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Pursuant to the édjouminent, the House of As-

< _ sembly met at 2.30 p,m. o'clock today.

 PRESENT

His Honour J. E. T. BRANCKER, Q.C., F.Z.S.,
(Speaker); Mr. L. E. SMITH, J.P.; Mr. E. D. MOTTLEY,
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.,

- Rt L.L.D. (Hon.), (Prime Minister); Mr. J. W. CORBIN;

B

Mr. R. ST.C. WEEKES, J.P.; Mr. W. R. LOWE; Hon. N.
W. BOXILL, (Minister of Communications and Works)
Mr. J. B. YEARWOOD, (Chairman of Committees); Sir
G. H. ADAMS, CM.G., Q.C., B.A,, D.C.L. (Hon.), (Lead-
er of the Opposition) Mr. W. C. B. HINDS; His Honour
G.E. SARGEANT, (Deputy Speaker) Mr. C.A.E. HOPPIN,
J.P.; Mr. L. S. CRAIG; Mr.”J. B. SPRINGER: Mr. H. B.
ST. JOHN, LL.B., and Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS, M.A.

Prayers were read.

MINUTES

-

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

"PAPERS LAID

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

“"The Pensions (Amendment) (No. 2) Regulations,
1967, ’

-

Table of Precedence of Barbados.

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: On my ownbehalf,I am com-
mtanded to lay the following:- ‘

Annual Report of the Commissioner of Police
of Barbados 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 at Engineer's Pier, Aquatic
Gap, in the parish of Saint Michael. :

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

Hon, J. C. TUDOR: Mz. Speaker, on behalf of the
Minister of Agriculture, Labour and National Insur-
ance, 1 beg to give notice of a Bill to amend'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, I also beg to
give notice that a Reply to Parliamentary Question
No. 27, asked by the hon. junior member for St.
George is ready.
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-

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 are 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 Government take steps to have such
classes re-commenced with as little delay as 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.1.) Limited at Barbados are such as can cause
serious disruption inthe 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 tothe Island short-
ly to act as Area Managerof Cable & Wireless (W.1.)
Limited?

3. Will Government consider acting in the
interest of Local staff and Barbados® reputation as a
whole, by denying the said expatriate a further oppor-
tunity to taunt locals?

4, What percentage of staff at Cable & Wire-
less (W.L.) Limited at Barbados are expatriates or
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 at St. Lucy enjoy any special
privilege granted by the Government of Barbados?

2, If the answex to the above is inthe 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 thereisa 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 re members of the Royal Barbados Police
Force.

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

1. Since when were Permanent Secretaries
entitled to the compliment of the ‘*Salute’’ from mem-
bers of the Royal Barbados Police Force?

2, Is the Minister aware that a Police Officer,
acting on the complaint of a Permanent Secretary, re
No. 1 took it upon himself to orderthe transfer from
the Bridge Police Station, of the full land police de-
tachment stationed there? ’

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

4.,
2,55 p.m.

If not, why not?

Mr. CRAIG entered the House and took his seat.

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

Mzx. 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?

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

Mr, CRAIG: Mr. Speaker, to enquire 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.

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

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

-
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. Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His

V 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-
priate Minister:-

- Would the Minister favourably considererecting
& public bath and latrine atthe 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 inthe parishof St. James.

Mr. SPEAKER: The same hon. member. His
question r¢ 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 rc 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 and dealers,
as to the quality of the evaporated milk produced by
the Pine Hill dairy?

2. If Government is aware of such com-
Pplaints, can the Minis;er say what improvements are
envisaged in the future?

REPQRT OF SELECT COMMITTEE
PRESENTED

Mr, ST. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, 1 beg to present
the Report of the Select Committee appointed to con-
sider and report onthe 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 read ‘‘Lady
(Grace) Adams.,”’

Dated this 16th day of June, 1967,

H. B. St. John,
Chairman.

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Speaker, I think that 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, Iwanted 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 duly informed of 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, notof 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 proce-
dure.

Mr. SPEAKER: I consider that the hon. member
was merely presenting the xeport 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.

Mz, 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 incorporated withthe
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 or it will deal with this
Report as an Interim Report, or 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. J. C. TUDOR, seconded by
Hon. C. E. TALMA, a Bill to amend the Barbaods Union
0il Company Refinery (Levy on Petroleum Products)
Act, 1965, was read a first time.

3.05 p.m.
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On motion of Hon. J. C. TUDOR, seconded by Hon,
C.E. TALMA, the Bill to amend the National Insurance
and Soctal Security Act, 1966, was reqd a first time.

On motion of Hon. N. W. BOXILL, seconded by Hon.
C.E. TALMA; the Bill to amend the Motor Vehicles and
Road Traffic Act, 1937, was read a first time.

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 via the United Kingdom.

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

RESOLUTION OF SYMPATHY re SIR FRANK
HOLDER'S DEATH

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr, Speaker, I beg to move
the following Resolution with respect to the death of
the late Sir Frank Wilfred Holder, former member
of the House of Assembly. The Resolution reads as
follows: -

““BE IT RESOLVED that this House place onre-
coxd its profound sympathy at the death ofSir Frank
Wilfred Holder, Kt,, C.M.G., C.B.E., Q.C,, B.A,, a
former member of the Houss 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 John Chandler, who
like the late Sir Frank Holder was a member of the
House. No member of this House or any Chambker for
that matter would have pleasure in moving this kind
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 and
within that period, he represented so far as I gathsr
the constituency of St. Andrew. Sir Frank Holderwas
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 exemplified both
here and in British Guiana, latexr Guyana. He served
here as Judge of the Assistant Court of Appeal and
then Solicitor General from which post he went to

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

If Sir Frank’s period of sexrvice had ended there,
it would be enought to sarn him his place in the his-
tory of this colony but above 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 was Chancellor of the Province of the
West Indizs. He was uatil very recesatly President
of the Arts Council and those who knew him in this
capacity, know the great interest which he took in
thar 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 Holder was at the time of his death
a member of the Privy Council and those who had the
honour of serving with him have attested not only to
his wide knowledge of political affairs but alsoto 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 more than any other body 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 House's distress at his passing, but certainly it
also recoxds its desire that its distress be commu-
nicated to Lady Holder. I begtomove that this Reso-
lution do now pass.

el

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Speaker, so many -

excellent, well-deserved tributes have besn already
paid to the late Sir Frank Holder, that there is nothing
I can say that will not be a repitition, Those tributes
heard in a broadcast and in the address today could
hardly be improved on by anybody, but in addition,
Sir, I feel it more intimately because: at school at
any rate there was hardly anybody whom.I knew bet-
ter or 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. ] went into the Upper
First and as 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 excha.nged all sorts of confi-
dences; we hardly ever did any work; fox one thing
he was humourous and very witty and we could al-
ways find something to say about whatwas happening
and make fun at our different masters andwe devoted
very little time to books, Onthe playing field, he was
an admirable man and I mean that word in its fullest

iy

B
-
*
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sense.He was in every sense of the word even in his
schoolboy days a full man, and a man 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 about us in the 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, 1 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- beheved in domg his duty
to the community '

I repeat there is hardly anything that has not
been said about him that canbe saidnow. He was one
of the best people in this generation. He entered the
House a year or two before me, I think he entered
the: 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
that social reform had to be gradual and if at times
he seemed ‘o be siding with the other man, it was
not that he was a conservative in any way but that
he believed that pragress should be gradual. H2 gave
extremely good service to the Housz during the perind
thdt h2 was here and it'was always a pleasure to lis-
ten tH him because heé did not digress from the sub-
ject in addressing the House. He appreciated the
points mede by those who differed from him hut he
stuck to his particular point and as it were showed
why he was right and the other was wrong, He never -
gnd I me hing extraneous about this --failed to
see that there was another point of view beside his
6wn. Those who knew him best will miss him for
what he was as a man andWhathe has done ‘as a citi-
zen of this country,

" Mr. SPEAKER: Before putting this question, I
¢rave the indulgence of this House to associate my-
self with the remarks and the tributes paid by the Hon.
Léader of the House and the Hon, and Learned Lead-
er of the Opposition to Sir Frank Holder, Sir Frank
was a member of this House for many years and I
was a member-of this House during some portion of
the time that he wds a membér. We practised at the
Bar together and I recall that during those trials
which arose as a result of the disturbances of 1937
that Sir Frank Holder was one of the prosecutors for
the' Crown and we met onmany occasionson opposite
sides as we had in private life. Sir Frank was alwadys
fair, always ‘generous, very agreeable and kind.'He
was truly one of the miost illustrious sons of Bar-
bados and 1 will ask hon. méntbers to indicate their
Passing of this Resolution in the usual way by standing
in their places for a period of two minutes.

(Members stood in their places for two minutes.)

" I will direct the Clerk atthe Table to forward
a copy of this Resolution to Lady Holder.

-been made. I should have inserted ‘‘C.M.G., C.

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr, Speaker, in addition to
that, there was a-slight amendment which should hav=
B.E.”
in the Resolution, but I believe 1 have left out the
“‘C.M.G.”” and I will ask that it be put in,

Mr. SPEAKER: If there is no objection, I will
have that correction inserted. (After a pause). There
is no objection, and it will be done.

3.25 p.m.

SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mx, 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 question was put and resolved in the affirma-
tive without division.

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 question was put and resolved in the affirma-
tive without division. '

ERECTION OF GENERAL BEACH FACILI-
TIES AT DOVER

Mr. SPEAKER: It is now Question Time. I am
advised that the Oral Reply has beenlaid to Question
No. 22, standing in the namz of the hon. senior mem-
ber for St. James.

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

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

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

“The question of beach control and dévelopment
is being studied by an adviser to the Government, and
Dover Beach will be mcluded 1in this study. The Gov-
ernment has, however, alres.dy 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."’
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Mr, .SMITH: As -a supplementary question, will
the; Minister. state how» many latrines and baths:will
be erected ‘in the fmencial year in the pansh 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 intothe
choice of the places where he has said these facilities
will be erected? If I may repeat the places, Silver
Sands, Chrxist Chuxch; 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, itis possible that they will
have these facilities erected at 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: Will the Minister deny
that these three sites are very fortunate inbeing se-
lected in that at the last general Election, the pro-
portion of voters for the present Government suppoxt-
ers were in the ratio of 9 to 1,7to 1 and 2 to 1?

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

Mz, SPEAKER: The pext Question to which the
Oral Reply has been laid is Question No. 27, standing
in the name of the hon. junior member for St. George.

Mz, HOPPIN: Mr. Speaker, to enquire of the
appropriate Minister:

. _(a) .1s Governmnet aware of the danger the

residents of Pansh Land, St. George will be faced
‘with should a fire océur in or around that area be-
cause there is no water hydrant?

b) It the answer to the above is in the af-
firmative, will Government instal a hydrant and re-
lieve the residents of this pending hazard?

Hon. N. W. BOXILL Mr. Speaker, the Reply to
the hon. member’s Questxon is as follows -

@, NoSir. o L

(b ’I‘Wo ﬁre, hydrants have a.lready been in-
stalled in the parish Land area.”

‘Mr. SPEAKER: So far as I am advised, no other
Replies to Questions have been laid.
3.35.p.m. »

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

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

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

THE PROPERTY INSURANCE (GOVERNMENT
AND STATUTORY BODIES) ACT 1967

.. Mr. SPEAKER: Government Business becomes
the instant order of the day, The. firstitem 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~
ment of a fund out of which the loss of, and damage
to, certain liabilities incurred by the Crown in right
of its Government of this island, and by cextain
statutory bodies are to be satisfied and insurance
premjums on certain public property are to be paid.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Mr, Speaker, some years
ago it 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 its own in-
surance. Up to the present time, Mr. Speaker, the
properties insured: by the Govemment@restr;cted
to Government Buildings, motor vehicles and certain
equipment owned by the Central Government, suchas
equipment under the control of the Department of
Highways and Transport and so on.

Statutoxy 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
have 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 officesin other countries but further
than that, the claims which are made do not justify
the continuance of the insurance. to private business.

. The Govemment has therefore enlarged the
scope. of the Public Property Insurance Act of 1959
to provide for the insurance of _property held by pub-
lic corporations. As I have said, lots of these statu-
tory Boards enumerated from time to time the high
premiums which have been charged to insune their
properties and it is noteworthy that people 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.
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. At first‘, We d1d not view tlus request by these
Boards with’ any great degree of equanimity because
, we were not satisfied that people treat public proper-

w1th the respect that was due. However, after
careful exammation we have come ‘to the conclusion
that some kind of saving may inure to these Statutory
éoards it we allow them to take advantage of the
Public Property Insurance Act of 1959,

‘ All Pubhc Property will not be automatically
elig1b1e to be brought under the Goveinment’s Insur-
ance Scheme. Thére are some which dre more liable
tp .series of claims than others, There are some
whose operat1ons are of a much more risky dimen-
sion.

We "are therefore making an amendment at
Clause 13 so that the Cabinet may delete any Sche-
duled Statutory body from the first Schedule and in
fike ‘manner may insexrt any body corporate estab-
lished or constituted by an Act.

We are also making prOvisdon for the members
of the standlng Insurance Commlttees to be a maxi-
‘ mum of ﬁve instead of three.

We are also making amendments to Public Pro-
perty Insurance Act 0f 1959 and the regulations there-
in.

. For the benefit of those hon. members, like the
hon. junior member for St." Joseph who is always
talking of how much money the Government owes
away, I would like to inform that hon. member that
by bringing in the Statutory Bodies we would have to
put 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 underthe Committee, I am
only quoting this as an mustration, but the present
insured value is approximately $45 million without
the property of any of the statiitory corporations.
You could imagine then how much money could be
paid out in premiums to 1nsurance companies with
the exception of one as far as1know, all of them be-
ing companies operating from outside of Barbados, if
the Government d.1d not underwrite these insurance
themselves.

Quite apart from this, I am very pleased to in-
form the members of this House that this one De-
partment of Government - the Caribbean Currency
Board - shows a reasonable profit, and 1 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, cértain legislation on
this insurance question.

" At the end of the last financial year, our invest-
Tents at market value was $2,000,668, this is the
value of the fund, or rather, our 6verseas stock alone,
our total portfolio, was $2.000,668 and our overseas
stock was approximately $1.534 million. Indeed the

hon. senior member for Christ Church is the object
of great envy of this side of the House, because he
has a complete mnocence 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 1 said ‘‘overseas stock’ justnow it caused
some confusion and I would like to point out to the
hon. member that in so far as insurance is concerned
there is no country inthe world, especially when it is
subject to visitation from hurricanes, etc. that does
not invest overseas. For Barbados, we have our port-
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 as 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, toensure 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 bxing down a compre-
hensive insurance Bill. I hope too that the Government
in the regulations of the insurance scheme would 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, as awhole, see this Bill as 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 justlike to inform
the hon. member that the insurance Act is almost
ready; it should be here within two or three weeks as
far as I know, but the hon. memberwould appreciate
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that, contrary to their belief, this Government does
consult with people who are concerned with the
enactment of legislation, mterested parties, and par-
ticularly we have had to consult with the insurance
companies and this has necessarily taken a long 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
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division.

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr, Speaker, I beg to move
that Your Homour 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-
tive without division.

3.55 p.m.

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, Ibegto move
that you do now report the passing of one Bill in
Committee.

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

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

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

On motions of 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. N '

Sir Grantley Adams: You have asked hon. 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.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Ifthe Hon. Leader of the
Opposiuon has only got his copy ye sterday evening
I can assure him that we on'this side déal with more
business in a day than what former leaders of the
Government did. It is only necessary that a Bxll
of this kind would take time to deal with, We do not
send out the papers. We are not the Clerks of the
House. " o

If the hon. member has not received the Bill
until yesterday evening I would be very pleased to
grant consideration of postponement of this measure.

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.

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

The Government have no means of knowing when
hon. membexs receive their papers and all that hon.

members have to say is that they have not receive &

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

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

Mr. SPEAKER:
duly postponed.

IA decl‘are Oxrders No. 4 and 5

Hon., J. C. TUDOR: 1 beg to move tha; Order
No. 6 be taken as the nextitem of Government Busi-
ness.

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

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

SUGAR INDUSTRY (REHABII.JTA’I‘ION, PRICE STA-
BILIZATION AND LABOUR WELFARE)
(AMENDMENT) BILL, 1967

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

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, I am askmg
leave of the House for the Hon. Prime Minister to
deal with this Item jn 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 it amends goes back
to the great days of World War Il when the United
Kingdom by an arrangement with all the Caribbean
sugar producing countries obtained sugar in bulk
fromthese countries. It is not generally known that

!
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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
othér sugar producers inthe 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
Ministry 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. 1 do not want to go into detail as regards
the Commeonwealth Sugar Agreement largely because
it is 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 is just two or
three short years from now, When the policy of the
Inner Six is implemented, it is 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 as 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 allwho constitute the European
Economic Community, the six countries to be self-
sufficient in agricultural products, so that the im-
portation 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, aslongago as 12
or 14 years ago, the accrued prices and the freehold
prices were fixed — 1 am quoting roughly — approxi-
mately 47 pounds per tonunder the last sugar agree-
ment, The world market price for sugaris less than
over 40 pounds per tonto produce sugar, and there- -

fore the world market price of sugaris far below our
fost 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 as disastrous.

The target price for sugar in the Benelux countries
and the other countries in the European Common
Market is £81 per ton, and under the common agri-

cultural poiicy the exporting countries would feel it
more. The importing countries have to put the dif-

ference between the target price of £81 and the
world market price, so that the difference alone
to which all surplus should go into any country ir
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 Commonwealth is 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 happentobe above
the negotiated price, under the Commonwealth Sugar
Agreement’ the United Kingdom has made a lot of
money out of us, but it is also true that we have had
a certain amount of economic stability inthe 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 or colour there
are people in this country who 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
as 1 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 inthe Price Stabili-
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 £1 per ton.

4,25 p.m.

The purpose of this Billistodeal with 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’’,1 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 or 11,000 tons of sugar in Barbados per
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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 is 10,000
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 been 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, if there
is any one overplus of money into the Fund in respect
of locally consumed sugar, to what purpose it should
be used. This is nothing to do with the allocation of
sugar which is sold overseas because this money is
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 is 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: 1 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
reading of a Bill standing in the name of another
Minister, We welcome the Prime Minister to the
House today. This welcome, Mr, Speaker, isnot, as
far as I am concerned, sarcastic becauselam going
to say that 1 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 or 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 matters which he has discussed
today. 1 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, whenhe touchedonthe posi-
tion in 1970, the £81 per tonwhichis the producers’
price inside the European Economic Community —
I am not accusing the Primie Minister of reading the
Newspapers or 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 important industry in Barbados, 1do :

not know if the reports of today’s proceedings in the
Press will be of the ordex that they use to be in
former sessions of the House to the effect that the
Opposition was not quite so vocal or 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 canm, 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 and it was £20
above the Commonwealth sugar agreement price.
(MEMBERS: That is not so.) Mr. Speaker, I have
been corrected on this point, but the last world price
which I saw myself was (32 perton and not less than
£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 is below one pound per ton
which is the present market price. The reason why
the European Common Market price is paid on that
is that six countries are still the net importers of
sugar, and their aim is to make the European
Common Market self-sufficient in all agricultural
products and that includes sugar. The price of ¢81
per ton is paid in order to get the domestic produc-
tion expanded, but the fact is that the European Com-
mon Market is still anetimporter 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 if she becomes a member
of the European Economic Community.

4.35 p.m.

It is therefore in Britain's great interestto con~
tinue with the Commonwealth Sugar Agreement. I
have no doubt that the Hon. 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 if it
continued with buying our sugar. If they discon-
tinued buying our sugar, beet sugar would have 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. Asfaraswe know,
Britain is going to do her bestto 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 tropical sugar.
In the Latin American countries the growers of sugaxr
have the benefit of a bigger price paid for their
sugar because of the association which they have
with France.




... Those who, broke up the getting together of the
thtle Eight mustbe feehng very sorry now because it
ha.s .been . suggested that since the relation of those
Ea.stern Caribhean Countries, except Barbados, have
the same relation of associgted states with Britain as
Surina.m has with the countries of the European
Common Maxket. No doubt it would be easy for them
to abtain membership of the E.C,M., should Britain
become a member of that organization, If those
islands were to decide to apply for associate mem-
berships of the European Economlc Market, they
would be given fortheir sugarapzrice of half as much
a,gam over the price given the Barbados Sugar
Industry : ;

. ’I?hat 1s the posmon that the whole Antigua Sugar
Industry Would be in, Having an associate statehood

b ’va; with Britain, should Britain join the E.C.M,, Antigua

would be .able to rehabilitate their sugar industry
much easier and we in Barbados would just be sitting
here and just talking of no more cane blades. 1 hope
s_ueh a day will come so that the architects of des-
txuction, those who believe only in the:weapons of
breaking and not building, will understand what they
have done.

i We are ;in. the posmon that we were growing
perturbed at the. thought that we are breaking off
relationship with those long established customs. It
had comge to a time when everybody in Barbados
~ had been affected, one way or the other, but the dis-

- turbmg speech which the -Hon. Prime Minister had

made about the Sugar Industry. Now, he has come
here today and revealed a knowledge which none
of hlS earher prox;ouncements could. have led any
of us to beheve he had. Today, the Hon. Prime
MJ.mster has come here and given the lig to those of
us Who thought that we would be breaking off re-
lgt;onshlp with the Sugar Industry.

If for nothing else, this speech by the.Hon, Prime
4 Mjnister would be giving the lie to earlier pronounce-
ments which he has made and we hope that the grasp
Qf the facts Wthh he--has shown that he has, will
be translated ml:o sensible laid down policy by him
because he has set himself over. and. above his
Ministers. We canonly take itthat the Ministers are
tbere for his. convenience and he rules over them in
Gabinet, even to the extent of their dea]ingwn:h their
portfolios. .

Let the Hon. ane Mmister tell the Hon. Minis-
ter of Agnculture to look at these things. After all,
the countries of the E,E,M.will be inneed materially
of tropxcal 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. .

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

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 the
Prime Minister has given to the House. We, as far
as 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, 1 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 1 had expected to see the black
box, not seeing it made me feel more happy to know
that all is well. He had me smiling all the time with
him, he may not have noticed it. Everyone knows
what ] mean when 1 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 referring now to the Rehabilita-
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., 1 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 small growers, theirs was so small
and the last Government wanted to give it 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 ox
a donkey or something, but I believe that has been
changed. 1 have not heard anything since, if these
small cane growers are still in receiptof this small
amount or if it is still there for them, or what has
happened, If 1 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 19535 oxr 1965 itwas de-
cided to establish a Sugar Workers Provident Fund,
and there are a lot of people, old people, 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 would get something from the
Sugar Industry and up to now they have not got it, so
I would like to know how far they have got as far as
the Sugar Workers Provident Fund and the amount
that is in the till. Upto last year they told the people
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they would read it, how much money there is for
them in this Provident Fund, and about the Rehabili-
tation Fund as far as the small growers are con-
cerned, I would like to hear the Ministerin his reply
on those two questions.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: Iunderstand thatthe 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 {rrelevant and
silly questions which we get from weekto week, this
would be a subsequent matter, Itisnot my portfolio,
but 1 can tell the hon. member that there is now a
special 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 downthe re-
allocation 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 30¢ 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 SugarIndustry 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
are entitled to it as well. The Price Stabilization
Fund does not get the full $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 neverhad, Anyhow,
Sir, that situation will be rectified, but it does not
look as if we can recover this money to this Fund
by paying up the money now. There may be a lirtle
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
Governox-in-Executive Committee agreed inter alia
that further discussions on the proposed Provident
Fund for the benefit of workers in the sugar industry
should proceed on the basis of finance being provided
from a special levy of 40 cents per ton sugar, 290
wine: gallons fancy molasses, manufactured in the
Island. The rate was increasedto $1.00in 1961, By
agreement with the parties concerned, the levy was

set aside by the sugar producers and held by them
until the enactment in 1964 of ‘thé¢ ‘Sugar Industry
(Provident Fund Levy) Act which provided for the
collection of the levies'in ‘the respective years
1956 to 1964. It shotild befiotéd that the Provident
Fund Levy Act provided for the collection of the levy
on all sugar and farcy molasses manufactured i the
island during the years 1956—-1964, 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 (Rehabllitation’ 'Price
Stabilization ‘and ' Labour Weélfare) (Local Consump-
tion) Act, 1952, which requires that the entire levy,
namely, $13.20 collected on sugar manufactured
locally for local consumption, should be paid to the
Crown in right of its government of this Island for
the purpose of stabilizing the price of such-sugar.*’

Some of this money was paid to the Comptrolle'r
of Supplies out of this 11,000 tons and therefore we
hope to recover ‘the' sum of $22,000 and "another
sum of $300 thousand from the Comptroller of Sup-
plies for the benefit of thé-Provident Fund and the
Severance Payment Fund: “Money could have been
paid to the Comptroller of Supplies by mistake
because of a conflict in the reading of the two Acts.
1 can assure the hon. miember that that is really
the outcome of the present Bill which we are dis-
cussing, because of the mispayment to the Comp~
troller of Supplies. The Provident Fund should have
some money available, and' I do not see any reason

why the Provident Fund Levy Act should nét be ¥

amended. We have been urging the employment of
the Fund for some time; but it is being pushed ‘about
by the Sugar Producers’ Federation. They nowwant
an expert to come in and work out the actlial figures

r_d
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as to how the disbursement will be made and that

sort of thing.
strongly that something ‘should be dome. As far
as I can understand, it is the feeling by some people
that it should be merged with the National Insurance
Schéme, and the Barbados Workers’ Union particular-
ly feels, both sides feel, that the Provident Fund
should be paid separately. We will not be caught into
any cross-fire between thé Sugar Producers® and the

We have been urging them very

people in the Workers’ Union. We feel that'if they"

should get an actuary that would be Satisfactory’ to
us, but the Sugar Producers themselves feel’ that
there is no justification fot any Provident Fund which
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 vote of the’ Legislature in
accordance with the Sugar Industry (Rehabilitation,
Price Stab111zatibn and Labour Welfare) Act, 1947,

The motion was put and carried. ‘ S

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 B111 '

Hon., C. E. TALMA:

1 beg to second that.

The question was put and resol'ved in the affmna-
tive wzthout division.

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

Clauses 1 to } inclusive were called and passed.

On the motion of Hon, J. C. TUDOR, seconded by
Hon. C. E. TALMA, the CHAIRMAN reported the pass-
ing of the Bill in Committee.

5.05, p.m.

Hr. CHAIRMAN reported to. Mr. SPEAKER who re-
sumed the Chair and reparted accordingly.

Hus, j. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speaker, Ibeg to move
that this Bill be now read a third time.

Hon. C. E. TALMA:

I beg to second that.

L]
. - e -
The questizn was put and resolred in the affirma-
tive without division.

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

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

The question was pul and resoleed in the affirma-
tire avithout dirision.,

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: 1 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.

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

Hon., E. W. BARROW: Mz, Speaker, this Bill
has the same objects behind it as the last one which
we passed and in that BillIthinkI gave a reasonable
background. As a mattexr of fact, I think I was
accused of giving too much information. Iwould 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: 1 beg to second that,

. Mr, ST. JOHN: Mr, Speaker, I do not object

to the passage of this Bill. Allthat we wonder is the

reason why since 1965 when the Severance Payment

Act was passed, that the Government did not 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 particular
use was laid down for the money which accrued to
that Fund. I believe there was a shortage of capital

for the provision of housing for the people and the
Housing Board used to get.a part of its 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: Mr, 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 Fund was 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 taken out 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 is a fund set up to assist the workers., I
think that is the difficulty of the hon. member. The
explanation is very simple. The three funds are
funds which were set up by the Government in the
United Kingdom. 'Any room for manoeuvre is only
in the means laid down.

In oxder 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 as to the
allocation of this fund provided that itis 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 Labour Welfare
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 as agreed to in this for the Welfare
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Fund, we can take the money direct from the Labour
Welfare Fund and we do not have to go through the
procedure every year of subtracting the S50¢ 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 inthe Labour Welfare Fund
respectively.

The question that this Bill be read a second time was
put and resolved in the affirmative without 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 2 were called and passed.

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I begto 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 pul and resolved in the affirmative
without division,

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

Hon, J. C, TUDOR: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 quesﬁon 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.
C.

Hon, 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
Quly 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 was put and resolved in the affirmative
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) Oxder,
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 certain additional
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
volume 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 thislegal 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 is done in other territories, and
certainly more rapidly than that of otherterritories,
the requirements therefore in administration of the
office is the need for increased personnel, and it is
also the responsibility of the legal Department to
advise the Interim Commissioner who has takenover
legal Department to advise the Councils. All in all,
it is felt that the increase in staff is far from being
extravagant but is the minimum consistent with
efficiency.

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

Hon.,
5.25 p.m.

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

Mr. J. M. G. M. ADAMS: Mr, Speaker, the Oppo~
sition welcomes this Resolution. To begin with the last
proposal first, the remiéval of the post of Government
Security Officer from the Ministry of Home Affairs
to the Prime Minister's Office, as far as we are
concerned, the subject is traditionally dealt with by
the Head of the Government., The Government might
find itself having to investigate its own Ministers,
and the logic has always been that the Primes Minis~
ter should, in the last analysis, be responsible for
this subject. We are glad to see that Barbados is

-+
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coming into line with: these logical positions. We
hope, however, that we will not have to make any

accusation that such security is being used for poli-

tical ends. We hope that the Prime Minister will
orgenize the same oversight in this case as he ex-
pressed at the Independence Conference in London.
We hope that Barbados will never see security like
that of Zanzibar where a relatively small number of
men, about 200, can take over the Government where
we will have a situation where buffoonery will hecome
the order of the day. 1 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 as the two-party system is a
part of our Constitution in the broadest sense, and
not as it is narrowly laid down by the written docu-
ment, in so far as the.acceptance.of more than one
political party is. concerned, that is regarded as an
essential bulwark of our Constitution. We hope that
security will investigate any attempt at making Bar
bados a one-party state, except by means of the Bal~-
lot Paper at electiontime.l canonly say that I am glad
to: 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 it 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 Govermment Minister to pay parti-
cular attention, and that is the position with regard to
the publication of the laws of Barbados, both the
bound volumes and the future position, Thz laws of
Barbados have often been revised in ths later half
of the 19th century. In everytwelve years the House
of Assembly would bhave to pass a completely new 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, 1do hope
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 were kept during the old West Indies
Federation, namely, the loose-leaf form, in which
amendments to Acts when passed, will: be printed
embodying the amendment which will be placedinthe
volume of the law which is its rightful place.

.- That obviates the necessity of printing several
volumes in every year. It will be easy for the De-
partment itself to keep its laws up to date; it will be

easier for legal practitioners to carry on theirwork:

and it will also be easier for the Courts. Every prac-
titionex is aware of the difficulties of finding the ap-
propriate act when it was amended. The Attorney
General’s copy has not been brought up to date and
such excuses are heard. I would appeal tothe Prime
Minister particularly because I am sure that, with
his experience, he is aware of what canbe done in this
respect. 1. have already spoken to the Minister who

introduced this Resolution asking him to make it

possible for subsidiary legislation which refers to

|

such legislation as has been passed, to have an index
of the legislation to which it refers. The Minister
has intimated his agreement to have these steps taken.
As far as I am concerned, we are in support of this
Resolution.

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, the necessity for-
the expansion of the Legal Staff in the’Attorney
General’s Office would not surprise any person who:
has any casual knowledge or acquaintance of how
efficiently the Attorney General’'s Office works. Itis
no surprise to me that it is only now since we have a
new Attorney General, that we have to consider these
proposals. However, Sir, there is one thing which
disturbs me somewhat with respect to these propo-
sals, and it is that the Government has again, in:the
grade of Crown Counsel, perpetuated the system of
long service in arriving at the maximum salary,
which has proved in the pastto be'a great discourage~
ment to people who are entering the Government Ser-
vice. e
5.35 p.m.

1f one looks at the existing Legal Department in
Barbados, one would see that in the Attorney Gener-
al's Office as well as the legal departments of Gov-
ernment, particularly the Magistrates, one finds the
posts- of Senior Crown Counsel and Crown Couasel
are perturbed over certain matters. I can see the.
grievance of the post of Senior Crown Counsel.:

It isa vexed question. At a fixed salary, it thay
be possible to recruit the officer to the post but there
are other posts in the establishmentwhich the 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 as: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 has to sexrve for many
years before he gets ‘to the top grade of the post.
There is a drastic dearth of Magistrates, By your
actions as 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. All 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.

- Attention has been drawn to _.that by .the Civil
Service Commissien, The Commission is willing to
recruit people at the appropriate grade having re-
gard to the qualifications-and the ability of the man,
Now, the financial Department cannot recornmend the
person but there is some other authority inthe Min-
istry of Finance which says that we do not approve
of the appointinent at that particular salary scale.

If you are to have any hope of filling this posts,
it is only by getting that person from the existing
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Magistrates and then the Government would have :to. -
make. up its mind as to the guestion of salary. It-is.
true ‘that the last salary revision wes only put.into
force:a few months ago. It may be contrary to the
very recommendations of the salaries Commission=-
er, but if it is the aim of the Government to recruit
people who have had practical experience over a
number of years and then expect that such persons -
are going to come in and sweat it out starting from
the minimum before reaching the maximum .in the
Magistrate’s scale or the Crown Counsel’s.scale;:it -
seems to me that the Government is in fora hard
time: to recruit these people. . : Ce

-The -scale set down for Crown Counsel s
$5,580 - 9,000, By the time the next salary scale:
comes around the person if he:started at the minimum-
would not reach the maximum. I understand:that 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 salary because by the time he was reaching his
maximum, a new salary scale would come up. This
certainly would prevent old practitionersfrom takmg
up services in the Government. Co

- In our Constitution now, the Director of:Public
Prosecutions is subject to no control by anyone and .
the time has come when arrangements should be made.:
for a special office far the Director of Public Prose- .
cutions and separate staff for the Crown Counsel
would have to be given, I am not accusing anyone of
anything, but provision would have. to -be- made for
that so that the Director of Public Prosecutionswould
be separated from the office .of the AttorneyGeneral.
The time has come when this question has. got toibe..
looked into. The only person who did not undexstand
how to run an Attorney General’s office was the last
Attorn-*y General, . . , g

Sir, I am glad that this post has been created-
and I hope the Government will look inte the -question
of recruitinent. 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 long
salary scale. e

The question that this Resolution be passed was put -
and 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 Hon.
Leader of the House.

RESOLUTION re INCREASE:RATES SURFACE
. PARCEL POST TO UNITED: KINGDOM e P
Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr. Speakar, I draw the
House’s attention to the - Resolution which- the Homn.
Minister of Communication-and Works gave notice-
of earlier today and to which I give some urgency.:
I said that I would proceed with it today:in all ofiits.
stages and we should like to deal with it next,

. 1 therefore ask leave of the House that the Hon.
Minister .of Communication now desal with this Reso-
lution::Resclved that with effect from the first day of.

© July, 1967, the postdge of parcels to the destinations

set-out in.column 1 of the Schedule hereto shall be at:
the rates set out immediately opposite such destina-
tions .according to:the poundage :set out immediately
opposite: such destinations according to the poundage
in: cohnnns: 2, ‘3, 4, 5. and:6. thereof, and that the
Schedule to- Resolution Ne. - 113/1966 be varied ac-
cordlnglya :

‘ Tbere bem(/ no ub/ertmn, leave iwas qranted tlze Hon.
Muuster

5.45 p.m.

‘Hon.~N: W. BOXILL: Mr. Speaker, Sir, as the
addendum: sets out, the -Resolution provides for an
increase. in- the: rates for surface parcel post to the
United- Kingdom and ‘via the:United Kingdom conse-
quent: on- the: recent increase in the United Kingdom
termmal chdrges.

s,-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 creditson parcels, credits between this pos-
tal administration and other postaladministrations. 1
do. not want to bore the House, but what has happened
is that before .when you:sent.a parcel to England or
Europe . it generally goes via England, surface mail
to. Canada. usually goes to Trinidad and will then go
over: Ass 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 effect ayre ‘all set out in the Adden-
dum. In'view of that, Mr. Speaker,lbeg to move that
this Resolution do now pass. If there is anything
members would like: explained I will be willing to do
cuHom fC :Bs TALMA I beg to second that.
Mr. HUSBANDS. Mr. Speaker, Iamin agreement
with' the Resolution. I'am: not talking to the Minister
at -ally but there is a matter relating to the Post Of-
fice and to.the'loss-of parcels: Every now and again
someone comes to me and gives me information that
a parcel was shipped to a relative in the United
Kingdom or elsewhere, and'I am given tounderstand
that under the International arrangement, thatlossis’
not recovered. It has been worring me for some time
am: there must be .some gort-of solution, I think that
by.the: same token by which thexe can be an interna-
tional  arrangement where such’ losses are not re+
covered, by ‘that :same: possibility, there can:be the
passibility of making some provigion of some inter-
national insuranog.between the national Post Offices
whereby sux:h losses ma.y be recOVered. '

T df, 8 1ady seads‘to 8i80n m London, maybe some
rum; - some: meal, things :that ‘her son:would like to

Yol
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enjoy and they go astray, under this international

agreement they are not recovered for all time. We.

cannot say that it is good enough, we must be imagin-
ative and if little Barbados can find away of properly
suggesting some sort of international insurance for

the recovery of such parcels, I think little Barbados-

will be leading 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 woxth, and I think it can be worth
something in the foreseeable future. -

The guestion was put and resolved in the affirmative
withowt division.

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,
so far as 1 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 is 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.

C.

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

The quéstion was put and resolred in the affirmative
without division. :

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 is cus-

tomary, the Opposition sets out to misrepresent the -

fact of the Government. I have had the advantage of
reading the debate, and 1will not take part in a debate
of this kind unless I know about it, and I have had the
advantage of seeing the proof of the Parliamentary
report and all the obsexvations made by hon. mem-
bers.

5.55 p.m

(Mr. HUSBANDS: That is wrong)

Hon. E. W. BARROW: When the hon. member be-
comes the 'Speaker of this House he can say what is

right and whag s wrong. Any hon. member can see,

the proof of 2 parliamentary debate, Anyhow, Sir, I
have had that advantage. In the first place, the Gov-

:érnment is under no legalliability to make any award
in this case. I want to make. that point clear. The
Hon. Leader of the Opposition has said that this was

not an ex-gratia payment. The ‘Crown Law Officers
advised that the Resolution could only be brought
forward in the form of an ez-gfatw .payment. There
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 or

elsewhere. The hon. member said that this was no

ex-gratia . payment but we could only have come down
with this Resolution by means of an ezr-gratic pay--
ment. The time when the Government knew of this
case was on the 30th August, 1965; that is nearly 4 1/2
years after the alleged accident took place. If 1 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 been engaging the attention
of the House today, because I would never have dealt
with it, | have the letter here today in order to put
the record straight. This letter was addressedto the
Hon. E: W. Barrow, Premier of Barbados, and it
reads as follows:~ :

4

‘“Sir,

1, Wooley O. Layne of Water Street, Christ
Church, in the Island of Barbados in the year of our
Lord 1965, do petition through you to the Government
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 motox 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 plaintif: has distrained upon my house and pro-
perty for the sum of $12,000 approximately which the
Third Party Insurance has not covered.

The property is now in the hands of the Provost
Marshal for sale, I hereby beg that you put forward .
a timely hand in this issue and grantme grace to pay
the plaintiff, Mx. Merton Best, the said money by
monthly instalments as I am most willing to do.

I have a family of five and find it very difficult
in getting a house to accommodate us with furniture,
etc. Seo 1 pray that you give this your speedy consid-
eration and salvage me from pending exposure and
disgrace.

Iam,
Sir,
Your Obedient Servant,

WOOLEY O. 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, The permanent Secre-
tary, Home Affairs, should ask for a reportfrom the
Registrar on the case and also from the Post Master
General as soon as possible as towhether Mr. Layne
was on duty when the accident occurred. 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 taxed.
Costs were subsequently taxed at $1,361.15.
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On 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,
and consisting of an estimated 2 roods of land togeth-
er with stone wall dwelling house and appurtenances.

.. We. then got a full report from the Postmaster
General that the accident had not been reported. As
a result of receiving that notification from the Post-
master General that the accident had not been re-
ported, 1 issued instructions 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 or the property of the Government,
There appears to be some supersitition among Civil
Servants that if they are 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 as a result of my dis-
covery that it was not the 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 getting in
because of the accident, If 1 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 p.m,

-1 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 reported within 48 hours andI called a
conference as to that,  Somwstimes 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 ¢ame up,
I got all the accounts of the proceedings. We got the

report from the Police and they said there was no

evidence as to criminal negligence, therefore, it was

not necessary for the Police to procéed any further in" -

the matter. The views taken at that &tage with all
this evidence were given is: that we wroté ‘to Mr.

Layne and asked him to come into thxs office.

The insurance company had pmd up. I consider

this a most unsatisfactory state of affairs. I have:

noted that thé hon, senior member for Christ Church
had some discussion on this matter when he was in
the Other Place. I entirely agree Wwiththe hon. mem-
ber. This is a serious state of affairs in Barbados, I
know -the maximum which an insurance company is
asked to pay is $4,800 but 1know cases in which they

pay out only $3,600, I have known several cases of

which the damages were more than $4,800 and al-
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,

1 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 get $4,800, 1 say to
keep the premiums down because in particular with
public service vehicles, the rates which we have to

pay are far higher than what we receive. If you did-
not have limitation of liabilities, 2 taxi driver would

not be able to pay the rates.

The hon. senior member for Christ Church said
that there shotild 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 shoqld 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 far in
excess of the legal limitation while in other cases
some people did not get the full 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 té certain elements in the commumty
to the detriment of the others.

Your recovery is a right on those who indemnify

a man's home -and property, not a court of law,there~
fore, inthe case in which an insurance company thinks

that you have no legal Tight to receive liability with- '

out goint to court, I want to say that the whole idea
of insurance is to indemnify that person, lotof people

think that they have to bring a ¢ase 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 Goverhment 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 of court. You should be

able to say, there is the insurance company and you

go-and get the money, 1 challenge insurance compan-

ies to say that they have riot paid out sums’of money “

far 1n excess of the legal indemniﬁcation.

It is remarkable that in every case insurance
companies have paid out money in excess of what the

law required, they have paid it cut to a' certain type

of case - people noé of African origin.
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+ If hon. members on the other side can do some~
thing outwards I hope Iwouldget their supporc when I
introduce legislation,

6.15 p.m..

I was wvery pleased  when 1 saw that:the hon.
senior member for Christ Church had taken up:the
matter in the Other Place with one of the Sepators
and had drawn it to the attention of the :Other-Plage,
and I believe it was this very same casethat prompted
him to do that, because the award of the Court had
just been made known. I do not think afy hon, mem-
ber will quarrel about this matter any more because
our biggest enemy has been the:defendant himseélf;
The very last thing he said when/we were prepared
to buy the whole :propexrty and let him Hve ix it, he
went up there ‘and overbid the Government.. -

Members will appreciate -our position. What
more can we do? Some side issue has been dragged
in here about trying to get his land: The Ministxy -of
Education was negotiating' for the -purchase of land
for the Water Street Scheol:-about a year and a half
before we knew he was in acase.l did pot ¢ven know
it was the same person, but what happened was we
have a policy now that:all elementary-schoels should
have playing fields,; and when the Ministry of Educa-
tion submitted this proposal to buy only-the acre.of
land on Water Street,: we were not concerned about
personalities. There was.some gentleman called Mr,
Layne whose. property bounded -and abutted. school
property..

You are in the middle of an-agricultural district
and.these children have no place to play, We-delegated
a Cabinet Minister who knew the district.well, be~
cause he was a plantation ownerupthere himself, .and
we  delegated him:.to.go to Mr, Lionel Ward and find
out. if -he would-sell.off part of-his-plantarion so that
we could get the additional classroom and the. play-
ing field. There is noe question that the .Government
wanted to buy Mr: Layne’s-land, because we can get
the price so .very-reasonable, and therefore this is
the stage -that we had reached. Now the Government
is not seriously interested in Mr. Layne's property,
but the Crown Solicitoy- called him: in and told him
that we wanted to help him and asked if we could do
asything.. He .said that he would be grateful for any-
thing we could do. As.a result he got the deposit-of
$3,000, and if the land were bought.~this was a sug-
gestion by the.Crown Soliciter ~ he-would then have
only $12,000.to pay. He took the matter completely
out of oux hands. If the Government hadbeen brought
into the.-cgse from: the beginnhing and it had happened
in our time, I am sure that the:Crown Law Officers
would: have advised that some compromise should
have been arrived at, but we could not get-the Plain-
tiff apd the Defendant on any squere. We pointed out
to the Plaintiff that the plage would be for sale even
if somebody does not buy it, anyhow the position.is
now that the Plaintiff has got all his money thgoreti-
cally, it is not paid forin full. M1, Layne is supposed
to: collect some mnoney. from his golleagues, he has
three sons in the . United Kingdom who promised to
help him, and taking everthing into consideration, I

think the Government has done the best in thé cir-
cumstances to agree to pay in half the amount. He has
already pa.id $3,000;

. .1 do'not think that hon. members would say that
the Government is acting unkindly in this matter, as
a-matter of fact, we staxted the whole investigation.
We. could have written him a curt lettex and then we
cauld have come in for.a lot of abuse. I only thought
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 Minister of 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 unscrupulous lawyers, I said
unscrupulous people. . .

Mz, S§T.. JOHN: . am sorry, he did not say un-
scrupulous lawyers,.  The -position :is. quite clear,
and then again we had it that the heon. Minister of
Health and Housing had to carrect the hon. Minister
of Communicatjons, because he 'said it was not 1/8
of an acre and that it was 1/4 acye and it was not a
dealer gift. He told us that the Government would not
be. paying out this and net getting back anything be-
cause we are getting an acre of land. 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 -here -and be misquoted. I made it per-
fectly clear that $5.665 was. the cost agreed to in
truth and in fact, but the $2,000 was purchase price.
I.had spoken ....ceeeies .= ¢ :

< Mz, ST. JQHN: I am saying that the hon, Minis-
ter of Communications and Works said in his explana-
tion that the Government would be getting.something
because moxe or less thesman had agreed.
Hon. N, W. BOXILL: On apaintof order, I would
hate to call the hon. meimber a stranger tg-the truth,
but .l‘never mentioned anything about agift.
Stick to what-I said, 1 have seen what I said already.
Mx. 8T, JOHN' 1/8 an-acre of land, and he said
that the- Crown was liable ifthe Crownhad been sued.

Hon. N. W. BOXILL I said they should be.
Mr. ST JLOHN The position is. qu.i.te clear. If
the hon, Mijnistex had- said like-the Prime:Minister
salditoday that the-Government is dissatisfied with
the existing insuyance laws which onmanyoccasions
1 have had to point.out, I want to add I.object to the
state of affairs in this country whereinsurance com-
panies arxe taking premiums andyouhave to sue them
in London.

Hon. .E. W, BARROW Onapoint of oxrder, 1 would
just like to explain to the hon..member, the new Bill
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1s takKing care of that. I objected to that before you.
6. 25 p.m. ‘

Mr. ST JOHN The position is quite clear. There
is no doubt that the Addendum to the Resolution has
not -been properly worded. The Minister of Commu-
nications and Works, in his effort to explainthe mat-
ter, explained it so’badly:that he hadto 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 is that the facts of this
case betray one of the tremendous gaps that exist
in our insurance laws in Barbados. I regard this as
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 the Fatal
Accidents Act, in relation to the insurance companies.
1 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 1ent 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 om the ground thatthisisan ez-gratia payment.
I am making the same point nowwhichI 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 1 will give you five thousand dollars!"’
Could I be more dishonest and immoral than that? To
say that -because the statutory period of a year had
passed and therefore the Crown was not liable is a
misuse of words. The Crown was legally liable as
soon as the accident took place, as the Court found
-out. I submit that the Crown should be made to pay
this money, but: the .Crown is 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 $16,000would 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 td say that there is no legal liability,
is tohide behind the fact that there is no legal liability
for payment-after a year has expired. Again, the right
does not die, that.is in the case of a restriction in
land, if six years have passed and you have paid some
portion of the money you can renew the title and sue
for the rest. This is mere legal detail. This is due to
the fact obviously that the moral obligation is always
there. If you act so as to bring yourself back within

the law by paying a portion of the money, you have

the duty then to pay all. It is as simple as that. For
the Crown to say that they will make this ez-gratia

payment since four years have elapsed is something
dirty for the individual and it is equally dirty on the
state, How can we say that we are sheltering behind
the fact that although our servantwas negligent in the
performance of our duty and had to pay damages, we
are only giving liim a bit because the time has passed?
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
down here and listen to the hon. membercarrying on
in'his usual style inveighling against the Government
with epithets of being dirty and that sortof thing. The
hon. member is 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 should be done
in this matter and every time Mr, Layne and Mz. 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 on the 22nd September,
1955, a little boy who had been blasting stones, got in
a bus belonging to the Transport Baordwitha bucket
of gasolire and.the bus caught afire. The boy was
burnt from his head tohistoes and he was in hospital
for a-year. The only liability which the Government
under the hon. member for St. Joseph had was that he
introduced a debate in which there was the Statutory
period of one yearinwhichan 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 changingit, Far from being dirty,
we have established the Crown proceedings Act,
whereby the Crown can be sued.

- 1 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,
Peter on that speech. I pointed out inthat speech that
it was wrong for: the ‘Crown to have that period of
Limitation and I drafted an amendment to make the
period of time the same as for the ordinary citizen,
which is six years. How can the hon, member then
talk about being dirty and sheltering behind any Statute
of Limitations when he himself brought it in and was
the first person to speak on the Bill and ask hon.
members to support it? That was fifteen years ago
when I first came in here. We do not have to plead
anything. The man wrote a lettertous and up to today
he said that he would like to pay the money out of his

gratuity and we said: ‘‘We do not want you to do that.””.

6.35 p.m.
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Mz, Layne said that he has two sons in England
who want to help, '

I do not know the mentality of some people who
for the ‘the sake of cheap politics ¢come in here and
use a lot of filthy language.

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr,. Chairman, I take
objection to that, 1 call on the-Hon. Prirme Minister
to witrldraw it

"Hén., E. W. BARROW: 1 did not say that you
were using filthy language ' B

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Those are ﬁlthy words
for me. I am calling on the Hon. Prime Minister to
withdraw thoSe remarks. o

* Hon. E."W. BARROW: What?

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS:
calling on you to rule,

Mr, Chairman, I am

Mzr, CHAIRMAN: (After an enguiry) - 1 have
been advised that the Hon, Prime Minister used the
words ‘‘people  using ' filthy language.’’ the words
“filthy language’® is ot unparliamentary.

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

Mr. CHAIRMAN: ‘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 is 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 his conscience.

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

This is an « ez-gratic. payment and no amount of
cursing and abusing us by the hon. junior member
for St. Joseph is going to make it anything different.
1f the hon. member wants us to postpone this so as
to get more to say we are not postponing it. We

look at it as nothing else but an ez-gratic payment.
I would pay twice the amount that the House would
pay if it is anything different.

~All along the hon. junior member fot 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 is $12,000 and he is
trying to fool péople that this is not right and that he
ig the champion of somebody.
6.45 p. m.

The grest champion of the masses, because they
allowed one year to bring the c¢ase against the
Crown and had the maximum of Workmen’s Com-
pensation to $2,520 and when I tried to change it,every
time the House was prorogued, and he is still trying
to fool people who have not read the history of
Barbados.

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

(Hon. E. W, BARR()W am[ Hon. J. C.
rose.

" ‘Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS:
either of those hon. members. -

TUDOR both

I do not give way to

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon.
Lucy is on a point of privilege.

member for St.

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: There is no suchthmg
as a pomt of pnvxlege.

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

" Hom. 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. TUDOR: Mr, Chairman, Iam speak-
ing on a point of privilege and I have precedence on
this, h

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Some of the most
preposterous statements ‘have been made Priv:.lege
is the privilege of the House.

“--Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Precisely.

~ Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: 1 am not giving way, 1
miist not be interrupted.

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

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: I am objecting to the
hon. member interrupting me ‘except on a point of
order, there is no such thing as a point of privilege.
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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 preventany repiti-
tion of this, I will draw Your Honour's attention to
the fact that there are four privileges attachedto the
House, freedom of speech, freedom from arrest.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 onthis 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, if
a Baliliff tries to arrest aman, if you tried to prevent
free speech, that is a breach of privilege of the
House. A member only has to coms into the House
of Assembly, see the Speaker and requestthis 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 or
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 as privilege in the
middle of a speech, and I am notgoing to give way if
the hon. member is saying that he is speakmg on a
question of privilege.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: On a pointof order, The
hon. member is completely out of oxrderingiving his
interpretation of what the privileges of the House

re. The questions of oxder and privilege are directly
the responsibility of the Chair. I think it 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. member couldlearn
from people’s mistakes, could I hear the hon. mem-
ber who has now sat down on the Resolution?

Hon. E. W. BARROW: On a point of ordexr. Now,
Sir, now that the hon. member has made it clear on

what he is speaking, I now rise on a point of order.
The hon. member.....

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Will Your Honour allow
him to interrupt like that?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has risen
on a point of order.

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: I am xising on a point
of order. 1 do not want to speak on the Resolution
because .....

Mr, CHAIRMAN: The hon. member is \Ol"l a
point of order, I do notthinkthat we should continue
with this type of behaviour. .

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, it will
be your fault if it continues.

Mr. CHAIRMAN;..I am asking the hon. member
to sit down.

Hon. E. W. BARXOW:  The hon. member de-
livered what I consider-an attack on the integrity of
the Chair, and I am respectfully asking that the
words be read out and that the hon. member be made
to. withdraw every single word, because the: hon.
member for St. Joseph ought to be setting an example
in here in showing respect for the Chair, and every
possible oppertunity that the hon. member gets he
does -this: sort of thing. I would like those 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.

6.55 p.m.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: 1 do not know why the
hon.. member is on his feet; why is the Opposition
behaving like that? I am suggesting that they be
directed or ordered to sit down until these words
which are impeaching the integrity of the Chair are
read out.

- Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, +.. ..

.. My, CHAIRMAN: I have alreadylas‘ked the

Clerk to get the words complained of, and I am.not

allowing any further speech until that takes place.
Will the hon. member take his seat?. :

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: Most certainlsz >not.
You have to make a check .. ...

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

Look at the Standing
(ASIDES) The Standing Order says .....

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS:
Order.

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

- . Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: By what authority?
~ Mz, CHAIRMAN: I repeat I am not allowing any
speech to be made until I have these words.com-
plained of, and if the hon. member persists .., , .

‘Mr, ST, JOHN; Mr, Chairman, on a point of
order. (ASIDES) :

. Mn HUSBANDS: Mr. Chairman, under the
Standing Orders of this House . + ... o

Mr. CHAIRMAN: 1 have already said that I am
not hearing any more speeches until these words have
been reported. 1 will read Standing Ordex 36 for the
benefit of hon. members. This is what it says:-

Y
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““TheSpeaker or the Chairman, after having
called the attention of the House or of the Cofrimittee
to the conduct of a Member who persists in irrele-
vance or tedfous repetition either of his own argu-
ments or of the arguments used by othetr Members
in debate, may direct himto discontinue his sﬁeech* "

5

(A MEMBER: Read Paragraph2) °° o

- Mr., CHAIRMAN:® Paragraph 2 says this:-

‘“The Speaker orthe Chairman shall order Mem-
bers whose conduct is grossly disorderly té with-
draw immediately frotn ‘the House during the re-
mainder of that day’s sitting, and the Marshal shall
act on such orders as he tnay recei\*e from the Chair
i pursuance of this Order. But if, on any occasion,
the Speaker or the Chairman deems that his powers
under the previous provisions of this Order are
iftadequate, he may name such Memibér 6t Members,
in which~even the same procedure shall bé foltowed
as is prescribed in paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 6 of this
Order.”

1 honestly would niot like to do that’ and 1 am
appeahng to hon. members to behave themselves
in a more dignine" mariner, otherwise the Standing
Orders are ‘here to be applied 1 ask hon. miembers
therefore to anow the dignity of thJS House to be
upheld R

Sir GRANTLEY 'ADAMS: You called ori 1iie to
resume my speech and the hon. member interrupted.

My, ST. JOHN: Mr, Chairman, Standing Order
35 bf the Standing Orﬁers of thi‘s Housé says this o

< Mr. CHAIRMAN T am not hearing you

* Mr, ST. JOHN' You ‘have no authoriti'to do that.

Can you ‘rule in a vacuum? .

Mr. CHAIRMAN: I have already ruled.

Hon. N. W. BOXILL: Mr. Chairman, if the hon.

member persists in his’ behaviour, you can rule him’

out of the Chamber. .

Mr. ST, JOHN: Mr, Chairman, T am speaking
on a point of order and you have to listen to me.
Under Standing Order 35 of the Standing Orders of
this House, the Speaker ih the House or the Chair-
man e ee

- Mr, CHAIRMAN: If‘the hon. membéi continues

in that way T will have no alternative than to order;

him to withdraw from the House.)

‘Sir GRANTL’EY ADAMS We are entit:Ied to
speak o

Mr. CHAIRMAN: wil both hon. members take

' their seats?

(Szr GRANTLEY ADAMS and Mr. 8T. JOHN took
their seats).

Mr. ST. JOHN: Mr. Chairman, I am drawing
your attention to Sta.nding Order 35 of the Standing
Orders of this House, That Standing Order says
this:- o ‘

““The Speaker in the House or the Chairman in
Comumittee shall be responsible for the observance
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, Notwithsta.nding 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.

Mrx, 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 any meaning, then the hon. member
should 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 it not be more
appropnate, Mr. Chairman, to call on the Hon.
Leader of the House to help you rather than on the
Acting Clerk of the House? After all of these years
in the House, must 1 sit down under this sort of

thing?

Mr. CHAIRMAN: The words compaa.med of as
reported to me are as follows: -

““Some of the preposterous statements have been
made by those members on the other side and there
i no such thing as a point of privilege.” (4 MEM-
BER: Those are not the words). o

M'r.' MOTTLEsz That is a joke.

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

Mr. CHAIRMAN That is the report. that has
been ﬁanded to me. I would be grateful to hon.
members if they can assist. L

“ Hon, J C TUDOR Mr. Chairman, I rise on a
int 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 80 on more than one occasion. L

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. There
is 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
impartiahty of the Chair, and the hon. member should
know better. |

‘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 ADAM‘S: Sir, the Hon. Prime
Minister should know better than that.

Mr., CHAIRMAN: 1 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: I have.

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: The Hon, Primz 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 is nothing to prevent the Crown from being
sued and I object to the inter:uptions by the hon.
member. You cannot make aspeechw1thout bnngmg
in some low reference. Who said thatthe Crown was.
sued ‘and they apphed the Statute of Limltatlon?

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

Sir GRANTLEY &DA_MS: 4Why has he interrupted
me? ' ’

Hon. E. W. BARROW: The hon. member said
that I cannot make a speech andwent on to make some
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 sucha
statement? T definitely did not say that., 1 Will ask
the’ hon. ‘member to point to any resolutjon to which
any reference was made of the statement to which
he has referred. Ifthe hon. member said that I made
that referénce, 1 will ask the hon.‘ member to be
relevant. ’

(A VOICE: Deny thatyou sagdh.::o,)‘: S

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS He 18 spea.king of the
House of Assembly on the lowest possi.bie terms.
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(A VOICE: Despite people talking of high morals,
in the evening of their days.),

S1r GRANTLEY ADAMS Whatever the hon.
Jumor member for St. Thomas may do or may not
do, I challenge the hon. member to gooutside of thls
House and repeat what he has just said.

Mr, CHAIRMAN: Iaskthe hon. memberto speak
on the Resolution.

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS But when references
are made, you only seem to look at us.

Mr. CHAIRMAN Is thehon. member saying that
1 am biassed? If 50, 1 will ask you to withdraw that
remark,

1 appeal to the hon. member to get on w1th the
Resolution. This Resolution should have been passed
already.

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS: What did I say, except
to say, that the Act to provide enough can be brought
down by the Government. Then the hon. member says
that I said that I am champion of the masses. 1do
not mind that. I do not agree to this, I would like to
know the name of the incident. He did not say when
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.

1 have never heard of. whathe is talking about,
September 1955 I was in abed inthe General Hospital
with arthritis, but if personal reference 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, Nkrumah, Bradshaw is falling
now., What is 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 t1me that a case
should be brought to the law courts, thatis the basis
of these limitations.

. The only pomt lam making, andI am asking hon,
members oppos1te who are hstening with an open
mind, I mean open mind in the sense that they are
listening to whatever arguments are brought forward
here on their merit, whetherthey do not consider that
the Crown should actno less decentlytha.na private .
person would. This has lasted so long that it would
not hurt the least bit for it to be postponed for re-
consideration by the Cabinet, In time they will see
that the Opposition was rlght, but it has not been
unknown that the people have got double from a re-

~ volution, a revolution inside, when you canhear it no
longer to have a Prime Minister who comes in here
* with this sort of thing, after the so-called seli-rule,

e
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to continue to jumpupafterthattotry to stop me and
mislead us. It is the soxt of thing that time is longer
than xope. Time will bxing this House againto order--

am9ng which is the Order that members must not in-
texrupt when members are speaking, eventhe mem-
ber-for St, Thomas would come to the stage of obeying .
that. -

Mr. Chairman, again I say, and this is my last
sentence, you would not do in your personal life what
you are heing 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 notone or two, but three explana-
tions why this Resolution should be passed, but never-
theless like any- other member I have followed the
course of the debate with interest and 1 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 onthe Prime Minister.

Hon. E. W, BARROW: Mr. Chairman, on a point

% of order, I understand that the hon. member has

aﬁWit:l;dr_a,wing the words. The reason that I used them

made some reference to me as being a casual pur-
veyor of filth, and I would ask the hon. member to
withdraw those remarks. When he came into the
House, when he finished working for the British
Government after an absence of ten years, he would
know to what 1 am referring, in a role which has
been . difficult- for him in the United Kingdom.

" Mr. CHAIRMAN: Words were complained of, and
I am asking the hon. senior member for St. Thomas
to withdraw the words complained of.

Mr. J. M. G, M. ADAMS: Mr. Chairman, I am

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 filthy language and you have asked him to withdraw
them.,

o 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
¥ remember that it had to be saidofthe Prime Minis-~

ter when he shows all the tantrums of an abandoned
child.
7.25 p.m,

1 understand the Prime Minister's obession about

fathexhood, 1 had the advantage thatl grewup with a

father who could guide me and whom 1 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, 1am not sug-

gesting this to any member of the House. If the hon.
member thinks that the hon. junior member for St.
Joseph or myself or anybody who is conngcted with
us has in any way used those remarks which they
would use, that shows exactly into what yard or which
gutter you prefer to .be sinking. If the 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 no part of the debate, 1 honestly
would like hon. members to confine themselves to the
debate.

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

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, 1 do not want to misquote the
Prime Minister and I will just state whatl am going
to speak about, [ am fairly sure thatl heard the Prime
Minister say that the first speech he made in this
House was in connectipn withthe Contributory Negli-
gence Act, He made some reference to that butl
want to be absolutely sure. I donotwant to misquote
the Prim2 Minister but I am so certain of whatl
heard him say. In any circumstances, I would not
like to get it wrong, The Prime Minister was. talking
about the law relating to contributory negligence and
he said that the period was a year.then and the hon.
senior member for St. Peter hadtocongratulate him
on his speech, and the hon. senioxr member for St.
Joseph was in the House at the same time. That is
symtomatic of the Prime Minister's lapses of mem-
ory. This limjtation of one year was in force before
the Crown Proceedings Act. That Actwas passed be-
fore the Crown Proceedings Act, and they were all
passed several years after the Prime Minister en-
tered the House. Therefore the Prime Minister's
memory seems. to betray him. When the Limitation
Act was passed, you could not sue the Crown. The
Prime Minister has built up a specch on the limita-
tions of the Crown, and he has based his arguments
on known facts. We know how to look at the Prime
Minister’s attitude in these circumstances,

I much regret that Ididnothearthe 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’’. 1am al-
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ways fascinated by these asides; there is nothing
which I'enjoy more thanliearing the things of the past
which the Prime Minister and his stool pigeons so
frequently provide. I heard the Prime Minister once
say that he was going to write a biography of the
Hon. lLeader of the Opposition based only upon
speeches made by the Hon. Leader of 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 or suggested or implied about me.
That would have to be fiction, of course.

1 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 1 think that he was a
person with some semblance 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. Layne voted for; I am interested in the argu-
ments which go on in here, I heard the Prime Minis-
ter in the Insurance Debate. Apparently, it is a part
of the necessity of introducing a Bill dealing with the
insurance of public property to commence on the —

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

My, J.'M. G. M. ADAMS: I recall the passage of
the Bill'in Committee and I gather that you are in-
viting me not to commeént on that Bill.

7.35 p.m.

The Hon. Prime Minister with the greatestease
and capacity for irrelevance comes in the House and
makes comments on filthy language as well as the
hon. senior membexr for §t, Thomas in his comments
on the lawyers comments on something.

At least, we have had acollection 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 Hon. Prim= Ministerurged
this and when they urge this he is not satisfied and
produces that rational way - I do not refer to his
arguments, 1 refer to his conduct - he must under-
stand that this Resolutjon 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 -all. They stuck to the
Statute of Limitations, We do pot think that is 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 Minis-
ter who is on good terms withthe plantocracy to see
about it,

With all the lot of arguments that have beenput
forward, there is one simple question to be ased and
considered. Was this man doing the Government’s
business, and in the course of doing the Government’s
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.

We have heard all this argument about Mr. Layne
out-bidding the Government and all that kind of thing.
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 tothe 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,
he has to pay $16,000 for his confusion. Let the

Government pay the damages. That isour argument.

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

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.

The Hon. Prime Minister has pointed out - and
I could not agree with him more - that the time has
come when something should be done more than what
is done now, inthatInsurance Companies in Barbados
should be made not to discriminate .;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 negro race, I am saying that something
must be done about that,

This man, apparently because he did not know
that he should have attached the Crown and sued the
Government intime, did not do so. Witha man of such
means as we have heard about, he could not be ex-
pected to know the law, We are apprised of the fact
that thexre is a limitation period from which he can
get something from the Government. The period of
time passed. 1 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 on this matter, the hon.
Prime Minister saying that he would examine the
law on the limitation period andletit 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 the Limitations
period. That is why we sit down and listen to these
lawyers. However, I would say this, when it comes
to law, no man can be blamed for the opinion which
he holds.

1 see from the Resolution that this man was in
the course of the Government Business when this
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incident happened. The Government now is in a pri-
vileged position. No one can deny that. The Hon.
Prime Ministér has given us the assurance that
soon' from now he is going to see ‘o it - if he has to
do it by legislat'on - that insurance companies raise
the maximum award to a more reasonable figure.
Now the injured man lost a foot in the process.
7:45 p m,

1 must agree with members who spoke before’

me that the Addendum ‘o this Resolution is 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.

If the Prime Minister realised that something
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-
tation can come before us and let us approve of it
and let that legislation be made retroactive,what is
wrong with that? Am I a foolto say that or it is non-
sense because I am not a lawyer. That is the position.
We are asked to vote $5,665 and Mr, Chairman, Sir,
this is to make up somethiny, I am not going back
into the legal intricacies of this case. Now, here is
a man, irrespective of how well his family has treated
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 usisa dise¢rim-
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 or 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.

1 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 givenus from the Gov-
ernment - I am not going into the cross-question
of explanations by Ministers - no man is perfect,
we on this side of the House canwait until the Prime
Minister puts what he says to the test, bring down
this legislation, extend the limitation period of one
‘year, amend the law - our laws are not the laws of
the Medes and Persions - any laws made in hexe
can be amended by members of this Chamber, there~

fore let us wait, and I say this, not as 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
is only Christ that can help those men to a great
extent, Now if the law says he could not 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, any we make we can amend
them, That is a challenge to ourselves and I for-
mally move in Committée that this matter be post-
poned for three months, '~

7.55 p.m,

Mr. HINDS: Mr, Chairman, I rise to second the
motion for the postponement of the further consi-
deration of this Resolution. In doing so, I shall say
this: 1 have been sitting here for some tims 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 it
appears to me that Mr, Layne happened to find him-~
self being déwn on the canvass and is being hit by
the Governmént 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 as given by the Hon. Prime Minister, I
have to wonder if the Hon. Ministers who spoke be~
fore him were apprised of or 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 or 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. Layne every
penny that is due and owing to him to satisfy the
debt.

We have not heard any convincing argument to
safisfy us as to why the Government has set out to
pay one-half of what M7, Layne now finds himself ow-
ing. It may be true that Mr, Layne has sons in Eng-
land. 1 understand that one goodly lawyer, who is
supposed to have fought Mr. Layne’s case or 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 could satisfy
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 that the Prime
Minister told us that police were unablé to get evi-
dence to support the bringing of a charge in this
matter, Nevertheless with & man loosing one of his
feet —

Hon. N, W. BOXILL: Mr, Chairman, on a point
of order, As far as we, on this side know, nobody in
that accident lost any foot or 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.
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Mzr. HUSBANDS: Mr. Chairman, I remember
including that in my speech. That was the informa-
tion which 1 gathered, that some man lost a foot. I
have been so informed.

Hon, E. W. BARROW: Will 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 seme pain, Atno stage
of the medical report was there any amputation in-
volved in this matter. Itisnotthatthis 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. Layne. The victim of the
accident was Mr. Best., The damages were awarded
on the basis that the man would be unable to drive
a loxry at Newton Plantation, and his present condi-
tion is that he has both of his legs. He can walk but
he cannot 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 saidwhatl gathered
from what was reported tome. Ifinthe course of my
speech it is reported that amanlostone of his feet,
it was so reported to me. I do not have to say any-
thing as to who hadevidence orto 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 tothe 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-
fexed 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, thatthis money is an ez-gratic 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 is going to part with some
of his property to the Government - he would get
this money.

Hon. E, W, BARROW: I was accused of talking too
long. I said that before the Government knew 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. orthree acr_eg;;ng
Newton but then Mr. Layne thought that if the Gov-
ernment came to his aid, he would sell the Govern-
ment land. We said that we were not interested in
his land, 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. Itwasnot a question of
buying land from Mr. Layne. The hon. membex does
not seem to understand.

Mr. HINDS: Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly, we have
seen here that the Hon. Prims Minister woulddo 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 House that one eighth of an
acre of land had beenoffered 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 quarter acre of land. I said
that Mr. Layne’s reason for wanting to sellland 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 didnot think the Govern-~
ment was getting enough. The Government had more
or less agreed to a deal.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: Whatever was said thatis
not what I have seen. The money whichwe 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-grone~-quarteracre
of land from Mr. Layne. I repeat, no part of this
money is asked for to assistinany purchase 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 inthe Estimates for
ez-gratiac paym=nt. We would have to introduce a new
head, if we follow the hon. member,

Hon. C. E. TALMA: 1 have been -referred to by
the hon. member when I spoke on the last occasion,
they had already agreed to postpone it.Isaid that the
$5.500 was an ez-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
as ex~gratia payment,

g
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The hon. member is saying that this is not ez-
Watw payment, it is buying land This was given
in order to assist Mr, Layne. Probably 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. Iunderstand that
the hon. Prime M1mster has assured this Commttee
that this $5 500 has nothing to do with any buymgof
land. I want it recorded that postponement was not on
that question at all; It is that Mr, Layne has no, nght
paying any sum at all. These things have no right
being mixed up.

Mr. HINDS: It has been expressed by the Hon.
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 would give you land, I'would not
take it at all. He came to us and told us that he would
be grateful to the Prime Minister if we helped him
in 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 ca-gratia is used for the
sake of convenience, not in truth and in fact. It is
used for convenience, it is not an eryratia payment
in truth and in fact, but what we want to 'say is this,
we are asking the Government if they are satisfied
that they are morally indebted to Mr. Layne, by all
means ifitis $11,000 or thereabout, we promise from
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 Ifollowed the Prime Minister carefully
enough to understand that after the amount asked for
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 or part with his property to satisfy this debt.
We are 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-
pec1ally when we understand that Mr. Layne was de-
finitely not a supportet of the Barbados Labour Party
in Christ Church, but Sir, what we are concerning
ourselves with is this. There are no two ways about’
it, we agree that time has elapsed, it 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 ywe are satisfied
that the Government has come around to the’ point
of seeing 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 are satisfied that Mr. Layne did

not receive the best legal advice atthe time when he
set out, or if he did receive it, he did not act on it.
All we are concerned withis this, that the Gove rnment
should consider that they owe Mr. Layne, luey feel
at thls stage they should take some partin this mat-
ter, it is a matter mvolvmv some $16, 000 but as
there is now $11,000 we are askmg Government to
postpone this matter and to come back after giving
further consideration to pay the rest or the remain-
der of the debt that is now outstandmg against Mr.
Layne. We would like it to be said that this House
has done somethmg in a matter of tlus sort, so that
the debt will be satisfied and we will know that the
last straw, the last stick or the last cane hole or
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 can go the whole
journey now and we are pledging our support from
this s1de, so that the Government will have no fear,
no worries, no headaches, they can just postpone this
matter and come back with it 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 that they only made those
statements - I am repeating thatthe hon. Minister of
Communications and Works said on the last occasion
in this Chamber that hon, members ~must remember
that this $5,300 odd that the Gove rnment will be gett-
ing somethmg in return. He said that Mr. Layne has
1/8 of an acre of land and that he has more or less
agreed to transfer it to the Government. It was at
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 Commumcations
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 it was never said.

It was presented in an incompetent manner and
I am not mmcing any words now, at this stage of the
debate 1 suggested clearly that the Resolution was
fraudulerit and dishonest, the hon. minister of Health
got up and said that it 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 that fact, and that this
was Mr. Layne's price, and again we said on this
side that clearly this transaction could not have been

a gaft if both the hom. Ministers who spoke on the

Government side were acepting the payment of this
money for the transfer of Iand ‘

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-gratic in trith andinfact? 1 gave
you too much information.

Mr. ST. JOHN: The hon, member said on one
hand it was an ez-gratia payment and that on the
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other hand he was saying that 1/4 of an acre of land
was being bought at 20¢ per square foot. Those were
Mr. Layne’s prices. '

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Onapomt of order. 1 quoted
two separate and distinct figures, $5,665 ea-gratia
out and out, and thenIwenton and gave a lot of infor-
mation from the file of the negotiations of a pa;'cel
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,lagree, 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 tied the 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 sellthe land and we discovered that the
land could not be sold because 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 challenge the veracity of
the Minutes when the Standmg Oxders 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 Gove rnment
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, find itextremely 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 Mrx, 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 Co'mmuni,ca-
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 acre of land
is in the vicinity of 11,000 square feet,I want to know
whether a contract has been entered into or not.

Hon. C. E. TALMA: Mr. Chairman, the hon.
member has no idea of the machmery of Government
The Government has its Crown Solicitor who_sees
after the negotiations, 1 cannot tell how far the nego-
tiations have gone.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: I have explained 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 ez-gratia payment. The Minis-
try of Education 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 or 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 notbe coming
out of h1s pocket at all.

Mz, ST. JOHN: I see that the Hon. Prime Minis-
ter has made it clear thatthe Government still wants
to buy the land.

Hon. E. W. BARROW: 1 said that about five years
ago Mr. Layne c;gr'ne out with a proposal 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 guestion that the further consideration of this
Resolution postponed
negative, the Commitiee diviving as follows:

Je was pul and resolved in the

AYES:Messrs, HINDS, CRAIG, J. M. G. M. ADAMS,
HUSBANDS, ST, JOHN, and Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS - 6.

NOES: Hon’bles J. €. TUDOR, E. W. BARROW,
N. W. BOXILL, C.E, TALMA, Messrs LOWE, SPRING-
ER, CORBIN, WEERES and HOPPIN - 9.

The question that this Resolution do now pass was
put. and resolved in the affirmative, the CHAIRMAN de-
claring that the “‘Ayes’ have it.

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 it will please
say ‘‘No’’. I think the ‘“Ayes’’ have it.

HEAD 23 — MINISTRY OF HOME AFFAIRS
" Head 23 — Ministry of Home Affairs — was called,

Hon. J. C. TUDOR: Mr., Chairman, this is a
question of Supplementary provision being made for
the my{ﬁent of $285 due to each of three official
Reports, of 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
the Election Controversies Act, 1958—57,
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- I now beg to move that Head 23 stand part.

“Hon. C. E. TALMA:

I beg to second that,

The q,ueysti.on_ was put and resolved in the affirma-
_ tive without division. -

Hon. J.- C. TUDOR: Mr. Chairman, I beg to
move that this Resolutmn fdr the 'sum of $6,520 do
NOW pass. ‘

Hon., C.

E. TALMA: '1 beg to second that,

The question was vut and resolved in the af/‘zrma-
tive without division.

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATE 196768 No. 3

Hon. J. C. TUDOR Mr. Chaxrman, the next
Resolution is a question of Supplementary:Provision
.for Ex~gratia paymentsifor: Compensataon. The sum
reqmred is $5 310. : s

P.C. No. 340 Anderson Ashby was felomously
‘majmed when he went-to exgcute a searchwarrant at
& residence. in Magazine Lanej and, in addition to
other injuries, had his left hand completely amputated
at the wrist, and.lost.the.use of his right middle

finger on account of an incised wound thereto. This
amount is:to meet the payment to him of compensa-
tion for the injuries received..

I. beg to move that this Resolunon do now pass.

Hon, . E. Tr _LMA I beg to second that.

Sir GRANTLEY ADAMS Mr. Chalrman,lwould
like to ask the hon. membex how this sum was arrived
at because it seems to uson 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 lLeader, during that time the total amount for

o total disablement was $2,500. Under the Actyou can

see the percentage to be 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 right hand.
I.may say that this Police Constable has bheen sent
away. The Government is 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 set 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 to 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.
I it is necessary to change the Act, we can have it
c¢hanged. 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 is the basic because the Hon. Prime
Minister said that it was due to their efforts that the
Workmen’s Compensation Act was increased to this
amount, I pass by the stupid sneer by the Hon. Prime
Minister. If we made a mistake and did not put
énough, it is time for the House to correct the
mistake,

This man was injured in the course of his duty
and policemen all over the world always have a tough
time. My poini is this, on what basis is this given?
Is the Government satisfied that this is the proper
basis with all those injuries which this man received
It is no excuse to say that thisis 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 is 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. As I understand it, the maximum amount
allovwable 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 hand was 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 421/2 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 as the loss of the use of the
finger on the othexr hand, whether he should not be
treated as at least a fifty percent disability in which
case he would be entitled to something more, because
it 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
whether 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. Ashbyhas beén sent
to England for rehabilitation treatment, and I myself
have seen artificial arms being put on people, and
that the Government will employ him in some other
capacity, but it does seem to me that this would be
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a-case in the special circumstances of the case as-it
is, having regard to the two injuries thathe 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 wound, the whole
of the right middle finger. Accordingtothe schedule

here the loss of four fingers and middle finger is’

6 percent, so that it will be 481/2 percent. What we
are dealing 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 inmuchthe same posi-
tion as if he had lost both hands. I take it that he is
a right handed person who, not having the left hand
to guide the right hand, soto speak, in my opinion
the disability is greater because if one takes the
percentage that is given for the loss of the middle
finger — 6 1/2 percent — that is estimated in my
view taking into account that you still have the use
of the left hand, but here is this man who has not 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 surrounding the case, the
circumstances which led up to P.C, Ashby sustaining
this injury or the injuries, ought to have been taken
into consideration' by the Government in arriving at
compensatory damages. P.C, Ashby,Iunderstand, is
a young man and if he had not met with these injuries
and all had gone well withhim throughout his career,
one would have expected that he would have had quite
a long time in the service of the force, and if he had
even remained at the rank of Constable throughout
that period however long it might be, we feel that
from these injuries that he has lost comsiderably,
his . working life has been drastically 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 or courage or
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 to deter 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 is that a man might be
trying to do his best, he lostahand and lost a finger
from another hand, and all he gets is $5,000 and that
is the end of it, We feel that the circumstances ought
to be taken into consideration and I agree with what
the hon. senior membexr for Christ Church has said
that Government should have found it possible to have
arrived at 2 much better figure at which to compen-

- sate this Constable under the circumstances,

Hon. 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 2

worked are the principles of the Workmen's Com-
pensation Act which was amended in 1964 to increase
the liability for total disablement 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 generousthan 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 Actisthat
a man is compensated not so. much for his wounded
feeling or any cosmetic disfigurement;: it is not for
his loss of beauty or anything like that.  The law is
concerned with the loss of your capacity to earn
your livlihood. If you were to gét a scar on your
left hand and it does not prevent you from carrying
out your normal daties, then thére can be 'no claim
for Workmen’s Compensation. There is some basis
on which: the Compensation should be calculated. I
do not expect that the left hand miust know what the
right hand is doing and you must have a-little more
dexterity to have one hand to guide the other hand.

I am not in a position to assistthe hon. member

in that respect. If the rationale of Workmen’s Com--4*

pensation is that you are being 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 satisfied
that he can still earn his promotion to the end of his
career, although, technically, he should be out of the
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 sufieredinjury 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 hissoriginal calling. Having™¥
given the assurance thatwe have increased the amount
by more than three percent 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 s6 much to it, subtract so
much from it and ‘hen come back to the original
figure, o

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

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

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

The guestion was put and resolved in the affirma-

‘tive without division.

A~
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The CHAIRMAN reported to Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER
who took the Chair and reported accordingly.

On motions of Hon. J. C. TUDOR, seconded by
Hon. C. E. TALMA ineackcase, the Resolutions passed
in Committee of Supply were read a first and second time

and agreed 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 adjourn until Tuesday
next, 27th June, 1967, at 2.30 p.m. of the clock.

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

The question that this House do now adjourn until
Tuesday neaxt, 27th June, 1967, at 2.30 p.m. of the clock
was put and resolved in the affirmative without division,
and Mr. DEPUTY SPEAKER adjourned the House accor-
dingly.

9.05 p.m.






