com- 
mittee. He i s  a member of our Committee investigating the 
social security proposals: but when it comes to a matter of 
acquiring land for this purpose, it is  an entirely different 
matter, and the hon. junior member for St. Joseph would 
just be up to his usual unsavoury tricks in accusing the 
Government for acting in a manner like this, because they 
were particularly hostile to theowner of the land, The basic 
principles so far as the Land Acquisition Act i s  concerned 
haye, as I said, been set out by the Premier in his speech 
which has just come to an end: but if the facts were as sim- 
ple a s  this, for over four years over 1,000 acres of land 
had been frozen in this area. The Government had made it 
clear in no uncertain terms that this land would be required 
for housing and other development purposes. We acquire$ ' 
a considerable portion at a price of around £300 an a c e .  
Had we gone and paid more than this for any portion of'ihe 
remainder, the hon. junior member for St. Joseph wbtd 
have been the first man to come in here and accuse ti4 
Government nf partiality - or even worse - when we ac-' 
quired some of the land at a givenfigure and then gone a@ 
paid more for the remainder or  some part of the remainder:, 

What makes the matter even worse, Sir, from many 
points of view is that he got in here today thinking that he 
was getting somewhere and accused u s  of trying to rob 
somebody and resorting to the Land Acquisition Act to 
squeeze land out of somebody's hand, and he went so far as 
to call a member of this Chanber a suckling thing for oppo- 
sing the logicality of his remarks. 

Mr. SPEAKER: May I point out that that remark was 
withdrawn? 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: I am glad it was withdrawn 
because we are  not concerned with little sucklings pigs on 
this side of the Chamber o r  big sow pigs on the other side. 
'7.55 p.m. 

When we come in here, we want to come and judge the 
matter really on an impartial basis, and Ido suggest that in 
the future thehon. junior member for St. Joseph desist from 
these malicious, unfounded and unfair accusations against 
the Government and erideavour to ascertain the facts of the 
case and the facts of the laws of this Island. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Hon. Leader of theHousedoes not 
mean to say that the hon. junior member for St. Joseph has 
made malicious statements. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: I do not think that I can be 
interpreted to mean to say that thehon. junior member for 

Mr. SPEAKER: I am sure that the Hon. Leader of the 
House i s  experienced enough m t  to make that accusaton 
but he may be misunderstood. 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Some of the inferences drawn 
by the hon. member seem to have some malicious intent. 
Added to that, the hon. junior member for St. Joseph has 
displayed such woeful ignorance of the 1949 Lnad Acquisi- 
tion Act, to say nothing of theamendment of 1963 to it, that 
it i s  time to question where would thepeople be if they did 
not make this change, If you heard thehon. member today, 
you would not think that he had a single thing to do with the 
introduction of this 1949 Land Acquisition Act. You would 
have thought that it was brought in by some external source. 

Sir, I think enoughhas been said on this matter and that 
nothing more needs to be said. The House, I am sure, will 
be grateful to the hon. senior member for St. John for the 
able manner in which he has taken up the case and for the 
proper attention being paid to the location of land at a 
price commensurate with what the average person in the 
Island is capable of paying for land. 

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

., 
i 

X / '  \ ADJOURNMENT 
, ' ,  \ .  

Hon. W. A. C ~ W F O R D :  Mr. Speaker, that brings 
Government 13usineSs to an end for today, and I now beg to 

do now adjourn until Tuesday next, 

. BARROW: Mr, Speaker, I second the motion 
to mention that i t  is my desire to try and 

get the financial proposals for the year presented to the 
Legislature before the end of June and therefore, since next 
Tuesday i s  the end of June, I propose to deliver my budget 
Speech on that day. 

I was under the impression that theHon. Leader of the 
House had made the adjournment for an earlier time than 
2.30 p.m. In view of what Ihave just said, the hon. member 
i s  willing to accept an amendment of his motion for 12.00 
o'clock (noon). 

Mr. SPEAKER: Is the Hon. Leader of the House asking 
leave to substitute "12.00 o'clock (noon) for 2.30 o'clock" 
to his motion? 

Hon. W. A. CRAWFORD: Yes, Sir. 

There. being no objection, leave was granted B e  
hon. member. 

The question that the House do now adjourn until 
Tuesday next, 30th June, 1%4, at  12.00 o'clock (noon) 
was put and resolved in the a/firmative without division, 

cmd Mr. S P E A K E R  adjourned the House accordingly. 

St. ~ o s e ~ h  is malicious. I 8.05 p.m. 




