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HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY - L? 
i 

Tuesday, 20th June, 1967. 

Pursuant to the adjournment, the House of As- 
*- sembly met at 2.30 p,m. o'clock today. 

PRESENT 

H i s  Honour J. E. T. BRANCKER, Q.C., F.Z.S., 
(Speaker); Mr. L. E.  SMITH, J.P.; Mr. E. D. UOTTLEY, 
C.B.E., J .P. ;  Mr. K .  N. R. HUSBANDS; Mr. E.ST.A. 
HOLDER, J.P.; Hon. C. E. TALMA, (Minister of Health 
and Community Development): Hon. J. C .  TUDOR, M.A., 
(Minister of Education); Hon. E. W. BARROW, B.Sc.. 

" L.L.D. (Hon.), (Prime Minister); Mr. J.  W. CORBIN; 
b 

Mr. R. ST.C. WEEKES, J.P.; Mr. W. R. LOWE; Hon. h'. 

i W .  BOXILL, (Minister of Communications and Works) 
Mr. J. B. YEARWOOD, (Chairman o f  Committees); Sir 
G. H. ADAMS, C.M.G., Q.C., B.A., D.C.L. (Hon.), (Lead -  
er e f  the Oppositionk. Mr. W .  C. B. HINDS; His Honour 
0.1. SARGEANT, (Deputy Spsaker);Mr. C.A.E. HOPPIN, 
J.P.; Mr. L.  S.  CRAIG; MrfJ. B.  SPRINGER: Mr. H. B. 
ST. JOHN, LL.B., and Mr. J. M. G .  M. ADAMS, M.A. 

Prayers were read. 

MINUTES 
lar 

i 

fi SECOND SESSION OF 1966 - 71 

Mr. SPEAKER: I regret to have to inform hon. 
members thar there are no Minutes available today 
for confirmation. 

PAPERS LAID 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker,onbehalfof the 
Hon. Prime Minister, Minister of Finance and Minis- 
ter of External Affairs, 1 am commanded to lay the 
following: - 

'The Pensions (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations, 
1967. 

2m 
Table of precedence of Barbados. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Onmyownbehalf, I am corn- 
nianded to lay the following:- 

Annual Report of the Commissioner of Police 
of Barhados for the year 1965. 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: Mr. Speaker, I am com- 
manded to lay the following: 

The Parcel Post (Rates) (Amendment) Regula- 
tions, 1967. 

GOVERNMENT NOTICES 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give 
notice of a Resolution to approve the lease to Town 
and Commercial Properties (Barbados) Ltd., of a 
parcel of land situate a t  Engineer's Pier, Aquatic 
Gap, in the parish of Saint Michael. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of 
the Hon. Prime Minister, hlinister of Finance and 
Minister of External Affairs, I beg ta give notice of 
a Bill to amend the Barbados Union Oil Company 
Refinery (Levy on Petroleum Products) Act, 1965. 

Hon, J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the 
Minister of Agriculture, Labour and National Insur- 
ance, I beg to give notice of a Bill to -nd the Na- 
tional Security Act, 1966. 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give 
notice of the following Resolution: - 

A Resolution to settle the rates of postage of 
parcels to the United Kingdom and to other places 
via the United Kingdom. 

Also, a Bill to amend the Motor Vehicles and 
Road Traffic Act, 1937. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, I beg to give 
notice that Oral Reply to Parliamentary Question No. 
22, asked by the hon. senior member for  St. James 
is ready. 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: Mr. Speaker, 1 also beg to 
give notice that a Reply to Parliamentary Question 
No. 27, asked by the hon. junior member for  St. 
George is ready. 



PRIVATE MEMBERS' BUSINESS 

QUESTIONS 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. junior member for St. 
Peter. His question re the Centre at Boscobelle Girls' 
School. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

1. Is Government aware of the hardships 
caused to young women residing at Boscobelle, St. 
Peter and St. Andrew; Mount, St. Peter and St. Andrew 
Gays, Diamond Corner, Castle and Moor Hill, St. 
Peter, who a re  desirous of taking courses offered 
under the Government sponsored Domestic Science 
Scheme through the closing of the Centre located at 
Boscobelle Girls' School? 

2. What was responsible for the cessationof 
classes being held at this centre? 

3. Will Govemment take steps to have such 
classes re-commenced with a s  little delay a s  possi- 
ble? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
Question re the staff employed at Cable and Wireless. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

1. Is Government aware that relations ex- 
patriate and local staff employed at Cable & Wireless 
(W.I.) Limited a t  Barbados are such a s  can cause 
serious disruption in the Island's communicationwith 
the outside world? 

2. Is  Government aware that an expatriate 
who once delighted in making reference to Local as 
"Black Barbadians*' is returning to the Island shon-  
ly to act a s  Area Managerof Cable & Wireless (W.I.) 
Limited? 

3. Will Government consider acting in the 
interest of Local staff and Barbados' reputation a s  a 
whole, by denying the saidexpatriate afurtheroppor- 
tunity to taunt locals? 

4. What percentage of staff at Cable &Wire- 
less (W.I.) Limited a t  Barbados a re  expatriates o r  
non-nationals? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
Question re U.S. Naval Facility. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

1. Do the wives of personnel attached to the 
U. S. Naval Facility a t  St. Lucy enjoy any special 
privilege granted by the Government of Barbados? 

2. If the answer to the above is in the affirm- 
aitve, have any attempts been made by such persons 
to abuse such privilege? 

* 
3. If the answer to No. 1 is in the negative 

however, can the Government state if there is a pos- 
sibility of such ladies depriving the Government of 
much customs revenue through exporting from this 

& *  

Island antiques and other goods covered by Customs 
Regulations? 

4. Will the Government seek to bring to jus- 
tice persons found to be involved in such a racket? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
Question rp members of the Royal Barbados Police @ 

Force. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

1. Since when were Permanent Secretaries -49 
entitled to the compliment of the "Salute" from mem- 
bers of the Royal Barbados Police Force? a 

,@+ 

2. Is  the Minister aware that a Police Officer, 
acting on the complaint of a Permanent Secretary, re 
No. 1 took i t  upon himself toorderthe transfer from 
the Bridge Police Station, of the full land police &- 
tachment stationed there? 

3. Had the Commissioner of Police disci- 
plined the Officer concerned? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. senior member for St. 
James. His question re Life Guard Service through- 
out the Island. 

Mr. CRAIG: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

Would the Government consider the advisability 
of taking over, improving and maintaining an efficient 
Life Guard Service throughout our Island? 

?if 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
question re work on the Holetown Bridge. 

Mr. CRAIG: Mr. Speaker, toenquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

Can the Minister state the reasons why work on 
Holetown Bridge in the parish of St. James, has not 
yet been started? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
question re a better garbage disposal system for St. 
James. a 

3 - 
To enquire of the appropriate Minister: - 
Would the Minister care to explore the possibility 

A 

of instituting a better garbage disposal system for  the 
residents of St. James? i. 



Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon, member. His 
question re a public bath and latrine at the fishing 
centre in Fitts Village, St. James. 

Mr. CRAIG: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
pdate Minister: - 

Would the Minister favourably consider e recting 
+ public bath and latrine at the fishing centre in Fitts 
Village, St. James? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
question re Street lighting in certain areas in St. 
James. 

Mr. CRAIG: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

Would the Minister favourably consider install- 
ing communal baths, and introducing street lighting 
in the districts of Greenwich, Durants' Village, Sea 
View and Olive Lodge Road in the parish of St. James. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
question rc, street lighting along Highway 1. 

Mr. CRAIG: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: - 

Can the Minister treat as  a priority the street 
lighting along Highway 1, between Porters and 
Mount Standfast, a street frequently used by hotel 
guests and workers leaving the hotels late at night? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His 
question r( the quality of evaporated milk products 
by the Pine Hill Dairy. 

To enquire of the appropriate Minister: - 

1. Has the attention of Government been 
drawn to complaints by both consumers anddealers, 
as  to the quality of the evaporated milk produced by 
the Pine Hill dairy? 

2. If Government is aware of such com- 
plaints, can the Minister say what improvements are 
envisaged in the future? 

REPORT OF SELECT COMMITTEE 
PRESENTED 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, I beg to present 
the Report of the Select Committee appointedto con- 
sider and report on the Bill to incorporate the Barba- 
dos Family Planning Association. 

The Report is as follows:- 

The Committee met on one occasion and it re- 
commended the passing of the Bill with the following 
amendment: - 

PREAMBLE 

Line 3 of the Preamble was amended by putting 
the word "Grace" in round brackets so that the 

words "Lady Grace Adams" would &ad "Lady 
(Grace) Adarns." 

Dated this 16th day of June, 1967. 

H. B. St. John, 
Chairman. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, I thinkthat the 
hon. member who has just spoken, reported on the 
Bill to incorporate the Barbados Family Planning 
Association. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon, member presented the 
Report. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, I wanted to draw 
to the hon. member's attention the fact that this Bill 
was considered by the Cabinet some time in April 
last year, and I was not dulyinformedof the meeting 
which took place on Friday, with the result that I did 
not attend that meeting having been informed of it 
for the first time at 1.30 p.m. of the clock. I want to 
draw to the hon. member's attention that Private 
Member's Bills have to be considered by the Cabi- 
net, and this Bill was considered by the last Cabinet 
in 1966 and there were certain amendments, not of a 
very substantial nature, decided upon. I therefore 
cannot subscribe to the passing of the Report as  such 
because that would be contravening the whole pmce- 
dure . 

Mr. SPEAKER: I consider that the hon. member 
was merely presenting the report at this stage. No 
doubt this Report will be duly printed and circulated. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: I take it that the Select Com- 
mittee will not yet be discharged. 

Mr. SPEAKER: I am grateful to the hon. mem- 
ber for informing me that he was not informed of the 
meeting until the very day of the meeting. I shall in- 
vestigate the matter and do my best to ensure that 
that does not happen again. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, it might well 
be that the amendment could be incorporatedwith the 
approval of the Committee. 

Mr. SPEAKER: At least copies of this Report 
have not yet been circulated. It is either that the 
Committee may meet again o r  i t  will deal with this 
Report as  an Interim Report, o r  when we deal with 
it in the House this amendment might be accepted. 
However, we must await the printing of the Report. 

BILLS READ A FIRST TIME 

On the motion of Hon. ,./. C .  TUDOR, seconded by 
Hon. C .  E .  TALMA, a Bill to amend the Barbaods Union 
Oil Company Refinery (Levy  on Petroleum Products) 
Act, 1965, was  read a first time. 



On motion o f  Hon. J .  C.  TUDOR, seconded b y  Hon. 
C .  E .  T A L M A ,  the Bill  to amend the National Insurance 
and Social Security Act ,  1966, was  read a f irs t  t ime. 

On motion of Hon. ,N. W .  B O X I L L ,  seconded by Hon. 
C .  E. TALMA;  the Bill  to  amend the Motor V e h i c l e s  and 
Road ~ r a f f i c  Act,  1937, was read a first t ime. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, before the 
House proceeds, I would just like to draw to the 
House's attention the fact that the Hon. Minister of 
Communications gave notice of a 'Resolution to set out 
the rates of postage of parcels to the United Kingdom 
and to other places v i a  the United Kingdom. 

This Resolutit CI has been circulated and hon. 
members would see from its nature that it has some 
urgency about it and, therefore, at the appropriate 
time, I will ask the House to deal with it. 

RESOLUTION OF SYMPATHY re SIR F U N K  
HOLDER'S DEATH 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to mo-re 
the following Resolution -&th respect to the death of 
the late Sir Frank Wilfred Holder, former member 
of the House of Assembly. The Rssolution read; as 
follows: - 

"BE IT RESOLVED that this House place on re- 
cord its profound sympathy at the death of Sir Frank 
Wilfred i-IoZ&:r, Kt., C.M.G., C.B.E., Q.C., B.A., a 
fonne r men.b:r of the House of Assembly; 

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that a copy of 
this Resolution be forwarded to his widow." 

Mr. Speaker, it was only two weeks ago that this 
House had the regretful task of moving a similar Re- 
solution as  regards the late Sir Jolp Chandler, who 
like the late Sir Frank Holder was a member of the 
House. No mermhr of this House o r  any Charnbcr for 
that matter would have pleasure in moving this kEnd 
of motion. However, the late Sir Frank Holder was 
one of the most distinguished sons of this country. He 
had served in this Assembly from 1930 to 1941 a d  
within that period, he represented so far  a s  I g s h m  
the constituency of St. AmAraw. SirFrankHolderwas 
a member of the Executive Committee of the Island 
also within that period 

The late Sir Frank Holder had only just passed 
his seventieth birthday. He was educated at Harrison 
College, Codrington College and eventually at the 
Middle Temple in the United Kingdom. During his 
practice of law, he served here and then in British 
Guiana where he reached the top of his profession. 
His wide humantarian principles he exemplifiedboth 
here and in British Guiana, later Guyana He served 
here as  Judge of the Asslstmr Cour: of Appeal and 
then Solicitor General from which post he went to 

British Guiana and served first a s  Solicitor General, 
then Attorney General and finally a s  Chief Justiceof 
the territory. After his service there he returned to 
Barbados. 

If Sir Frank's period of service had ended there, 
it wmld be en~xght to earn him his place in the his- 
tory of this colony but b v e  and beyond all that, he 
had wide interests in many features of human life, 
wide enough to bring him into contact with many 
types of men and women and boldly enough to bring 
him the humantarian record which he has earned. At 
one time he wa.3 Chancellor of the Province of the 
Wex Indiss. He wa.3 until very reczsdy President 
of the Arts Council and those who knew him i z  this 
capacity, know the great interest which he took in 
that capacity and the amount of time which he devoted 
to it. He had already been at several periods of his 
career intimately concerned with education in this 
Island and at the time of his death was a member of 
the Education Board of this Island. He rendered 
Sterling services on the Education Committee. 

Sir Frank H ~ l d e r  -MU: at the time of his death 
a member of the Privy Catmcil and those who had the 
honour of serving with him have attested not only to 
his wide knowledge of political affairs but also to his 
deep humantarian interest. 

Many people both here and in Guyana will no 
doubt remember him for his qualities and meekness 
of heart. This House m6re than anyotherbody deep- 
ly regret that such a distinguished son of the soil is 
no longer with us so as to be of further service to the 
community. We all deeply regret his passing. His life 
has been an example to all of us. 
3.15 p.m. 

The Resolution not only, Mr. Speaker, records 
the Hoxse's distress a,: his pa?sing, but certaidy it 
also records i ts desire that i ts distress be commu- 
nicated to Lady Holder. I begto move that this Reso- 
lution do now pass. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, so m a n y 4  
excellent, well-deserved tributes have bezn already 
paid to the late Sir Frank Holder, that there is nothing 
I can say that will not be arepitition. Those tributes -. 
heard in a broadcast and in the addwss today could 
hardly be improved on by anybody, but in addition, 
Sir, I feel i t  more intimately because at school at 
any rate there was hardly anybody whom I knew bet- 
te r  o r  who knew me better. For seven years we sat 
together side by side throughout the school. Iwent to 
Harrison College in 1910, found Sir Frank there as 
a junior in the Upper First. I went into the Upper 
First and a s  I said, sat by his side, and we sat by 
each other's side up to the Sixth Form when he left 
in 1917. We naturally exchanged all sorts of confi- 
dences; we hardly ever did any work; for one thing -3 
he was humoumus and very witty and we could al- 
ways find something to say about what was happening 
and make fun at ourdifferent masters andwe devoted 
very little time to books. On the playingfield, he was 
an admirable man and I mean that word in i ts fullest 



sense. He was in every sense of the word even in his 
schoolboy days a full man, and a rnm whom you felt 
would never let you down, who always played the 
game so that I say this with some deep feeling. When- 
ever after school ,we met whether it was in London 
British Guiana as it then was, we always sort of re- 
turned to our schoolboy days. We took life and the 
things a b u t  us in W same way that we used to take 
them at school and then had to recollect that there 
was serious work to be done. When he came back 
here, I did not see much of him but he was always 
the same. He was frank by name and nature and a 
really admirable man who believed in doing his duty 
to the community. 

I repeat there is hardly anything that has not 
been said about him that can be said now. He was one 
af the Best people in this generation. He entered the 
House a year o r  two before me. I think he entemd 
tb House in 1931 and I entered in 1934. I found him 
here as representative for St. Andrew who was al- 
ways forcible in his contributions to debates. He was 
& middle of the road man in politics. He was no 
Socialist and he was no conservative. He believed 
Wkt mcial reform had to be gradual and if at timer; 
he seemed b Im aiding with :he other man, i t  was 
not that he wa3 a conservative In any way but that 
he believed Mt pmgress should be gradual. He gaqe 
e m m e l y  good sewice to the Houm during the per: ~d 

43 was ?me and iP'was always a ?leasure' b> Zls- 
ten tn him t%:&~se he did not digress from the sub- 
ject in addressing the House. We appreciated the 
pdints me.& by those who differed from him hut he 
stuck to his particuI8r point and a s  it were showed 

and the other was wrong. He never - 
ng extraneous about this - failed to 

eee &at then? w&s mother point of view beside his 
own. Those who knew him best will miss him for 
*hat he was as a man andwhat he has done a s  a citi- 
zen of this country. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Before putting this question, I 
crave the indulgence of this House to associate my- 
self with the remarks and the tributes paid by the Hon. 
Leader of the House and the Hon. and Learned h a d -  
ar of the Opposition ts Sir Frank Holder. Sir Frank 
was a member of rliis House for m3ny years and I 
was a member of this House during some portion of 
ttre time that-he was a meink&. We practised at the 
Bar together anti I recall that during those trials 
v&ch arose as a rriMt of the disturbance6 of 1937 
that Sir Frank Holder was one of the prosecutors for 
& Crown rual we met onmany occasions on opposite 
difes as We had in private life, Sir Frank was always 
fairf &ays genemns, very agreeable and kind. He 
WAS truly one of the mbst illustrious sons of Bar- 
b&d6~' and I wifi ask hon. members to inadate their 
#&sing of this ~eaolution inthe usualGyby standing 
in their places for a period of two mfnutes. 

- 
(Membe~s stood in their places for two minutes.] 

I wilt direct the Clerk at the Table to forward 
a copy of this Resolution to Lady Holder. 

Hon. J. C, TUDOR: Mr, Speaker, in addition to 
that, t b r e  was a slight ~ m e m n t  which should I lm?  

been made. I should have inseaed "C.M.G., C.B.E." 
in the Resolution, but I believe I have left out the 
"C.M.G." and I wffl ask that it be put in. 

Mr. SPEAKER: If there is no objection, I will 
have that correction inserted (Af ter  a pause). There 
is no objection, and it will & done. 
3'25 p.m. 

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
the suspension of Standing Orders 5, 14, 16, 18, 19, 
40 and 45 for the remainder of today's sitting. 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: I beg to second that. 

The quest ion was  put and revolved in  the affima- 
t ive u7ithout diuision. 

QUESTION TIME 

Hon. j. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that Question Time be now taken. 

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

The quest ion was  put and resolued in the affirma- 
t ive without division. 

ERECTiON OF GENERAL BEACH FACILI- 
TIES A T  DOVER 

Mr. SPEAKER: It i s  now Question Time. I am 
advised that the Oral Reply has been laid to Question 
No. 22, standing in the name of the hon. senior mem- 
ber for St. James. 

Mr. CRAIG: Mr. Speaker, toenquire of the appro- 
priate Minister: 

Will the Minister consider erecting baths, toilets 
and general beach facilities at Dover Beach, Christ 
Church for the use of visitors, resfdents, fishermen 
and the youth of Maxwell Hill, Silver Hill, Maxwell 
Road, Dover Gardens, St, Lawrence and Sandy Ground 
who also use the pasture opposite the said beach a s  
a playing field? 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, the Reply to 
the hoa  member's question is as follows: - 

"The question of beach control anddevelopment 
is being studied by an adviser to the Government, and 
Dover Beach wiU be included in this study. The Gov- 
ernment has, however, already taken decisions on the 
basis of recommendations of a Committee of Senior 
officials submitted in 1965, to proceed with the pro- 
vision of facilities at River Bay, St. Lucy; Silver 
Sands, Christ Church, and Bath, St. John, which are 
among the more popular picnic avenues.,' 



Mr. SMITH: As a supplementary question, will 
the Minister &ate h w  many latrines and baths )will 
bt! erected in the finmcial year in the parish of St. 
Joseph? 

Mr. SPEAKER: I am afraid that I do not regard 
that question as  supplementary to the question asked 
about Dover Beach, Christ Church. 

Mr. ADAMS: Will the Minister give an assurance 
that no political considerations have entered into the 
choice of the places where he bas said these facilities 
will be erected? If I may repeat the places, Silver 
Sands, Ghrist Church; Bath, St. ,John; and River Bay, 
St. Lucy. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, the question 
of political considerations does not arise inthis case 
because it is a question of the people of Barbados 
who are  of primary importance. 

Mr. CRAIG: Would the Minister be able to say 
whether during this study, i t  is possible that they will 
have these facilities erectedat Dover, Christ Church. 

Hon. C. E, TALMA: I have already covered that 
point. I said that the question of beach control and 
development is being studied by an adviser to the Gov- 
ernment, and Dover Beach will be included. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Wi l l  the Minister deny 
that these three sites are  very fortunate in being se- 
lected in that at the last general Election, the pro- 
portion of voters for the present Government support- 
e r s  were in the ratio of 9 to 1, 7 to 1 and 2 to l ?  

Mr. SPEAKER: I do not regard that'question as  
arising from the question which has been asked? 

ABSENCE OF WATER HYDRANT AT PARISH 
LAND ST. GEORGE 

Mr. SPQAKER: The next Question to which the 
Oral Reply has been laid is QuestionNo. 27, standing 
in the name of the hon. junior member for St. George. 

Mr, HOPPIN: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the 
appropriate Mjnister: 

(a) . IS Gqwexqm.net aware of the danger the 
residents. ~f Parish ,Land, St. George will be faced 
with should a fire occur in o r  around that area be- 
cause there is no water hydrant? 

i ' '  - 
(b) If the answer to the above is in the af- 

firmative, will Government instal a hydrant and re- 
lieve the =stdents of this pending hazard? 

Hon. N. W. 9.OXILL: Mr. Speaker, the Reply to 
the hon. member's ~ue ' i t ion is a s  follows:- 

(b) %o fire hydrants have 'dready been in- 
stalled in the parish f;and area" 

Mr. SPEAKER: So f a r  as I amadvised, no other 
Replies to Questions have been laid. 
3.35.p.m. 

Hon J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to m3ve 
that Government Business be now taken. 

Mon. C. E. TALMA: I beg to second that. 
i 

The ques t ion  w a s  put and ~ e s o l v e d  in  the affimta- 
l i ve  without div is ion.  

THE PROPERTY INSURANCE (GOVERNMENT 
AND STATUTORY BODIES) ACT 1967 

Mr. SPEAKER: Government Business becomes 
the instant order of the day. The first i tem stands in 
the name of the Hon. and Learned Prime Minister, 
Minister of Finance and Minister of External Affairs: 
Second reading of a Bill to provide forthe establish- 
mznt of a fund out of which the loss of, and damage 
to, certain liabilities incurred by the Crown in right 
of i t s  Government of this island, and by certain 
statutory bodies are  to be satisfied and insurance 
premiums on certain public property are to be paid. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, some years 
ago i t  was discovered that the Government was pay- 
ing very large sums of money by way of insurance 
to provide coverage for Government buildings, motor 
vehicles and certain equipment owned by the Central 
Government. It was therefore considered that it was 
large enough for the Government to have i t s  own in- 
surance. Up to the present time, Mr. Speakear, the 
properties insured by the Government@restricted 
to Government Buildings, motor vehicles andcertain 
equipment owned by the Centrid Government, such as 
equipment under the control of the Department of 
Highways and Transport and so o n  

Statutory bodies especially public corporations 
have pointed out to us from time to time the large 
sums of money which they are paying out in insurance 
to private people. These large sums of money which 
hqve been paid to private insurance companies by 
these statutory bodies are not only a loss to the 
country because many of these insurance companies 
have their head officain other countries but further 
than that, the claims which are made do not justify 
the continuance of the insurance to, private busiaess. 

t 

The Government has therefore enlarged the 
scope of the Public Property Insurance Act of 1959 
to provide for ihe insurance of property held by ppb- 
lit corporations, As I have said, lots of thew statu- 
tory Boards enumerated.from time to tie the high 
premiums which have been charged to insure their 
properties and it is noteworthy that peqple never 
claim that the increase in the cost of living is as a 
result of these things, they always accuse the Gov- 
ernment for an increase in the cost of living. For  a 
long time these insurance companies have been hold- 
ing up this community to ransom. 



" I *  

A; fhEt?;,ye did not view t k s  request by these 
~ o a r d i  fit+ q y  &reat @gree of equanimity because 

- 4- were Mt a h-lj satiifiFd thit people treat public proper- 
with the r+speit thii was due. However, after 

?are&.I examiiaiioh'we have come to the conclusion 
*t some kind of saving may inure to these Statutory 
6oards 'if we allow them to take advantage of the 

> ,  
Public Property Insurance Act of 1959. 

All Public Propertj. will not be automatically 
e'ligible2to be brought unde'r the Government's Insur- 
k c e  Scheme. Thk-6 are some which i r e  more liable 
t~ series of claims than others. There are some 
whose operations are of a much more risky dimen- 
sion. 
I 

- We are therefore making an amendment at 
.t- - 

Clause 13 so that the Cabinet may delete any-sche- 
duled Statutory body from the first Schedule and in 
iike *manner may insert any body corporate estab- - lished o r  constituted by an Act. 

We are also making provision for the members 
of the standing Insurance Committees to'be a maxi- r ,. 
mum of five fnstead of three. 

We are also making amendments to Public Pro- 
perty Insurance Act of 1959 and the regulations there - 
in. 

1 - *- For the benefit of those hon. members, like the 
hd1.i. junior member for St. Joseph who is aIways 
talking of how much money the Government owes 
away, I would like to inform that hon. member that 
6 bringing 'in the Stahtory Bodies we would have to 
p h  aside a lot of money. Let us take the Housing 
Authority for instance. The Housing Authority has so 
to speak over 3,000 houses which cost between $9 
million to $10 million. 
3.45 p.m. 

The property of the Housing Authority is not now 
insured and will not come under the Committee. I am 
only quoting this as  an illustration, but the present 

3 
insured value is approximately $45 million without 
the property of any of the statutory corporations. 
You could imagine then how much money could be 
paid out in premiums to insurance companies with 
the exception of one as fhr as  1 know, all of them be- 
ing companies operating from outside of Barbados, if 
the Government did not underwrite these insurance 
themselves. 

Quite apart from this, I am very pleased to ln- 
form the members of this House that this one De- 
partment of Government - the Caribbean Currency 
Board - shows a reasonable profit, and I will be 
bringing before this House, if  my representation to 
the Prime Minister of a neighbouring country does 

, not bear fruit in 'a given time, c6rtain legislation on 
this insurance question. 

At the end of the last financial year, our invest- 
hents at market value was $2,000,668, this is the 
d u e  of the fund, o r  rather, ouroverseas stock alone, 
our total portfolio, was $2.000,668 and our overseas 

A stock was approximately $1.534 million. Indeed the 

hon. senior member for Christ Church i s  the object 
of great envy of this side of the House, because he 
has a complete innocence of financial matters which 
we must envy him for, and therefore he is deprived of 
the headaches which come from the unfamiliarity of 
financial matters. 

When I said "overseas stock" just now it caused 
some confusion and I would like to point out to the 
hon. member that in so far a s  insurance is concerned 
there is no country in the world, especiallywhen it is 
subject to visitation from hurricanes, etc. that does 
not invest overseas. For Barbados, we have ourport- 
folio spread outside to the tune of $1.5 million, so 
that if  there is a hurricane, you would have from 
outside the funds to draw upon to rebuild the coun- 
try. 

Mr. Speaker, the removable value of the irre- 
movable property which is insured under the National 
Insurance Committee is $33,000,000, so that means 
in rolling stock and movable articles and perishable 
articles the value is some $12,000,000. Naturally, the 
premiums on removables are much lower than that 
on things like rolling stock, Highways and Transport 
equipment etc. I beg to move that this Bill be now 
read a second time. 

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

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, this Bill, in the 
sense that I understand it, is to modify some pro- 
visions of the original Act which was passed as  long 
ago a s  1959, but in introducing the Bill the hon. 
Prime Minister ranged far and wide and gave us a 
general account on the high premiums charged by the 
insurance companies in Barbados. The hon. Prime 
Minister, as  Minister of Finance of this country has 
it within his power to rectify any such situation - as  
a matter of fact, it was one of the promises of his 
party, and of his Government, that they would intro- 
duce an insurance Act in this country, to ensure that 
only reputable insurance organisations would carry 
on business in Barbados. Despite that, there are  still 
a number of fly by night insurance companies who 
come here and receive premiums but who, when the 
time of settlement comes, it is very difficult to find 
them. 

I hope that Government would regard this as  a 
matter of urgency and would bring down a compre- 
hensive insurance Bill. I hope too that the Government 
in the regulations of the insurance scheme wouId see 
fit to look into the Statutory Boards and bring them 
under this scheme to institute a special scheme of 
insurance known as  fidelity insurance so as  to ensure 
the interest and integrity of their employees and 
board members. We, a s  awhole, see this Bill a s  only 
an attempt to improve the provisions of the 1959 Act 
in the light of the experience that elapsed between 
1959 to date and the running of the administration of 
that Bill. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: I would just like to inform 
the hon. member that the insurance Act is almost 
ready; it should be here withintwo orthree weeks as 
far  as I know, but the hon. memberwould appreciate 



that, contrary to their belief, this Government does 
consult with people who are  concerned with the 
enactment of legislation, i n t e k ~ t e d ~ a r t i e s ,  andpar- 
titularly we have had to consult with the insurance 
companies and this has necessarily taken along time, 
because the Head Offices of most of these companies 
are not in Barbados, and the local offices have had to 
refer this matter to the Head Offices. We want to 
avoid the unpleasant experience which another terri- 
tory endured when they introduced similar legislation 
on insurance. 

The question that the Bill be read a second time 
w a s  put and resolved in the affirmative without divis'ion. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that Your Honour do now leave the Chair and the 
House go into Committee on this Bill. 

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

The question was  put and resolved in the affirma- 
t ive without division. 

Mr. SPEAKER left the Chair, and the House went 
into Committee on the Bill,  Mr. YEARWOOD in the Chair. 

Clauses 1 to 16 inclusive were called and passed. 

The first Schedule was  called and passed. 

The second Schedule was  called and passed. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move 
that you do now report the passing of one Bill in 
Committee. 

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

The quest ion was  put and resolved in the affirma- 
tive without division. 

The CHAIRMAN reported and Mr. SPEAKER resumed 
the Chair and reported accordingly. 

On motions o f  Hon. J .  C .  TUDOR, seconded by Hon. 
C .  E. TALMA in each case ,  the Bill was  read a third 
time and passed. 

ORDER POSTPONED 

Hon, J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that Order No. 4, standing in the name of the Hon. 
and Learned Prime Minister, be the next Order of 
the Day under Government Business. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: I beg to second that. 
4.05 p.m. 

Sir Grantley Adams: You have askedhon. mem- 
bers to deal with this Bill. I got a copy of this Bill 
at about four o'clock yesterday evening. The same 
thing applies to other members on this side. I hear 
them complaining about it. 

D 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: If the Hon. Leader of the P 

Opposition has only got his c o b  ye ste'rday evening 
I can assure him that we onthis side Gal widi more 
business in a day th& what f o e r  leadkrs of the g - 
Government did. It is only necessary that a Bill 
of this kind would take time to deal with. We do not 
send out the papers. We are not the Clerks of the 
House. 

. . 
If the hon. member has not received the Bill 

until yesterday evening I would be very pleased to 
grant consideration of postponement of this measuk. II 

C 

I understand that the next Order which is a Bill 
to provide for the acquisition, deprivation and re- 
nunciation of citizenship of Barbados, has suffered 
the same fate, and I will grant a postponement of 
consideration of that measure. *: 7 

(A VOICE: Let the Hon. Prime Minister get up 
and say what he did just now.) 

m A  

The Government have no means of knowing when 
hon. members receive their papers and all that hon. 
members have tosayisthattheyhavenotreceived- a 

their copies yet, and we are quite willing to grant 
a postponement. 

If they say we have not received Order No. 5, 
also, the same thing would prevail. 

1P Mr. SPEAKER: I declare Orders No. 4 and 5 + * 
duly postponed. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: I beg to move that Order 
No. 6 be taken as the next item of Government Busi- 
ness. 

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

The question I P U S  put und r~solt lrci  in thr affirma- 
t ive without division. 

SUGAR INDUSTRY (REHABILITATION, PRICE STA- 
BILIZATION AND LABOUR WFLFARE) 

(AMENDMENT) BILL, 1967 --# 

Mr. SPEAKER: This Order stands in the name 
of the hon. senior member for St. Andrew, the W s -  
ter  of Agriculture. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I am asking 
leave of the House for the Hon. Prime Minister to 
deal with this Item in the absence of the Hon. Minister $ 

of Agriculture. 

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

Hon. E. W. BARROW: The history of this Bill 
and the amending Act which i t  amends goes back 3 
to the great days of World War I1 when the United 
Kisgdom by an arrangement with all the Caribbean 
sugar producing countries obtained sugar in bulk 
fromthese countries. It is not generally known that 



the present Commonwealth Sugar Agreement which 
we now have owes a great deal to representations 
made by people in Barbados, particularly the Sugar 
Producers who managed to rally around them the 
other sugar producers in the Commonwealth in order 
that they should have a long term arrangement 
between themselves and the United Kingdom Govern- 
ment for the purchasing of their sugar in order to 
stabilize wages. As a result of this representation 
there was a conference between the United Kingdom 
Mfniary of Food and Agriculture and the sugar pro- 
ducing countries of the Commonwealth and out of that 
conference the United Kingdom Minister of Food and 
Agriculture Act was passed. 

As a result of that agreement was entered into 
between the United Kingdom Government and these 
Commonwealth Sugar Producing countries that the 
United Kingdom Government purchase from these 
Commonwealth Countries some of their sugar at a 
price to be arranged and as  a condition precedent it 
was laid down that the Commonwealth Countries 
should set up a Rehabilitation Fund, a Price Stabili- 
zation Fund and a Labour Welfare Fund and pass 
legislation as to the disposal of these Funds. 

The 1947 Sugar Industry (Rehabilitation, Price 
Stabilization and Labour Welfare) Act, therefore was 
the result of the original discussions between the 
Commonwealth Sugar Producers and the United 
Kingdom. I do not want to go into detail as  regards 
the Commonwealth Sugar Agreement largely because 
it i s  irrelavent at this stage. 
4.15 p.m. 

This is a very serious stage in our economic 
history, because it is not generally known, and par- 
ticularly the public information in this country appear 
to indulge in the conspiracy of silence over the fact 
that the common agricultural policy of the Inner 
Six comes into force in 1970, which i s  just two o r  
three short years from now. When the policy of the 
Inner Six i s  implemented, it i s  going to mean certain 
very disastrous consequences to the exporters of 
sugar in the West Indies and other Commonwealth 
countries to the United Kingdom unless certain 
special arrangements are  made under the common 
agricultural policy. For instance, you have, Mr. 
Speaker, what you will describe a s  a proper price 
for agricultural products and you have a freehold 
price, and it is the avowed intention of the Inner Six 
the Benelux countries, together with Western 
Germany, France and all who constitute the European 
Economic Community, the six countries to be self- 
sufficient in agricultural products, so that the im- 
gartation of basic commodities from primary pro- 
ducers in any part of the world will not only be 
restricted, but in the final analysis eventually be 
curtailed altogether. 

As far as sugar is concerned, a s  long ago a s  12 
o r  14 years ago, the accrued prices and the freehold 
pdces were fixed - I am quoting roughly - approxi- 
mately 47 pounds per tonunder the last sugar agree - 
ment, The world market price for sugar is less than 
w e r  40 pounds per ton to produce sugar, and there- 

fore the world market price of sugar is far below our 
Eost of production. If therefore the special arrange- 
ments which we have under this Act which we are 
amending here today will be brought to a complete 
curtailment in 1970, the economic consequences of 
the West Indies can only be described a s  disastrous. 
The target price for sugar in the Benelux countries 
and the other countries in the European Common 
Market is E B 1  per ton, and under the common agri- 
cultural policy the exporting countries would feel it 
more. The importing countries have to put the dif- 
ference between the target price of E81 and the 
world market price, so that the difference alone 
to which all surplus should go into any country i r  
the European Economic Community. I deliberately 
did not say Common Market because this will only 
come about in 1980. 

This is the position that will concern common- 
wealth producers in 1970 if Great Britainis admitted 
and if  special arrangements are  not made for the 
preservation of these commodities which we have. 

One of the only things creditable that I can say 
that the United Kingdom has done for the under- 
developed countries in the Commonwealthis that she 
has made a real economic impact on the standards 
of living of these countries. It is true that in areas 
in which the world market prices happen to be above 
the negotiated price, under the Commonwealth Sugar 
Agreement2 the United Kingdom has made a lot of 
money out of us, but it is also t r ~ e  that we have had 
a certain amount of economic stability in the region, 
particularly in the West Indies, because of the fore- 
sight of the people were responsible for hammering 
out the Commonwealth Sugar Agreement, and I am 
very proud that regardless of race o r  colour there 
are people in this countrywho were the prime movers 
in bringing about this Agreement, but the other aspect 
of the Agreement which has benefitted us here in 
Barbados and in the other West Indian territories, 
has been the special love over and above the ne- 
gotiated price which the United Kingdom importers 
have had to pay, and this money did not go into the 
funds of the sugar producers, but was specially set 
aside under the Sugar Industry (Rehabilitation Price 
Stabilization and Labour Welfare) Fund, and as  far 
a s  I remember it started out something like this, if 
a person let us say, made about $13.20, $4.80 went 
into the Rehabilitation and $4.80 in the Price Stahili- 
zation Fund, and the balance of $3.60 went into the 
Labour Welfare Fund. From that $3.60 which had 
been paid by the United Kingdom housewife and the 
United Kingdom importer, all has not been used by 
the worker in the field, because this moneywas paid 
out at  the rate of E l  per ton. 
4.25 p.m. 

The purpose of this Billis to dealwith the pay- 
ments made by the consumers in Barbados, not by 
the consumers in the United Kingdom. We have 
instituted a 'policy, and when I say "we", I mean we, 
as  a Government. It has always been the policy of 
the Government that the people in Barbados should 
contribute towards their welfare. We consume about 
10,000 tons o r  11,000 tons of sugar in Barbados per 



annum and the $13.20 per ton has been paid into the 
three Funds in the same way that it is paid into the 
Fund by the importers in the United Kingdom. Let 
us assume that our annual consumption i s  19,000 
tons of sugar; there would be an amount every year 
paid into the Funds of $132,000, and this $132,000 is 
used for buttressing up the local sugars, in other 
words, subsidising them, so that the people with 
small incomes use this sugar. That is an accepted 
theory and the three Funds have ki:n used to subsi- 
dise the lower grades of sugar for the benefit of the 
lower income groups in the community. 

The object of this Bill is to make it clear that 
the money received by way of levy on sugar sold 
for local consumption may be used for such purposes 
other than stabilising the local retail price of sugar 
as  the Cabinet, with the approval of Parliament, may, 
from time to time, determine. Before we pass this 
amendment, it could only be used for the purpose for 
stabilising the price of sugar. Parliament will have 
the unfettered right from time to time to say, i f  there 
is any one overplus of money into the Fund in respect 
of locally consumed sugar, to what purpose it should 
be used. This i s  nothing to do with the allocation of 
sugar which is sold overseas because this money i s  
disposed of only with the approval of the Secretary of 
State for the Colonies and local Legislature, but 
there must be a certain amount of flexibility in the 
employment of this Fund because it i s  generated by 
the people of this country and the people of this 
country should benefit rather than the people over- 
seas. I beg to move that this Bill be now read a 
second time. 

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

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, I am 
glad that on this occation rather than one of the Minis- 
ters having to ask leave to take charge of a Bill 
standing in the name of the Hon. Prime Minister, the 
Hon. Prime Minister has come to move the second 
rea- of a Bill standing in the name of another 
Minister. We welcome the Prime Minister to the 
House today. This welcome, Mr. Speaker, i s  not, a s  
far as I am concerned, sarcastic because I am going 
to say that I particularly welcome the fact that the 
Prime Minister has taken the opportunity of intro- 
ducing a Bill which might well have been introduced 
in three o r  four minutes, and of making a long speech 
setting out the situation with the Commonwealth and 
the negotiations which are taking place at the present 
time, and the other mauers which he has discussed 
today. I welcome it all the more because much of 
what the Prime Minister has said has recently been 
said on political platforms of the Barbados Labour 
Party by more than one speaker of the Barbados 
Labour Party. Indeed, when he touchedon the posi- 
tion in 1970, the E 8 1  per tonwhichis the producers' 
price inside the European Economic Community - 
I am not accusing the Prime Ministerof reading the 
Newspapers o r  in any way getting information, but I 
can remember only too well saying the same thing 
myself and seeing it reported. 

We must be glad that the Prime Minister has 
taken the time off today to tell the House something 

about the most importantindustryin Barbados. I do 
not know if the reports of today's proceedings in the 
Press will be of the order that they use to be in 
former sessions of the House to the effect that the 
Opposition was not quite so vocal o r  effective; but 
if there are, the Prime Minister has done his best 
to alleviate some of the fears of those who do not 
share quite so warmly his sentiments in hoping that 
he will see Barbados free of cane blades. However, as 
to the substance of what he has said, we, on this 
side of the House, have been urging the Government 
to treat the question of the sugar industry and the 
European Common Market not purely as  anordinary 
threat but as  far as we can, try to meet the chal- 
lenges inherent in it. If Britain joins the European 
Common Market the tariff which Britain will have 
to pay for Commonwealth sugar, will make the price 
prohibitive. We are all agreed on that. At the 
moment the world price is not bright andit was E20 
above the Commonwealth sugar agreement price. 
(MEMBERS: That i s  not so.) Mr. Speaker, I have 
been corrected on this point, but the last world price 
which I saw myself was c32 per ton and not less than 
g 20 which I saw in print. I hope that the Prime 
Minister has such up-to-date information as will 
enable him to make the necessary correction; but 
whatever the price is, it i s  below one pound per ton 
which i s  the present market price. The reason why 
the European Common Market price i s  paid on that 
i s  that six countries are still the net importers of 
sugar, and their aim i s  to make the European 
Common Market self-sufficient in all agricultural 
products and that includes sugar. The price of C 8 1  
per ton i s  paid in order to get the domestic produc- 
tion expanded, but the fact i s  that the European Com- 
mon Market is still anet importer of sugar. Britain 
at the moment gets her sugar from the East 
apparently cheaper because the European Common 
Market price is very much lower than the price 
which she will have to pay i f  she becomes a member 
of the European Economic Community. 
4.35 p.m. 

It is therefore in Britain's great interest to con- 
tinue with the Commonwealth Sugar Agreement. I 
have no doubt that the Ron. Prime Minister will 
reply to that. He will be able to tell us whether 
they are urging this in case Britain goes into the 
European Economic Community. 

Britain would not be doing us a favour i f  it 
continued with buying our sugar. If they discon- 
tinued buying our sugar, beet sugar wouldhave to be 
paid for at a rate of nearly $400.00 per ton. That 
would be the case if they decided to get rid of the 
Commonwealth Sugar Agreement. As far  as  we know, 
Britain is going to do her best to continue the Agree- 
ment which they have with Barbados and the other 
Commonwealth Sugar Producing Territories. 

Even the countries of the European Common 
Market, we know, have ways of getting mpic J sugar. 
In the Latin American countries the growers of sugar 
have the benefit of a bigger pdce paid for their 
sugar because of the association which they have 
with France. 



-'4 Figstern C a w a n  Qugries, except Barbados, have 
tha . same nsla&n of associated states with Britain as  
S&W& bas with tbe countries of the European 
(=ommon Market. No doubt it would be easy f ~ r  them 
t~ abtain membership of the E. C. M., should Britain - become P member of that organization. If those 

---, isl* were to decide to apply for associate mem- 
berghips af the European Economic Market, they 
wo-dd be given for  their sugar apzice of hsJf as  much 
wain over the price given the Barbados Sugar 
SnFlustry* 

, That is the position that the whole Antigua Sugar 
Industry would be in, Havipg an associate statehood 

'--?- with ~ r i t k n ,  should Britain join the E. C. M., Antigua 
would be -able to rehabilitate their sugar industry 
much e+sier and we in Barbados would just be sitting 
here and dust talking of no more cane .blades. I hope 
such a day will come, so that the architects of des- 
f p c t i ~ n ,  those who believe only in the weapons of 
layeaking and not buildjng, will understand what they 
h&e done. 

.. . "I'hose who broke up the getting together of the 
Little Bight must be feeling very sorry now because it 
has been ?uggested that since the relatlpn of those 

We are, iq  the p~sition that we were growing 
I .  

perturbed ,at the thought that we are breaking off 
relationspg with those long established customs. It 
had come to a $me when everybody in Barbados 

8 

had @en affected, one way o r  the other, but the dis - 
-9 turbing, speech vhich the Hon. Prime Minister had 

made about the, &gar Industry. Now, he has come 
here,, today and revealed a knowledge which none 
of his earlier p,roqouncements could haye led any 
of us $to believe. he had. Today, the Hoa. Prime 
MinisLer has come here andgiven t& lie to those of 
us who thought that we would be breaking off re- 
l&ionship wiFh the Sugar Industry. 

3 If fo r  nothing else, this speech by thei Hon, Prime 
Vnis te r  would be giving the lie to earlier pronounce- 
w p t s  which he h;ts made and we hope that the grasp 
Q$ the facts ybich he  ha^ shown that he has,wiJl 
be translated inti sensible laid down policy by him 

23 
because "$e l y s  set himself over and above his 
Ministers. We can only take it that the Ministers are 
@re for his' convenience a@ he rules over them in 
~abi&f, eveeto the extent of their &aling with their 
porffolios. 

I 

&et the Hon. ~ r i & e  Minister tell the Hon. Minis- 
t& of Agriculture to lookat these things. After all, 
g & n t a s  of the E ,E .M. will be ln need materially 
of tropical sugar. The West Indies are not countries 
of any slight nature. They are to be highly praised 
for the very substantial market which they provide 
for British goods. 

2. There was a time when the market for motor 
cars revealed that the West Indies were virtually the 
largest importers of motor cars. In the way of a 
market for our sugar let them continue to make an 
effort to give us something. Britain needs our sugar. 

1 The European countries are in need of sugar. Let 
the Hon, Minister of Agriculture believe that this 

JI. 

island would strengthen especially Britain's entry 
into the E.E. M. 
4.45 p.m. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, when the Minister of Trade 
returns from London he will have some good words 
for us on the subject. I believe that when he left 
for London he was at least aware of some of the 
arguments which I have put forth here today, and he 
must certainly have been aware of the facts that tbt? 
Prlme Minister has given to the House. We, a s  far  
a s  the Bill is concerned, have no objection to its 
principle; we appreciate what was said and the Oppo- 
sition certainly does not intend to vote against the 
second reading of this Bill. 

Mr. SMITH: Mr. Speaker, this Bill, I do not 
think that anyone will think of voting against the 
second reading of this Bill, I also feel happy to 
welcome the Prime Minister with us this afternoon. 
Believe me, Sir, what makes me feel more happy, 
when I first saw him I had expected to see the black 
box, not seeing it made me feel more happy to know 
that all is well. He hadme smiling all the time with 
him, he may not have noticed it. Everyone knows 
what I mean when I mention the black box and what 
flies out of it at this time of the year. 

Now, Sir, relative to these funds, Rehabilitation, 
Price Stabilization and Labour Welfare, I had ex- 
pected the hon, introducer to mention the amount 
that is in the till, because he is asking for the green 
light, and I was expecting to know the amount that is 
there. I did not hear him say how much would be 
taken out of that fund, Sir. 

Also, Sir, I am referringnow to the RehabJllta- 
tion Fund. If I am going wrong, I know the hon. 
Minister will stop me and not let me take up the 
time of this Hon. House. I can remember some 
time ago, I know that factories and so on were getting 
theirs to rehabilitate their machinery and things of 
that sort, but the smallgrowers, theirswas so sha l l  
and the last Government wanted to give i t  to them, 
but they practically had to tell some untruths to get 
it, and when I say untruths, it meant that you would 
have to show a receipt that you have bought a mule o r  
a donkey o r  something, but I believe that has been 
changed. I have not heard anything since, if  these 
small cane growers are still in receipt of this small 
amount o r  if  it is still there for them, o r  what has 
happened. If I am wrong, I will be very glad if the 
Minister would stop me, but I know .that it would be 
some kind of money there for the small growers as 
far  as the Rehabilitation Fund is concerned. 

Now, some time around 1955 o r  1965 it was de- 
cided to establish a Sugar Workers Provident Fund, 
and there are  a lot of people, oldpeople, who are not 
working and who ask me what has happened, because 
the men went to them more than once taking names 
and just told them they wouldget something from the 
Sugar Industry and up to now they have not got it, so 
I would like to laow how far  they have got as  far a s  
the! Sugar Workers Provident Fund and the amount 
that is in the till. Upto last year they told the people 



they would read it, how much money there is for 
them in this Provident Fund, and about the Rehabili- 
tation Fund as far a s  the small growers are con- 
cerned, I would like to hear the Ministerin his reply 
on those two questions. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: I understand that the hon. 
member who has just strayed far and wide wants 
some information on the Provident Fund. I should 
have thought that instead of a lot of irrelevant and 
silly questions which we get from week toweek, this 
would be a subsequent matter. It i s  not my poafolio, 
but I can tell the hon, member that there is now a 
specid levy out of the Stabilization Fund - you will 
remember a couple of years ago the House agreed 
to this. Every year we have to bring down the re- 
alloaation of the levies and we have already based it 
for this year, for the past few years the levies have 
been $1 for the Provident Fund Scheme which we 
will probably transfer $150,000 a year to the Provi- 
dent Fund and 30C for severance payment. You will 
;remember that there is a stabilized payment about 
which the hon. member himself asked questions. 

You will remember early this year we came in 
with the Order and the Sugar Industry Rehabilitation 
Labour Welfare year 1966-67, in this session we 
came in with it, and this session not being this 
calendar year, but in this session since we started, 
and the amounts of the $4.80 rehabilitation and the 
workers do get what the hon. member used to call 
the horse money out of that, it does not go to the 
factories alone, the primary producers themselves 
axe entitled to i t  a s  well. The Price Stabilization 
Fund does not get the N 1  $4.80, because the fund 
is fairly large and the money has been reallocated 
so that $2.30 goes to the Stabilization Fund, the 
basic levy is $4.80, severance payments get 30# 
and Provident Fund gets $1.80. $7.10 and $6.10 
comprising the amounts which I have just quoted. 
4.55 p.m. 

There is some money in the Provident Fund. I 
cannot tell you how much it is. What I do know is 
that, for a large number of years, before we came 
into it, the sugar producers had an Agreement that 
whenever this Fund came into effect, they would pay 
all of the back money which they never had. Anyhow, 
Sir, that situation will be ~ c t i f i e d ,  but it does not 
look as if we can mcover this money to this Fund 
by paying up the money now. There may be a little 
more additional information which I cangive the hon. 
members from what I have here; but, as  I have 
already said, I cannot tell them what is the total 
amount of money available in the Fund. 

"On October 25, 1956, eleven years ago, the 
Governor-in-Executive Committee agreed inter a2ia 
that further discussions on the proposed Provident 
Fund for the bnefi t  of workers in the sugar industry 
should proceed .on the basis of finance being provided 
from a spedal levy of 40 cents per ton sugar, 290 
wine gallons fancy molasses, manufactured in the 
Island. The rate Waa increased to $1.00 in 1961. By 
agreement with the parties concerned, the levy was 

d 
A 

set aside by the sugar producers and held by them " 

until the enactment in 1& of ' t k  Sugar indubtry 
(Provident Fund Levy) Act which' p'Itooided for the 

(. 

collection of the levieS ' iri. ' h e  respective years b - 
1956 to 1964. It shoidd be dod?d that the PtoVident 
Fund Levy Act provided for the collection of the levy 
on all sugar and fmcy mdlas se s m a d  actured in the 
island during the years l956"f 964, this Included an 
annual amount of 11,000 tons for local consumption, ' 
and appears therefore to be in conflict with' the 
provisions of the Sugar Industry(Rehabilitatiod~'Price 
Stabilization and Labour Welfare) (kd ~ o & u r n ~ -  F 

tion) Act, 1952, which requires that the entire levy, 
# 

C 

namely, $13.20 collected on sugar manufactured 
locally for local consumption, should be paid to the 
Crown in right of i ts  go$einment of this Island for 
the purpose of stabilizing the price of such sugar." +- 

Some of this money was paid to the Comptroller 
of Supplies out of this 11',000 tons and tfierefo* we 
hope to recover the' sum of $22,000 and' another 
sum of $300 thmsand from the Comptroller of Sup- 
plies for the benefit of th&Provident Fund and the 
Severance Payment Fund. Mbney could have been 
paid to the Comptroller of Supplies by mistake C 

because of a conflict in the reading of the two Acts. 
I can assure the hon. rrfemQr that that i s  'really * 

the outcome of the Bill which we are dis- 
cussing, because of the mispayment to the Compi 

L 

troller of Supplies. The Phvident Fund shouldhave . 
some money available, and I do not see any mason F 

why the Provident Fund Levy Act should ridt be * 
amended. We have been urging the employment of 
the Fund for some time, but it i s  being pushed about 
by the Sugar Producers' Federation. They nowwant 
an expert to come in andworkout the actClal figures 
as  to how the disbursement all be made and3th&t 
sort of thing; We have been urging them very - 

strongly that something should be done. As  far  
as  I can understand, it is the feeling by some people 
that it should be merged vSith the National Insurance 
Scheme, and the Barbados Workers' Unionparticular- 
ly feels, both sides feel, that the Provident Fund 
should be paid separately. We willnot be caught into E 

any cross-fire between tMe Sugar Producers* and the 
people in the Wo&ers' Won.  We k e l  thafif they* 
should get an actuary that would be satisfdctoxy to a 

us, but the Sugar Protiucex+s themselves feel that 
there i s  no justificaddnfot my Provideht Funddhch 
view is not shared by the workers. They have made 
less of a case than before, but I want to assure 
hon. members of the vdte Of the hgislature in 
accordance with the Sugar Ibdustry (Rehabilitatioli, 
Price Stabilizatibn and Labour Welfare)' Act, 1947. @ 

* 

The motion toas put and carried. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg tb  move 
that Your Honour do now leave the Chair, and the 
House go into Committee on this Bill. 3 : 

5 

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

The question was put and redolved in the affirma- i 
a- 

tive without division, S 
i 
f 

&a 



.', 
A I T .  S P E A K E R  l e f t  the Chair, and the House went 

. into Committee on the Ri l l ,  Mr. YEARWOOD in the Chair.  
-*, 

Clnuscs  I to 4 inclusirv  rrere ca l l ed  and pa.saed. 

On the motion o f  Hon. . I .  C .  T U I I O K ,  seconded b y  
Hon. C .  E .  T r l L U d ,  the CII.4K4lrllZ' reportrd t l ~ ~  p(1.u.v- 
i n g  of the Kill in Committee. 

HJ i. j. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that this Bill be now p a d  a third time. 

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

w 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that this Bill be now passed. 

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

m 

& a, SUGAR FACTORY WORKERS SEVERANCE 
PAYMENTS (AMENDMENT) BILL, 1967 

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the day 
stands in the name of the hon. senior member for 
St. Andrew, the Hon. Minister of Agriculture. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: I am asking leave of the 
House that this Item be taken charge of by the Hon. 
and Learned Prime Minister in the absence of the Hon. 
Minister. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Speaker, this Bill 
has the same objects behind it as  the last one which 
we passed and in that Bill I think I gave a reasonable 
background. As a matter of fact, I think I was 
accused of giving too much information. I would not 
bore hon. members with any more details and I beg 
to move that this Bill be now read a second time. 

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

, Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, I do not object 
to the passage of this Bill. All that we wonder is the 
reason why since 1965 whep the Severance Payment 
Act was passed, that the Government didnot provide 
for payments into this Fund from the Price Stabiliza- 
Fund. That is our question. 

Our understanding is that the Labour Welfare 
Fund is for the benefit of people working in the Sugar 
Industry and my understanding is that a paxticular 
use was laid down for the money which accrued to 

4 that Fund. I believe there was a shortage of capital 

for the provision of housing for the pe'ople and the 
Housing Board used to get a part of i ts funds out of 
the Labour Welfare Fund. 

The Price Stabilization Fund is in a healthy 
state. I wonder if some money could not be used 
from that Fund. I do not know if  the Hon. Prime 
Minister would give an explanation as  to all this. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: M r .  Speaker, I think I 
have pointed out already the use of all these Funds. 
Perhaps the hon. member must have been thinking 
more of the economic side than the welfare side. I 
pointed out that the Labour Welfare Fundwas raised 
by forty cents a ton. In1956, the decision was made 
in order to set up this special use of this Fund. 

From 1960, it was increased from 1.6 to accom- 
modate the Provident Fund Levy for sugar workers. 
It was originally $4.80. You took out $1.00 and left 
$3.80. Then it goes on in that way until 1965 when 
you decided that you wanted some money for the 
new scheme. 

From time to time we have taken some funds 
away from the Price Stabilization Fund. It was in 
1965 that the Provident Fund was set up. It was 
decided that 50 cents should be takenout of the Price 
Stabilization Fund. That reduced that fund to $3.30 
and this money would increase the Labour Welfare 
Fund by 50 cents. 

I think I see the difficulty of the hon. senior 
member for Christ Church. He is wondering why not 
take the money out of the Labour Welfare Fund 
which i s  a fwd set up to assist the workers. I 
think that i s  the difficulty of the hon. member. The 
explanation i s  very simple. The three funds are 
funds which were set up by the Government in the 
United Kingdom. Any room for manoeuvre i s  only 
in the means laid down. 

In order to get these funds, the United Kingdom 
enforced the payment of these special levies on the 
Commonwealth countries through an Imperial Act. 
If we want to make an adjustment, we have to ask 
the Secretary of State to make the adjustment to 
what we want to change. The reason is because the 
$13.40 which accrues to the funds is over and above 
what they pay us for each ton of sugar. 

The Government has a wide discretion a s  to the 
allocation of this fund provided that it i s  something to 
do with the welfare of the workers. We do not have 
any discretion to set up any new fund. It is six 
Patty and four for Knights. 
5.15 p.m. . 

What we did before was to transfer from the 
Stabilization Fund and put it into the Labourwelfare 
Fund and every year we have had, under the Sugar 
Industry Workers Severance Payment Act of 1965, 
the money was taken from the Price Stabilization 
Fund, but now the money will be taken from the 
Labour Welfare Fund, because in each and every 
year we have a reallocation of the $13.20, so since 
we have $6.10 a s  agreed to in this for the Welfare 



~ u n d ,  we can take the money direct from the Labour 
Wehare Fund and we do not have to go through the 
procedure every year of subtracting the 50$ from 
the Welfare Fund because we have now made the final 
adjustment, $2.10 this year for the Stabilization Fund, 
$1 for the Provident Fund, and the rest in the Sev- 
erance Payment Fund and in the Labour Welfare Fund 
respectively. 

The question that this Bill be read a second time was 
put andresolved in the affirmative w2hout division. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that Your Honour do now leave the Chair and the 
House go into Committee on this Bill. 

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

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

Clauses 1 and B were called and passed. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move 
that you do not report the passing of one Bill in Com- 
mittee. 

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

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative 
without divisw n. 

Mr. SPEAKER: The Chairman has reported to 
me the passing in Committee of one Bill. 

Hoq. J. C. TUD0R:Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that this Bill be now read a third time. 

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

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

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that this Bill do now pass. 

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

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

Mr. SPEAKER: Accordingly, I declare this Bill 
duly to have been passed 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that Order No. 3 be the next item. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: I beg to second that. 
The question waa put and resohed in the affinnative 

without division. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Accordingly, the instant Order of 
the Day is Order No. 3 which stands in the name of 
the hon. Leader of the House and it is to move the 
passing of a Resolution to give effect to the Civil 
Establishment (General) (Amendment) (No. 8) Order, 
1967. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, hon, members 
will see that this Resolution is in two parts. In the 
first place, it makes provision for certainadditional 
posts in the Legal Department, and secondly to make 
an adjustment within the Prime Minister's Office, 
the Ministry of Home Affairs. 

In detail, the following additional posts are re- 
quired for the Legal Department: 

1 Senior Crown Counsel 
2 Parliamentary Counsel 
2 Crown Counsel 
2 Assistant Crown Counsel 
1 Clerical Officer 
2 Stenographer/Typists 

This additional staff becomes necessary toena- 
ble that department to cope not only with its current 
volumt? of work, but with the increasing volume of 
work caused by new departments within Ministries 
and by reallocation of work arising from certain 
Ministries. When you compare this legal Department 
in Barbados with that of other territories, it appears 
that we have no less a volume of drafting and other 
work to do than i s  done in other territories, and 
certainly more rapidly than that of other te rritorie s, 
the requirements therefore in administration of the 
office is the need for increased personnel, and it i s  
also the responsibility of the legal Department to 
advise the Interim Commissioner who has taken over 
legal Department to advise the Councils. All in all, 
it i s  felt that the increase in staff i s  far from being 
extravagant but i s  the minimum consistent with 
efficiency. 

So far a s  the second part of the Resolution is 
concerned, this is designed to remove the post of 
Government Security Officer &om the Ministry of 
Home Affairs to the Prime Minister's Officebecause 
matters connected with that Officeis duties are in- 
deed the responsibility of the Prime Minister's Of- 
fice. I beg to move that this Resolution do now pass. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: I beg to second that. 
5.25 p.m. 

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, the Oppo- 
sition welcomes this Resolution. To begin with the last 
proposal first, the reni6val of the post of @overnment 
Security Officer from the Ministry of Home Affairs 
to the Prime Minister's Office, a s  far as  we are  
concerned, the subject is traditionally dealt with by 
the Head of the Government. The Government might 
find itself having to invegtigate i ts own Ministers, 
and the logic has always been that the Prime Minis- 
t e r  should, in the last analysis, be responsible for 
this subject. We a= glad to see that Barbados is 



coming into line with these logical posirions. We 
hope, however, &at we will not have to malte my 
accusation that such security is being used dar poli- 
tical ends. We hope that the Prime Minister will 
organize the same oversight in this case a s  he ex- 
pressed at the Independence Conference in London. 
We Wpe that Barbados will never see security like 
that of Zanzibar where a relatively small number of 
men, about 200, can take over the Governmcntwhers 
we will have a situationwhere buffoonery will become 
the order of the day. I hope we will always be in a 
position where the subject of the Government Security 
will not be undermined. Speaking for the Opposition, 
we will never be any threat to the Security of Bar- 
bados. 

Indeed, in so far a s  the two-party system is a 
part of our Constitution in the broadest sense, axad 
not a s  it is narrowly laid down by the wrfrten docu- 
ment, in so far a s  the acceptanceaf more than one 
political party i s  concerned, that is regarded as  an 
essential bulwark of our Constitution, Me hope that 
security will investigate any attempt at making Bar 
barbs a one -party state, except by means of the Bal- 
lot Paper at electionYrne.1 can only say that I am glad 
tp see that the office, which as  all of.us who have 
dealings with the law will be well aware, is grossly 
under staffed will get the staff which is commen- 
surate with the amount of work which i t  has to do. 
Before I sit down, there is one particular aspect of 
the work to be done by the Legal Department to which 
I would ask the Government Minister to pay parti- 
cular attention, and that is the position with regard to 
the publicalion of the laws of Barbados, both the 
borrnd volumcs and the future pxsition. TIE laws of 
Barbados have often been revised in t h  later ImY 
of the 19th century. in every twelve years the House 
of Assembly would have to pass a cornpletelynew set 
of laws for Barbados, The current consolidated vol- 
umes of 1887 would probably be passed in 1842 but 
in those days copies of laws were not easy and they 
would re-pass these acts some years later. l do hop 
that with these additional posts, the Government will 
pass these new laws in such a form as  will enable 
them easily to be kept up to date in the way for ex- 
ample, that they we= kept during the old West Indies 
Federation, namely, the loose-leaf fonn, in which 
amendments to Acts when passed, will be printed 
embodying the amendment which will be placed in the 
volume of the law which is i ts  rightful place. 

That obviates the necessity of printing several 
vohxnes in every year. It wil l  be easy for the ik- 
partment itself to keep its laws up to date; i t  wlll be 
easier for legal practitioners to carry on theirwork 
and it wil l  also beeas ie r for tb  Csurte. Every, p c -  
titlomr is aware of the difficulties of fiadingthe ap- 
propriate act when it was amended. The Attorney 
General's copy has not been brought up to date and 
such excusefa are heard. I would appeal to tbe Prime 
Minister particularly because I am sum that, with 
his experience, he is aware of what can be done in this 
respect. I have already spoken to the Minister who 
introduced this Resolution asking, him to make ir 
p s s i b l e  for subsidiary legislation which refers to 

such 1egislMion a s  has been passed, to have an index 
of the legislation to wMch it refers. The MinisGex 
has intimated his agreement to have these steps taken. 
As far  as I am concerned, we are  in support of this 
Re solution. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, the necessity for 
the expansion of the Legal St@ in the At tomy  
General's Office would not surprise any person who 
has any casual knowledge o r  acquaintance of how 
efficiently the Attorney General's Office works. It is 
no surprise to me that it is onlynow since we have a 
new Attorney General, that we have to consider these 
proposals. However, Sir, there is one thing which 
digturbs me somewhat with respect to these prop- 
sals, and it is that the Govenunent has again, in the 
grade of Cmwn Counsel, peqetuated the system of 
long ~ r v i c e  in arriving at She maximum salary, 
which has provedin the *st to be a great discourage- 
ment to people who are  entering the Government Ser- 
vice. 
5.35 p.m. 

15 one looks at the existing Legal Departmezlt in 
Barbados, one w'ould see that in the Attorney Gener- 
al's Office as  well a s  the legal departments of Gov- 
ernment, particularly the Magistrates, one finds the 
posts of Senior Crown Counsel and Crown Chase1 
are pemrbed over certain matters. I can see the 
grievance of the post of Senior Crown Caunsel. 

It is a vexed question. At  a fixed salary, it may 
be possible to recruit theofficerto thepost but there 
are other posts in the establishmentwhichthe salary 
position has to be changed drastically. The attitude 
of the Finance Department towards these posts have 
to be changed. 

If I am incorrect, I would like to be corrected 
because the salary points have been a matter affect- 
ing the recruiting of Magistrates who are  in the 
same scale a s  Crown Counsel, No man is going into 
the service if you tell him he has to come in with 
length of service and then he hss to serve for many 
y e w  befom he gets -to the top grade of the past. 
There is a drastic dearth of Magistrates. By your 
actions a s  regards salary, it means that you are 
going to deplete the Magistrates further. 

Already, there is the need of more than one 
Magistrate. So serious is the shortage that two Mag- 
istrates have to be in three courts. AlI of this is 
caused because of the fact - this ismy opinion - that 
you are  asking a man to come in at too low a salary. 

Attentton has been drawn to that by the Civil 
Service Commission. The Comhlission is willing to 
recruit people at the appropriate grade having re- 
gard to tbe qu;aljfications and the ability of the man. 
M,  tb financial Department cannot recommend the 
person but them is some other authority in the Min- 
ietw O$ Finance which says that we do not approve 
of the appointment at  that particular salary scale. 

If you are to have any hope of filling this posts, 
i t  is only by getting that person from the existing 



Magistrates and then the Government wuuki have to 
make up its mind as  to the question of salary. It is 
true that the last salary mvisian was only put into 
force a few months ago. It m y  be cerntrary to the 
very recommendations of the salaries Commission- 
er, but if it is the aim of the Government to recruit 
people who have had pcactical experience over a 
number of years arki then expect that such persons 
a re  going to come in and sweat it out starting from 
the minimum before reaching the maximum in the 
Magistrate's scale o r  the Crow Counsel's scale, it 
seems to me that the Government is in for a hard 
time to recruit these people. 

- The scale set down for Crown Counsel Ps 
$5,580 - 9,000. By the time the' next sa la ry  scale 
comes around the person if he started at the minimum 
would not reach the maximum. I understanct.tht we. 
had an officer in the Courts who up to the time he 
retired never reached the maximum of any grade that. 
he was in. He has never actually reached the maxi- 
mum salaly because by the time he was reaching his 
maximum, a new salary scale would come up. This 
certainly would prevent old practirione rs from taking 
up services in the Government. 

In our Constitution now, the Director of Public 
Prosecutions is subject to no cuntrol by anyone and 
the time has come when arrangements sbo3d be made 
for a special office for the Directorof Public Prose- 
cutions and separate staff for the Crown Counsel 
would have to be given, I am not accusing anyorie of 
anything, but provision would have to be made -for 
that si, that the Director of Public Prosecutions would 
be separated from the office of the AttorneyGene&., 
The time has come when this question has got to be 
looked into. The only person who did not unckrstmd 
how to run an Attorney General's office was the last 
Attomsy General. 

Sir, I am glad that this post has been cxeated 
and I hope the Government will lookirito the question 
of recruitment. I know that they will have an extreme- 
ly difficult task to get this Senior Crown Counsel 
unless they do something quickly to reduce this 1- 
salary scale. 

The question that this Resolutwn be passed was put 
rmd resolved in the affirmative without division. 

. ? 

Mr. SPEAKER: The next Order of the day- is 
Order No. 2 which stands in the name-of the Mon. 
Leader of the House. 

RESOLUTION re INCREASE RATES SURFACE 
PARCEL POST TO UNITh;D WIGW;)M .q - + 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Spmbx, I draw the 
House's attention to the  solution w b h - t b  Has 
Minister of Communication aod Works gave 
of earlier today and to which I glve s o m  urge-- 
I said that I would proceed with i t  t&ey,hAajl &its 
stages and we should like to deal -.vith it nelct. 

IFZ 
R 

L themfore ask leave rlf the House that the Hon. 
Minister .of CornmunicarCon now &d with rhis Reso- e 
ltitioa: ~Re$dved that with effecE from the first  day of 
Jdy, 1967, the postage af parcels to the destinations 4 
set out in~columa f of the Schedule hae;reto shall be at 
the rates set out immediately apposite suchdestina- 
t ims  according to the paundage set out immediately 
opposite such d e s t i n a t i o ~  according to the poundage - 
in colutms 2, 3, 4, 5 and. 6 thexeof, and that the 
Schedule to Resaluticm No. 113/1966 be varied ac- 
cordinglyi 

There being RO o h i ~ ( ~ f i o n ,  1 ~ n o e  Iras grmted the Hon. 
Minister. 

5.45 p.m. 

Honi N. W. BOXILL: Mr. Speaker, Sir, as  the 
akkndum. sets out, the Resolution provides for an 
increase in the rates for surface parcel post to the 
United. Kingdom and viq the> United Kingdom conse - 
quen6 an the recenc increase in the United Kingdom 
terminal chrirges. 

, What has happened, this is one of the things that 
we could not get out of. The Postmaster General has 
advised that the Post Office, Item No. 2 is showing 
a debit balance of approximately $1,430. Revenue 
under this item is derived from the difference in the 
terminal credits on parcels, credits between this pos - 
tal alminisrration and other postaladministrations. I 
do not want to how the House, but what has happened 
i s  that before when yousent a parcel to England o r  
Europe it generally goes via England, surface mail 
to Canada usually goes to Trinidad and will then go 
over. As a result of this, the Postmaster General has 
found out that the Post Office was operating at a loss 
on these parcels to the tune of $1,430. The new rates 
that will go. into e fkc t  are all set out in the Adden- 
dum. In view of that, Mr. Speaker, I beg to move that 
this Resolution do now pAss, If there is anything 
rnembens would like explained I wili be willing to do 
SD* 

' Hon.4 C. E. TALM: I beg to second that. 

Mr. HUSBANDS Mr. Speaker, I am in agreement 
with the bsulution. I am not talking to the Minister 
at all, but there is a matter ~ l a t i n g  to the Po& Of- 
fice and to-the l o b  of parcels, Every now and again 
someone comes to me and gives me informstionthat 
a parcel was shipped to a relative in the United 
Khqdom o r  elsewherce, and I am given tounderstand 
thgt under the International arrangement, that loss2is 
not wcovered It has been mrrlng me for some xime 
d. there must be some sort of solution, I think -that 
by the same token by. W c h  them can be an internal- 
tional arrangement *re ~ u o h .  losses are not + 
covered, by fhat .Same possibility, there can be the 
p n s s U t y  of rnakbg some provision of some inter- 
natkmal iasuramcq.,beween the national Pb8t Offices 
whereby ~ u c h  losses-may be recovenxi. 

L-- df a tartp santlr;: !to EU ~ ( W I  in Landon, maybe mrne 
rum, some r n d ,  cbgs that 'her son would lllae to 



. 
enjoy and they go astray, under this international 
agreement they are not recovelced for all time. We. 
cannot say that it is good enough, we must be imagin- 
ative and if little Barbadqs can find a way of properly 
suggesting some sort of international insurance for 
the recovery of such parcels, I think little Barbados- 
will be lea- the way in a big way, and Sir, I hold 

- that out to the Minister, and I hope that he takes it 
for what it may be worth, and I think it can be worth 
something in the foreseeable future. 

Mr. SPEAKER: Accordingly, I declare this Re- 
< solution duly to have been passed. 

Apart from those two items which by agreement 
has been deferred until the next meeting of the House, 

1 so far a s  I can see, there remains outstanding only 
under Government Business NO. 2 which is in the 
name of the Hon. Leader of the House and it i s  to 

% move the House into Committee of Supply to grant 
sums of money for  the service of the Island. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I beg to move 
that Your Honour do now leave the Chair and the 
House go into Committee of Supply. 

* ;J" Hon. C. E. TALMA: I beg to second that. 

T h r  ( / i r ~ . s t i c n  mrs put nnrf renol/ .rd in tltc offirmcltiw 
without tlic ih io )~ .  

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, when the 
House was in Committee on the last occasion, I was 
not in the island, and I understand that there was 
quite a lot of debate on this Resolution. As i s  cus- 
tomary, the Opposition sets out to misrepresent the 
fact of the Government. I have had the advantage of 
reading the debate, and 1 will not take part in a debate 
of this kind unless I know about it, and I have had the 

rl advantage of seeing the proof of the Parliamentary 
report and all the observations made by hon. mem- 
bers. 

, 5.55 p.m. 

(Mr. HUSBANDS: That is wrong) 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: When the hon. memberbe- 
comes the Speaker of this House he can say what is 
right and wbsx : s wrong. Any hon. member caw see 
the proof of a parliamentary dew. Anyhow, Sir, I 
have bad that advantage. In the first place, the Gov* 
~ernment is under PO legal liability to make any award 
in this case. I want to make that point clear. The 
Hon. Leader of the Opposition has said tha$ this was 
not an ez-gratis payment. The crown Law Officers 
advised that the Resolution could only be brought 
forward in the form of an ex-gzatia payment. Then? 
is no legal liability against this Government for the 
payment of any part of the damages arising out of 
the case in Court. That is irrefutable and cannot be 

contradicted by any legal authority either here o r  
elsewhere. The hon. member said that this was no 
ez-gratis payment but we could only have come down 
with this Resolution by means of an ez-qratia pay- 
ment. The time when the Government knew of rhfs 
case was on the 30thAugust, f 965; that is nearly 4 1/2 
years after the alleged accident taok place. If I did. 
not do my homework and the numerous letters were 
consigned to the dust bin as they used to be before, 
this matter would not have beenengaging the attention 
of the House today, &cause I would neverhave dealt 
with it. I have the letter here today in order to put 
the record straight. This letter was addressed to the 
Hon. Eb W. Barrow, Premier of Barbados, and i t  
reads as  follows: - 

, 

"Sir, 

I, Wooley 0. Layne of Water Street, Christ 
Church, in the Island of Barbados in the year of our 
Lord 1965, do petition through you to the Govesnme~ 
in this most crucial time of distress. 

I am a postman attached to the Christ Church 
Post Office. I was involved in an accident while on 
duty riding a motor cycle delivering letters. 

A Civil Suit was brought against me in the Su- 
preme Court and judgment was entered in favour of 
the plaintiff for the sum of $16,000 and costs $130. 
The plaintifi has distrabed upon my house and pm- 
perty for the sum of $12,000approximatelywMchthe 
Third Party Insurance has not covered. 

The property is now in the h d s  of the Provost 
Marshal for sale, I hereby beg that you put f o m d  
a timely hand in t@s issue andgrantme grace to pay 
the plaintiff, Mr. Merton Best, the said money by 
monthly instalments a s  I am most willing to do. 

,I have a family of five and find i t  very difficult 
in getting a house to accommodate us  withhmiture, 
etc. So I pray that you give this your speedy consid- 
eration and salvage me from pending exposure an8 
disgrace, 

1 am, 
Sir, 

Your Obedient Servant, 

WOOLEY 0. LAYNE 

What nonsense is this I now read? I said that if 
Mr. Layne was insured for Third Party Risks, the 
Insurance Company should normally pay the damages, 
although there is a limitatin. Tlae permanent Secre- 
tary, Home Affairs, should ask fox @report from the 
Registrar on the case and also from the Post Master 
General as  soon a s  possible as to whether Mr. Lsyne 
was on duty when the accident accurred The Regis- ' 

trar, on the 30th November, 1965, gave particulars 
of the suit pointing out that the suit was adjudicated 
on the 28th November, 1964, and that the Supreme 
Court ordered that the plaintiff recover from the 
defendant the sum of $16,130 and costs to be mxed. 
Costs were subsequently taxed at $1,361.15. 



Qn the 17th December, 1964, a writ of execution 
for $11,330 was issued to the Chief Marshal and the 
Registrar was informed by the Chief Marshal that the 
writ of execution was levied on the property of Os- 
ford Layne situate at Water Street, Christ Church, 
a d  consisting of an estimated 2 roods of land togeth- 
er with stone wall dwell- house and appurtenances. 

We then got a full raport from the Postmaster 
General that the accident had not been reported. As 
a wsult of receiving that notification from the Post- 
master General that the accident had not been re- 
ported, I issued instruations to all Government De- 
partments ,for the information of all Government 
employees that immediate notice must be given to 
Heads of the Departments that all accidents inwhich 
Government employees happen to be involved during 
the couse of their duty, regardless of whether the 
vehicle they were using at the time was their own 
private property o r  the property of the Government. 
There appears to be some supersitition among Civil 
Servants that if they a re  involved in an accident using 
their own private vehicle it is none of the Govern- 
ment's business. They do not realise that they will 
be exposing the Government to substantial damages 
provided that they were acting in the course of their 
duty. This direction went out a s  a result of my dis- 
covery that it was not t b  habit to report accidents 
when people were using their ownvehicles. The Head 
of the Department did not take the report of the 
accident seriously when the Government vehicle was 
not involved. Mr. Layne Said that he informed the 
Postmaster General that he was late in gett* in 
because of the accident. If I had to be in that Post 
Office, probably because I have a knowledge and ac- 
quaintance of the Law Courts, I would have asked 
what kind of accident it was, was anybody injured and 
suggest that they should forward a report. 
6.05 pima 

I may say that a statement was made at a late 
hour of the evening and it was not taken seriously. 
This was not construed to be a report. The Police 
said that it was not a case of any negligence and no 
case was brought by them, therefore a Civil case was 
brought. The report received by me is that they 
did not know. I have given instruction that all acci- 
dents must be repported within 48 hours and I called a 
conference a s  to that. Somatimes the wheels of the 
Civil Service grind very slowly but however, they 
acted quickly on this matter. Mr. Layne was willing 
to pay if  some assistance was given to him. 

On the whole question of the Government's in- 
volvement in this matter after this matter came up, 
I got all the accounts of the proceedings. We got the 
report from the Police and they said there was no 
evidence a s  to criminal negligence, therefore, i t  was 
not necessary for the Police to proceed any further in- 
the matter. The views taken at that Btage with all 
this evidence were given is' that we w m d  to Mr. 
Layne and asked him to come into this office. 

The insurance company had paid up. I consider 
this a most unsatisfactory state of affairs. I have 

noted that the hon. senior member for Christ Church 
had some discussion on this matter when he was in 
the Other Place. I entirely agree Withthe hon. mem- 
ber. ?Ids is a serious state of affairs in Barbados. I 
know the maximum which an insurance company is 
asked to pa l  i d  $4,800 but I know cases in which they 
pay out only $3,600, I have known several cases of 
which the damages were more than $4,800 and d- 
though the insurance company was only entitled to pay 
up to $4,800, it paid out more than that only because 
of the person's colour. 

I will warn insurance companies. I will institute 
any amount of legal proceedings if they do not pay 
out more than what they are  paying out now because 
the rates collected justify an amount more' than 
$4,800. An involved man can only s t  $4,800. I say W 

keep the premiums down because in particular with 
public service vehicles, the rates which we have to 
pay are  fa r  higher than what we eceive.  If you did 
not have limitation of liabilities, a taxi driver would 
not be able to pay the rates. 

The hon. senior member for Christ Church saM 
that there should be no limitation on the amount which 
the insurance companies should pay. That is some- 
thing which I do not feel myself qualified to talk on 
at the moment but 1 should also draw to the attention 
of the House that it is within my knowlege that they 
have a discretion because in some cases some in- 
surance companies paid out sums of money f a r  in 
excess of the legal limitation while in other cases 
some people did not get the ful l  amount due them. I 
know that the amount which they pay out would not 
send them into bankruptcy. What is significant is that 
whenever they pay out more than the law stipulates, 
they pay it out to certain elements in the community 
to the detriment of tlie others. 

Your recovery is a right on thosewhoindemnify 
a m a d s  home and property, not a court of law,there- 
fore, in the case in which an insurance company thinks 
that you have no legal kight to receive liability with- ' 

out goint to court, I want to say that the whole idea 
of insurance is to indemnify that person, lot of pop l e  
think that they have to bring a case in court in order 
to be indemnified, but the whole rationale of insur- 
ance is protecting a man's home and property. 

In this case, the Government is not legally re- 
sponsbile. I feel a lot of this was because of a lot of 
ignorance on the whole' part of the Post Office to Mr. 
Layne having an accident. The point is that damages 
were awarded through the court. You should be able 
to settle these matters out df court. You shouId be 
able to say, there is the insurance Company and you 
go and get the money. I challenge insurance compan- 
ies to say that they have'dbt paid out sums of money 
f a r  in excess of the legal indemnification. 

It is =markable that in every cage insurance 
companies have ljiaid out money in e x e s &  of what the 
law required, they have paid it out to a' c e n a h  type 
of case: - people not of African origin. 



a If lwn. m e m b r s  on thq othe;t. ,side can do some- 
thing outwards I hope I would @% their support ,when I 
introduce legislation. 
6.15 p.m. 

I was very pleased when I saw that ithe hon. 
senior member for Christ Church had taken up the 
matter in the Other Place withgone of the S&natoxs 
and had drawn it to the attentian bf b QOther-Place, 
and I believe it was this very same case &hat prompted 
him to do that, because the award of the Court had 
just been made known. I do not CUnk any hen, nem-  
ber will quarrel about this matter any rn~xwbecrruse 
our  biggest enemy has been h defendant &na%el& 
The very last thing he said whentwe were pmpared 
to buy the whole praperty .and let: him live in it, he 
went up the= 'and overbid the Government, 

Members will appmciate our position. What 
more can we do? Some side issue has barn dragged 
in here about trying to get his land. The Ministry of 
Education was negotiating for the purchase of land 
for the Water Street School about a year and a half 
b e f o ~  we knew he was in a case. I did not even know 
it ws the same person, but whnt happnad was we 
have a policy now that all elementary schook~hould 
have playing fields, and when the Ministry 06Edtlca- 
Cion submitted this proposal to buy olrly the acre,of 
%and on Water Street, we were not coneened about 
personalities. Them was some geMleman calledMr. 
Layne whose property bounded wxi abutted school 
property. 

. .  
You are in the middle of an agricult~ral district 

and these children haye no place to play, VYezdalegaed 
e Cabinet Ministex who knew the district well9 be- 
cause he was a plantation owner up thew himself, and 
we delegated & a t o  go to Mr. Lionel Ward,snd find 
out if he would Isall off part of-his plantaaon so that 
we could get the additional classroom and the play- 
ing field. There i s  m, westion thst the ,Government 
wanted to buy MT, Cayne's land, be ioause ,~  Can get 
the price so very - rwsonahls, and therefore a s  i a  
the stage that we h8d re9ehea Now the Gownuz;tent 
1s not serLobts1y interested in Mr. Layne's p-rty, 
but the Crown Solicit~g ccttled him &I and t d d  kim 
that we wanted to help him and asked if  we could do 
gasything.. He &aid {hat he would be grateful for any- 
thing we coyld do, As s result he got the d e w i t  of 
$3,000, and if the tand.we= hugbt  this was a 
gestioq by the -Croyq Spl i~ i t~ t t :  --he would then have 
only $12,Q(30 SQ pay, He toak E~IB matter completely 
QM of 0~13 ha&% If xhp C&~~I-PIIX% had been brought 
lPta the c w -  from the beginning and i t  he4 happened 
in our timel I am+uxw that &e C m  Law Officers 
WOM bye advised that some compromise should 
have been arrived as but we WW ~ g t g e t  thg Fl@- 
tiff apd the, DafenQeot oa w y  swrf t .  We poh?ad out 
t9 the Plaintiff t U  the would be for eale even 
if somqkpiy does qot kuy ia, anyhow the posiEion,is 
now that the Plaintiff has got all his money t W m t i -  
c&y, it is not paid for i n U  Mr. Layne is $upposed 
S~Q collect some .mpIley from his wfleagues, & h w  
three sons in the United Yhngdom who pmmised to 
help him, and t a w  evexthhtg ,iatn conleideratioa, I 

think the Government has done the best in the cir- 
cumstances to agree to pay in half the amount. He has 
already paid $3,0001 

I do not think that hon. members woad say that 
the Government is acting u&ndly in this rnoater, as 
a matter of fact, we started the whole investiigstion, 
W e  could have written him a curt ,letter and then we 
could have come in for a lor of abuse. I hnly tho4ght 
it was my duty to explain to the House the full ciz- 
cumstances of this case. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Chairman, the explanation 
that we heard today is something completely different 
from what we had heard on the last occasion. As a 
matter of fact, on the last occasion we had two ex- 
planations, one from the h b i s t e r  6f Communications 
and Works who said a lot about unscrupulous lawyers. 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: Mr, Chairman, on a point of 
order, I did not say unecrupulous lawyers, I said 
unscmpulous people, 

Mr. ST. JOHN: .I ai=n sorry, he did not say un- 
scrupulous lawyers, The position i s  quite clear, 
and then again we had it that Che hon. Minister of 
Health and Housing had to carrect the hon. Minieter 
of Communications, because he said i t  was not 1/8 
of an acre and that it was 1/4 acxe and it was not a 
dealer gift. He told us that the Government would not 
be paying out this and not getrihg back ~~ be- 
cause we are getting an acre of M. I am speaking 
of .what the hon. Minister said in the introduction. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: On a point of order, Sir, I 
will not sit be= snd be misquoted, I made it per- 
fectly clear thac $51665 was. the cost m e d  to in 
trmth arpd in fact, but the $21000 was purabaue ptrice. 
I had spoken ....... ,... 

Mr. ST. JQHN: I am saying that Cbe hon. MMs-  
tet.oP Oommludcatims and Works saidin his explana- 
tinn that the G o v e r a m e ~  would be getting. something 
because mow o r  less theinan bad agreed. 

I 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: On a paint of order, I would 
hate to call the hon. member a stranger .the truth, 
but I never mentioned anything about r b g i f t .  
S#ck to what I said, I have seen what I said already. 

8 z 

ME. ST. JOHN: 1/8 an acre of land, and he said 
that the -Crown was liable if the Crownhad been sued. 

Hon. N, W, BOXILL: I .said they should be. 
8 

MP.. ST, jaYN: ..The- position, is quite, dear. If . 
the Ma. Mfnjster W saddi'iib tbe Prime Minister 
said. mday that the Gwernmeat is dissatisfied with 
ths exfstbg insurance laws wWh enmany.i)ccasiem 
I have had to point outt I want to add I object to tbe 
state of affairs In this county where insurance com- 
panies a re  taking premiums andyouhave tCr sue them 
in London. 

Hoa E. W. BARROW: Oaapoint of order, I would 
just like to expl* to gb.hon. mewber, the new Bill 

- - 



1s taliing care of that. I objected to that before you. 
6.25 phi. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: The position is quite clear. The* 
is no doubt that the Addendum to the Resolution has 
not been properly worded. The Minister of Commu- 
nfcatiom ksd Works, in his effort to explain the mat- 
ter# explained it so badly that he had to be corrected 
by the Hon. Minister of Health out of the tenderness 
of his heart, because this is one of his strong sup- 
porters who had brought this case to him before. He 
remembered having seen the man. However, the 
Prime Minister had to take it upon himself to make 
the corrections. 

. Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, on a point 
of order. I 'know Mr. Layne. He is not a strong sup- 
porter of mine. He might have come to me once. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Really and truly the point which I 
made on the last occasion i s  that the facts of this 
case betray one of the tremendous gaps that exist 
in our insurance laws in Barbados. I regard this a s  
a case in which the Government should be the whole 
hog. In this country if you sue aninsurance company 
under the Fatal Accidents Act, you can only sue the 
company for $4,000. 1 feel that the time has come 
when there should be an amendment to, ths Fatal 
Accidents Act, in relation to the insurance companies. 
I also feel that the Government should make the full  
contribution to Mr. Layne. Obviously, Mr. Layne is of 
the pathetic type. He agreed to sell his land to the 
Govern lent at 20 cents a square foot with the feeling 
that the Governmnet would give him an economic 
price for the land. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I cannot 
sit here and let it appear that I voted on this Reso- 
lution an the ground that this is an ex-qratia payment. 
I am making the same point nowwhich1 made during 
the previous debate. If you owe a man money and he 
gets into trouble and wants the money and you tell 
him: "Six years have passed and I am not bound to 
pay, you cannot get it out of me in the Courts, but 
ex gratia I will give you five thousand dollars!" 
Could I be more dishonest andimmoral thanthat? To 
say that because the statutory period of a year had 

T therefore the Crown was not liable i s  a 
misuse o , words. The Crown was legally liable as 
soo-lt a s  the accident took place, as  the Coua found 
out. I submit that the Crown should be made to pay 
this money, but* the Crown i s  saying: "There is no 
legal liability because I was not sued in time, but as  
an ex-gratia payment I will give you $5,000." If the 
Crown had been sued, the sum of $16,00Owould have 
come out of them. The Crown should give back the 
man what he has paid and pay what he owes. For the 
Prime Minister ta say that there is no legal liability, 
is to hide behind the fact that the= is no legal liability 
for paymen€ after a year has expired, Again, the right 
does not die, that is in the case of a restriction in 
1- ff six years have passed and you have pafd some 
portion of the money you can renew the title and sue 
for the rest. This is mere legaldetail. This is due to 
Ebe fact obviously that the moral obligation is always 
there. If you act so a s  to brlng yourself back within 

the law by paying a portion of the money, you have 1 
4 
U 

the duty then to pay all. It is a s  simple a s  that. For 
the Crown to say that they will make this ex-qr&a F 

payment since four years have elapsed is something J$, 
dirty for the individual and it is equally dirty on the 
state. How can we say that we are hheltering behind 
the fact that although our servant was negligent in the 
performance of our duty and had to paydamages, we 
are onlygiving!;im a bit because the time has passed? w 

1 am submitting that that is as  dishonest with the 
State as  it is with the individual. 

Hon. E, W. BARROW: Mr. Chairman, I cannot sit 
dawn here and listen to the hon. member carrying on 
in' his .usual style inveighling against the Government 
with epithets of being dirty and that sort of thing. The 
hon, member i s  not frequently with us when we are 
trying to explain things so that he is physically pre- 
sent but mentally he is not here withus. He is in the 
land of dreams and oblivion. If the hon. member had 
been listening to me, he would have understood what 
I said. I have initiated that something shouldbe done 
in this matter andevery time Mr. Layne and Mr. Best 
were preventing us. The hon. member has said that 
we are sheltering behind the Statute of Limitations; 
that is not true. No case has been brought against 
the Governmnet up to now. It is not my job to advise 
the Government to join a defendant in a case or any- 
thing like that. All  practising lawyers possibly with 
the exception of the hon. senior member for St. Thom- 
as, are aware that for a long time it has been estab- 
lished by the Government that they have to repeal the 
Statute of Limitations. When the hon. member talks 
about being dirty, I know that onthe 22nd September, 
1955, a little boy who hadbeen blasting stones, got in 
a bus belonging to the Transport Baordwith a bucket 
of gasolinb and the bus caught afire. The boy was 
burnt from his head to his toes andhe was in hospital 
for a year. The only liability which the Government 
under the hon, member for St. Joseph hadwas that he 
introduced a debate in which there was the Statutory 
period of one year in which an action could be brought 
against any of these public Corporations. That was 
the Bill which the hon. member introduced in my 
presence and I am changing it, Far  from being dirty, 
we have established the Crown pmceedings Act, 
whereby the Crown can be sued. 

I am sorry that the hon, senior member for St, 
Peter is not now here. The very first speech which I 
made in this House was about the necessity for es- 
tablishing a Contributory Negligence Act and I was 
complimented by the hon. senior member for St. 
Peser on that speech. I pointed out in that speech that 
it was wrong for the 'Cr6wn to have that period of 
Limitation and I drafted an amendment to make the 
periud of time the same a s  for the ordhary citizen, 
which is six years. How can the hon. member then 
talk about being dir ty and shelterhgbehind any Statute 
of Limitations when he himself brought it inand was a 
the first person to speak on the Bill gnd ask hon. 
members to support it? That was fifteen years ago 
when I first came in here. We do not have to plead 
any-. The man wrote a letter to us and up to today 
he said that he would like to paythe money out of his 
gratuity and we said: "We do notwant you to do that."- 
6.35 p.m. w 
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Mr. Layne said that he has two sons in England 
who want to help. 

I do not know the mentality of some people who 
f&Z"the the sake of cheap politics cbme in here and 
use a lot of filthy language. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. CWrman, I take 
abjection to t k t .  I call on the-Hon. Prime Minister 
to wMdraw ir. 

'Hon. E. W. BARROW: I did not say that you 
w&k using filthy language. 

Sir W N T L E Y  ADAMS: Those are filthy words 
for me. I am calling on the Hon. Prime MMster to 
withdraw those *marks. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: What? 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I am 
calling on you to rule. 

Mr. CI3AIRM.N: {After an enq u i y  J I have 
been advised that the Hon. Prime Minister used the 
words "people using filthy language." the words 
"filthy language" is not unparliamentary. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, you 
are  appealing to the Clerks to advise you how to 
rule. You are in fact saying that you are  not able 
to rule. 

Mr. CHAIRMN: I have a right to be advised 
by the Clerk. Let the hon. member take his seat. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: You cannot call on 
me to sit down when nobody else i s  speaking. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Will the Hon. Prime Minister 
proceed. 

(Mr. Husbands rose to speak.) 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: He was not yet out of 
hospital when the statutory time elapsed and he 
could not bring a case. Therefore, it could not be 
taken against them. That is the case. 

Well, the matter was taken up and they refused 
to pay out any money because the statutory period 
elapsed before he came out of hospital. That person 
lost a foot and I hope that the hon. member carries 
that on hie conscience. 

The hon. member says that a man.must be put 
in exactly the same position a s  a private citizen. 
Mr. Layne was only asking us to assist him. He 
says that them? is only a small sum remaining and 
he says that he has three sons who would help him. 

Tfits is an I ex-gratia. payment and no amount of 
cursing and abusing us by the hon. junior member 
for St. Joseph is going to make i t  anything different. 
If the hon. member wants us to postpone t h i ~  so a s  
to get more to say we are not postponing it. We 

look at it as  nothing else but an ex-gratia payment. 
I would pay M c e  the amount that the House would 
pay if it is anything different. 

All along the hon. junior member foe St. Joseph 
claims to be the great champion of the masses until 
the lady was bringing a case against the Crown. He 
had the amount of money for workmen's compensa- 
tion put at $2,000. Today it i s  $12,000 and he is 
trying to fool people that this is not right elnd that he 
is the champion of somebody. 
6.45 p.m. 

The gre4 champion of the masses, because they 
allowed one year to bring the ease against the 
C m  and had the maximum of Workmen's Com- 
pensation to $2,520 andwhen I tried to change it,every 
time the House was prorogued, and he i s  still trying 
to fool people who have not read the history of 
Barbados. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: I am beginning to see 
that as  long a s  you are in the Chair, anything that is 
said on either side which is offensive to the members 
of the other side, the Opposition will always have 
a pretty poor case. 

(Hon. E .  W .  BARROW and Hoa.  J .  C .  I 'UUUR both 
rose . 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: I do not give way to 
either of those hon. members. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member f o r  St. 
Lucy i s  on a point of privilege. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: There is no such thing 
a s  a point of privilege. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Would both hon. members sit 
down? 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, the privileges 
of the House . . . . . . . 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: If the hon. member 
speaks on a point of order, I will give way, there is 
no such thing 

Hon. J. C. TUWR: Mr. Chairman, l am speak- 
ing on a point of privilege and I have precedence on 
this. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Some of the most 
prepostedus statements have been made. Privilege 
is the privilege of the House. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Precisely. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: I am not giving way, I 
must not be interrupted. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: This will be the last time I am 
going to rise. 

Sir GRAWLEY ADAMS: I am objecting to the 
hon, member interrupting fne except on a point of 
order, them is no such thing as a point of privilege. 



Hon. . J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I have 
risen on a point of privilege. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Would both hon. members 
sit. 

Sir  GRANTLEY: In order to prevent q y  repiti- 
tion of this, I will draw Your Honour's attention to 
the fact that there are  four privileges attaqhed to the 
House, freedom of speech, freedom from arres t  *and 
the other two. If I was talking to a little second 
standard boy I would not have to mention either of 
these four. They have forgotten what the Speaker 
does at the opening of the session. Keep your ig- 
norance outside. The hon. member has attempted 
to mislead the House more thanonce on this question 
of privilege. Questions of privilege have precedence 
on all other Orders. In short, if somebody attempts 
to interfere with a Minister coming to the House, i f  
a Bailiff tr ies to arres t  aman, if you tried to prevent 
free speech, that is a breach of privilege of the 
House. A m e m ~ k r  only has to corn:* into the House 
of Assembly, see the Speaker and request this privi- 
lege. Questions of privilege take precedence over the 
Orders of the Day, and the Hon. Leaderof the House 
is guilty of one of two things, absolute ignorance o r  
a wilful attempt to mislead this House. How can 
there be a question of privilege in the middle of a 
Debate. There is no such thing a s  privilege in the 
middle of a speech, and I am not going to give way if 
the hon. member is saying that he is speaking on a 
question of privilege. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: On a point of order. The 
hon. member is completely out of order ingiving his 
interpretation of what the privileges of the House 
are. The questions of order and privilege a re  directly 
the responsibility of the Chair, I think i t  is un- 
seemly and unbecoming of the hon. member because 
he is straining people's patience by indulging in the 
unseemly behaviour to which we have just been 
treated. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: If the hon. m e m ~ k r  cou$ilearn 
from people's mistakes, could I hear the me. mem- 
ber  who has now sat down on the Resolution? 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Onapoint of order. Now, 
Sir, now that the hon. member has made i t  clear on 
what he is speaking, I now rise on a point of order. 
The hon. member . .  . . . 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Will Your HOQOU~ #low 
him to interrupt like that? ; 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. m e m k r  has risen 
on a point of order. 

Sir  GRANTLEY ADAMS: I am ris- on a point 
of order. I do not want to speak on the Resolution 
because . . . . . 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is ii a / 
point of order, I do not thinkthat we should continue 
with this type of behaviour. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, i t  will 
be your fault if i t  continues. * 

d. 
Mr. CHAIRMAN; I am asking the hon. member 

to sit down. 

Hon. P. W. BAJLTOW: The hon, member de- 
livered y h a t  I con@des.an attack on the inegrity of 
the Chair, and I am respectfully asking that the 
words be read out and that the hon. member be made 
to wihhdraw every single word, because tbe, hon. 
member fo r  St. Joseph ought to be setting an example 
in here in showing respect for the Chair, and every 
passible.,oppartunity that the hon. member gets he 
does .this sort  of thing. I would like t h ~ s e  words to 
be read out and the hon. member to be asked to 
withdraw those words without any qualification 
whatsoever because some few minutes have elapsed 
since these words were spoken. 
6215 p.m. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: I do not know why the 
hon. xpember is on his feet; why is the Opposition 
behaving like that? I am suggesting that they be d 

directed o r  ordered to si t  doym until these words 
which are  impeaching the integrity of the Chair a re  
read out. 

Sir  GRqNTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman,, . . . . 
Mr, CHAIRMAN: I have already asked the 

a Clerk to get the words complained of, and 1 am not +, 
allowing any further speech until that takes place, 4 

Will the hon. member take his seat? 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Most certainly not. 
You have to make a check. , . . . 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have asked the hon. member 
to take his seat. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Look at the Standing 
Order. ( A S I D E S )  The Standing Order says . . . . . 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Until1 I get the words which 
have been complained of, I am not allowing any hon, + 
member to make any speech. 

S i r  GRANTLEY ADAMS: By what authority? 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I repeat I am not allowing any 
speech to be made until I have these wards,com- 
plained of, and if the hon. member persists . . , , . 

Mr. ST. JOHN; Mr. Chairman, on a point of 
ordell, ( A S I D E S )  

Mr. HUSBANDS: Mr. Chairman, under the 
St* Orders of this House . . . . . 

3 
Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have already said that I am 

not heariag any more mpeeches uatil these words have 
bee2 reported I will mad Stan* Oxder 36 fox the 
benefit of hon. members. This is what it says:- 



"The' Spdalter 6 r  thd ChBirman, after having 
called the attention of the House orof the Committee 
to the conduct of a Member who persists in irrele- 
vance o r  tedZousrepetitioneither of his own argu- 
ments o r  of the arguments used by othek Members 
in detjate, may direct him to discontinue his ~!&&bh~'' 
(A MEMBER: Read Parkgraph 2) - - 2 j u  

Mr. C H A l m N :  ' Paragraph 2 says this:- 

"The Speaker o r  the Chairman shallorder Mem- 
bers whbse cohtiuck is 'gro&s~y disorde'rly to with- 
draw immediately fro121 the House during h e  re- 
mainder of that day's sitting, and the Marshal shall 
act on such orders as he tnajr recef$e from the Chair 
in p u r ~ a n c e  of this Order. But ff, on any occasion, 
the Speaker o r  the Chairman deems that his powers 
under the previous provisions of this Order are 
iaadeqtiate, he may name such  ember orhlernbers, 
in wl8cfi"'even the s'afne pn>cedure s h d l  bk followed 
a s  i s  prescribed in paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 6 of tlhs 
Order." 

I honkstly would nor like to do that. 'arM I am 
appealing -to hon. me'mbers to behave themselves 
in a more dignifie!? m a b r ,  otherwise the Standing 
Orders are her6 *to be applied. i ask hoh.'members 
r f re~fore  to allow the2&gnity of this House to be 
upheld. 

. .  
Sir GRANTLEY 'ADAMS: You callea o i  me to 

resume my speech and the hon. memberinterrupted. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Chairman, Standing Order 
33 M the OI'&&~ of t hh  HOUSS says this . . . 

4 , -  1 . ' -  

Mr. CHAIRMAN: E am not hearing ydrf. 

* ' Mr. ST. JOEIN: You have no authorit$ tb do that; - .  
Cah you rule in a &cuum? 

1 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have already rulkd; 

Won. W. W. BOXILL: Mr. Chairman, if the hon. 
m e m s r  persists in his behziviour, you can ntle him 
out of the Chamber. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Chairman, 1 Bm b$k3akihg 
on a point of order and you have to listen to me. 
Uhder Standing Order 35 of the Standing Orders of 
this House, the Speaker Ph the House o r  the '~hai i -  
m a n . . . . .  

Mr. CHAIRMAN: If 'the hon. m e m s r  continues 
in that way E will have no alternatitre than to o h i r  
him to withdraw from Che House. 

L. 

Sir GRANTLBY ADA=: We are enrirred to 
speak. 

Mr. CHRTRMAN: Wffl both hon. members take 
their seats? 

(S i r  G R A N T L E Y  ADAMS and Mr. ST. JOHN took 
their seots). 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Chairman, I am drawing 
your attention to Standing Order 35 of the Standing 
Clrders of this Houge. That S t a u w  Order says 
this: - 

"The Speaker in the House o r  the Chairman in 
co6mittee shall be responsible for the observlice 
of the rules of order in the House and Committee 
respectively, and his decision upon any point of 
order shall not be open to appeal and shall not be 
reviewed by the House except upon a substantive 
motion. Notwithstanding anything in Standing Order 
No. 20 (Manner of giving Notices), such a motion 
shall not require more than two days' notice." 

After the Hon. Leader of the Opposition had 
spoken, an objection was made over there. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have already asked that His 
Honour the Speaker be called. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: You have called on the hon. 
member to resume his speech. That decision is 
final and cannot be interrupted unless there is a 
substantive motion from the other side. If these 
words have p y  meaning, then the hon. member 
shohd continue to speak. 

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, what 
is the business before the House at the moment? 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Would i t  not be more 
appropriate, Mr. Chairman, to call on the &on. 
Leader of the House to help you rather &an on the 
~ c t i h ~  Clerk of the House? Aftel' kh.l of these years 
in the House, must I si t  down under this sort of 

thing7 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The qords comp.'iained of a s  
reported to me are as  follows:- 

"Some of the preposterous statements have been 
made by those members on the other side and there 
is no such thing as  a point of privilege." (A MEM- 
BER: Those are not the words). 

Mr. MOTTLEY: That is a joke. 

Sir GRANTLBY ADAMS: On a point of order. 
7.05 p.m. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: That is the rep& that hag 
been &ded to me. I would be grateful to hon. 
&er&ers ifdtliey can assist. ' 

' Hon. J. C; TUDOR: Mr. Chairman,: I rise on a 
&nt of privilege. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: That is not a point of 
privilege. Privilege is privilege of the House. The 
hon. member is trying to mislead the! House. He has 
done so oq inore than one occasion. . . ? .  . , 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: I do not think you can have 
a point of time. What I certainly complain of is this. 



I do not know if it is a point of privilege. The point 
I rose to complain about is that the Hon. Leader of 
the Opposition started an attack on the Chair. &re 
i s  nothing which I can see that I can speak on except 
a point of privilege to object to that. I only wanted 
to ask hon. members not to forget the degree of 
impartiality of the Chair, and the hon. member should 
h 6 w  betier. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: In the absence of the correct 
words, I am going to ask the Hon. Leader of the 
Opposition to continue his speech. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Sir, the Hon. Prime 
Minister should know better than that. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I call on the Hon. Leader of 
the Opposition to stick to the point. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, please 
do not correct me when I am not wrong. You asked 
me to speak on the Resolution. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 have. 

Sir GRANTLEY* ADAMS: The Hon. Prim.? Minis- 
ter  made great play of the fact that the Crown was 
not sued. I said what can stop a man who owes you 
money from saying that he is going to pay you? The 
fact was told us that the Crown was not sued but 
that i s  nothing to prevent the Crown from being 
sued and I object to the inter; uptions by the hon. 
member. You cannot make a speechwithout bringing 
in some low reference. Who saidthat the Crown was 
sued and they applied the Statute of Limitation? 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr. Chairmar:, I rise on 
a point of order. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Why has he interrupted 
me? 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: The hon. member said 
that I cannot make a speech andwent. on to make some 

' 5  ' 
reference about low reference. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: I will remind the hon. 
member of a low reference which he made when he 
said that he would prefer to go into a man's house 
than to come in the House of Assembly. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Have I made such a 
statement? I definitely did not say that. I @ ask 
the hon.' member to point to any res01ut$qn to which 
any reference was made of 'the statement to which 
he has referred. If the hon, member said that I made 
that eference, I will ask the hon. member to be 

-. . 8 

relevant. 

(A VOICE: Deny that you said GO.)* . 9 2 . .  . 
Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: He is speaking of the 

J . i t  ', 
House of Assembly on the l ~ ~ e s t - ' ~ o s s i b ~  tkrms. 

(A VOICE: Despite people talking of 'high morals, 
in the evening of their days;), 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Whatever the hoa 
juni& bember for St. Thomas may do o r  may not 
do, I challenge the hon. member to gooutside of this 
~ o u i e  and repeat what he has just said. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I ask the hon. member to speak 
on the Resolution. 

Sir 'GRANTLEY ADAMS: ~ u t  when references 
are made, you only seem to lbok at us. 

Mr. CHAIR-MAN: Is  the hon. member saying that 
I am biassed? If so, I wih ask you to withdraw tha4 
remark. 

I appeal to the hon. member to get on with the 
Resolution. This Resolution 'should have been passed 
already. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: What did I say, except 
to say, that the Act to provide enoughcan be brought 
down by-the Government. -n th  hon. memher says 
that I said that I am champ!on of the masses. I do 
not mind that. I do not agree to this, I would like to 
know the name of the inci&nt. He did not say whqa. 
the Act was passed, If you allow a man to go in for 
six years, you cannot sue him. You copy what is in 
the English Act. That is in your statute of Limita- 
tions. 
7.15 p.m. 

I have never heard of what he is talking about. 
September 1955 I was in abedin the General Hospital 
with arthritis, but if  personal lleference is coming 
into play now, it does not get us anywhere and the 
hon. member might do well ,to remember that the 
great ones are falling, Nknuflah, Bradshawisfalling 
now. What i s  the point of saying you introduce a law, 
I do not remember anything of the sort. You have 
some sort of limitation, how would you feel for the 
police to prosecute you for stealing a mango when 
you were 8 years old, there must be some limitation, 
I am now saying there 'must be a time that a case 
should be brought to the law courts, that is the basis 
of these limitations. 

The onli point I am makinga and I am asking, hoa 
members opposite who are listening with an open 
m i d ,  I mean open mind in the sense that they are 
listening to whatever arguments are brought forward 
here on their merit, whether they do @ ~ t  consider that 
thf? Crown should act no less decently than a private 
person would. This has lasted s o  long that i t  woulQ 
not hurt the least bitefor it to be postponed for re- 
consideration by the Cabinet. b t i m e  they w i l l  see 
that the ~ ~ p b s i t i o i  was right, but it has not been 
unknown that the people have got double from a re- 
volution, a revolution inside, when you can hear it no 
longer to have a Prime Minister who comes in here 
with this sort of thing, after the so-called self-rule, 



to continue to jumpupafterthat to try to stop me and 
midead us. It is the sort of thingthat time is longer 
than rope. Time will bring this House again to order-. 

& ly debate, and a proper mgard for the Standing Orderz 
amsng which is the Order that members must not in- 
ter* when members are speaking, even the mem- 
ber for St. Thomas would come to the stage of obeying 
that. 

Mr. Chairman, again I say, and this i s  my last 
sentence, you would not do in your personal life what 
you are M n g  asked to do in your political life. Do 
not do it. 

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I did not 
intend to contribute to this debate because there are  
persons on my side of the .House better qualified be- 

-': cause they have a greater knowledge of the facts to 
talk. There are persons on the other side of the House 
who are ready with not one o r  two, but three explana- 
tions why this Resolution shouldbe passed, but never- 
theless like any other member I have followed the 
course of the debate with interest and1 have followed 
Your Honour's ruling with respect, which is more 
than can be said for the hon, senior member for St. 
John, the Prime Minister conducting the business of 
this Hon. House, a casual purveyor of filth in which 
he has become at this stage of the evening. I remem- 
ber a remark had to be made on the Prime Minister. 

father who could guide me andwhom1 could respect; 
and as  to the remark about the Prime Minister's 
step-son, let them repeat those remarks outside the 
House with any implication whatsoever, and the Prime 
Minister would put his hands into his pocket and find 
$7,000. In fact, he would not have to look to see into 
whose pockets he would put his hands. I am not sug- 
gesting this to any member of the House. If the hon. 
memtkr thinks that the hon. junior member for St. 
Joseph o r  myself o r  anybody who is connected with 
us has in any way used those remarks which they 
would use, that shows exactly into what yard o r  which 
gutter you prefer to be sinking. If Chs hon. member 
thinks that any of us is afraid of challenging those 
remarks, let him repeat them outside. When future 
generations look back to the House of Assembly dur- 
ing this period, people will only wonder how a man 
could be Prime Minister and could make the inter- 
vention which he has made during the earlier stage of 
this debate. I cannot use the word negligence. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I would like the hon. member 
to continue with the debate on this Resolution, What 
he is now saying is QO p a n  of the debate. I honestly 
would like hone members to confine themselves to the 
debate. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: All of this the Prime 
Minister brought out. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mx. Chairman, on apoint . 
2 of order, 1 understand that the hon. member has 

made some reference to me as  being a casual pur- 
veyor of filth, and I would ask the hon. member to 
wifhdraw those remarks. When he came into the 
House, when he finished working for the British 
Gavern-nent after an absence of ten years, he would 
know to what I am referring, in a role which has 
been difficult for him in the United Kingdom. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Wordswere complainedof, and 
I am asking the hon. senior member for St. Thomas 
to wiqhdraw the words complained of. 

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I am 
*witQdrawing the words. The reason that I used them 

was that the Prime Minister used filthy remarks 
freely and he did not have to withdraw them. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: On a point of order, the 
statement which you ruled on, I said that people who 
use filthy remarks - the hon. member said the 
senior member for St. John has become a purveyor 
of f$My language and you have asked him to withdraw 
thsm. 

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I have 
withdraw them, and I am not even replacing them with 
anything like people who use filthy language. I only 

d h q w m b e r  that it had to be said of the Prime Minis- 
t e t  when he shows all the tantrums of an abandoned 
child. 
7.25 p.m. 

I understand the Prime Minister's obession about 
fathrsrhood I had the advantage that Igrew up with a 

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I am 
obliged to you. The Prime Minister has made some 
remarks about the lawyers but I missed the point. 
However, on the question of an ex-gratia payment 
and legal liability, I do not want to misquote the 
Prime Minister and I will just state what I am going 
to speak about. I am fairly sure that I heard the Prime 
Minister say that the first speech he made in this 
House was in connectionwith the Contributory Negli- 
gence Act. He made some reference to that but I 
want to be absolutely sure. I do not want to misquote 
the Prime Minister but I am so certain of what I 
heard him say. In any circumstances, I would not 
like to get it wrong, The Prime Ministerwas talking 
about the law relating to contributorynegligence and 
he said that the period was a year then and the hon. 
senior member for St. Peter had to congratulate him 
on his speech, and the hon. senior member for St. 
Joseph was in the House at the same time. That is 
syrntomatic of the Prime Minister's lapses of mem- 
ory. This limitation of one year was in force before 
the Crown Proceedings Act. That Act was passed be- 
fore the Crown Proceedings Act, and they were all 
passed several years after the Prime Minfster en- 
tered the House. Therefore the Prime Minister's 
memory seems to betray him. When lihe Limitation 
Act was passed, you could not sue the Crown. The 
Prime Minister has built up a speech on the limita- 
tions of the Crown, and he has based his arguments 
on known facts. W e  know how to look at the Prime 
Minister's attitude in these circumstances. 

I much regret that I did not hear the Prime Min- 
ister's point of order because that would have given 
me some guidance. in the framing of my speech. I 
heard him say something about "inimical". I om al- 



ways fascinated by these asides; there is nothing 
which I enjoy more than hearing the things of the past 
which the Prime Minister and his stool pigeons so 
frequently provide. I heard the Prime Ministeronce 
say that he was going to write a biography of the 
Hon. Leader of the Opposition based only upon 
speeches made by the Hon. Leaderof the Opposition; 
I would like to say that sometimes I would like to 
write an autobiography based only on what the Prime 
Minister has said o r  suggested o r  implied about me. 
That would have to be fiction, of course. 

I was listening to the course of the debate; it 
ebbed one way and flowed the other. The Prime 
Minister explained that Mr. Layne did not get $11,000 
because he was ignorant; but I think that he was a 
person with some semblmce of the dignity withwhich 
one would expect the Prime Minister to put forward 
an argument which had some force in it. The Gov- 
ernment had not been sued and therefore Mr. Layne 
should get his money. I am not interested in whom 
Mr. L a w  voted for; I am interested in the argu- 
ments which go on in here. I heard the Prime Minis- 
te r  in the Insurance Debate. Apparently, it is a part 
of the necessity of introducing a Billdealingwith the 
insurance of public property to commence on the - 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: Is  that a Bill which has been 
passed by this House? 

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: I recall the passage of 
the Bill h Committee and I gather that you are in- 
viting me not to comment on that Bill. 
7.35 p.m. 

The Hon. Prime Minister with the greatest ease 
and capacity for irrelevance comes in the House and 
makes comments on filthy language as  well as  the 
hon. senior member for 6r. Thomas in his comments 
on the lawyers comments on something. 

At least, we have had a collection of accusations 
against the lawyers who appeared in the case Mr. 
Layne was defending. So that part, I can only take 
up the provocations. If the Han. Prime Minister urged 
this and when they urge this he i g  not satisfied and 
produces that rational way - I do not refer to his 
arguments, I refer to his eonduct - he must under- 
stand that this Resolution would take along time. 

We heard all sorts of abuse on a Resolution to 
give a man money - the money which he was asked 
to pay in a Court of law. He was doing the Govern- 
ment's business. He was out in the course of his 
business for the Government. What happened? The 
Government was not sued at ail. They stuck to the 
Statute of Limitations, We do not think tfiat i s  good 
enough. 

We have heard the argument of some land. Mr. 
Layne's sons may have said that they are going to 
help him. It is merely right if  he is getting anything 
that he should get all. What do we hear? He has sons 
in England; land at Newton Plantation; get the W s -  
te r  who is on good terms with the plantomacy to see 
about it. 

With all the lot of arguments that have been put 
forward, there is one simple question to be ased and 
considered. Was this man doing the Government's I 

business, and in the course of doing the Government's 6 , 

business, did this accident happen? We know that 
$16,000 in damages was awarded the personwhowas 
injured therefore, let them pay that amount except 
what the Insurance Company has paid. It could happen 
to anybody else. 0 

We have heard all this argument about Mr. Layne 
out-bidding the Government and all that kindof thing. L 

The man has to pay damages of $16,000. 

Three separate Ministers have come in here and 
given three separate explanations. How Mr. Layne 
can possibly be blamed if he was confused? I do not 
know if the files were not available to the Hon. Min- +* 
ister. We have heard from the Hon. Minister that he 
petitioned the Prime Minister. We saw the Hon. Min- 
ister of Health. He says he was a confused man. Now, 

.I 

he has to pay $16,000 for his confusion. Let the 
Government pay the damages. That i s  our argument. 

Mr. HUSBANDS: Mr. Chairman, the hon. mem- 
I 

ber who has just sat down said, let the Government 
pay the damages. I would say this. So far, the mem- 
bers who have spoken on this Resolution are hon. 
and learned men who are supposed to know the law , 

and I do not want this debate to end without my mak- 
ing a contribution as a layman. I -+ * 

The Hon. Prime Minister has pointed out - and 
I could not agree with him more - that the time has a 
come when something should be done more thanwhat 
i s  done now, in that Insurance Companies in Barbados 
should be made not to discriminate r,n matters of this 
sort. He went on to say that some cases are treated 
differently from others because they affect men who 
are not of the negr,) race, I am saying that somethng 
must be done about that. 

This man, apparently because he did not know 
that he should have attached the Crown and sued the 
Government in time, did not do so. With a man of such 
means a s  we have heard about, he could not be ex- 4 
pected to know the law. We are apprised of the fact 
that there i s  a limitation period from which he can 
get something from the Government. The period of 
time passed. I regret that very much indeed. 

The Hon. Prime Minister on the other side and 
the Hon. Leader of the Opposition on this side were 
engaged in a lot of argument onthis matter, the hon. 
Prime Minister saying that he would examine rhe 
law on the limitation -priod and let it remain for one 
year. We thank the hon. senior member for St, 
Thomas because he enlightened the Commitee when 
he said how long was this Statute of tfie Limitations 
period. That is why we sit down and listen to them -$ 
lawyers. However, I would say this, when it comes 
to law, no man can be blamed for the opinion which 
he holds. 

I see from the Resolution that this man was in 
the course of the Government Businesrr when tNs 



iacfdent happened. The Government now is in a pri- 
vileged positfan. No one can deny that. The Hon. 

.x FWme Minierter has given us the assurance that 
soon from now he is going to see :o it - i f  he has to 
do it 1egislat:on - that insurance companies raise 
the maximum award to a more reasonable figure. 
NdW the injured man lost a foot in  the process. 
3.45 p.m. 

I must agree with members who spoke before' 
me that the Addendum !o this Resolution i s  not very 
informative. He knew nothing about it for four years. 
and the four years - about that he said that the Post- 
mistress made some casual enquiry, made a state- 
ment that this particular Postman said he was in an 
accident. 

2" 
If the Prime Minister realised that somvthing 

can be done and something should be done for future 
similar cases, why cannot we postpone this Reso- 
lution tonight for a further period until that legis- 
lation can come before us and let us approve of it 
aid let that legislatian be made retroactive,what is 
wrong with that? Am I a fool to say that o r  it is mn- 
sense because I am not a lawyer. That ig  the position. 
We are asked to vote $5,665 and Mr. Chairman, Sir, 
this i s  to make up something. I am not going back 
into the legal intricaeies of this case. Now, here i s  
a man, irrespective of how well his family has txeated 
him, the man in the course of his duty as  a Postman, 
met with an injury, the manwas sued, the insurance 
company gave according to what they called their 
limit, what the Prime Minister told us i s  a discrim- 
inatory matter, the man's property was put up for 
sale. None of these things we would not know, they 
are not in the addendum, maybe it might not have 
been in the Addendum. I am moving for a further 
postponement of this with a challenge to the Hon. 
Prime Minister that legislation be brought in and 
made retroactive in order that this unfortunate man 
may be better provided for than to the extent of 
$5,665. 

I am not going to say the hon. Prime Minister 
was talking cheap o r  through his hat when he said 
that the insurance company was discriminating and 
they should be called upon to do more and he hoped 
that when he brought down that legislation we on the 
Opposition side would not forestall it, and in my seat 
I cheered his remarks there and then, and am pre- 
pared to cheer them again when he brings down the 
legislation and I am in my place. Why the hurry? I 
understand that the man made some agreement to 
pay this in instalments. 

I am saying this now, and this is the sum total 
of what I had to say from the beginning, that since 
certain assurances have been given us from the Gov- 
ernment - I am not going into the cross-question 

$- of explanations by W s t e r s  - no man is perfect, 
we on this side of the House canwait until the Prime 
MMster puts what he says to the test, bring down 
tMs legislation, extend the limitation perlod of one 
year, amend the law - our laws are not the laws of 
the Medes and Persions - any laws made in here 
can be amended by members of this ChamSer, there- 

fore let u s  wait, and I say this, not a s  a Lawyer have 
I spoken, but as  a layman who believes in Christ, 
because under the law all of us do fall short, and it 
i s  only Christ that can help those men to a great 
extent. Now if the law says he couldnot proceed with 
the law suit after one year, that is law, period. You 
cannot proceed.What can you do? We can do more 
than that, because all human beings are  not binding 
by the same hard laws, ;bny we make we can amend 
them. That i s  a challenge to ourselves and I for- 
mally move in Committee that this matter be post- 
poned for three months. 
7.55 p.m. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Chafrman, I rise to second the 
motion for the postponement of the further consi- 
deration of this Resolution. In doing so, I shall say 
this: I have been sitting here for some time and I 
have listened to much that has been said, and at one 
stage I feel that, I am within my right to say that i t  
appears to me that Mr. Layne happened to find him- 
self being down an the canvass and is being Mt by 
the Government while he is down. On another occa- 
sion when I heard, as  I heard today, the explanation 
given as to the reasons for this matter being before 
this House a s  given by the Hon. Prime Minister, I 
have to wonder if the Hon. Ministers who spoke be- 
fore him were apprised of o r  armed with the infor- 
mation which the Prime Minister has given to the 
House today. All along we have heard all the legal 
terms, the legal applications and the legal technicali- 
ties explained to us in respect of this matter and it 
therefore remains that Mr. Layne is either entitled 
to something from the Government o r  he is entitled 
to nothing. We, on this side of the House, are saying 
that if the Government finds itself accepting in any 
measure that Mr. Layne is entitled to something 
from the Government, it shouldgive Mr. Layneevery 
penny that i s  due and owing to him to satisfy the 
debt. 

We have not heard any convincing argument to 
satisfy us a s  to why the Government has set out to 
pay one -half of what Mr. Layne now finds himself ow- 
ing. It may be true that Mr. Layne has sons in Eng- 
land. I understand that one goodly lawyer, who is 
supposed to- have fought Mr. Layne's case o r  to put 
it before the Court, after the judgment was entered 
against Mr. Layne, was bold enough to say that 
Mr. Layne has enough property that he couldsatisfy 
the Government. I understand that Mr. Layne, a 
postman, was delivering letters when he became 
involved in an accident in which another man lost 
one of his feet. You will remember thar the Prime 
Minister told us that police were m&I4? to get evi- 
dence to support the bringing of a charge In this 
matter. Nevertheless with g. man loosing one of his 
feet - 

Hon, N. W. BOXILL: Mr. Chairman, on a point 
of order. As far a s  we, on this side know, nobody in 
that accident lost any foot o r  any member for that 
matter. I would not like the hon. member to get the 
impression that somebody lost a foot. That is not 
true. 



Mr. HUSBANDS: Mr. Chairman, I remember 
including that in my speech. That was the informa- 
tion which I gathered, that some man lost a foot. I 
have been so informed. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Wi l l  the hon. member say 
who informed him? Because if a man lost his foot, 
he lost if after the damages were awarded in this 
case. Dr. Leacock gave evidence in this case and he 
said that on the day onwhichhe was giving evidence, 
he saw the plaintiff that same day and he was walking 
with difficulty and would have some pain. At no stage 
of the medical report was there any amputation in- 
volved in this matter. It i s  not that this is relevant to 
the amount which we are asked to vote, but we will 
not have this misconstruction on the record that a 
man lost his foot. 

The hon. member also seems to be under the 
impression that Mr. Layne was the victim of the 
accident; but it was not Mr. Layve. The victim of the 
accident was Mr. Best. The damages were awarded 
on the basis that the man would be unable to drive 
a lorry at Newton Plantation, and his present condi- 
tion is that he has both of his legs. He can walk but 
he canpot drive a lorry and therefore he has been 
deprived of the ordinary pursuit of the course of his 
employment. 

Mr* HUSBANDS: Mr. Chairman, I had no inten- 
tion of mis-leading the House. I saidwhat I gathered 
from what was reported to me. If in the course of my 
speech it is reported that a manlost one of his feet, 
it was so reported to me. I do not have to say any- 
thing as  to who hadevidence o r  to disclose who said 
it to me. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Whoever told the hon. 
member that, was not only mis-leading him but he 
was telling a lie. Was he a yard fowl? 

Mr. HUSBANDS: Mr. Chairman, as  to the inele- 
gant language which the hon, member likes to indulge 
in, I hope that the time will come when he will not 
be able to continue to use such language. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Chairman, I am indeed thankful 
to the Prime Minister for the information which he 
has given. The man did not lose a foot, but he suf- 
fered internal injury. 
8.05 p.m. 

In this matter, the Hon. Prime Minister told us 
that for the Government to give Mr. Layne some as- 
sistance, the matter had to be brought as  it has been, 
that is, that this money is an ex-e-gratia payment. How- 
ever, what we are saying is that from the information 
which has been given to this House, we are satisfied 
that as  soon as  Mr. Layne i s  going to part with some 
of his property to the Government - he would get 
this money. 

Hon. E, W. BARROW: I was accusedof talking too 
long. I said that before the Government h e w  any- 
thing Mr. Layne said he went to the Crown Solicitor 

and offered to sell some of his land and we said that., 
we were not interested in his% property. We were 
not interested in securing two or ..three acres (L4 

Newton but then Mr. Layne thought t b t  if the G O V ~  
ernment came to his aid, he would sell the Govern- 
ment land. We said that we were not interested in 
his  !and, He said he was trying to pay the money. 
He had paid some already and $9,500 remained, 
Of that, he was trying to pay $3,000 on the fourth 
May. The $5,000 which we are  asking the House to 
agree to would more than satisfy the whole debt. 

Mr. Layne is due to retire this year and will be 
getting a pension of $100.00. It was not a question of 
buying land from Mr. Layne. The hon. member does 
not seem to understand. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly, we have 
seen here that the Hon. Prima Minister would do the 
House a good turn if he briefed his Ministers before 
they come in here. I am sure the Hon. Minister of 
Com-nunication told this Hause that one eighth of an 
acre of land had been offered in return for this money. 
The Hon. Minister of Social Services told us one- 
quarter acre. 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: I deny that we are paying 
Mr. Layne $5,000 for any qua* r acre of land. I said 
that Mr. Layne's reason for wanting to sell land was 
a matter which was brought to our attention. I never 
said that Mr. Layne was being granted the money in 
return for selling the Government a piece of his land. 
I have seen the Minutes. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: I am saying that the Minister said 
emphatically that this $5,000 was given in return far 
one -eighth acre of land. He did not think the Govern- 
ment was getting enough. The Government had more 
o r  less agreed to a deal. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Whatever was saidthatis 
not what I have seen. The money which we are asking 
for has nothing to do with any land belonging to Mr. 
Layne. If subsequently, the Government has to buy 
one-quarter acre of Mr. Layne's property, we would 
assist him further. However, we are not really in- 
terested in any one-eighth acre orone-quarter acre 
of land from Mr. Layne. I repeat, no part of this 
money is asked for to assist inanypurchase of land. 
Neither is it that we have enteredinto any contract to 
buy land from Mr. Layne. 

We have had to bring this under this particular 
Head because there is provision in the Estimates for 
ez-gratia paymmt. We would have to introduce a new 
head, if we follow the hon. member. 

Hon. C. E. TALML: I have been referred to by 
the hon. member when I spoke on the @st occasion, 
they had already agreed to postpone it. I said that the 
$5.500 was an ex-gratia payment, Negotiation was 
still going on about the land but that was not before 
the House. What was before the House was this $5,500 
a s  ex-gratia payment. 



The hon. member is saying that this is n& ez- 

gratia payment, i t  is buying land. This was given 
-s in order  to assist Mr. Layne. F&obably I spoke too 

late; that is all. 

Mr. HUSBANDS: The hon. member said that hon. 
members on this side spoke. I have not even made 
any reference to any land at all. I understand that 
the hon. Prime Minister has assured thik Committee 
that this $5,500 has 1:othing to do withany buyingof 
land. I want it recorded that postponement was not on 
that question at all; It is that Mr. Layne has no Sight 
paying any sum at all. These things have no right 
being mixed up. 

Mr. HINDS: It has been expressed by the Hon. 
,--r- Prime Minister that this sum of money has nothing 

at all to do with buying any land from Mr. Layne. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Suppose even Mr. Layne 
comes and say that I wouldgive you land, I would not 
take i t  at all. He came to us and told us that he would 
be grateful to the Prime Minister if we helped him 
iri paying the damages, It is a fact that this money 
has nothing at all to do with the buying of any land. 
8.15 p.m. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Chairman, I was saying that we 
also accept that the term el.-qmtia is used for the 
sake of convenience, not in truth and in fact. It i s  
used for convenience, it is not an exlqratia payment 
in truth and in fact, but what we want to say is this, 
we are  asking the Government if they a re  satisfied 
that they are morally indebted to Mr. Layne, by all 
means if it is $11,000 o r  thereabout, we promise f ~ o m  
this side of the House to give all the support we 
possibly can, we will give all the support we possi- 
bly can, if the Government will accept to pay the 
man the money that is now due and owing by Mr. 
Layne. I think I followed the Prime Minister carefully 
enough to understand that after the amount askedfor 
in this Resolution - $5,665 - is paid that there is 
still an amount that hangs over the property of Mr. 
Layne and Mr. Layne might find himself having to 
sell o r  part with his property to satisfy this debt. 
We a re  asking the Government not to treat Mr. Layne 
in this way, and from what I have gathered, I am glad 
that we can speak in this way about the matter, es-  
&cially when we understand that Mr. Layne was de- 
finitely not a supporter of the Barbados Labour Party 
in Christ Church, but Sir, what we a re  concerning 
ourselves with is this. There are  no two ways about 
it, we agree that time has elapsed, i t  is perhaps at 
the very last hour that the Prime Minister and the 
Minister of Education came into this matter, by an 
accident, and what had happened, they were trying 
to negotiate for land to provide playing field for the 
school at Water Street. 

Whatever the circumstances are,we are  satisfied 
that the Govenunent has come around to the point 
of' see!* this, that they failed, that they owe Mr. 
Layne something. It has not been ruled out that he 
was the Government's servant at the time the acci- 

\* dent occurred. We a re  satisfied that Mr. Layne did 

not receive the best legal advice at the time when he 
set out, o r  i f  he did receive it, he did not act on it. 
All we are  concerned with is this, that the Government 
should consider that they owe Mr. Layne, :;ley feel 
at this stage they should take some part in this mat- 
ter, i t  is a matter invo!ving some $16,000, but a s  
there is now $11,000 we are asking Government to 
postyne this matter and to come back after giving 
further consideration to pay the rest o r  the remain- 
d e r  of the debt that is now outstanding against Mr. 
Layne. We would like it to be said that this House 
has done somethi& in a matter of this sort, so that 
the debt will be satisfied and we will know that the 
last  straw, the last stick o r  the last cane hole o r  
square foot of land that was owned by Mr. Layne 
did not go from him, that his effort to satisfy this 
debt despite the fact that the Government played 
some part. We feel the Government cango the whole 
journey now and we are  pledging our  support from 
this side, so that the Government will have no fear, 
no worries, no headaches, they can just postpone this 
matter. and come back with i t  and rest assured that 
we will give full support in a matter of this sort. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Chairman, Sir, I must get 
up to reply because they have some people who come 
in here, make statements on the most important 
things, and then when they find themselves in diffi- 
culty, attempt to insinuate'thqt they only made those 
statements - I am repeating thatthe hon. Minister of 
Communications and Work!: said on the last  occasion 
in this Chamber that hon. members must remember 
that this $5,300 odd that the ~ o v e r n m e n t  will be gett- 
ing something in return. He said that Mr. Layne has 
1/8 of an a c r e  of land and that he has more o r  less  
agreed to transfer i t  to the Government. It was a t  
that stage that I got up and said that the Resolution 
was a dishonest Resolution because from the explana- 
tions given by the hon. Minister of Communications 
and Works, this Resolution was in fact the transfer 
of 1/8 of an acre of land for $5,300, so do not come 
in here and deny that i t  was never said. 

It was presented in an incompetent manner and 
I am not mincing any words now, at this stage of the 
debate I suggested clearly that the Resolution was 
fraudulent and dishonest, the hon. ministerof Health 
got up and said that i t  was not a question of 1/8 of 
an acre of land, he said that 1/4 of an acre of land 
was offered by Mr. Layne to the Government at 20# 
per square foot. Let him deny thatfact, and that this 
was Mr. Layne's price, and again we said on this 
side that clearly this transaction could not have been 
a gik ' if both the hon. ~ i n i k e r s  .who spoke on the 
~oGenunent  side were acepting the payment of this 
money for the transfer of land. 

Hon. C. E.TALMA: On a point of order, did I 
not explain that the $5,665 which is included in the 
Resolution and which is really the substance of the 
Resolution was ez-gratia in truth andin fact? I gave 
you too much information. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: The hon. member said on one 
hand i t  was an ex-gratia payment and that on the 



other hand he was saying that 1/4 of an acre of land 
was being bought at 209! per square foot. Those were 
Mr. Layne's prices. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: On a point of order. I quoted 
two separate and distinct figures, $5,665 ex-gratia 
out and out, and then I went on and gave a lot of infor- 
mation from the file of the negotiations of a parcel 
of land, 1/4 of an acre. Two separate figures, it was 
too late then, you had agreed on the postponement. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: It was too late, I agree, to undo 
the damage caused by the hon. Minister who spoke 
first, because he had 'already tied in the minds of 
members, he had already tiedthe minds that a dealer 
gift was involved. Deny that. 

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: Mr. Chairman, on a'point 
of order. I know what I said, I do not drink rum to 
that extent, and I will prove to him that I never said 
anything about a dealer gift. I was asked here how 
we knew about the case and I mentioned about the 
man trying to sell the land andwe discovered that the 
land could not be soldbecause he had the case against 
him. 
8.25 p.m. 

As you know, Mr. Chairman, the hon. senior 
member for Christ Church ,has already challenged 
the veracity of the Minutes in here and I suppose, 
when he sees this, he will challenge it too. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: I must chdenge the veracity of 
the Minutes when the Standing Orders are to the  ef- 
fect that no hon. member is entitled to read any 
speech except his own. The Hon. Minister has said 
that hon. members must not think that the Government 
would not be getting anything because the man has 
agreed to transfer his quarter-of-an-acre of land. 
The Hon. Minister spoke first and that is where the 
whole thing arose. The position is that we, on this 
side of the House, findit extremely difficult in gett- 
ing three completely different explanations in this 
matter. I want to know this; why has the Government 
said categorically that they are rejecting Mr. Layne's 
offer? Simultaneously with this money being paid 
out, negotiations are  still going on with respect to 
the purchase of Mr. Layne's land. Nobody is saying 
that the Government is not going to buy Mr. Layne's 
land and I do not say that no contract has been en- 
tered into. According to the Minister of Communica- 
tions and Works, Mr. Layne has made an offer to 
the Government and they have not said that the Gov- 
ernment has not accepted it. I accept that no formal 
contract has been entered into. A quarter ac=,of land 
is in the vicinityof 11,000 square feet, I want to know 
whether a contract has been entered' into o r  not. 

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, the hon. 
member has no idea of the machinery of Government 
The Government has i ts  Crown Solicitor who.sees 
after the negotiations. I cannot tell how far  the nego- 
tiations have gone. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: I have explaised that the 
Resolution has nothing to do with the property of Mr. 

Layne. I further said that we intend to abandon a part 
of the purchase of Newton Plantation, but that is 
nothing to do with the ex-gratia payment. The Minis- 
try of   ducat ion has expressed an interest in this 
land. Mr. Layne made a proposal to sell his land; 
he knew nothing about the negotiations in respect of 
Newton Plantation. Mr. Layne said that he would pay 
this money out of his gratuity o r  pension, but we 
said that we would rather come to the House for this 
money. Mr. Layne paid a deposit of $3,000 and the 
balance of less than $3,000 which he assured the 
Crown Solicitor he could get. This may not be coming 
out of his pocket at all. 

Mr. ST. JOHN: I see that the Hon. Prime Minis- 
ter  has made it clearthat the Government still wants 
to buy the land. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: I said that about five years 
ago Mr. Layne crme out with aproposal and we said 
that we should make sure that he paid for the land 
himself. It would not be correct for me to say that 
we had offered to assist the situation by abandoning 
part of Newton Plantation which we proposed to buy 
and add to his piece of land. We could do so if  we 
wanted to do so but we would not be under any obliga- 
tion. We are prepared to do so if necessary. The 
original proposal was that we would build a class- 
room on his property. 

The q w s t i o n  that the furthr~r consideration o f  t h i s  
Resolut ion ,ie po.stponerl  as p~rl ond rcsolac.rl in  the 
nega t i ve ,  the Committee d i r i ~ ~ i n g  ( I S  fo110~1"i:- 

AYES:UCSSF.Y .  Iflh;l)S, CRAIG, .I. M .  G .  M .  rlDAVS, 
HUSBANDS. S T .  JOHN, and Sir GRAYI'I,F=Y ADrlMS - 0'. 

NOES: Hon'h1c.s . I .  C .  ?'UI)OK, I.:. It'. H . M K O I ~ .  
N .  W .  BOXIL L ,  C .  E .  T d l ,  HA, M c  ssrs  l,(At'E, SPI1ING- 
ER,  CORHIW. I4 E E K E S  ( / i d  FIOPI'lN - 9. 

The g uest ion that th i s  Re.solution do I I O I L ~  puss uws 
put and reso lved  i n  the a/firncutive, Ihr CtlrlffiMAN de-  
claring that the "Ayes" have i t .  
8.35 p.m. 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, actually it 
is only a head which has just been passed. There is 
another Head under the same Resolution. 

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The question is that Head 16 
stand part. Hon. members who are of that opinion 
will please say "Aye'*; those against i t  will please 
say "No'*. I think the "Ayes" have it. 

HEAD 23 - MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS 

Head 23 - Ministry o f  Home Affairs - was ca l l ed .  

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, this is a 
question of Supplementary provision being made for 31 
the payment of $285 due to each of three official 
R e p o r t s f  the House of Assembly for attending and 
taking evidence at the recent hearing of six (6) 
General Assembly election petitions in the Supreme 
Court, in accordance with Section 10 (1) and (3) of h 
the Election Controversies Act, 1958-57. 

i 
/. 



I now beg to move that Head 23 stand part. 

L- Won. C. E. TALMA: I beg to second that. - 
T h e  q ue.stion waa put and r ~ . w Z ~ - e d  i n  t h e  af f i rmn-  

t i v e  tcithout dii3ision. 

Won. J. C. TUOOR: Mr. Chairman, I beg to 
move that this Resolution fdr the sum of $6,520 do 
/now pass. 

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

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 1967-68 No. 3 
1 ,  

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman6 the next 
> a  Resolution i s  a question of Supplementaxy Provision 

for Ex-gratia payments for Compensat4on. The sum 
zrequired i s  $5,31Q. 

P.C. No. 340 Anderson Ashby was feloniously 
maimed when he went to,execute ,asearchwarrant at 
a residence. in Magazine La~9&, and, ,in addition to 
other injuries, had his left brznd completely amputated 
at the wrist, and; lost Qhe - usa ,of his right middle 
finger on account of ,f iwised wound thereto. This 
amount i s  to meet the psyment ao him of eompensa- 
tion for the injuries received+$ 

I beg to move that t h s  Resoluti~n do now pass. 
?E;p 

Y 

Hon, C, E. T i L W ;  I beg to second that. 
I 

Sir GRANTLEY &DAMS: Mr. Chairman, I would 
lib to ask the hon. member how this sum was arrived 
at bequse it seems to us on this side of the House to 
be a miserably small sum of money for the amount 
of this man's injuries. 

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Under the Workmen's 
Compensation Act, there is now a maximum amount 
of $12,000 for  total disablement. Under the Govern- 
ment which the hon. junior member for St. Joseph was 
the Leader, during that time the total amount for 

.jar. 
total disablement was $2,500. Under the Act you can 
see the percentage to paid for these things. There 
are  all set out in the Schedule of the Act. 

The loss sustainedwas loss of the left hand at the 
wrist including an additional injury to his righthand. 
I may say that this Police Constable has been sent 
away. The Government i s  seeing to it that he gets 
treatment so that he will be able to use the latest 
modern artificial arm,: He would be retained in the 
Service at the full salary which he is getting. 

We have no authority to pay out any more money 
than what is se$ out in the Act. The Government has 
no authority to pay more out to its employees than 
what is set out in the Act. 

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: It is not a question of 
the legal amount. It is a question of whether this 
man with such tremendous injuries should be given 
more. This House has the authority b say what it 

should be. I go further, .whatever the Statute may 
say, we have the authority to change any Statute. We 
say that we do not think this amount 'is good enough. 
Ef it is necessary to change the Act, we can have it 
changed. This is a miserably small sum for such 
tremendous injuries. 

The accusation was made that the amount was 
put at $2,000 and the present Government has in- 
creased it to $12,000. Is the Government satisfied 
that this amount i s  the basic because the Hon. Prime 
Minister said that it was due to theirefforts that the 
Workmen's Compensation Act was increased to this 
&mount. I pass by the stupid sneer by the Hon. Prime 
Minister. If we made a mistake and did not put 
enough, it i s  time for the House to correct the 
mistake. 

This matl was injured in the course of his duty 
and policemen all over the world always have a tough 
time. My point is this, on what basis is this given? 
Is the Government satisfied that this i s  the proper 
basis with all those injuries which this man received 
It is no excuse to say that this i s  all to which he will 
be legally entitled. If the legal provisions are not 
satisfactory, you can change it. 
8.45 p.m. 

My understanding is that this is compensation 
to P.C. Anderson Ashby who was injured in the 
course of his duty, and the calculation i s  based upon 
the man who, in the event of him being employed 
by his private employer he would have got, in accord- 
ance with the Workmen's Compensation Act in Bar- 
bados. A s  I understand it, the maximum amount 
allo*able would have been according to this calcula- 
tion, 45 percent of $12,000 which comes to the 
sum involved, but looking at the schedule of the Act, 
the Workmen's Compensation Act 1964-63, the 
second schedule, the loss of arm between wrist and 
elbow that would entitle him to 45 percent, and 
according to the Addendum it says that P. C. Anderson 
Ashby was feloniously maimed and in addition to 
sustaining other injuries his left handwas completely 
amputated at the wrist, and he lost the use of his 
right middle finger, so that the loss of the hand at the 
wrist would give him 42 1/2 percent, but what I am 
wondering about is whether in view of the injuries 
that this man has received, both the loss of his hand 
at the wrist, as  well a s  the loss of the use of the 
finger on the other hand, whether he should not be 
treated a s  at least a fifty percent disability in which 
case he would be entitled to something more, because 
i t  seems to me that when one has - this is a point of 
interpretation which has caused many difficulties un- 
der the Workmen's Compensation Act, because 
Wbther you have the occurrence of both injuries, 
whether it does not'put him in a higher category. 

I can appreciate the position, and I myself am 
glad to see that the Government is committing itself 
to this House in saying that Mr. Ashby has beCn sent 
to England for rehabilitation treatment, and I myself 
have seen artificial arms being put on people, and 
that the Govenunent W i l l  employ him in some other 
capacity, but it does seem to me that this would be 



a case in the special circumstances of the case a s  it 
is, having regard to the two injuries that he received, 
not only the injury of the loss of the left hand com- 
pletely and the loss of the use of his right middle 
finger - on account of the incised w o d ,  the whole 
of the right middle finger. According to the schedule 
here the loss of four fingers and middle finger i s  
6 percent, so thrtt it will be 481/2 percent. What we 
are dealrng with is the conjunction of both, not only 
has he lost his left hand, but he has lost his right 
middle finger. Surely this man, for all practical 
purposes, is a person who is inmuch the same posi- 
tion a s  if he had lost both hands. I take it that he i s  
a right handed person who, not having the left hand 
to guide the right hand, so to speak, in my opinion 
the disability is greater because if  one takes the 
percentage that i s  given for the loss of the middle 
finger - 6 1/2 percent - that i s  estimated in my 
view taking into account that you still have the use 
of the left hand, but here is this man who has sot got 
any left hand from the wrist at all, so when you 
take the two injuries together, in truth and in fact 
the man is at least entitled to 80 percent because he 
no longer has anything that he can combine. He 
cannot hold anything properly now because he only 
has a stump on one arm, that is the hardship in this 
case. 

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Chairman, in this matter I 
feel that the circumstances surroundingthe case, the 
circumstances which led up to P. C. Ashby sustaining 
this injury o r  the injuries, ought to have been taken 
into consideration by the Government in arriving at 
compensatory damages. P. C. Ashby, I understand, is 
a young man and if he had not met with these injuries 
and all had gone well with him throughout his career, 
one would have expected that he would have had quite 
a long time in the service af the force, and if he had 
even remained at the rank of Constable throughout 
that period however long i t  might be, we feel that 
from these injuries that he has lost considerably, 
his working life has been drastic.dly altered, and 
what is being asked here this afternoon from this 
House, the sum of $5,310, we think that the Govern- 
ment should take into consideration again the fact 
that this man went to his duty - it might be. true that 
he went about it with a little more zeal o r  courage o r  
whatever it might be than perhaps many others would 
have done, but what Government should take into 
consideration is the fact that he should be now com- 
pensated in a sufficient amount as  not todeter others, 
in other words we are not saying that this man knew 
exactly what was going to happen to him, but never- 
theless he was charged with carrying out a specific 
duty as  a policeman. 

We feel that all other members of the force are  
thinking like this. Here it i s  that a man might be 
trying to do his best, he lost ahand and lost a finger 
from another hand, and all he gets is$5,000 and that 
is the end of it. We feelthat t k  circumstances ought 
to be taken into consideration and I agree with what 
the hon. senior member for C M s t  Church has said 
that Government should have fouud it possible to have 
arrived at a much better figure at which to compen- 

sate this Constable under the circumstances. 

Hoa E. W. BARROW: The hon. senior member 
for Christ Church - this is a questionof compensa- 
tion for a policeman who, in the course of duty was 
feloniously wounded and the principles on which we a 
worked are the principles of the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act which was amended in 1964 to increase 
the liability for  total d i a k m e n t  from $2,520 to 
$12,000. We have always proceeded on that basis, 
we cannot think of a number, we work according to 
the Act and you may take into account that our 
legislation is more generous than the United Kingdom 
Act in 1946. 
8.55 p.m. 

What I should like to point out is this: the whole 
rationale of the Workmen's Compensation Act i s  that 
a man is compensated not so much for his wounded* 
feeling o r  m y  cosmetic disfigurement; it is not for 
his loss of beauty o r  anything li& that. The law is 
concerned with the loss of your capacity to earn 
your livlihood. If you were to &kt a scar on your 
left hand and it ,does nst prevent you from carrying 
out your normal daties, then there can be'no c ldm 
for Workmen's Compensation. There is some basis 
on which the Compensdion should be calculated. I 
do not expect rhat the left harid must know what the 
right hand is doing and you mast have a little more 
dexterity to have one hand to guide the other hand. 

I am not in a position to aSsist the hon, member 
in that respect. If the rationale of Workmen's Corn-* 
pensation is that you are b i n g  compensated for your 
incapacity to earn your livelihood, all of this money 
will be going into the Officer's pocket because he is 
employed with the Government and we are satfsfied 
that he can still earn his pzomotion to the end af his 
career, although, technically, he should be out ofthe 
Police Force. This Officer will continue to draw 
his salary and get his promotion, increments and so 
on, and when he comes to retire, he will also draw 
his pension. If somebody else had sufleredinjury of 
this kind, he would be out of work and the compensa- 
tion which he would get out of the Workmen's Com- 
pensation Act would be in consideration of his being 
no longer able to follow his',original calling. ~ a v i #  
given the assurance that we have increased the amount 
by more than three p rcen t  to guarantee that this 
Officer will draw his full salary, I think that the 
hon, member will find how difficult it would be to 
think of a number, add so much to it, subtract so 
much .from it and :hen come back to the original 
figure. 

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

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I beg to move 
that you do now report the passing of two Resolutions 
in Committee of Supply. + 

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

The question was put and resolved in  the affirma- 
t ive without division. 



T h e  CHAIRMAN reported to Mr. DEPUTY S P E A K E R  
who took the Chair and reported accordingly. - 

On motions o f  Hon. J .  C .  TUDOR, seconded by 
Hon. C .  E. I'dLUA ineuchca.se,  the Re.so1ution.s passed 
in Committee o f  Supply wcrp read n f irst und aecond lime 
and ugreed to .  

GOVERNMENT BUSINESS CONCLUDED 

Hon. J. C. TJDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker, the 
consideration of that Resolution concludes Govern- 
ment Business for the day. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Deputy Speaker, I beg 
to move that this House do now adjournuntil Tuesday 
next, 27th June, 1967, at 2.30 p.m. of the clock. 

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

The q ueation that t h i s  House do now adjourn unt i l  
Tuexday  nrx t ,  27th June,  1961: at 1.30 p.m. o f  the c lock  
v a s  put arid resolred in the  affirmatiae without divis ion,  
and Mr. DEPUTY S P E A K E R  adjourned the House accor- 
rlinqly . 
9.05 p.m. 




