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Mr. SPEAKER: The House is in session.

MINUTES

Mr. SPEAKER: Minutes of Tuesday, 31st May,
1994,

Beforethe Honourable Leader confirms the Minutes,
first let me welcome all of you in the Gallery to this
session. Many of you have been here before and some of
you are here for the first time. You are termed "strangers'
in the Gallery. | will not read the entire Order that deals
with you who sit in the Gallery, but | want you to
remember that the Standing Orders say "Strangers must be
silent during debates and must at all times conduct
themselvesin afit and proper manner." What it really says
is that you should be silent, and by inference no cheering,
no clapping. | think that will help you to enjoy the day's
sitting.

Hon. P. M. GREAVES: Mr. Speaker, the Minutesof
the proceedings of this Honourable Chamber of a
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meeting which was held on 31st May, 1994, | am advised
have been circulated and | therefore move that they be
o med

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | beg to second that, Sir.

Mr. SPEAKER: If there are no objections or
corrections, then let these Minutes stand confirmed.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDERS

.Hon. P. M. GREAVES:. Mr. Speaker, before we
en%férk on the Orders of the Day, | think it is very
appropriatethat we should suspend certain Standing Orders.
| am therefore moving that Standing Orders Nos. 6, 16, 18,
20, 42(5), 43 and 44 be suspended for the remainder of
today's sitting.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | beg to second that, Sir.

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

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

Hon. P. M. GREAVES: Mr. Speaker, at the time of
the adjournment of our last meeting | indicated that today
would be reserved to deal with a matter of some
importance, a matter of which notice has been given by the
Leader of the Oppositionin relation to the Prime Minister.
1 move that that be the instant Order of the Day.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | beg to second that, Sir.

Mr. SPEAKER: Private Members Business is the
instant Order of the Day. Order No. 8.

RESOLUTION THAT THIS HOUSE HAS NO
CONFIDENCE IN THE RIGHT HONOURABLE
THE PRIME MINISTER AND THAT HIS
APPOINTMENT OUGHT TO
BE REVOKED

Mr. SPEAKER: Before the Honeurable Member
speaks, | just want to say to the House that on this
Resolution each Member has 30 minutes, | intend that
when it comes to three minutes within the end | shall
indicate to the Honourable Member that his time is coming
toaclose. That includesthe mover of the Resolution, every
one.

Mr. O. S. ARTHUR: Mr. Speaker, before | speak |
should ask for clarification as to whether the 30 minutes
time limit gpplies to me as well in my capacity as mover
of the Resolution.

Mr. SPEAKER: That iswhat the Standing Orderssay.

Mr. O. S. ARTHUR: Mr. Speaker, on 5th May, 1789
the British political philosopher, Edmund Burke, speaking
on the occasion of the impeachment of Warren Hastings
observed: "An event has happened upon which it is
difficult to speak and impossible to remain silent.”

Mr. Speaker, this Chamber has had a long and
distinguished history in the governanced al the affairs of
thiscountry. There were occasionsin the distant past when
Membersof this Assembly took a stand against the tryanny
and the might of an imperial power in the defence of what
they at that time conceived of as the rights and privileges
of this Parliament. With the advent of Independence in
1966, the unrelenting preoccupation of this Parliament has
been with the orderly and the progressive development of
thisisland, the improvement of the welfare of our people
and the building of a strong and a vibrant parliamentary
democracy within the context of the provisionsset out in
the supremelaw of thisland, the Constitution of Barbados.

Within thistradition this Parliament has from time to
timefound it necessary to enquire into the behaviour of its
ownin circumstanceswhere the behaviour of Membershas
been construed to be contrary to the orderly and the
progressive development of thisisland and the welfare of
its people, offensive to the provisionsof our Constitution
and at variance with our resolve to build in Barbados a
strong and a vibrant parliamentary democracy.

The event that | seek to invite this HonourableHouse
to embark upon is a matter upon which it is difficult to
speak, becauseit does not just involve an enquiry into the
behaviour of one of our own, but it invites this House to
eensure and to express no confidencein the statementsand
actions of a Prime Minister and to recommend that his
appointment ought to be revoked. This is a matter which
canpot be taken lightly nor frivoloudly. And thisHouse will
observe and respect the fact that the Opposition has been
in no mad rush to bring this matter to Parliament.

It is, however, a matter on which it is smply
impossible for this House to remain silent, since it will
determine whether this Parliament will continue to reign
supreme in presiding over the orderly and the progressive
development of this country.

10.30 a.m.

The precise matter before this Parliament has been
occasioned by the actions and the statements by the Right
Honourable Prime Minister in relation to the appointment
o the Chief Executive Officer for the Barbados Tourism
Authority, and it is set out in the following terms:.
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WHEREAS the Barbados Tourism Authority Act,

1993, provides:

that the Minister responsible for Tourism shdl
appoint the Board of Directors of the Barbados
Tourism Authority;

that the Authority shdl be responsible for the policy
and general adminigtration of the Authority;

that the Minister may give to the Authority mandatory
directionsof a generd naturein respect of the policy
to be followed in performance of its functions,

that the Authority shall, with the approvd of the
Minister, appoint a Chief Executive Officer and a
Deputy Chief Executive Officer; and

that the Chief Executive Officer is subject to the
directionsodf the Board and is responsible thereto for
theexecution of policy and management of itsaffairs:

AND WHEREAS the Boad in August, 1993
appointed aChief Executive Officer with the gpprova
o the then Minigter respongble for Tourism, the
Honourable Member for the Congtituency of S
Michael West Central, and, contrary to the provisons
o the Act, the appointee did not assume office;

AND WHEREAS the gppointments of severa
directorsof the Board were thereafter smultaneoudy
revoked by the Right Honourablethe Prime Minister,
as Temporary Miniger responsible for Tourism,
before the end of their period of gppointment, and
other persons were appointed to the Board.

AND WHEREAS the Board in December, 1993
appointeda Chief Executive Officer with the gpprova
of the then Minister responsible for Tourism, the
HonourableMember for the Congtituency of St. Lucy,
and, contrary to the provisons of the Act, the
appointee did not assume office:

AND WHEREAS neither of the two Boards above
appointed the present Chief Executive Officer and
there was therefore no request for the approva of
ether of thetwoformer Ministersaf his gppointment:

AND WHEREAS the Right Honourablethe Prime
Miniger, as Minister responsble for Tourism,
thereafter revoked the appointmentsaf al directorsof
the Barbados Tourism Authority during their tenure
o office and recondtituted the whole directorship of
the Authority:

AND WHEREAS that Board has appointed a
Chief Executive Officer with the approva o the
Right Honourable the Prime Minister as the

substantive Minister responsiblefor Tourism and that
appointee has assumed office:

AND WHEREASthe Right Honourable the Prime
Minigter at all materia times and, in particular, in a
Prime Ministeria address to the Nation of Barbados
on Wednesday 18th May, 1994 articulated as his
position in relation to the appointment in terms

that "the position of aChief Executive Officer should
be filled by internal promotion™;

that he pogtively limited the freedom of choice
vested by the Act in the Authority beyond his legd
right to give genera directions on policy under
Section 12; and

that he required a specific gppointment to the post of
Chief Executive Officer, contrary to his legd right:

AND WHEREASthe Right Honourablethe Prime
Minigter has said, in particular, that the three
Honourable Ministers who resigned over the issue
were "diametrically opposed” to the gppointment
o the present Chief Executive Officer:

AND WHEREAS the Honourable Membersfor
the respective condituencies o St. Michad West
Central, St. Lucy and St. James South were not party
to or & any time concerned with the gppointment of
the present Chief Executive Officer to that post and
the Right Honourable the Prime Minister hasin that
connection imputed to those Honourable Members
jointly and severally, while they served as Ministers
o the Crown, actions contrary to the proven records
o the Barbados Tourism Authority in relation to the
appointment of the Chief Executive Officer.

AND WHEREAS the aforesaid actions by the
Right Honourable the Prime Minister have
undermined the authority, credibility and prestige of
the office of Prime Minister:

BE IT RESOLVED THAT this House condemn
the actions and statements of the Right Honourable
the Prime Minister in the matter of the appointment
o the present Chief Executive Officer of the
Barbados Tourism Authority to his office:

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this
House has no confidencein the Right Honourablethe
Prime Minisger and Member o this Honourable
House for the Congtituency of St. Michagl South:

AND BE IT FINALLY RESOLVED BY THIS
HOUSE THAT the appointment o the Right
Honourable the Prime Minister ought to be revoked.
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Mr. Speaker, the actions and the statements of the
Prime Minister in relation to the appointment of a Chief
Executive Officer of the Barbados Tourism Authority
provide the occasionand the material circumstances which
form the foundation of this Resolution before the House.

It is important to grasp, Sir, that arising out of the
materia circumstances and the action and statementsof the
Prime Minister in relation to the appointment of the Chief
Executive Officer of the Barbados Tourism Authority are
three fundamental charges which the Prime Minister of this
country must face and which will serve as our basis for
asking this House to censure the Prime Minister, to express
no confidence in him and to recommend that his
appointment should be revoked.

What are these three fundamental chargesof which |
speak? Sir, the statementsand action of the Prime Minister
in this particular matter represent a direct challengeto and
have undermined the principle and practice of Cabinet
Government and the principle and practice of the collective
responsibility of Cabinet as enshrined in the Constitution of
Barbados.

We are saying on this side that the Prime Minister of
this country, by his statements and his action in the
particular matter before the House, has sought to transplant
on our political system a form of Prime Ministerial
dictatorship that is alien and repugnant to the spirit and the
letter of the Constitution of this country and that, if this
House allows this to take hold, a virulent and dangerous
threat will arise to the functioning and the preservation of
this democratic system of Government which we seek to
preservein this country.

The second issue, Sir, is that the Prime Minister,
athough he is only the primus inter pares in Cabinet,
occupiesacritical position in Government. At all times, the
credibility of the Prime Minister, the trust that must be
reposed in the office and the holder of that office must be
preserved. We are arguing on this occasion that the actions
and the statementsof the Prime Minister in relation to the
matter before the House have been such as to undermine
public confidence in the credibility in the office and the
present holder of the prime ministershipof this country.

The third fundamental charge that we are levelling at
the Prime Minister, arising out of the materia
circumstances surrounding the appointment of a Chief
Executive Officer at the Barbados Tourism Authority is
that it has involved a drastic misuse and abuse of the
powers of the Prime Minister as | will demondtrate.

Mr. Speaker, | start with thefirst charge, the question
of the manner in which the actions and statements of the

Prime Minister have destroyed and are in dangw of
destroying the principle and practice of collective
Government in this country as enshrined in the
Condtitution. | will refer to Section 64 of the Constitution
of thiscountry. It says:

(1) There shall be a Cabinet for Barbados which
shall consist of the Prime Minister and not less
than five other Ministers appointed in
accordance with the provisions of section 65."

Section 64(2) says and | want to stress this.

'"The Cabinet shall be the principal instrument of
policy and shall be charged with the general direction
and control of the government of Barbados and shall
be collectively responsibletherefor to Parliament.”

Sir, that i's enshrined in the Constitution, and it puts
the Cabinet, not the Prime Minister, at the centre of
Government. It enshrines the principle and the precept of
the collective responghility of Cabinet and the
responsibility of Cabinet for its actions to this Parliament.

Mr. Speaker, from time to time, various Prime
Ministers and members of this House have had to speak in
a forthcoming manner in this Parliament as to what that
principle and precept mean.

10.40 a.m.

| was privileged to be in thisHouse on July 22,1986,
when a former Prime Minister gave the best and fullest
definitionto the manner in which a Prime Minister should
operate to give the fullest meaning to the supremacy of
Cabinet, the principle of collective responsibility and the
supremacy of Parliament in relation to the actions of a
Cabinet.

| must tell this House, Sir, at page 80 of the Debates
of Parliament for 1986, the then Prime Minister, Mr. Errol
Walton Barrow, came to this House on the occasion when
this House was being asked to approve a Resolution to
borrow some money on the Japanese market. He made it
clear and said he was embarrassed to speak in the debate.
He said "T do not agree that the Minister of Finance should
go to Japan". He also said he did not agree that the
Government should be borrowing money. Then he went on
to say "1 have to support the Resolution or walk out”. The
records of this House will show that despite the fact that
the Prime Minister was fundamentally opposed to the
actions of his Minister of Finance, he was man enough to
respect the Congtitution of this country. Although he was
the only Member of Cabinet in that debate who said that he
was opposed to the Minister of Finance, he recognised that
he had to support the Resolution in support of the principle
of collective responsibility.
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The present Prime Minister o this country himself,
Mr. Speaker, has had reason and occasion to spesk to the
guestion of the powersd the Prime Minigter relative to the
powers of Cabinet and the principle of a collective
respongbility of Parliament. | have to refer you to the
Debates of Parliament for 1983, Hansard o March 14,
1983 and | am reading from page 3076. It is Mr. L. E.
Sandiford and he spoke on that occasion in these terms:

"It is right that & times we should stop in this
country amidst all of the flow of the passing of
legidation, amidst dl o the tak about different
Ministriesand departments and so on, and study what
is happening to the political power structure of the
country.

When | hear the definition of the Office of Prime
Minister as being primus inter pares, first among
equals, thereis no way in this country that the Prime
Minigter is any primus inter pares, any first among
equals.

That must have been so when the office first
emerged, but today the Prime Minister is so far aheed
of the other members of Cabinet, especially because
of hiscontrol over the Cabinet Office and through the
Cabinet Office in terms of the coordination of power
that the old Latin phrase = | do not mind how it is
pronounced - is not redly applicable today. He is
more than No. 1, he is it; so much so that what we
have in this country, | am, pogtive about it, is not
Cabinet Government. We have Prime Ministeria
Government in this country, and we had better
understand it, and what we are trying to do is to
ensure that the Prime Ministerial Government in this
country does not run riot, that it has to be controlled
by different centres in the Government.”

| hed better repeat that, Sir:

"and what we are trying to do is to ensure that Prime
Ministerid Government in this country does not run
riot, that it has to be controlled by different centresin
the Governmen.

| want to see the members in the Cabinet have a
greater say in what goes on in this country. | want to
ensure that if they do not speak up for themsalves, if
they dlow themsdlvesto be sddined...”

Then, Sir, he was interrupted by asides. Now, Mr.
Speeker, the Prime Minigter of this country from as far
back as 1983 recognised a dangerous trend in this country,
in his view, towards Prime Ministeriad Government
contrary to the provisions of the Conditution; and he
recognised then, as he said in his own words, that we had
to ensure that Prime Ministerial Government in thiscountry
did not run riot.

We are charging, Mr. Speaker, that in this particular
ingtance Prime Ministerial Government has run riot to the
point where Prime Ministerial dictatorshipis about to take
route in this country and it behoves this House to act now
to stop this cancer.

You may ask, Sir, what is the evidence for this? The
evidence for thisis to be found in information dready in
the public domain spoken of by a former Minister of
Tourism, the Honourable Member for St. Michael West
Centra, when he said that in relation to the gppointment by
his Board of the Chief Executive Officer of the Barbados
Tourism Authority, that as far as he was aware one man,
and one man alone, was opposed to that gppointment but
the might of that one man, and that one man aone was
alowed to carry.

Now, Sir, if you haveto find a clear representationdf
Prime Minigteria dictatorship | would suggest to you that
you would look in vain for it. It is on record and in the
public domain that one man, and one man aone, stood
against sections 9 and 12 of the Barbados Tourism
Authority Act being carried into effect and the will of that
one man, and that one man alone, the Prime Minister of
this country, carried.

| want to suggest to this House, Mr. Speaker, that this
isnot an isolated instance. The Honourable Member for St.
Philip South has spoken in this House time and time again
of eventsarisingin 1991 and continuing after 1991 where
fundamental actions that could affect adversdy the
livelihoods and welfare of the peopleof this country were
entered into as aresult of the will and decision of one man,
and one man aone.

Mr. Speaker, | am speaking in relation to the charges
that have been made in this House over and over again by
the Honourable Member for St. Philip South in relation to
the events leading up to this Government having to enter
into a programme with the Internationa Monetary Fund, to
have wresk so much havoc on the welfare of the people of
this country. One man, and one man acting alone, was at
the centre of activity in this country. | sy to this House
that history will not absolve us if we do not today put a
stop to this cancer.

| aso say to the House, Mr. Speaker, that the office
of the Prime Minigter is too important in this country for
the credibility of that office and the credibility of the
holder of that office to be undermined by there'being clear
evidence that the Prime Minister of the country is not
telling the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth.

ThisHouse has to face the facts, Sir. In this particular

matter what is at issuefundamentally,as | havecited in my
Resolution, is that the Prime Minister has made one
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statement in relation to the materia circumstances
surrounding theappointmentof the Chief ExecutiveOfficer
of the Barbados Tourism Authority and that statement has
been contradicted, not by me, not by members of the
Opposition, not by some people in a foreign land, but by
three former members of his Cabinet.

| say to the House, Mr. Speaker, that is an occurrence
without precedence in this country. It is an occurrence
without precedence in any other parliamentary democracy.
And it has created the basis for the undermining of the
credibility and the trust that the people of thiscountry must
put in the Prime Minister of thiscountry. This House today
has to face thisissue.

| will say again, as | have said in relation to the
questionaf the practiceof collectiveresponsibility,that sad
to say, that was not an isolated incident either. We have
seen and heard in this House in 1992 during the course of
a Budget debate this Prime Minigter rise before this
Parliament to tell this Parliament that an agreement had
been reached with the trade unions in relation to the
reduction of severance paymentsand we have heard in this
Parliament a member rise to his feet and contradict the
Prime Minister of this country on a matter as fundamental
as therights of the workers of Barbados. It must stop.

| do not want to go back, Sir, into the business of the
Throne Speech. | have dready raised that before
Parliament. | do not want to have to go into the business of
the Letter to the International Monetary Fund when false
charges were made about how increased amortisation
payments in 1990 were at the base of our economic
problems and the record is that rather than an increase, in
1990 amortisation actually decreased. | have aready
referred that to Parliament.

The Prime Minister of thiscountry enjoysno standing
of trust and credibility with the public because in too many
instances on matters of fundamental importance to the
welfare of the people of this country, it can be shown by
just acasud examinationof thefactsof the matter, that the
Prime Minister has not been telling the truth.

10.50 a.m.

| say, Sir, that in the matter of the appointment of a
Chief ExecutiveOfficer of the Barbados Tourism Authority
that there is a glaring discrepancy between what the Prime
Minister has said, between what former Ministers in a
position to speak on their own behaf have said, and that
glaring discrepancy has undermined public confidencein
the function of Government in this country and that this
debate is about having this matter cleared up. | am taking
the side of those who say, Mr. Speaker, Sir, that the Prime
Minister issued false allegationsto the people of Barbados
in hisMinisterial Statement on Wednesday, May 18,1994,

The third charge is that in this particular matter we
have seen the worst misuse and abuse of Prime Ministerial
powersever in the history of thiscountry. Section 23 of the
Constitution of this country says and | quote:

"no person shall be treated i n adiscriminatory manner
by any person acting by virtue of any written law or
in the performance of the functions of any public
office or any public authority."

| want to repeat that a little more slowly, Sir:

"no person shall be treated in a discriminatory manner
by any person acting by virtue of any written law or
in- the performance of the functions of any public
office or any public authority."

It is a shameful thing. It is a shameful condition
without precedent in any civilized society for a Prime
Minister of acountry to call acitizen of that country - who
is eminently well qualified to apply for a post to make his
or her contributionto the development of that society - and
apply pressure to him or to her to cause that person to
withdraw his or her agpplication for the post.

It is the most shameful aspect of thisentire matter. It
has been in the public domain without any contradiction
from this Prime Minister that, on the 28th of January in
order to get his own way to undermine the collective
responsibility of Cabinet, he caled a Barbadian citizen,
employed by an international institution in this country, to
get that citizen of this country to withdraw his application
for a post for which he was admirably well qualified and
in a position to make a fundamental contribution to the
further development of this country.

Mr. Speaker, this is too serious a matter for this
Houseto treat lightly. The Prime Minister may do what he
wants to do with membersof his Cabinet. They may alow
him to do what they wish him to do to them despite the
fact that our Constitution speaksin terms of the collective
responsibility of Cabinet.

We however have a responsibility in this Parliament,
Mr. Speaker, to make sure that the Prime Minister of this
country even if he feels he can ride roughshod over his
Cabinet, he must not be allowed to ride roughshod over the
rights of the citizensof this society. That fundamentally is
what this debate is al about.

Mr. SPEAKER: The HonourableMember has 3 more
minutes.

Mr. O. S. ARTHUR: | have sad there are 3
fundamental charges againgt the Prime Minister which this
House simply cannot ignore today. He has worked
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assiduoudy to underminethe supremecy of Cabinet. He has
worked assiduoudly to destroy the concept of the collective
responsibility of Cabinet and the respongbility of Cabinet
to be answerable to this Paliament. The facts are
incontrovertible.

| amcharging also that the Prime Minister has, by his
actions and statements, worked to destroy public trust in
the office o Prime Minisger and it is a dangerous
development which we must address through this debate.
| am sure that the actions and the statements of the Prime
Minister in relation to this whole generd matter have
involved the worse abuse and misuse of Prime Ministeria
powers ever experienced in the history of this country.

Thefact of the matter is this that we must condemn
the Prime Minister because, by his very words, he knows
better. That is why his contribution to Hansard on March
14,1983 is the noose by which this Prime Minister should
be hung. Thefact isthat he knew better. He knew what the
Stuation was and that means that he was in a pogition to
do better. He said that he knew that there was a movement
towards Prime Ministerid Government in this country. He
condemned it in the strongest possible terms. He urged
upon dl of us, Sir, that we should do everything to ensure
that Prime Ministerid Government in this country does not
run riot.

| feel that | have brought the right thing to the right
place at the right time. Today this House must make a
determination as to whether Prime Minigterial Government
in this country should be dlowed to run riot or not. | say
to the House that, on the evidence before us, history will
not absolve us, if we do not together, as a Parliament, vote
in support of this Resolution.

| therefore respectfully beg to move that this
Resolution do now pass.

Dr. R. L. CHELTENHAM: | rise, Mr. Spesker, to
s2cond the Resolution before this Honourable House and to

reserve my right to spesk.

Hon. M. A. KNG Mr. Spesker, this Resolution
before this House, as presented by the Honourable Member
for St. Peter raisesa fundamental question as to what type
of Government we want to operate under and what is the
system of Government to be practised.

The Honourable Member has spoken about Prime.
Minigeriadl power, about the sysem o Cabinet
Government. He has quoted liberally from the Congtitution.
We have to recognize that in talking about the Prime
Miniger we are taking aout an office in which the
Constitution vests the power to advise the

Governor-Generd on the gppointment of Ministers. The
Condtitution saysthat the Prime Ministeristhe only person
who has the right to advise the Governor-General on who
the Ministers of the Crown who will form the Cabinet will
be. It is the Prime Minister who has the right to determine
the portfolios which those Mintisters will have and manage.
In every sense of the word the buck stops a the Prime
Minister. When Government succeeds it is the Prime
Minister who gets the credit. When it failsit is the Prime
Minister who is criticized.

You would recall, Mr. Speaker, that in the enquiry
which was held by Sir Herbert Duffus following on the
change of Government in 1976, | think it was, that Sir
Herbert Duffus made the point that all roadsled to Barrow.
Has anybody in this country got any doubt in their minds
that in the Barbados Labour Party Adminigtration dl roads
led to Tom Adams. If anybody has any doubt in their mind
about that, they do not understand what was going on in
this country.

We have the problem which has arisen as aresult of
an gppointment of Chief Executive Officer of a dtatutory
corporation. It must be ironic that the Prime Minister has
the power to advise on the appointment of Ministers. The
Minigter has, by the Tourism Authority Act the power to
approve of an appointment of Chief Executive Officer for
the Board of Tourism. The law is that the Board appoints
subject to the approva of the Minister, so that the Minister
hes a datutory duty to perform in approving or not
approving an gppointment by any statutory corporation. It
is not the position that a Minister is under any obligation
to accept any gppointment which has been put up by a
Board, because a Minister has a ministeriad function to
perform in exercising a right whether to gpprove or not to

approve.
11.00 a.m.

| was making the point that it is ironic that a Prime
Miniger - and | make this point generally - has the
authority to appoint a Minister, the Minister has aright to
appoint aBoard, but some are saying that a Prime Minister
should have no right whatsoever in saying who should be
appointed as Chief Executive Officer of a Board. | am not
making that as afinal, fundamenta conclusion, but do you
realise how absurd a situation could be? Because in this
particular case which we are talking about, what was there
to prevent the Prime Minister from gppointing the person
who is now Chief Executive Officer to be Minister of
Tourism? Do you redlise that the Prime Minister could
have appointed that officer to be Minister of Tourism?

What | amsaying is that you are talking about Prime
Ministeria power, but if you do not accept and believe that
by the Conditution of Barbados the Prime Minister
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hes condderable power, you do not undersand the
Condiitution of Barbados. And you are talking about first
among equas? The Prime Minigter does nat get the same
sday as other Minigers, the Prime Miniger has other
alowancesand perkswhich other Minigersdo not have. Is
he equa to them? Let us not weste time going down that
road asto the effect of Prime Ministeria power, becausein
0 may indances in the Westmingder system Prime
Ministers exercise a tremendous amount of power, and
those who do not believe and undersand that do not
understand how the syslem works. Do not tell meyou have
aCondtitutionwhich is going to operateone wey for Prime
Miniger Barrow, which is going to operate one way for
Prime Miniger Adams and which you are saying mugt
operate in a different way for Prime Minister Sandiford.
What reason and whet rationae could be behind that?

The quotation which was extracted taked about
containing Prime Ministerid power. Thet istrue. We have
to be concerned about the containment of prime ministeria
power and you over there must be equaly concerned about
that. Thefact isthat you cannot have aleader who is bereft
and derived d power and whom you have so emaciated
that he cannot leed effectively. Thet is a prescription for
chaos, and the Honourable Member for Chris Church
South knows thet. Leadership hes to be strong in order to

succeed. If you doubt that, you try mamby pamby
leedership and see what happens to you.

Aside.

Hon. M. A. KING. There is no question about
dictatorship, we have a democratic process here. When you
are taking about tyrants and dictatorship, you are talking
now about control by tyrants and dictators, about every
agpect of the freedom of the people whom they govern.
Cen anybody in ther right mind say that every aspect of
the freedoms and the liberties of the Barbadian people are
governed and controlled by the Prime Minister? Anybody
who makes that suggestion cannot be rationa. What you
are not doing is recognising that we have a democratic
system in which from time to time theactionsd politicians
are subjected to public scrutiny. You go before the palls.
To date, thank God, we till have a sysem o free and fair
elections, and it is that agpect of the democratic process
which has to dick in and which mugt be important and
which we have to meke every effort to try to preserve
intact to ensure that our people and our citizens have
freedom o choice in decting people to office. If they do
not gpprove of the way in which a Government governs a
country, it is the peoplée's right and duty to say thet to the
politicians in eection time and we have to respect the
democratic process in that way.

By this mation of no confidence, Mr. Spesker, the
Leader d the Oppogtion is presuming to tell meand to tell
Members of this parliamentary group of the Democratic

Labour Party whom they should decide nat to haveas ther
political leader and as the Prime Minigter. From his seat as
Leader of the Oppostion he wantsto direct and ingtruct me
as to who should leed me | am saying you cannot tell me
that, you have no right to tell me that and | fundamentaly
object to you, by this Resolution, seeki ng to tell me who
should not be my political leader. | am diametricaly
opposed to that. You hed better believeit.

Together with my political colleagues on this Sde,
together with the membersaf the Democratic Labour Party,
we will decidewho will be our political leader. We should
decide that. You do nat have any sy in tha and you
should nat, by some left-handed and back-handed means,
try to inveigle people on our Sde to try to support you in
trying to destroy the Democratic L abour Party. That iswhet
you are trying to do. You are trying by your initiaivesto
ue the Membeas on this dde to dedtabilise this
Government.

Asides.

Hon. M. A. KING: Mr. Spesker, when the present
Opposition was in Government and we hed a subgtantia
moation of no confidenceagaing one of their Minigtersfor
gpending public monies, or presiding over the spending of
public monies, improving his own property in S. Lucy =
and | sy we had acast iron case againg him = they joined
ranks. They knew what he hed done was wrong, but they
joinedr anks and supported him. We in the Opposition then
could not count on the support of any members o the
Government in supporting a Mation of No-confidence
agang one of their own. That has been ther fashion
throughout government. Whenever you pointed out
wrongdoing, you could nat count on any support from the
other'side in a vote of No-confidence againgt them; but
today they are counting on a vote of No-confidence
succeeding againgt the leader of our party with the help of
our members
1110 a.m.

| an saying that in the political sysem which we
operate we should nat be party to that. The Conditution
recognises for practicd purposes a two-paty sysem
because there is indtitutiondised the position of Leader of
the Opposition. He has a job to do. The Government hes a
job to do. You havea job but part of your job is not to try
to induce people over here to bring down the Government.
Use your own membersto do it. We will nat join or should
not join with yau in hying to bring down the Government.
| will never support you on that. | am telling you about ny
own  philosophy.?1 will never support you in trying to
bring down...

Aside.

Mr. SPEAKER | wat to remind Honourable
Members - pleese | have no intention o giving time




overruns neither am | listening to asdes. Will the
Honourable Member proceed?

Hon. M. A. KING: | think we have to look a this
motion in its proper perspective. From before the last
Election obvioudy the Opposition was seeking to displace
the Government. We have no problem with that; but then
there were certain elements in the community as well
which have a basc and fundamental objection to any
Democratic Labour Party Government and certainly before
thelast eection they made no bonesabout their wishing to
bring down the Democratic Labour Party Government.

There was that statement in the Press by a Gang of
Four who had put a statement in the Press againgt the
Prime Minister. In the aftermath of the election, that same
Gang of Four continued the process of trying to bring
down the Prime Minister. Each of us has our sectiona
interests to advance and to advocate. They have their
sectiona interest to advance and to advocate and we
understand that.

Thereare othersin the community as well. Thereare
a number of columnists who write from day to day in the
Press who have never made bones about where they stand
in relation to the Democratic Labour Party and of what
they would like to see happen to the Democratic Labour
Party. There are some, not al, anong the clergy who have
views which are diametrically opposed to the Democratic
Labour Party. Again that is probably why the word comes
s0 easily and one is perhaps inclined to use it. A number
of columnists = whether they wear bow ties or not is
besides the point, but the point is we know their view -
never have the interest of the Democratic Labour Party and
their one misson is to seek to bring down the Democretic
Labour Party Government by whatever means.

When this issue surfaced, it was something for them
to pounce on and to make a big issued it asif itisoneof
the greatest congtitutional issues possible that could affect
thelibertiesand freedomsof thecitizensd thiscountry. It
isin theinterest of the Opposition to exploit that.

There are, Mr. Spesker, a number of politica
terroristsin this country who go out of their way to try to
put all kinds of pressureson dl o us on this side with a
view to creating havoc and destructionin the Democreatic
Labour Party. There are some of us who will stand up to
it. Thereare somed us who will yield toit but we always
have to be on our guard and once you find that the appeals
aremadeto al kindsof things. They will appeal to you. "If
you have got your country at heart", "History will judge
you". Well, let history judge me. "History will judge you"
if you don't do this or you don't do the other. They are
trying to terrorise this Government out of office but | say
to them and to al others| will not be terrorised by them or

by anybody else.
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| have my own views about issues. | have no
concerns about my intellect. | an not for sale. Nobody is
going to buy me and whatever judgment | exercise in the
final andysisit will be my judgment. | will operate. So let
nobody feel that | am going to be terrorised as a result of
whatever actionsthey take, whether they are right, whether
they speak, whether they telephone or otherwise.

One has to exercise independent judgment and to do
what in thefinal analysisyou perceiveto beright and what
in your own judgment is the proper course of action you
should take for the good of your country and for the good
of the political party to which you belong.

Mr. Speaker, there are a number of things which are
basically and fundamentally wrong with this Resolution.
They tak about not telling the truth. ThisResolutionhasin
anumber of inaccuraciesand anumber of thingswhich are
untrue. So are we saying we should censure the Leader of
the Opposition for not telling the truth to Parliament? Let
me point out what | mean.

In the second preambular paragraph:
"WHEREAS the Board in August 1993 appointed..."

The Board in August 1993 did not appoint anybody. If we
are talking about a date the correct time would be July not
August.

In the third preambular paragraph where the.
Resolution spesks about "severa directors of the Board
were thereafter simultaneoudly revoked by the Right
Honourable the Prime Minister" - not true. Not severd,
nor al. Nothing was revoked by the Prime Minister at that
time. The Minister then responsible for Tourism who was
not the Prime Minister revoked those appointments.

The next paragraph:

"AND WHEREAS the Board in December, 1993
appointed aChief ExecutiveOfficer with theapprova
of the then Minister responsible for Tourism, the
Honourable Member for the Congtituency of . Lucy,
and, contrary to the provisions of the Act, the
appointee did not assume office:” That is not true,

Mr. Speaker.
11.20 a.m.

| do not think that the Honourable Members on the
other side could produce any records of the Board which
show that maybe the Board decided on the appointment of
aChief ExecutiveOfficer. They know what the practiceis.
They write to the Minister. The Mirister invariably takes
the matter to the Cabinet, that is where you talk about the
collective responsibility, and once the appointment is
agreed, the Minister then signifies the approval to the
Board.
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Whet | am sayingisthat in thisinstanceas well asin
the instance previoudy referred to in relaion to the
Honourable Member for St. Michae West Centrd, the
process of appointment, | am choosing my words carefully,
was not completeso if the process of gppointment was not
complete then the person could not assume office.

The other point is, Mr., Speaker, that if, as they are
alleging, this processof gppointment was completeand the
appointeedid not assume office, the appointeewould have
had a cause of action. If you gppoint a person to a job and
then do not let him take up the job he hasa cause of action
againgt you so that these two people, if they were
appointed, and if they can show that these two persons hed
been appointed to that office, they would have had a cause
of action against the Authority.

Mr. Speaker, therearea whole number of other things
in this Resolution which are erroneous but | do not have
the time to go through them al because my timeis running
out.

| an going to move at this point certain amendments
to this Resolution as follows:-

Mr. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member has six
minutes more.

Hon. M. A. KING: So therefore this is perhaps a
good time to start them. In the second preambular
paragraph " AND WHEREAS the Board in August 1993
appointed”, | am proposing that we delete the words "in
August 1993 gppointed” and substitute therefor the words
"in July 1993 decided on the appointment of'.

Delete the word "with" in line 2 of that clause and
substitute the words "subject to".

Inline4 of the said clause delete dl the words from
"and contrary to" to the end of that clause and substitute
therefor the words "but the processof appointment was not
completed”.

In the third preambular clause, that is the one which
says "AND WHEREAS the appointments of severa
directors of the Board were thereafter smultaneoudy
revoked deleteall the wordsfrom "simultaneously"in line
2 of that clause right down to the word "Board" in line 5
and substitute therefor the words "revoked by the then
Minigter responsiblefor Tourism, the Honourable Member
for the Congtituency of St. Lucy".

In the4th preambular clause, deletethewordsin lines
1 and 2 "gppointed a Chief Executive Officer with" and
substitute the words "decided on the appointment of a
Chief Executive Officer subject to".

Inline4 of that clausedeletedll the wordsfrom "and,
contrary to" to the end of that clause and subgtitute the
words"but the processof appointment was not completed”.

In the 6th preambular clause delete the word "al" at
theend of line 2 and substitute the word "severd". Delete
the words "during their tenure of office”, and delete the
words "whole directorship” in line 4 and substitute the
word "membership".

In the 8th preambular clause delete the words in the
3rd and 4th paragraphs of that clause, thet is the clause
"that he positively limited the freedom of choice", etc.

In the 10th preambular clause "AND WHEREAS the
Honourable Members for the respective congtituencies of
St. Michedl West Central, St. Lucy " in that preambular
clause delete al the words beginning in the second line
"were not party to" to the words " Chief Executive Officer"
at the end. In other words "were not party to" the end of
that paragraph and substitutethe words"did not a anytime
support the gppointment of the present Chief Executive
Officer."

In the | Ith preambular clause delete dl the wordsin
that clause.

Now we come to the operative paragraph, Mr.
Speaker. Delete...

Mr. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member hes hdf a
minute to go.

Hon. M. A. KING: In the operative paragraph in the
first linede ete the word "condemned” and insert the words
"take note of .

In the second operativeparagraph deleteall the words
from the words "has no confidencein” to the words "St.
Michadl South" at the end of that clause and subgtitute the
words "take note that the Right Honourable the Prime
Minister has given leadership to the country particularly in
critical times'.

In the final operative clause delete dl the words in
that clause and subdtitute therefor "BE IT FURTHER
RESOLVED that this House continue to endorse the
policiesand programmesof the Government as enunciated
by the Right Honourable Prime Minister".

11.30 a.m,

Mr. Speaker, with thosecomments| beg to move that
the Amendment to this Resolution be taken and that the
Resolution, as amended, be the Resolution to be gpproved
by this Honourable House.
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Hon. P. M. GREAVES. Mr. Spesker, Sir, | second
the Amendment moved by the Honourable
Attorney-General and | reserve my right to spesk.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: Mr. Spesker, on a point of
order, Sir, | am asking for guidance. Obvioudy we cannot
without the benefit of the Amendment being circulated deal
with this matter any further until they have been circulated
because | would like to look at the Amendment in the light
of the fact as to whether | am to make a submission to
you, Sir, to invite you to rule as to whether these are
genuine Amendmentsor not.

Mr. SPEAKER: | have ingructed the Clerk to
circulate the Amendment and | presume they should be
circulated in a very short space of time.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: | would also ask for you to
give aruling as to whether or not a member is not entitled
to 2 speeches, one on the original Motion and one on the
Amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: | am not clear on the question the
Honourable Member asked.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: | am asking you to give us
your guidance as to whether, in the light of theterms of the
Motion, Honourable Members are not entitled to 2
speeches, one on the origind Motion and one on the
Amendment. The Amendment rai sesa number of very new
matters.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: Mr. Spesker, Sir, on a point of
order, if | may be of assstance here. | have the 21t
Edition of Erskine May. At page 336 this matter is
addressed on Amendments superseding a question. On an
issue raised by the Honourable Member it says.

"The debate that follows is not redtricted to the
Amendment but includ:~ also the content of the
Moation both matters being under the consideration of
the House as dternative propositions.”

That suggests that, as has happened before we would
continue the debate taking account, as one wishes, of either
the Amendment or the Motion for a combination of both.

Mr. SPEAKER: | think what in essence you are
sayingis that we have one Motion before the House and an
Amendment isonly part of that one Motion.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: The question raised is whether
where an Amendment is moved to a Motion whether it is
in order for either those members who have dready spoken

to be able to speak again without prejudiceto their right if
they are leading the Motion to wind up or whether,
members who have not spoken will have 2 speeches. Mr.
Speaker, it is not only one matter that is raised. There are
2 matters that will arise on this matter. It is not Smply a
matter of my learned friend reading from a limited part of
May's Parliamentary Practice.

Mr. SPEAKER: As | said beforeit isal considered
to be one motion. The Amendment to that motion which
will give members the opportunity to speak either on the
Amendment or the Mation. | am following the precedents
we have set before. We had allowed one speech to be made
- that is how we interpreted it here - and dlow the one
speech to be either for... But the Leader of the Opposition
who introduced the Mation has the right of reply.

| understand the Honourable Member if you have 2
speeches.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: Mr. Speaker, Sir on a point of
order and privilege. | have been in thisHousefor the past
5 years and the precedents of this House go back very far
and that is why very often | refer to trying to set the
precedents down.

| have heard rulings in this House that where an
Amendment has been moved to a Motion and on the
assumption that that Amendment has been accepted that
persons who have spoken on that Motion have a right not
only to speak on the Motion which was originally moved
but aright to speak on the Amendment. If the person like
the Honourable Leader of the Opposition is the mover of
the Motion he has the right to reply to his find Motion as
well.

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, heisgoing to reply. That isthe
position. He will have the right of reply.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: | am asking the Speaker for a
ruling.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: | have heard that ruling in this
House.

Mr. SPEAKER: | probably was not clear enough in
what | said. Let me repeat what | said. | said it was one
Motion and memberscould either speak on the Amendment
or thefull Motion at the time they were speaking. But what
| am trying to say to the Honourable Member for Christ
Church West wes that the Leader of the Opposition would
not be deprived of a right to reply. The Amendment came
after = and thisis only in the case of the Leader of
the Oppodtion. The Amendment came after and
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| said he would have the right of reply. That is what 1 was
saying al thetime. You havearight of reply. He can reply
to the Amendment as well as he could reply to his man
gpeech. That is the point | am making.

Hon. H. B. . JOHN: You still have to rule on the
validity of the Amendment, Sir. | have not heard a ruling
as to whether you accept the Amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: Yes, | have accepted it.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: You have not got it, Sir. You
have not got a copy, Sir?

Mr. SPEAKER: | do have a copy but | asked that
they be circulated.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: | see you have a copy, Sir. |
understand. Your Honour was treated with greater respect
than us You were given a copy in advance.

Mr. SPEAKER: | do not think the Honourable
Member should interpret it in that way. The Amendment
needs to cometo me to certify it. | have to agree with it so
| have to see them. In that case, | would have seen them.
Can we proceed?

Hon. B. M. TAITT: On a point of privilege, Sir, | do
not wish to trivialized this. The Honourable Member over
here moved an Amendment. How could it be circulated to
the Membersover there and not over here. | am a member
too. | am entitled to have mine a the same time he gets
his.

Mr. SPEAKER: My understanding is, from this side
of the House, that they have not hed enough time to see the
Amendment.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | have not seen it, Sir.

Mr. SPEAKER: | am prepared to adjourn for 5 or 10
minutesso that Members will have it. | will adjourn for 5
or 10 minutes until that is done.

Hon. M. A. KING There was one aspect o the
Amendment which was left out. With your leave and the
leave of the House | would ask that the Resolution, as
circulated, be taken as the Amendment.

Mr. SPEAKER: If there is no objection it is, but if
there are objections, then it cannot be.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: | just want to draw to your
attention the fact thet it is the wisdom of experience. |

knew that the Honourable Member was not reading his
Amendment correctly. And now we have 2 specific clauses:

"AND WHEREAS the Right Honourable Prime
Minister has identified Tourism as a key sector to
lead the recovery of the economy;”

11.40 a.m.

The Honourable Member never said that. Do you meen he
did not even read his own amendment right then?

"AND WHEREAS the Tourism Sector in the year
1993 and 0 far in 1994 has so fostered growth and
has thereby contributed to positive growth in the
economy:"

Now, Sir, serioudy, we are having an amendment here
which obvioudy is being introduced to widen the debate
consderably. Thisis a diversonary obstructionist tactic,
but the point is that Honourable Members with this are
entitled to some time to check that.

Mr. SPEAKER: For the benefit of the Honourable
Member, my own concern would be whether the
amendments are relevant to the motion. When | saw them
they appeared relevant.to the mation in the context of whet
| saw. That was my only concern.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: Oh, | see, Sir. Your Honour
had an opportunity of consdering those two clauses. |
would ask you to consider whether this is a contradiction
to the motion that is before us, because an amendment has
to contradict a motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: In the circumstances| have dready
given my ruling to it, becauseit was submitted to me. That
istheend of the matter.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: Do | understand Y our Honour
to have given your ruling before Members have hed the
opportunity to see this?

Mr. SPEAKER: As | have done with the man
motion.

~ Mr. H. deB. FORDE: Mr. Spesker, with respect
again.

Mr. SPEAKER: | have trested them both in the same
way.
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Mr. H. deB. FORDE: Mr. Spesker, may | pleasse
make my point, with respect?

Mr. SPEAKER: Sure.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: f an amendment is being
moved in the House, athough thereis the courtesy to show
Your Honour the amendment beforehand, it is an
amendment which must either be accepted findly in this
House as an amendment, and Members must be aware of
the amendment. When the Honourable Member for Christ
Church West Central had sat down, the amendment he had
moved and was seconded before this House was not the
same as the amendment that is now being put.

Asides.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: | must deal with the matter, Sir,
with some silence in the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: | agree with theHonourable Member.
Let us have some silence.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: | am not trying to trivialise this
debate at dl. It raises very fundamenta matters, both
procedurally and substantively, in this House and the
substantive matter which it now raises is where an
amendment is of this nature, whether Your Honour is
ruling before the amendment is even heard of by the
Members and Members have had an opportunity to make
representations to Your Honour as to whether this
amendment isa valid amendment or not. The Housecannot
proceed other than by listening to those representations. If,
in the midst of the Honourable Member seeking guidance,
the Honourable Member then seeks further to amend what
he has just amended, that even compounds the way in
which the House is proceeding.

With respect, Sir, | submit that Your Honour will
have to reflect on your ruling after you have heard
Members. In fact, with respect, | submit that Y our Honour
should never have ruled at that stage.

Mr. SPEAKER: What | an saying to the Honourable
Member, even if | said "rul€", it is the same procedure and
processthat | used to dea with theoriginal motion, that is,
if it cannot succeed beyond me, then it would not reach the
House, because there may be such sectionsaf it that in my
view may be contrary to certain aspects as to how the
amendment should be ruled. When the amendment was put
to me, | put it that | had no difficulty with the wording -
as | said with the original motion - only to get it right. The
Honourable Member for Christ Church South has got up
and raised the point and asked me to give nmy position on
it. | gave the podition as it happened, as it came up.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: Mr. Spesker, with respect |
submit that procedures of other Parliaments would have
heard Honourable Members as to the matter of
amendments.

Mr. SPEAKER: | have not precluded that, becausethe
Honourable Member for Christ Church South was given the
opportunity to make that point. | have not excluded
anybody. All | am merely saying is that the amendments
came to me in an order | thought presentable and
conformed with what amendmentsare. That isal | said. |
think the matter seems to be clearly understood.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, | haveredly had
the opportunity o reading this now, but it is not in any
way paginated and | will draw Y our Honour's attention to
3. Having regard to the terms of the 4th and 5th recitals, it
is my submission that Your Honour should look at and
reconsider your ruling as those mattersrai se matters totally
outside the scope of the terms of the main motion and
cannot legitimately be held to be amendments. That ought
to be the subject of a different motion, a different debate.
Having been cdled in here to debate the palicies, the
peformance of tourism as a key sector leading the
recovery of the economy, are we going to have a debateon
how you are going to have recovery of the economy where
you have 30 to 35% of the people, despite the recovery of
tourism unemployed? That has nothing to do with the
original motion.

In my opinion, Sir, that is a brand nev mation. If
they want to indulge in some self-congratulation on the
performance of theeconomy, they must make a ministeria
statement or bring a motion on that, but do not try to hang
that on to a debate which deals with a central issue as to
the exercise of power by a Prime Minister in a country.
That istheissue. That is not in contradiction. That does not
contradict, it is not an amendment. An amendment, as |
understand it, in accordance with al rules of procedure,
must relate to a contradiction. We have not aleged or said
that tourism, as a result of the performance of the Prime
Minister in his appointment, placing his man and his
woman there, that tourism hasdeteriorated. So thereforewe
have not raised the issue of the performance of tourism.
11.50 a.m.

Aside.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN; | am not going to ligten to
anybody who confessesto being battle weary because when
you are battle weary your judgment is not good.

So that the position is, and this is an important point,
and | am asking you to rule on it in the light of the new
observations, Sir.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: Mr. Speaker, Sir, | wish to be
heard on the matter because | came in here to debate a
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motion that was limited to the credibility, authority and
prestige of the office of Prime Miniger. That is the
substantive paragraph in this Motion. | came in here as
well to debate a motion which therefore asked the House
to show no confidence in him for very limited reasons
which are set out in this Motion.

The effect of an amendment mugt therefore be within
the terms and confines, in my humble submission. On the
basisdf what | haveread in May's and other parliamentary
journas and written authorities, it must be within the
confines of that. We are discussing the Prime Minister and
the Prime Minister's office insofar as it raises those
fundamental issues.

No persons have raised the question of the policies
and programmes of the Government. Now this final
amendment to the amended Resolution raises the issues of
the policies and programmes of the Government and
therefore makes the Motion not a motion as againgt the
Prime Minister but a motion as againgt the Government as
a whale. If it goes outside of those terms, in my humble
submission to this Honourable House, it is not a proper
amendment, with due respect, Mr. Spegker. It is not in
those terms a proper amendment because we can range
wide over ay particular issue a dl relaed to the
Government's behaviour including, whom they sleep with
or don't deep with, if you want to get that far, Sir. You
can get as wide as that.

If we are to confine the motion - and | an very
serious, Sir. | an not being frivolous. | an using that
deliberately in order that Your Honour may focus on the
point | an making in this submission. The point is thet this
isa moetion in relation to the Prime Minister in his office
of being Prime Minister. It cannot be and it was not a
moation concerning the policies and programmesin the ill-
peformance of the Government therefore raising the
question of a motion against the Government as a whole.
| submit | have seen Y our Honour rule before in instances
where the amendment goes outside of the confines to
introduce new meatters that are not within the motion that
that amendment should not be alowed. | humbly submit
here that this find amendment and particularly the
paragraphs that | have highlighted should not in those
circumstances be admitted as an amendment motion and
that it should be disallowed.

Hon. P. M. GREAVES, | want to suggest a way
forward, Sir. | would like to suggest that on page 3 the
third, fourth and fifth paragraphs be withdrawn because we
can be on this back and forward dl day. | am on apoint of
privilege, Sir. The 3rd, 4th and 5th paragraphs and on the
following page the very fina operative clause be dso
withdrawn. These are the ones they objected to. So that the
debate can continue, Sir.

Asides.

Hon. P. M. GREAVES: The third operativeclause of
the original. All the words of that operative clause be
deleted in order that we can continue. Of the amendment
we are taking out paragraphs 3,4 and 5 on page 3 and we
are also taking out the final operative clausein order that
the debate might continue.

In other words, Sir, the amendment would be that the
third operative clause of the substantivemation be deleted.

Asides.

Mr. SPEAKER: That isthe point | an making dl the
time. Once the amendments have been put, they have been
put and seconded, and the Government side suggested that
they want to change it. Now, in that circumstancewhat |
proposeto do at this point in time is to suspend for a few
minutes. | will suspend for a few minutes so that we could
get this matter straightened up.

The underlying principle to an amendment must
aways be whatever you think how relevant it is to the
main motion. That is the man consideration to it.
Relevancy does not confine itself to one area or another.
Nonetheless, the Honourable Member sad | was
broadening the debate. | was aways prepared to broaden
the debate to a point where Members would have had
ample room. If they confine themselves then | will stay
with Standing Orders that say that no Member shdl go
outside the scope and terms of any Resolution...

SUSPENSION

Mr. SPEAKER: | will suspend the House for 1§
minutes. If there are no objections this Houseis suspended.
1159 a.m.

RESUMPTION

Mr. SPEAKER: This ditting is resumed. | hope now
after that suspension we would have all agreed to moveon.
It ssems as if | can call on the next speaker. Who will be
the next speaker? The Honourable Member for St. Joseph.

Dr. R. L. CHELTENHAM: Mr. Speaker, Sir, thisis
a sad and serious day quite without pardlel in the life o
our assembly. Ever since our model democracy was
founded in 1951 there has been no attempt to censure a
Prime Minigter. Thisis thefirst time, not for a Member of
the House of Assembly or a Minister of the Government,
but the effective head of Government, be he Premier or
Prime Minigter, an attempt is being made by the House of
Assembly to censure him, to impeach him as it were.

No attempt should be made or dlowed to trivialise
this matter or to introduce any deflections or any red
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herrings. The contribution of the Honourable Attorney
Generd with respect to PrimeMinisterial power | regard as
no more than ared hemng. It istrue, Mr. Speaker, that the
Prime Minister's own description of the power and
authority of the Prime Minister today visa-vis his Cabinet
is accurate. But having said that and that he appoints his
Ministers, that is not the end of the matter.

The Prime Minigter dill, notwithstanding his
enormous power, cannot act outside the four walls of the
Condtitution, nor can he act outsde of the laws and
regulations in force in this country for the time being. |
think that is the point we need to make as a launching
point that notwithstanding his enormous powers he is
accountableat theend of theday. He cannot act outside of
thefour wallsof the Constitution, nor can he act outside of
the four walls of the laws and regulations in force in the
country at any time. We can put paid to the argument of
the Attorney Genera with respect to his power. He is not
a dictator. He is accountable and he cannot act outside of
the law. Once we accept that we begin to appreciate the
point and force of the charges made against the Prime
Minigter.

In the face of the red herrings, Mr. Speaker, | think
that we need to restate broadly the nature of the
impeachment which we are attempting against the Prime
Minister. We are charging that by his behaviour and action
in relation to the appointment of the Chief Executive
Officer of the Barbados Tourism Authority, he conducted
himsdf in a manner which lamed the smooth functioning
o the Authority itsdf and tended to undermineitsintegrity.
Further, that he acted in a manner which diminished the
authority, dignity and prestige of the office of Prime
Minister. That is the first feature of this impeachment.

Secondly, Sir, we are charging that in his television
address to the nation on May 18, 1994, he misrepresented
tne podition of the three Members of the Cabinet who
resigned on the so-called Arthur issue, and that he imputed
to them actions and positionswhich cannot be borneout by
the record, and that that has given rise to a perception that
he did not speak the truth but rather that by his behaviour
he has robbed the office of Prime Minigter o its
credibility.

Now, | think that for the purposes of the.record it
must be stated that even though this Resolution is specific
in focus and narrowly drawn, it has its apped and power
only if seen in the context of the behaviour o the Prime
Minister ever since he assumed office. This Resolution
does not stand by itsef. It has specia force and specia
apped in this country today because it is seen as the last
draw on the part of the Prime Minigter. It does not stand
by itself. The consistent charge against the Prime Minister

ever since he assumed office as Prime Minister is that he
does not consult even though he claims to be the chief
practitioner of consensus Government. The consistent
charge notwithgtanding his public position is that he does
not consult and that his style of Government is doof and
distant and that he is neither comradely nor warm.,

A former Minister of Finance has resigned claiming
that he has a tendency to make appointmentsin relaion to
matters which fall outsideof his Ministry, the Ministriesof
others and the Departmentsof others without consulting.
There is the charge too that he does not sufficiently
communicate and that in his handling of the Internationa
Monetary Fund negotiationshe has been inept, and that he
more than anyone else has been responsible for many of
the woes and much of the suffering which our people and
our country now endure.

Thepoalitical and economic situation in the country in
thelast threeyearsin particular has gone from one plateau
of crisisto another. Thereisafedling abroad that it cannot
continue and that something has to give and that the
moment of giving is now, and so thereis that coincidence
of time. The coincidence of this occasion with the
immediate circumstances of the Resolution. Unless we
appreciate the harmony of occasion and the motivation of
the Resolution and the immediate circumstances
surrounding the Resolution, unless we appreciate that, we
do not begin to understand how is it that in a politica
party, and thisis so in al political parties, that exerts such
iron disciplineon its members, that it is nothing peculiar to
the Democratic Labour Party or to the Barbados Labour
Paty for that matter. It is the very nature of political
paties. They tend to exert iron discipline on ther
members. But notwithstanding al of that, we have a
stuation where members of the Democratic Labour Party
in Parliament today will support this Resolution. That will
only be understood and can only be understood if we
appreciate the coincidence of the occason of the
Resolution with the background circumstances related to
the performance of the Prime Minigter.

12.45 p.m.

In my view the most serious of the chargesis that the
Prime Minister called an individual who became interested
in the job following a search. 1 am refemng to Cecil
Miller. He became interested in the job of the Chief
Executive Officer of the Board of Tourism following a
search that was led by BIMAP to find the best man for the
job. That search led to Miller. Following that search the
Board entered into discussionswith him with a view to his
taking up the job as Chief Executive Officer.

There is so much in tourism and in the country to
consume the attention of the Prime Minister and | will refer
to some specific challenges facing touriam in a moment
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that could do with Prime Ministeria attention. But rather
than divert his energy to those mgor matters to which |
will refer the Prime Minister called Mr. Miller last January
28 and suggested to him that he ought to write a letter and
indicate that he had no further interest in the matter.
Having done that within the same day he was to cdl a
senior member of the staff of his employer Caribbean
Development Bank. We do not know precisely who that
person was. We can only assume that some form of
pressure was exerted on that person to ask Mr. Miller to
withdraw his interest, indicate that he had no further
interest in the matter. On the next day, on January 29, at a
cocktail party the Prime Minister sought him out and
enquired whether he had as yet written that letter and
withdrew his interest.

Thisis not fascist Ity or Nazi Germany. Thisisan
independent and democratic country and we vaue our
traditions of democracy in this country. That a Prime
Minister could so abuse his power & to frustrate the
legitimate career ambitionsdf afellow citizenasto deprive
the authority of the country of the man that was perceived
as the best man for the job as to undermine the smooth
functioning of the Board that he had a duty to protect the
Board's integrity, the Authority's integrity.

A Prime Minigter as head of Government has a duty
to protect theintegrity of the parastatal organizetionsin the
country and to do everything to support the smooth
functioning. When he could do al of that, Mr. Speaker, |
think we must agree that his behaviour is on the one hand
disgraceful and on theother hand inexcusable. It ishomble
behaviour however viewed. The Prime Minister stands
condemned in the country and mugt stand condemned in
Parliament. AsPrime Minigter, you just do not behavelike
that. You must have a sense o proportion and baance
about you. You must understand that there are limits to
your power however great you think it is and indeed it is
grest. You must operate within the 4 wals of the
Condtitution. You must operate too within the 4 wals o
the statute on the book in the country and you must respect
the rules and regulationsenforced.

The Prime Minister, in one breath undermines the
authority of the Barbados Tourism Authority. Hefrustrated
that young man. He robbed the country of the best man, as
he was perceived by the search party and by the Tourism
Authority. They are serious charges indeed.

Mr. Speaker, tourism is important. It employs,
depending on how you count between 15 000 to 20 000
people in this country. It eams us in excessof $1 billion.
It is the fastest and the mogt reliable earner of foreign
exchange and properly managed it has the largest capacity
for growth. Its affairs need to be handled in a professiona

and businesdike manner. Ever since Mrs. Nehaul went on
pre-retirementleavein the summer of 1982 the job of the
Chief Executive Officer was vacant. It may be argued that
the delay was, in part, occasoned by the fact that
ingtitutional changes, rearrangements were being madeand
that the Barbados Tourism Authority was succeeding the
Barbados Board of Tourism. | make no excuses for the
delay.

Thepoint isthat our tourism sector has been dipping.
Since 1989, for example, which is the high point for visitor
arrivals from the United States we have lost some 60 000
visitorsfrom the United Statesof America. Al of this tak
about we are doing well, wherelike the boy who used to
come 4th in class out of 30, he dipped back to the 25th
position and now that he has gone to 22nd pogitionin class
his parentsar e boasting that heisdoing very, very well. He
used to be 4th in class. He dlipped to the 25th position. The
fact that he is in the 22nd position now cannot meen that
he is doing very, very well. What about al of that lost
ground that we cannot reclaim? That is the point. We must
not deceive the people and delude them about whet is
happening in tourism. It is an unprofitable sector. That is
the reason why we are not attracting, in any appreciable
numbers, new investment.

We have challengesof making sure that we add to the
number of our tourist attractions particularly in eco-tourism
and in heritage tourism. We have to make sure that we
convert some 15% or 20% of our cruise ship packages
coming to Barbadosinto long stay visitors. We need to find
money, Mr. Speaker, to refurbish and modernize our
tourism plant. Many of our competitorshave relatively new
facilitieswhether we are dealing with St. Lucia or Mexico
or Jamaica or the Dominican Republic. We have to make
sure that Barbadians as a whole appreciate the role that
each and every one of us has got to play in the future of
tourism and that, in particular, those who work in the
industry are better trained if we are to become more
competitive and if we are to offer improved services.

Sir, some of the basic challenges facing the industry
is that the industry is suffocating under the weight of the
indirect taxation imposed by the Prime Minister and there
were severd opportunities for the Prime Minister to meke
strategic and meaningful and helpful interventions in the
tourism sector. Not frustrate the poor, undermine its
integrity, confuse the young man who hed a contribution to
make. They would not be areas in which he should be
making his intervention. He should have been taking the
lead in addressing some of these challenges which | have
identified. Rather than that, he was content to abuse the
Prime Minister's authority and dignity of the office by
capsizing luckless Cecil Miller. It is a temble thing for a
Prime Minigter using the weight to the prestige of that
office to descend upon you like that twice within one
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day, twice within 24 hours and to call your employerstoo
to add to the pressure. That is inexcusable behaviour and
we in this House ought to condemn it, as the country is
condemning it.

12.55 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, | want to ded with the role of
parastatals for a moment, all’ within the confines of the
motion before the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: | hope the Honourable Member
recognises wha | have sad. You have placed the
Resolution in a very narrow area. While | was willing to
broaden it, you narrowed it.

Dr. R. L. CHELTENHAM: | will wak the narrow
path, Mr. Speaker. Thanks very much indeed.

We are dealing with the Barbados Tourism Authority,
which is a parastatal, and | want to make the point that
those parastatalsthat areinvolved in the productive sectors
have key rolesto play in trying to create growth and create
jobs in this country. Having established them and given
them a Congtitution, we in Government — and the Prime
Minister more than anybody else - must not then lame the
integrity and undermine the smooth functioning of those
parastatals. That is precisdly what he did when he
interfered in the way he did at the Barbados Tourism
Authority.

Every man in the street knows the importance of the
office of Prime Minister. He knows its prestige and he
knows its authority. He knows too, Mr. Speaker, that the
day you cannot trust your Prime Minister, the day you
cannot believe in his words and in his actions, that the
office of Prime Minister has ceased to function. He knows
that the foundation stone of the office is a thing called
credibility, and amidst al the political play the intelligent
citizen, the average man in the street, knows when you
givefor the political play between the parties, a the end of
the day you still must be able to bedieve and trust your
Prime Minister.

One dof the particulars of this bill d impeachment
before this House today is that the Prime Minister robbed
that office of its credibility. He destroyed the foundation
stone on which the office rests, to the point that nobody
believeshim and it is part of what the Americanscal the
logjam in this country. where nothing is happening and
nothing can happen unless the Prime Minister is removed,
because nobody any longer believesin his words and his
actions.

A veay serious thing has happened, because the
former Honourable Minister of Tourism, the Member for

St. Michad West Central, made it clear in his public
account of this matter that he dways told Miss Lynch and
Tony Arthur, "once you are recommended by the Board,
your Minister will support your appointment and take the
next step of carrying it to the Cabinet." No one has
suggested that he is not a men of the truth, or that he
would have cdled them there and told them other than
what he honestly believed. Thisis a club and we have to
know one another in here, and we know that the
Honourable Member for S. Michae West Central is not a
hypocritical or deceptive man and that once he told them
that he meant that, and there has been no account to
contradict that. That has been his podtion in relaion to
these two charactersin thisdrama, as it were.

The Honourable Member for St. James South took a
principled position, and his position was "this is nothing
that falls within my immediate portfolio, but | an a
member of the Cabinet and | have a genera interest in al
that goes on. What | saw happening around me was not
consistent with the principle of collective responsbility.”
He was not concerned with the issue of Tony Arthur, it
could be any other person by name. He had no position on
Arthur as to whether he was suitable or not suitable,
whether he was competent or not competent, his postion
was one of principle as to how the appointment should
have been made, regardless of the person to whom the
appointment would be going.

| have recited that background, Mr. Speaker, to make
thesubmission that it wasa horribledistortion of what took
placefor the Prime Minister to havetold the nation that the
honourable gentlemen to whom | have referred were
diametricadly opposed to Arthur. Not compromisingly
opposed, not opposed in the sense of having reservations,
but diametrically opposed. It is a horrible distortion and a
Prime Minigter as leader of men has a duty to represent
them accurately and honestly to the best of his ability. He
has a duty 100 to be just to them and he has a duty to tell
the public the truth and nothing but the truth, not about his
persona business, but on matters of public interest. The
charge here is that the Prime Minister did not tell the
country the truth and that he was neither just nor
reasonablein relation to his colleagueswhen he so publicly
distorted their position in relation to the Arthur issue.

The same thing can be said for the Honourable
Member for St. Lucy, who held the position of Minister of
Tourism for four or five months. It would appear as
though, if he had to make the choice, it would not have
been Arthur, but he too was prepared to go aong with his
Board and he said that even if he had reservations on the
Arthur appointment he would have supported it. So there
is no basisin fact for the Prime Minister to have claimed
as he did that his Ministers were diametrically opposed to
the appointment of Arthur.
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But the matter did not end there and does not end
there. It has to do with thefact that the country must bein
a podgition to believe the Prime Minigter, and when you
have three of his most senior and loyal Ministers - thisis
the point — ailmost the core of his Cabinet coming out and
saying that the Prime Minister was not speaking the truth
and that thereis no documentary or other support, nor can
there be, for the position he has represented to the nation,
it is a seriousthing indeed. The perception in the country
is that Judgement Day has come for the Honourable
Member for St. Michael South, the Right Honourable
Prime Minister, that he cannot continue to go the way he
has gone; that he must be brought to account and that he
must be brought to check. That is why notwithstanding the
cynicism and the apathy out there about the political
process nothing has focussed the attention of the people
and commanded their interest like this métter in the last 8
years. They feel something has to give and that the Prime
Minister has got to go and that is what this impeachment
is about.

1.05 p.m.

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that seen in the context
of the totdity of his whole stewardship because the
Resolution isabout more than theissues mentioned therein.
The people's sentiments are right in that we need a new
leader and that we need a new beginning and that this
Resolution should succeed.

SUSPENSION

Hon. P. M. GREAVES. Mr. Speaker, | am moving
that the Sitting be suspended until 2 p.m. today.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | beg to second that, Sir.

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division and Mr. Speaker suspended the House
accordingly.

1.07 p.m.

RESUMPTION

Mr. SPEAKER: This sitting is resumed. If there are
no Honourable Members wanting to soesk...

Miss B. A. MILLER: Mr. Speaker, Sir, | will speak.
We brought the original motion here and we are not afraid
to speak on thisside.

Mr. Speaker, what is described as liberal democracy
has been a halmark of the ingtitution of Government in the
English speaking Caribbean for the most part, | would say,
since the disturbances of the 1930s. There are obvious
exceptions to that from time to time but not long-lived
ones. Certainly, Sir, since Indepen:-nce generaly we have

had in this country free and fair elections at regular
intervals. We have had civil and political rights guaranteed
and we have had what is described as responsble
Government. We have aso had wha | cdl politicad
inclusion and by that | mean tJat we have had universa
suffrage and we have a non prés€ription of parties. Those
are the freedoms that | know of asa girl and a woman.

Barbados is such a democratic place that | often tell
people in Barbados we have leaders without parties. We
have parties without leaders. Every computation you can
think of we have. Right now there is a multiplicity of
leaders walking about without parties. When you compare
Barbados to other British former colonies over the years
you will see that others have not feared as well in terms o
the democratic processas we have. If you look at Nigeria
or Uganda, those countries became independent roughly
about the same time that Barbados and Jamaica became
independent. You will see what the difference was. Those
countries have been plagued by coups, both civil and
military, by civil wars and the comparison could go on.

The democratic process o which we like to boast in
this Parliament of some 350 years plus now is underpinned
by certain institutionssuch as Parliament. Thisisoned the
magjor institutions which underpins democracy, the
judiciary, the trade union movement and the Civil Service.
In fact, | often say that you can dwaystell very easily the
difference between certain Latin countries and oursalves.
The difference between their style of democracy and ours
can be marked out very clearly by looking a those
ingtitutions. Where those institut}gns are strong and freeg,
you will observethat democracy gtrives and where they are
not democracy tends to be ungtable and short-lived, often
under congtant threat of bribery, corruption and
dictatorship. | regret to say, Sir, that there are unhedthy
signs that some of those institutions have now become
obsolete and are weskening in Barbados. Parliamentary
democracy in this country isin need of much reform.

At the time of Independence, most of the countries o
the English speaking Caribbean, including Barbados, did
what could only be cdled some tinkering with the system
as mog of us put written Congtitutions in place. Some
countriesin the Caribbean have moved from abicameral to
a unicamera parliamentary assembly. Some have become
Republics within the Commonwedth. At least one hes
moved to an el ectoral system of proportional representation.
But everywhere, and particularly in this Barbados
Parliament — and | have complained about it before, mogt
recently in the debate on the Appropriation Bill just gone
- there is an unhappy, fusing, blurring, however you may
chooseto put it, between the legidative and the executive.

We are being governed in this country by Prime
Ministerid tyranny. | have used that phrase in here before.
That is the mode of governance where sometimes not
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even the Cabinet is aware of decisons made, where
sometimes so-called advisers, gurus, consultants..

Aside.

MissB. A. MILLER.... anti pimpstoo, yes, outsideof
Cabinet will have more influence with a Prime Minister. It
is a perfectly parliamentary word, Sir. | an not going
outside the bounds today.

Mr. SPEAKER: You need not worry about thet.

Miss B. A. MILLER: | know you are not worried
about it, Sir. People like that have more influence with the
Prime Minister than the Cabinet. We live in a time when
the back bench does not know what the front bench does,
where the Opposition sometimesiss better informed then the
back bench. Thet is the nature and style of governancein
Barbadostoday. The parliamentary processison tria in the
Barbados Hopse of Assembly today.

| heard the Honourable Member for Christ Church
West Centra speek about the great power that a Prime
Minister has, and heiscorrect. Power that aPrimeMinister
has is tremendous, awesome, but a Prime Minister must
aso remember that the greater the power such as that that
a Prime Minigter has, the greater is the responsibility to
temper the use of that power.

The Honourable Member for St. Joseph made the
point earlier that today's motion is part of a cumulative
effect. From time to time we have pointed out in here = |
remember at the time of another No-ConfidenceMoation in
December of last year making the point that if a Prime
Minister will abuse his power asaPrime Minigter, to usurp
the role and function of a statutory board, well then every
Minister in the Cabinet will feel that he and she can do it
too. It is a poor example to set. It isa wrong modd. It is
not an easy thing to get up in here because we are all
colleagues but respect will beget respect. It is not an easy
thing for us to get up in here, and certainly not easy for me
to get up in here to support a motion, as | will, and mug,
becauseit is more than a man who is on tria. The process,
as| said, is on trial. It is not an easy thing to say that a
Prime Minigter has lied. That is what we are debating in
here today. It has been said before and | have no doubt it
will be said again by others that this is unprecedented in
our Parliament. This is history in the making. As | sad
earlier, Sir, thisinditutionisin great danger. Some will sy
that everywhere in the world now parliamentarians are
lower than pond weater. We are now compared to used car
sdesmen and we are partly responsiblefor the kind of low
ebb, the kind of disrespect, into which this parliamentary
processin Barbados hes falen.

215 pm.

In recent years people have been saying there Ts no
point about the House of Assembly anymore. It is not an
important place to say anything. | am relieved that today
there is a clear understanding of the power that residesin
this House of Assembly and that a Prime Minister above
all others should conduct himsdf in a way that would
according to our Motion undermine the authority, the
creditability and the prestige of the officeof Prime Minister
isno smdl thing.

There are 0 many particulars in which the Right
Honourable Prime Minister has failed to spesk the whole
truth to Barbadians. Half-truths can be sometimes even
more damaging than outright lies. Now this is narrowly
drawn. | want to draw attention by way of an illustration to
something that the Prime Minigter said in his speech o
May 18. Among other things that he said in that televised
event was that tourism was doing well and that the Chief
Executive Officer was the best men for the job in his
judgment and words to that effect.

Just to show you how the whole truth is not spoken.
It is true to say that in the month of April in Barbados
there was an increase in the number of tourist arrivasin
this country. We hed cricket. The arrival from the United
Kingdom shot up 72% over the year before, 1993. So you
would not be surprised at that. There will not be any
cricket in 1994. Oh, the Austrdians are coming, | hear.

What | am sayingis this. On that occasion the Prime
Minigter did not go out of his way to point out to
Barbadians that this sector which is the largest foreign
exchangeearner, the key sector in Barbados, was showing
that in the month of April this year, this same month when
they hed the Global Conference, when Bgjan Y ankeeswere
coming back here in droves for the so-called Global
Conference, when Bermudians were coming in here that
arrivals from North America were down 17.5%. So the
whole truth was not told. The whole truth is being told
NOW.

For the fourth year in succession arrivals from our
maor markets were down and the Chief Executive Officer
who is found to be the best men for the job helped to
preside over that. Every maor initiative he took in those
years have bombed yet he is "the best men for the job".
That is an example d not telling the whole truth.

You don't have to believe me. You just have to look
at thefigures. Look at the figuresand let them tell you. Let
the Minister of Tourism who is the Prime Minister explain
to s why it is that the arrivalsout of North America are
down.

The point | am making is that the Prime Minister will
not spesk the whole truth or any part thereof. That is the
point I am making. We will come to that shortly.
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Mr. Speeker, Sir, the way in which this whole metter
was brought abouit is reprehensible and we have to make
aure that there is not room for this to hgppen again. My
understanding of it isthat the then Director of the Board of
Tourism goes on retirement leave. Somebody is put to act
in thet job and then his subgtantive post is filled by
another. Now, you have to draw a certain concluson from
thet.

When yau fill a man's subgtantive podt, you are
saying to him that he cannot go back there. That is thefirst
thing you are saying to him. Either thet he is going to go
somewhere else in the Civil Service or that he will go
home. So thet isthefirst thing that you haveto note. Agan
it has been spoken in here more than once dreedy today
thet attemptsare made then to place thismen in the post of
Director or Chief Executive Officer, whatever we mey
choose to cdl it. The Prime Minister seeks to impose his
will thet a particular person should be gppointed to that

post.

Mr. Spesker, @& the time d another quote
"No-confidence vote' motion in here the point was mede
and it is going to be made severd times in here today.
There are rules in Barbados. There are regulations. There
is a Civil Service which has its own regulations.
Legidation which will give certain powers to Miniders
dways meke it clear where the boundaries of that power
resde.

Do you know whet is happening, Sr? Everywhere
outsde of Barbados, everything that goes wrong now
people are saying, "Well, the kite pop. It isafreefor all.
People can do what they like." | watched televison last
night and | watched the news and then alittle bit after the
news when | was expecting to see the late newvs | saw a
message saying that CBC regrets that the CBC late news
would not be telecast as scheduled. Then my phone got
hot.

Where are we in this country nowv tha we are
operating by minigterid dictatorship and prime minigteria
dictatorship? In another country when that hgppens you
would assume that the Defense Force has taken over the
televison gtation. But in Barbados now we assume thet a
prime minigterid order... The management o the CBC...
Barbados was hot with it last night. Was therea ministerid
or prime minigteria order to the effect that there would be
no late night nens Even now people are asking that
question.

Asides.
Miss B. A. MILLER: | am saying that the Prime

Miniger is the Miniger o CBC aswdl. Thet fallsinto his
portfolio as well and there is a higtory.

You didnt want to get up and talk just now. You
want to talk now when...

Mr. SPEAKER: | will not permit any interruptions.
Continue, please.
225 p.m.

Miss B. A. MILLER: Mr. Spesker, Sir, what | an
saying is that there is a widespread understanding in this
country that people do not have to obey the rules anymore,
that because you are a Prime Minigter or a Miniger you
can do every and anything. This is not something thet
Barbadians are accustomed to. This is not something that
Barbadiansare digposad to tolerate because thet is the thin
edged the wedge

If you gtart where you could phone up a men and tell
a men that he must withdraw an gpplication and you can
giveadirectiveto a Board and tell them that they must do
wha you wart, it will get worse and worse. The next step
from thet will be thet they will dictate to us when we can
go, when we can come, when we can oeek. All o the
basc freedoms that this Conditution of Barbados
guarantees to us will be under threet. It dways Startslike
that. You only need to Start with one nan or one woman,
for that metter.

Mr. Speeker, Sir, it is not right. It is wrong thet the
Prime Minigter should abuse his power in this way. It s&ts
a poor example not only & the levd of Government,
Everywhere se in the society once that example is st
people will fed that they can now flout authority in
whatever formand in whetever fashion but the redl danger
o it, Sir, and | go back to the parliamentary process. At
theleve of the Board = and | am following the Resolution
- we are told tha one Minider after another brought
certain mettersto the Cabinet. That isacourtesy. Generdly
gpesking, if a Board makesarecommendationto a Minister
and the minigter has no difficulty and no objection to the
recommendation the Minister can accept whatever it is that
the Board has recommended and go forward with it without
reference to the Cabinet. But there is a cusom and a
courtesy in this country that important gppointments such
as the gppointment of a Chief Executive Officer, of any o
the dautory corporations are brought to the Cabinet
whether the Minigter isin agreement with the Board or nat.

The Minigter, in this case, is in agreement with the
Board and goes, as a courtesy, to the Cabinet and then the
matter isreversed a the Cabinet. We haveit in the public
domain that some Honourable Members on the other Sde
mede the point to the Prime Miniger a the time that he
could nat do whet he weas seeking to do. But he would not
be tdd. And this partly goes to a large insecurity an
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the part o the Prime Minigter, a man who has to keep
bedting his brees and tdling you, "I an the Prime
Miniger. | am the head. | am the boss. | am the schoodl
teacher. | an the great educator and you have to do what
| say." That spesks alevel o insecurity that could fill up
this whole Chamber.

When a Prime Minisger has congantly to be
reminding his parliamentary colleagues, his Cabinet that he
isthe Prime Minister and that he is the boss, it spesks to
thefact and | am surethat there are professiona peopleout
there who would not necessarily want to contradict that it
soeeks to the fact that there is a massive insecurity.

Mr. Speaker, Sir, the Honourable Attorney-General in
his contribution earlier this morning suggested that the
Opposition was going out of its way to try to destabilize
the Government The Opposition does not have to go out
o its way to try to dedtabilize the Government. The
Government is doing everything to bring itsdf down
without any help from the Oppoasition.

He made it seem as though something was wrong,
that Memberswho sat on the Government side would want
to support this Resolution. He made it appear as though
there was something inherently wrong with that. That isthe
nature of our political system.

The BarbadosL abour Party displaced the Democrétic
Labour Party as the Government in 1976 because some
people who were supporters of the Democratic Labour
Paty saw fit, at that time, to vote for the BarbadosLabour
Party. That is going to hgppen whether the next Generd
Electioniscdledin 1994, in 1995 or in 1996, that isgoing
to happen again. Ther e are too many pardles to be drawn
between tha time and this time. Too many that are
unhgppy memories.

There are those out there who are saying that the
Prime Miniger... In my submission, Sir, he is not only a
lane duck Prime Miniger, he is a dead duck Prime
Miniger in the water. Dead in the water. He will not
recover from this. It will be down hill al the way. He has
not only damaged himsdf he has sought to damage the
ingtitution that supports him, as a Prime Minister. He must
not think that any one mar: can bring down the Democratic
Labour Party...

Mr. SPEAKER: The Honourable Membea has 3
minutes more.

Miss B. A. MILLER: ...any more than any one men
could bring down the Barbados Labour Party. He mugt not
think that.

Mr. Spesker, Sir, it isfor the Members on the other
dde to put their house in order, not only in terms o the
parliamentary party. They have a difficulty after today in
terms o the political party. But thet is their problem. |
would have thought that a men of the experience of the
Honourable Attorney-Genera would know better than even
at this stage to seek to midead right thinking Barbadians
into believing that there could be something inherently
wrong in what the Opposition is doing. That aspect of the
democratic process that is ours, exclusvely ours as the
Opposition to protect we are doing that. Imagine whet it
would be like in this country if there were no Opposition
to do what we are doing today.

| will have no difficulty whatsoever in supporting this
Resolution which condemnsthe actions and the statements
o the Prime Minigter in the matter and the manner o the
appointment o the present Chief Executive Officer of the
Barbados Touriam Authority. | have no confidencein him
and it will not be difficultto support that aspect or that leg
of the Resolution either, and certainly the find resolve -
"that the gppointment of the Right Honourable the Prime
Minigter ought to be revoked - | would support heartily.
Let me beclear on this, Sir, in this connection the vote thet
is going to be taken today is a larger problem, as | have
sad, and we are not expected to be able to complete that
entire task today, but we are not a liberty to abstain from
taking action which will help to put the democratic process
back on thefirm foundation on which wefound it when we
came into this Chamber.

1thank you, Sir.
2.35 p.m.

Mr. W. W. HALL: Mr. Spesker, | rise, with a heavy
heart, to make a few comments in this debate. Indeed,
when my mother died some five months ago | weas
diminished and | never thought that | would ever fed as
badly as that over a period of, say, three weeks or so, as|
redly do now. | would say that this has been a veary trying
period for the past three to five months, and indeed even
going back further. If you are taking about trids ad
tribulations, | would say for about six, seven or eight
months.

Sir, | am not here on condemnation,but | would like
tosay that | an herefor righteousness, truth and life. | fed
that as a bdiever in the Lord Jesus Christ | wish to affirm
my loydty first o al to Almighty God. Mogt people do
not do that, they are loya to man, and in some cases first
to party. As a Barbadian dected servant of the people in
this Honourable Chamber, my second loydty is to the
people o this nation. As a member of the Democrétic
Labour Paty and its dected representative for the
condtituency o St. Michae West Centrd, | an proud to
sy tha I have dways been loyd to the Democratic
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Labour Party, its philosophy and to its leadership. One has
to remember that loyalty is one of the greatest virtues of
mankind.

Sir, most people have been enamoured about what is
going on. Whilel am hurting some people seem to be very
happy. As a country things have been S0 voldtile a times,
as far as the gossp on the cdl-in programmes is
concerned, that we in Barbados have forgotten that on 1st
June, 1987 the great Sir Errol Walton Barrow died. We do
not seem to remember that, it just passes away. It is like
life. What isit? A vapour that is there in the morning and
then disappearsin the evening. What is man that we are so
mindful of him? That is the pogtion | find, Sir.

| wish to dtate to you, Sir, that when | joined the
Democratic Labour Party in 1981 and served as Opposition
Senator, along with the Honourable Member for S. Lucy,
| was not particularly keen at that stage to join in politics.
For one, when | lost, my mother said the Lord knows best.
| could not understand that. | blamed the Member for St.
Michaed Wes for that, because it was he who had
encouraged me, when | had told the Prime Minister that |
was not running. He came to me and said: "The
condtituency is a little hard, but | will help." When | won
in 1986 and again in 1991 my mother cried. | could not
understand that at al. Sheis no longer here to tell mewhy
she did, but | think she knew al adong. From 1986 to the
25th day of February, 1994 | served this country as a
Minister of the Governmentin three Ministries. During that
time | assisted in articulating the philosophy of the party
and the formulation and execution of its policies, its
programmes and its projects. Of course, this was with
particular emphasis on the Ministriesunder my purview. |
have done so not only in good times, but also when the
political weather was stormy. For example, when the
economic stabilisation programme was introduced, and the
people were calling for the removal of the Government;
secondly, when the structural adjustment programme was
formulated, and it generated heated nationa debate about
the economic path which Barbados would pursue. All that
time my loyalty to the Prime Minister was unswerving.

| remember the time when the paparazzi jumped on
the backs of the poor people o this country, who were
legitimately striking for what they thought was just and
they wanted to pull down the Government. | just wish to
say that | was there and | was as loyal as anybody else,
moreloya to the Prime Minister in that period of 1991 and
into 1992, that hed | served my God as much as | served
him, the angels up there would have jumped many feet in
theair. They would have sung asong of praise. | just wish
to tell you that, Sir. | mean loyalty, neck on the block,
anything, not blindly, but with confidence. Real loyalty,
loyalty that is akin to the marriage vows. For better or for
worse, then. That is so.

| fed that there is a time when enough is enough.
With a heavy heart, but | feel so, when one must draw that
line of demarcation between loyaty to Gd and principle,
and loyalty to man.

Sir, as| said, thereis no one who could fed like the
way | fed now; but that is the way. | know that Gd ismy
strength, my refuge too. As | came through the gates this
morning and some people whom | have known over the
years as friends and well wishers, and | noted the attitude
towards me or as | reflect n the phone calls | have been
getting, harassment of my family, as | reflect on that, Sir,
| have to wonder isit redly worth it.

245 p.m,

Sir, | did not resign from the Cabinet because | was
diametrically opposed to Mr. Arthur or | felt S0 strongly
about his appointment that | resigned. That is not o, Sir.
| will state now that | did not support the idea of someone
who has not been recommended to me to be CEO. You
have to be recommended to me if | am the Miniger
because the Law clearly dtates, section 9, that the Board
appoints and the Minister approves.

For the eight years that | have been a Minister, there
has been a convention that anytime anyoneis appointed to
a Board, whether a Director or Chief Executive Officer or
however designated it comes before Cabinet. Thereis good
old fashioned commonsense in that, Sir, because when we
al look together at a situation you will be ableto find out
exactly if you are doing the right thing. Thereforel never
redly questioned the idea of an appointment going to
Cabinet. | believe that it must be said and | have said it at
al times.

| an not now out here being accused of being
diametricaly opposed to someone when | know that is not
particularly the case, because | have stated from the
beginning that | resigned because | had fundamental
differences with the Prime Minister. | had fundamental
differenceswith his management style.

| said in here only 2 or 3 weeksago that | an not a
political scientist but 1 will tell you something. | have
studied people's behaviour in political systemsand | know
that some people are frightened to say what they redly
mean and othersare so frustrated that they don't tak at all.
I am not like that, Sir. | say it eyebdl to eyebal to
anybody. | hear so much about a Prime Minister has so
much power. That is true. | an not denying that you don't
have power but God does not give you power to do what
you want to do. He gives you power to do what he wants
you to do. That is a fact.

Therefore Sir, 1 had to know that those things that
people are saying are not redly true.
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| fed, Sir, that if there is consensus government and
| am aMinister, | fed that | should have at least some sort
o say. If not, you are disrespecting my views. My charges
were that the Prime Minister had disrespected the views of
the Cabinet Ministersand he eroded their salf respect and
held them up to publicridicule. | said that. | do not know
how people in Barbados want me to say that 3 weeks ago
and today want me to come now and change overnight, Sir.
| cannot do that. | said so and that is how it is.

Now, let us have some counselling. L et us have some
remedial work done. Let us have, as| have been calling for
s0 long, some healing, We want to get together as a Party.
That is what | was saying. No one has listened to me but
everyone is talking about loyalty to the Party asif thereis
the dlightest notion that | have ever been didoyd.

| say, Sir, that if aMiniger istold that he is supposed
to be moved, that is the prerogativeof the Prime Minister
and | agree with that. | fed that | would like to spesk on
a few areas so that | can enlighten people and | can
illuminate the dark cornersof their minds. If you hear one
Prime Minister say something in public and then you hear
another ex-Minister say something else in public, the
people out there get confused, and in thefina andysisthe
only persons that will lose will be the politicians
themselves.

| tadked in here glowingly not a the fact but
glowingly from the point of view o exhortation, when |
said that 6 youngsters were interviewed only 3 months ago
in Barbados and when they were asked about politicians,
they could not care less aout any of us. Hansard will
report, Sir, that | said that | was griking a chord for
politicians. At that time Sir, | was not aware that today we
would be in a matter of crisis. But there are people who
are dways in crisis. Every country has been in a crisis.
Every family has been in acrisis and every individud has
been in acrisis at some time. The point is that when you
come into a crisis, you have to make decisions to know
what to do.

Sir, | would like to explore ancther myth that | have
heard bandied about. In fact, | have heard it said on the
call-in programmes and from the people on these tak
shows, that we were so inefficient a the Board of Tourism
that the Prime Minister had to jump in and intervene
because we would not make a decision. Here today, no less
a knowledgeable person than the Member for St. Joseph
said that he was not making a case of it, but the time was
a little long. He didn't know why it was long. Maybe it
was the changeover. | am saying to you, Sir, that in
October 1992 the Prime Minister wrote mealetter or wrote
the Chairman of the Board and copied to me. | would like
to think he wrote me, Sir, because | don't think he should
write the Chairman and then copy to me. After all, | was
the Minister. You see, that is the thing | stand for. | shall
pass that and | shal say this.

ThePrime Minister had asked that we should4ook at
delaying the appointment of the Director. Sir, that was the
day before the Board was going to make a final selection.
That was Octaber, 1992. So we had to postponeit until the
new Board was sdected. That new Board was selected on
March 15, the Ides of March, Budget Day, 1993.

So | just wish to say that the Prime Minister's view
was tha the job would change in nature and scope and |
agreed to this 100%. The job was changing in nature and
scope and therefore we would hold over until then. Why
then criticise my Ministry and the Board for any apparent
discretion? We were on track and | did not mind delaying.

| just thought that | would say so, that people would
understand that the Board was not delinquent. | wish to
say, Sir, that the problem began with... The BTA Ad was
enacted in 1993 by Parliamentand publishedin the Official
Gazette on February 8. It was proclaimed on March 15,
1993. Sir, let metdl you where my problem started. | have
to move fast.

My problem started with that Board. | was going to
South Africaand | felt that as a Minister, | needed to tdl
the Prime Minister what | wasdoing. | was going away 0
| told them that | was going to select the Board, and have
it to Cabinet on March 11 and | would proclaim it on the
15th. My problem with the Board, and | must be honest
with this, is that the Board that | redly wanted | did not
get. | want to make that clear. So, here is this, you don't
have your Chairman, you don't have your Deputy
Chairmanand in thefinal anaysisanother month down the
road, you don't get the CEO that the same very Boad
appointed and | said, that is foolishness0 | will resign. |
should have done that at that stage, August 26, 1993.

But the Prime Minister changed the Ministries and |
felt that if the Prime Minigter felt that there was a problem
with me, and he was changing Ministries, it was okay with
me | would go and work for the betterment of the people
of Barbados, for the betterment of my Party and the
betterment of my congtituents. That reshuffle was no
problem, Sir, so | went on and | worked for another six
months. | just wish to say though that | was flabbergasted
at other things that | did not think wereright and | said 0
in no uncertain terms. If you are telling me that that is
something | mugt not do, | am saying that | do not agree
with that.

2.55 p.m.

Mr. Speaker, the Board recommended a Mr. Hudson
Husbands. The problem was that the Board hed four
short-listed people. The Chairman o the Board wrote me
and said that they wanted to have an executive search and
tha was predicated on the fact that the four people,
including Mr. Arthur, did not meet the requirements. Sir,
if you are a Minister and the Board comes and tells you
that, and | knew that the people in the Board hed
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sooken to the Prime Minister, he did not tell me, but |
knew that they had spoken to him so who am |, if they had
spoken to him, and he did not tell me that he was
committedto Mr. Arthur. He did not tell me that he wanted
Mr. Arthur. In my seven years | did not know that.
Between October and March | did not know that. Sir, it is
unfair, to say the least, if you could expect me to know
that; so | went with the choice of the Board.

Sir, | did not get it and | wasgoing to resign on those
issues that | mentioned. Subsequent to that, my successor
had smilar problems, that is, the Board recommends or
appoints, the Minister approves and presto, some
technicaity - |1 do not even know what they are saying.
They said he did not assume office and the amendment
said it was not completed. But, Sir, it was not completed,
just like that.

What | am saying, Sir, is, my successor will speak for
himsdlf. | do not wish to pre-empt him but | will spesk for
me. BIMAP again, made another executive search. They
recommended someone. It was approved and then nothing
happened. My position was that when the Prime Minigter
became Minister of Tourism, and he revoked the Board on
a Tuesday, the Board picked the CEO on the Wednesday,
it went to Cabinet on the Thursday to note and | say, Sir,
that | had no problem. Thereis no criminality according to
section 9 of the Act. If the Board has nominated or
appointed and then the Minister has approved, that is okay
with me, if that is what has happened. In fact, it was a
curious paradox that you could not accept an appointment
in the Cabinet, as | had to do, and everybody else had to
do, but to go for noting was drange to me The
methodology was strange and | did not like that.

But, Sir, let me say what is most darming. Whatever
anybody may have said, Mr. Arthur had gone into the job.
Whatever anybody had said the Ministers had resigned, and
they had not spoken. In their silence they were condemned
as men, toothless, or whatever else you may want to say.
They were condemned as they did not speak out. My whole
loyalty to the Democratic Labour Party would compel me
not to say anything. | said absolutely nothing. | resigned so
that was it. | did not complain. | resigned and went home.
Mr. Arthur went into the job and was working. Tourism
figures were going up and everything was nice.

The whole of Barbados felt that the Prime Minister
had done the right thing - they did not know the facts -
but he had jumped in, he put the lid on and that is what
people in authority should do and it looked dl right. So
whether we believed it was wrong or knew it was wrong,
the point is that the wonderful people of Barbadosfelt that
eyerything was dl right, and so let it be. The party is there.
Then lo and behold, with everything going well, the Prime
Minigter is in the driver's seat. Everything is right. The

Ministersare down there. They have said nothing. We were
silent but we really did not mind.

The Prime Minister then went on a broadcast, which
he had promised this country for three months that he
would tell them about plotters, schemersand al that sort of
thing. Well, Sir, that did not apply to me so | redly did not
bother about that. | will sy this that when the Prime
Minister went on the television to an expectant audience
and sad tha we, the ex-Ministers were diametrically
opposed, and had resigned because we did not particularly
like the appointment, | said then that could not be redly
true. | would have to defend my honour.

Sir, | believe in my credibility. | believe in my
integrity. | have walked up and down this country, London,
New York, Hong Kong, wherever | wanted to be, and
could hold my head up high. That is all | have l€ft. | do
not have anything else but that is good enough for me,
integrity and my credibility. Thatiswhat | want. When that
is dashed unnecessarily so, becausethis situation was dead,
and not only dead but it was buried. That is a fact. |
believe that if you are on the ground and somebody comes
and puts his feet on your head and does that, it is not only
premeditated, it is bad. Sir, that was my position, so |
defended mysdlf. | have sad to the people o Barbados
what has happened.

Now, Sir, the Barbados L abour Party hastaken up the
comments o the three Ministersand they have come with
a Resolution. How could you tell the people of Barbados
that thisis afact, this is what happened and then because
the Barbados Labour Party brought it, then it is no longer
a fact? Is that what people are telling me? | do not
understand the logic. Therefore, | have to be very upset
about this. | think that my principled stance in this is one
where | felt | was badly done by, and | sad nothing. |
went to the paty and told them, we nesd some
reconciliation.

Mr. SPEAKER: Three minutes more.

Mr. W. W. HALL: | will get to that, Sir. | said to the
party, we need some healing. As the Bible says, if you
humble yoursdf and seek my face and turn from your
wicked ways then | will hed the land. We want healing. |
have been to South Africa and seen Mr. Mandela. He hed
been in jal for 27 years. When | talked to him for four
hours | could not understand how one man could have
passive resistance to such an extent that he has been able
to bring the wholedf Africainto one unity programme. He
has been able to get Mr. Buthelezi from the Zulus w in
Natd to gt in a Cabinet. You could imagine that, Sir? A
miracle. He has been able to get Mr. DeKlerk whose
Nationd Party put him jail and he has been able to
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come and sy "l believein peaceful co-existence." Sir, if
that could happen in far off Africa, wha about Barbados?
What about us?

Sir, no one has said anything to mefor three months.
| have pleaded to the Democratic Labour Party, let us get
some healing. That is al | have been saying and nobody
has listened. Maybe we had trips overseas and were busy.
Maybe that was the situation but home drums beat first.
Look after the things a your doorstep and then you can
adwayslook after America, England, Audtralia, India, China
and wherever you had to go. Look after the home things,
and that is what we should do.

Sir, | am not in any way being unreasonable. | am
hurting because | cannot understand why people are 0
vicious towards you in terms o what you fed. | feel that
way. Thereason why | wanted to come together and close
ranksis that Government is not a fungus that cannot thrive
in the sunshine. You have to open up yoursdf to the
people. You have to be acceptable to the people. You have
to be reachable to the people. | am saying that is why |
wanted this hedling. | wanted this healing because | feel
that the Democratic Labour Party is a great party, the
greatest. But there is no point seeing it going down the
drain like that. | therefore wanted to make sure that we
should get some hedling. Sir, not only in this question did
the last Board of the Barbados Board of Tourism under
Chairman, Cleveland Mayers not recommend Mr. Arthur.
The BTA Board did not recommend him. As far as |
understand the second one did not recommend him. | did
not support him.

3.05 p.m.

The funny thing is that the day before the Prime
Minister came out with this alegation, Mr. Arthur and |
were shaking hands on the front page of the nationa
newspaper. The newspapers mocked me by saying "But
Wes, who would have thought this? You do not have a job
and | got the job now." That is what | was brought to, and
ridiculed. One of my charges was brought-to ridicule and
make me a laughing stock of the people. | am not
accustomed being in that position.

Sir, could | just have the 2 minutes for some water?
Sir, one more minute. Mr. Arthur was the..

Mr. SPEAKER: | just want to say wha you are
atempting to do now would have to have the permission of
the House and if thereis no objection the 2 minutes will be
granted.

Mr. W. W. HALL: Sir, people are saying that Mr.
Arthur had no job. When we came in here with the
Tourism Act the Member for St. Joseph was the one who

had to tell us that the power of the Minister was going to
the Board. It was inadvertently left out. Also you have a
CEO. You were wrong. It is not a CEO and a Deputy
CEO. It is a CEO and Deputy. The IDC has 6 Deputy
CEOs, only 2 can act. Thereforeall we needed to do wes
to come in here and put an "s" on to officer and make it 2
because the present Deputy CEO is not skilledin marketing
and therefore cannot take Mr. Arthur’s job as the marketing
man.

Therefore for al of these things | fed that | — | wish
| had 3 hours to tak — cannot see how, if Al that has
happened here in this Resolution, is that al the things we
have gone through, are now being articulated, it does not
matter who it is, by the BLP or whoever. | am here to say
itistrueand | will vote for it. It is as simple as that. That
iswhat | am saying that we have to recognizewhen wrong
iswrong. | am saying it is like a vision.

| fed thetime has come when spirit filled people will
wak in the halls of power. | wish to say that thisis not a
vote againsgt the DLP. Far from it. It is not a vote against
the Government. | will tell you why. It is a vote for
integrity. It is a vote for credibility. It is a vote against
unrighieousness. It is a vote against principalities and
powers. It is againgt spiritual wickedness in high places.
That is exactly what it is. | wish 0 say that these must be
said because they are the things that | have seen. | wish to
let everybody in Barbados know. People are out there
believing that if you have integrity, if you are going to
have a principa stand that you are against the world. | am
not against the world. 1 have been as loyd to the
Democratic Labour Party as anybody.

If you are telling me that you are going to have an
dection, if the vote is logt, it means that you have not
changed from those styles. Therefore, Sir, it means that we
have to learn to live with chalenges and we have to
understand that when we have had to deal with challenges
in the past, we have done it. This is a country that is
mature enough, that in 1985 and 1986 after two of the
grest tragic losses we were good enough to comeout above
water.

| fed, in dl honesty, that | have been treated in a
veay unfair manner. | can only say to you, | hold no
malice, no acrimony. | am just like Daniel. 1 do not mind
what happens out there. Danid was a man that when the
Babylonian Empire was conquered by the Persians, Darius
put him in jail. What do you think they put him in jail for?
I, as a little boy thought that he hed killed 500 men. He
was put in jail because he prayed 3 times a day. He was
put in with lions because he prayed. But do you know what
happened to the lions? All the lions out there the same
thing would happen to them in 1994, 1996 if we do not
understand that the principal stand is the sand that the
people of Barbados must take.




4968

| an not telling anybody what to do but | am saying
thisishow I live and thisis my postion. | amn not here for
the whims and fancies of the Barbados Labour Party. | am
not on their agenda. It seems that everybody has an agenda.
| have only one agendato live happily in the Lord's grace.
That is what | am going to do.

| hopethat one of these days every one of uscan sy
that as a promise.

Thank you very much for letting me indulge in this
debate and | sincerely hope that the people of Barbados
will judge me and my way o life, my standards, not by
what | talk or by what | read, but by the way | live.

Thank you, Sir.

Mr. E. E GREAVES: Mr. Speaker, in May 1971, |
received a call from Sir Frank Walcott on behdf of the late
Errol Walton Barrow inviting me to contest a seat in St.
Lucy. Thiswas at a time when changes were taking place
in the political arrangement of Barbados, when we were
moving from double Member to single Member
condtituencies. Two senior members of the Democratic
Labour Party, Sir Cameron Tudor and Sir Theodore
Brancker could not agree among themselves which one of
them would be the candidate.

As a result they were high minded enough to decide
that neither of them would run but would vacate their
position to alow ancther person to emerge as the candidate
for the constituency. As a result that is how | got into
politics. From the time of my entry into elective politics
and into the poalitical arena the record would show that |
have been a solid and dedicated foot soldier of the
Democratic Labour Party. No one can question this. | wes
with the Party through thick and thin.

| think it is also a matter of record that | have been
one of the staunchest supporters of my friend, the Prime
Minister of Barbados. In 1991, during the tough and early
stages of the implementation of the IMF programme when
difficultieswere being experienced with the manufacturers
of this country and when, on occasion, there was a threat
of the manufacturerstaking action which would have put
the Government in an embarrassing position even athough
| was not Minister of Trade, the Prime Minister cadled to
mefor help to get the situation resolved. Indeed, Sir, | was
ableto use my influenceto get a meeting convened at Ilaro
Court where we were able to negotiate a settlement with
the manufacturers that gave the Government a breathing
soace until we were able to reach the Budget of the
following yesr.
315 p.m.

In December, 1991 during the period when certain
dements in the business community were not only
attacking the Democratic Labour Party but were attacking

the Prime Minister of this country in a very persond
manner, | recall that at the opening of a housing project in
St. Philip | took the opportunity to, as it were, go after the
persons who | considered to be attacking the Prime
Minister unfairly and accused them of attemptingeconomic
sabotage o this country. | did thisin defence of my party
and in defence of my Prime Minister. This was a time
when few people within the Democratic Labour Party
thought it fit to come out and speak publicly, or were
afraid to do that. | did it. | put my head on theline.

My record of fighting for the Democratic Labour
Party in the House of Assembly during 1971 to 1981, and
in the Senate between 1981 and 1986, is one that the public
can judge. Whatever | have donein my political career, the
23 years | have been in poalitics, it was dways in the
interest of the Democratic Labour Party. Whatever | do
today, howsoever | vote today, it will bein theinterest of
the Democratic Labour Party.

On assuming the office o Minister of Tourism,
International Transport and Culture in September 1993 |
inherited a situation of an impasse over the appointment of
a Chief Executive Officer for the Barbados Tourism
Authority and | publicly stated that | would make every
effort to ensure that an appointment would have been made
by theend of 1993, and | did. I spoke on many occasions
to the Chairman, to the Deputy Chairman, to members of
the Board, and | tried to encouragethem and to coax them,
and to befrank with you | tried al that | had within me to
encourage them to support the appointment of Mr. Tony
Arthur.

It isinteresting, Sir, and | digress here for a minute,
to note that one of the membersof the present Board, who
was on the Board at the time | became Minister, when |
approached him to suggest to him, and indeed to encourage
him to support Mr. Arthur as the CEO, indicated to me in
no uncertain terms that it would be the worst appointment
that would ever be made in that position. | must confess
that | was so taken aback that | said to mysdlf this seemed
to beredly a very difficult Stuation. | had not been aware
that there were so many negativesin this particular matter.
But, of course, | would say he is now a member of the
same Board which has appointed Mr. Arthur. | leave that
there in the public.

Sir, | tried, and it is redly hurtful to hear the Prime
Minister making the comment, on 18th May, 1994 to the
effect that the three Members who resigned over the issue
were diametrically opposed to the appointment of Mr.
Arthur. 1 indicated to the Prime Minister, on January 26,
1994 that | would write to him setting out my views an
this particular matter and on my position, for the record. |
was deliberate in making the point that | was doing it
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for therecord, because | had anticipated thet something like
thiswould have happened and | nesded something to which
| could refer. So on 27th January, 1994 | penned the Prime
Minigter this letter which | will now reed and meke a
document o this Honourable Chamber.

Aside.

Mr. E. E. GREAVES It is not confidentid. |
deliberately refused to put "Confidentid” on it, because |
knew that it would have come to this point.

Aside.

Mr. E. E. GREAVES | do nat want to hear "Reed it
out, Lyn." Thisis my businessand | am deding with this.
| am not seeking support from any quarter in here, thisis
a persond meatter and |1 am dedling with it in a persond
manner.

"Dear Prime Minidter,

In our discussons a the end of today's Cabinet
Medting,.,."

Wewerendt in Cabinet, thereforethisis no Cabinet secret.

"... you expressed your displeasureat thefact thet the
Tourism Authority hed refused to accept your
directions, as Acting Minigter of Tourism, to appoint
aChief ExecutiveOfficer throughinterna promotion.
As a reault, you dtated thet you would teke over
temporarily the Minigry of Tourism and have the
gopointment of Mr. Tony Arthur as the Chief
Executive Officer confirmed. After this was done,
you would return the portfolio to me

| indicaed tha | would be undble in the
circumstances to accept that podtion and 1 therefore
wated to be reieved of the responshility for
Tourism immediately.

Prime Miniger, | condder it necessary for me to
meke a number of pointson this issue.

When | assumed the portfolio of Tourigm in
September 1993, | spoke to Mr. Arthur and told him
that I would consider hm for the post. | enquired
from him whether he hed an dternative postion in
the event that difficulties were encountered.”

After dl, | have been schooled in the Trade Union
Movement and recognise that you could never box yoursdf
into a corner.

"He sated that in those circumstances, he would
prefer to go to North America as Regiond Direetor
snce his children were & an age where he could
benefit from the alowances which would accompany
such a poging. This discussion took place in Aruba.

| hed a meeting with the Chairman and the then
Deputy Chairman and discussed the metter.”
3.25 p.m.

"They agreed to take the matter to the Authority for
its reconsgderation. L ater, it was communicated to me
by the Charmen tha the Authority did not consder
Mr. Arthur as a suitable person for the job.

You will recal that when you asked met o take over
respongbility for Touriam, | intimated that | would
wigh to meke some changes on the Authority and the
Advisory Council.”

[And | took the opportunity to do 0]

"The newly structured Authority interviewed
candidatesincluding Mr. Arthur, and after deliberate
congderation, agreed to recommend someone other
than Mr. Arthur,

As this vas during the time you were recuperating
and knowing your preference for Mr. Arthur, |
delayed responding pogtively to the Authority's
recommendations since | felt that decency required
me to discuss the matter with you. This| did at your
invitation at the last meeting of the House o
Assmbly for 1993. | indicated to you that the
Authority hed madea recommendation other than Mr.
Arthur for the position of Chief ExecutiveOfficer and
that | would be obliged to act in accordance with the
law. As you are aware, Section 9(1) of the Barbados
Tourism Authority Act, 1993-1 dates”

[and | quote]

"The Authority shall, with the approva of the
Minigter, gppoint a Chief Executive Officer ad
Deputy Chief Executive Officer.”

Yau indicated to me a that medting that Mr. Arthur
hed your full support asin your opinion he was the best
qudified person for the job as Chief Executive Officer. |
cautioned that if you perssted with this it would lead to
problems and that | felt very uncomfortable about it. We
agreed that | would think about it again.

On Monday January 3,1994, | sought a mesting with
you to discuss the matter. The meating was held at Ilaro
Cout a& 2 pm. | agan drew to your atention
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Section 9(1) of the Act and my understanding of its
meaning. | further drew your attention to section 12 of the
same Adt which dates:

[and I quote]

"TheMinister may give the Authority directionsd a
general nature in respect of the policy to be followed by
the Authority in the performance of its functionsunder this
Act and the Authority shall comply with those directions.”

[Now that may be a matter of interpretation.]

| pointed out that the appointment of a Chief
Executive Officer for the Authority could not be
considered, in my opinion, as "policy” and that in any
event, Section 9(1) dealt specificaly with the appointment
of the Chief Executive Officer. | pointed out then that in
the circumstances, | would be unable to direct the
Authority.

At thispoint | reminded you that | vas due to attend
aBoard meeting of the Caribbean Tourism Organisation in
the British Virgin Idands and | was seeking your
permission to tak¢ afew days off. | wroteyou to thiseffect
on Tuesday, 4th January 1994 and in that letter Sated that
the International Transport Division had arranged a series
of meetingsfor me to meet with airlines in North America
to get them interested in flying to Barbados, As a result, |
sought your permission to beaway from Barbadosfrom the
17th to 26th January, 1994."

[I' just wish to point out that a number of things happened
during that time. | was not here and | was not privy to it
and thereforel cannot indicate. | am only expressing whet
happened to me]

"I should point out that | caled Mr. Arthur in Fort
Lauderdale on Saturday night, January 1, 1994 and
indicated to him that the Authority had not
recommended him for the pogtion of Chief Executive
Officer. I intimated that | was about to concur in the
recommendations of the Authority and reminded him
of our discussion in Aruba. | enquired whether he
was dill interested in being posted overseas. He
indicated that he would get back to me the following
day (Sunday, 2nd January). Up to 27th January, Mr.
Arthur has not responded to me."

[I am his Minigter.]

"Prime Minigter, | have no quarrel with your taking
over Tourism. You will then be free to have Mr.
Arthur appointed Chief Executive Officer. | would
only caution... "

[and this is advisory. Not opposition, advisory. | would
only caution becauseas a Minister | fedl that | ought to be
in a position that | could advise the Prime Minister]

"... that based on my persond experiencein the few
months that | was Minister of Tourism and the
congdered opinion expressed to me from across the
industry at home and abroad, | think that it would be
a grave mistake and | would be less then honest if |
did not say thisto you. | have no intention of reciting
my experiences with Mr. Arthur and other senior
members of the staff of the Authority | can only
sncerely and honestly, for the good of our country
and the industry, wish you wdl in your efforts.

In 1984 aformer PrimeMinister described the actions
o the then Director of Tourism as more devastating
than a hurricane. It is my considered opinion that we
may be in danger o an event that will do more
damage to our tourist industry than the recent
earthquakesin Cdifornia have done to that state."

[That was my opinion.]

"Prime Minigter, as you know, | an a loyd and
dedicated member of the Democratic Labour Party
who asthe record will show |eft no stone unturned in
ensuring that our Party regained officein 198€. This
was at a time when the then senior members o the
Party could not take on the Barbados Labour Party."

[That is again a matter of fact.]

"l recal that many occasions in the 1976-81 period
Branford Taitt and 1 were the only opposition
members in Parliament. We were attacked and
ridiculed by members of the Barbados Labour Party
but we stood our ground. It is a matter of public
record that during nmy stint in the Senate (1981-86),
dongwith WesHall, | assisted immensely in creating
the amosphere for a Democratic Labour Party
victory.

| am therefore disappointed that my advice on a
meatter to you as a friend, as a colleagueand as Prime
Minister has been ignored.You should be aware that
| have nointerest in mideading you. In the meantime,
as we agreed at today's meeting, | will continue to
hold responsbility for the portfolio of Internationa
Transport and Culture.”

| resigned as | said from the Cabingt on 26th
February, 1994 and dtated that | did so because | felt that
| could be of no further usein Cabinet since | did not fed
that in the circumstances | could make a postive
contribution. That is my right. | paid the price. | felt that |
was no longer of use and | resigned.




As far as | was concerned this matter was dead. |
returned to the Barbados Workers Union, or made
arangements at that time to return to the Barbados
Workers Union from which | was given leave. | took a
month's leave off because | needed to get some rest and
get my thoughts together. | no longer had any interest in
this particular matter becauseasfar as | was concerned the
matter was settled and it was dead and buried.

To be frank with you, Sir, | wes pleased — when |
sad | had no interest in the matters surrounding the
appointment of the CEO because that was settled and dead
= and till am to seethe very positive developmentswhich
are taking place in tourism and the fact that the plans
which have been laid down over the years of which | fed
a part are coming to fruition and that tourism is growing.
Certainly not in d| the areas; but no one can deny that
tourism is growing and making a positive contribution
towardsthe development of thiscountry and | feel that we
will see even better growth and a greater contribution in
this particular area.

| do not intend to get into any controversy but the
Honourable Member for &. Joseph in his speech is riding
his own hobby horse indicating that there is no new
investment in tourism in Barbados. That certainly is not
true. The evidence is there that there is a lot o new
investment taking place. There are a lot of hotels in
Barbados which are spending a lot of money refurbishing
and expanding and there are other ancillary projectsrelated
to tourism which are taking place. This must go on the
record.

Becausel have a particular situation it does not mean
that one has to agree with some of thefoolishnessthat falls
out of the mouths of Honourable Members. It is utter
foolishness. The point is that when therefore on the 18th
May the Prime Minigter in a national broadcast stated that
| was diametrically opposed to the appointment of Mr.
Arthur | was redly dumbfounded.

335 p.m.

| think that the record is there, as| have pointed out.
My efforts to get Mr. Arthur appointed were very, very
clear. | indicated that if the Barbados Tourism Authority
had made a recommendationto me of Mr. Arthur, | would
have gone aong with it even athough | might have had
some reservations because | felt that would have been the
proper thing to do. So do not come and say that | was
diametrically opposed to Mr. Arthur when | even went to
the point in order to try and get him appointed taking a
public tongue lashing in my efforts when | changed the
Board and did a number of things in order to make sure,
hopefully, that things would have goneright for him. So |
do not think it is fair to me in this particular area.
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| just wanted to make this point. We have now
reached this point and | thought it was necessary for meto
put my postion on record. Maybe this might be the last
goeech | ammeaking in here. It may very well be. All | an
saying is that whatever | say and do in this matter isin the
interest of the Democratic Labour Party.

| thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. N. K. SSIMMONS: Mr. Speaker, | consider that
| amaon trid in this matter although my name has not been
soecificaly mentioned in that regard in the Resolution.
However, it does appear to methat looking at the wording
of the Resolution that it was brought because of responses
which the three ex-Ministers made to the teevison
broadcast of the Honourable Prime Minister on May 18 0
that the statement made by me, refuting the one made by
the Honourable Prime Minister in which he said thet | was
diametrically opposed to the appointment of Mr. Tony
Arthur as the Chief Executive Officer of the Barbados
Tourism Authority means that either he has spoken an
untruth @ that | have spoken an untruth.

This bringsinto question, quite frankly, Mr. Speaker,
my own integrity and reputation. It could causeirreparable
damage to nmy reputation. | am about to re-enter practice
and | have to be very careful with my reputation so | have
to defend the statement which | made = "I categoricaly
deny that | was diametricaly or otherwise opposed to the
appointment of Mr. Arthur." | said diametricdly or
otherwise. In other words, | was never opposed to Mr.
Arthur & all far lessdiametrically and | will deal with that
later. 1t has taken me 55 years to build my reputation and
| would say in al modesty | fed | have a reasonably good
reputation in this country. | fed so.

| need by way of introduction to say a few things
about mysdlf for the record which people might not know.
1 returned here from Bermuda where | was practising in
July 1973 and accepted a post of Magistrate. That suited
me because on the one hand | was able to make a living
and do something | loved dearly, that is community work.
| love that dearly. Politics was something | had dways
argued | would never enter but one does not have complete
control of one's destiny and so about 1979180 just by
chance| was the Coroner in acasein which a man met his
death and | hed to preside over that enquiry. The Prime
Minister a the time thought that | had given the wrong
decision. That is okay. But he went on a politica platform
in Fairchild Street Bus Stand and aired his views. He
thought that he was castigating me and | thought that he
was attacking the judiciary which, incidentally, as you
would appreciate, Mr. Speaker, is one of the fundamenta
principles of our Government, that is, the sgparation of
powers. | thought that was wrong. | resigned and entered
politics in an effort to change that. The point | am making
is that | resigned from a reasonably good job, happy, in
1981 on a paint of principle.




4972

This Resolution today has brought me here because
of apoint of principle as wdl and | have to speak on it.
What are the facts? You have heard from my friend, the
Honourable Member for &. Michad West, and the
Honourable Member for . Lucy. Briefly, because some
people have asked me, how did you get involved in this?

Now, the matter surrounding the appointment of the
Chief Executive Officer of the Barbados Tourism Authority
attracted the attention of Cabinet for at least nine months.
| believe this was so because the Honourable Prime
Minister seemed not to be able to accept or understand the
provison o the Act relating to the procedure for making
the appointment.

At thispoint, let me commend my Cabinet colleagues
for the patienceand toleranceexhibited during thosetrying
months. Nobody outside the walls of Cabinet knew, there
was not a whisper that we were having a problem. That is
what Cabinet is al about, confidentidity. Nobody knew
that for nine months we were having a serious problem
over this matter and | commend my Cabinet colleaguesfor
that.

Eventually, my friend, the HonourableMember for St.
Michad West Central, who was the Minister of Tourism
was replaced by the Honourable Member for St. Lucy. The
Board which was appointed in March of 1993 had some
changes made to it by the Honourable Member for S.
Lucy in September of 1993, as he said because he wanted
to know members of the Board. If you are a Minister of
Government and you have a Board you must know the
members of the Board so he wanted to know some
dthough he too had a rough time when he wanted to
appoint the Board. But, in February, he too wasrelieved o
the Minigtry. | believeat that point the Prime Minister took
responsibility for the Ministry.

The Prime Minister then revoked the members o the
Board and appointed a new Board without coming to
Cabinet for discussion or approva. That was wrong to me.
If I am going to be responsiblefor something, | must have
asgy init. According to our practicesin our Cabinet al the
appointments and revocations of a Board have to come to
Cabinet. It is common sense. Sometimes a name is put up
and you would redlise that heis on two or three Boards, or
he is very busy so you pass it around. You ask questions.
I's there competence in this area? Or somebody would say
he is better for this or for that. It is common sense.
Common sense is common sense anyhow. So | was
annoyed. It was wrong. The Prime Minister brought it for
notice and as far as | was concerned, again he exhibited a
high degree of disrespect for his Cabinet colleagues.

3.45 p.m.

Let me say this, a former Member when he was a
relatively inexperienced Cabinegt Minister terminated the
appointment of a Deputy Chairman. He paid the price for
it. Wetook him acrossthe coals, never, ever let it happen
again. | cannot blow hot and cold. If thereisa principlefor
one Member the principlehas to apply for al Members. It

isagood principle.

| guess somebody said the Prime Minister has al of
this power. | do not know what power he had because you
cannot get power unless | give it to you. | have a
fundamental difference with this so-called power because
power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely.
That is the problem. The new Board appointed the Chief
Executive Officer of the Barbados Tourism Authority. But
thisis fundamental as well. This was not before the Prime
Minister had caled, and | believe the Member for S.
Joseph mentioned it and | have to repeat it because | was
in astrange position , Mr. Speaker. Mr. Arthur livesin my
constituency and Mr. Miller livesin my constituency. You
have to defend both of them. But | am going to defend
right, not wrong.

The Prime Minister caled up Mr. Miller and asked
him to withdraw. These are thefacts. | went to our Genera
Council and | said that thisis a very dangerousthing. This
is something which is going to cause severe problems,
please listen to me. But instead | was derided. People sad
I want locking up that | am a clown. Mr. Speaker, |
begged. It has come to this now. | do not want to disclose
these things but they have to be disclosed. If this is the
only forum in which | have to speak | am going to spesk.

ThePrime Minister cdled Mr. Miller's employersand
asked him to withdraw. Is that right? Are you going to tell
me that is right? Soon the Prime Minister will be
appointing the nai ds. | am not for that. As a politician |
would send somebody for an interview and | tell them
straight | can get an interview for you, | cannot get the job,
Because when politicians get jobs for people they cannot
fire them. They adwaystell you that the politician sent me.
Not me. That is one of the reasons | resigned because |
heard of that. | said if that is true | am going to have no
part of it and | resigned.

TheRight Honourable Prime Minister up to today has
not denied those allegations. | honestly believe them to be
true. If they aretrue the Prime Minister should do theright
and honourable thing and resign. We al make mistakes.
Weadl do slly things. But | believe as a man when we do
something foolish or silly we should get up and say "l have
done something foolish. Flog me if you want to flog me
Do what you want to do with me but | am honest."

On Saturday the 27th February, 1994 | was ill
Minister of Education and the Prime Minister issued a
press release, anong other things he said that he wes
changing the Minidry of Education to the Minigtry
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of Education and Culture and that the Member for Christ
Church East was assigned to the Minigtry of Education as
Minister of State. | mention this because | honestly believe
it is most impolite to bring somebody in my Ministry and
to change the name of my Ministry without telling me a
thing. | do not operate in that way and | do not expect
anybody to operatein that way with me,

At that point in time | felt it was right for me to
resgn and | resigned because | know my temperament. A
lot of people might think | am fairly coal. | am not as cool
as peoplethink | am | wrote thisletter and | want to make
this letter a document of the House. It is a copy of the
origina which | sent to the Prime Minigter. | am reading
this to show you what | said.

"The Right Honourable L. Erskine Sandiford, M.P.
Prime Minister,

Government Headquarters,

Bay Street,

ST. MICHAEL.

Dear Prime Miniger,"
It is dated the 4th March, 1994.

"This is to inform you that | have decided to resign
from the Cabinet with immediate effect. | have found
your method in appointing a Chief Executive Officer
to the Barbados Tourism Authority unacceptable. It
does not conform to the principles o collective
responsibility as | understand it. Other people might
understand it otherwise but that is my understanding.
Therefore there is a fundamental difference between
you and me"

End of letter. | do not write long letters because lawyers
know how to write letters.

On Sunday March 6, 1994 | gave an interview to the
Voice d Barbados because | felt people might not have
understood. | was not Minister of Tourism. | felt therefore
| should tell the people why | resigned. | was very
restrained in what | had to say. | did not say too much, |
said that my resignation was due to the method the Prime
Minister used in appointing the Chief Executive Officer of
the BTA. | wasat pains to point out that it had nothing to
do with Mr. Arthur per se.

| dso stated, in my interview, that | felt that the Party
could ded with it. | believe that it was on March 7, 1994
that the General Council met. The Prime Minister was sick
and it was agreed that the matter should only be discussed
in his presence. When the meeting was convened the
Honourable Member for St. Michael West Central spoke.
He spokedf a healing, we need to hed, he said. | said that

| felt it was a very serious matter, a matter which could
split the Rrty and therefore | wanted to go to the elected
Members and that whatever the elected Members agreed
upon, even if it varied with my views | would have
accepted it. Because | live in a democracy and if | come
with 12 people and 11 say, "We are going this way, |
would have to go dong.” Thisis now 10 weeks. The Prime
Minister has not convened that meeting yet.

The Prime Minigter is Chairman of the Paty and
sometimes some of the most outrageous things are said
about you at the council meeting. He would sit and say
nothing. He has allowed it to go on. | did not want to
discussanythingthere. But in the interim the Christ Church
zone held a meeting and a that meeting the Prime Minister
spoke about schemers and plotters juxtaposed to having
spoken about the 3 ex-Ministers. People wanted to
overthrow the Government. He said he would address the
country. People started asking meif | wanted to destabilize
the Government, if | wasa plotter and a schemer. That was
their understanding of it, whether or not their understanding
was correct. We were pinpointed.

You might want to know, Mr. Speaker, what efforts
did we make to have this matter resolved. | spoke about
going to the General Council. The 3 of us discussed the
thing among oursalves. We said this thing i s getting out of
proportion, what can we do? A meeting was convened with
the 3 ex-Minigters and intermediaries who informed the
Prime Minister d the meeting and with the intention of
reporting back to him. We attended the mesting, which
lasted about five or six hours. We explained to the people,
"we are going to tdl you everything that happened, from
beginning to end." The persons were shocked. We have not
heard anything since about that. We had another meeting
at the house of the Honourable Member for St. Michadl
West Central. This time we tried to get the intermediaries
and ourselves to s=e if we could do something about it.
"Help us, please hep us. This thing is bad."
355 p.m.

Some people were saying that we met at Kingdand.
| want to state for the record | did not even know where
Kingdand was until | heard that we had a meeting at
Kingdand. We never ever met at Kingdand. | think itisin
Christ Church, but we never mg there. But the Globd
Conference was upon us and people were busy. | wrote to
the Deputy Prime Minister and said: "We have a problem.
Please help me. See if you can get the fellows together S0
we can get this thing resolved.” Unfortunately the Deputy
Prime Minigter took sick and had to leave the country. So
things were dying down. We said nothing. We were being
accused, ridiculed, everything. We said nothing. We were
out of Cabinet lying low, and when | thought things were
over and | was about to go to work on 1st June, lo and

~ behold on the 18th May up comes the Prime Minigter,
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like an accident looking for somewhere to happen, saying
that we were diametrically opposed to t he appointment of
Mr. Arthur. He said that if our views had prevailed, then
he would have to resign. | cannot understand that yet.
Somebody will explain that to me later, becauseif you are
in a group and you are the Chairman of the group but the
views of the others do not agree with yours, why must
you resign? | cannot fathom that one, that is above ny
level of intellect. Probably a Barbados Scholar will
explain that to me.

| could not even bdieve what | was seeing and
hearing. It is strange. Sometimesyou hear a word and you
think you know it. | thought | knew what "diametricaly"
meant, but | started to doubt myself, because the English
language is changing so rapidly these days | had to go to
two dictionaries. Of course | was not wrong, but | had
gtarted to doubt mysdlf. Sometimesyou are in a situatien
where peoplesay things and you do not fed that you know
what is going on, so | went to two dictionaries. | knew he
could not have said so from what | had written or what |
had said on VOB, so | bdieve that he camne to the
conclusion by what we had said in Cabinet, because | had
no discussion with the Prime Minister about it. | theught
that if he was breaching the ruleof confidentiality, then he
would have to live by the consequences of his error, That
iswhy | said, and | want to repeat here, that every single
Miniser told him that he could not change the
recommendation of the Board.

I knew too, and this really hurt me, because on one

occasion if | an the one person who expressed it about Mr.
Arthur, | sad: "Listen, | do not know Mr. Arthur’s
competence.” | remember those wordsringingin my head,
not that somebody could have guessed. | said | did not
know Mr. Arthur’s competence, and there it is, | was
diametricdly opposed to him. And 301 quickly denied the
Statement.

Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, before the televison
broadcast on Wednesday, 18th May, | was prepared to
forget the whole thing, because it appeared to me that it
was tearing the party apart, and if | could keep silent and
dlow the party to continue | was happy. But my integrity
and honesty were being threatened at this stage and 1 felt
| hed to defend mysdlf.

| know that the Member for St. Lucy was most
concerned. | take him exercising every morning and we
discussed this thing. He said he was going to try to get a
meeting of elected members, but before he could do that a
meeting was arranged by the Prime Minigter. | was not
invited. | do not think it was deliberate, but | did not get an
invitation. As | understand it, the meeting was for the
Executive Committeeof the party, the Genera Council and

the parliamentarians. But | will say this now. In any event
I would not have attended the meeting, because the
arrangement was that theel ected memberswould have met.

Again, the Prime Minister, with some papers in his
hands, "he has the facts', he has the documents on which
he arrived at his conclusion. You could understand three
humble Members of Parliament and the Prime Minister,
who do you bdieve? That Is why this is so important to
me. | found this rather disgusting and mideading to those
present, because as | said beforel knew that nothing | hed
written to the Prime Minister could have given him the
impression that | was opposed to Mr. Arthur. | wrote one
letter to the Prime Minister and | had oneinterview.

This whole episode, Mr. Speaker, has caused me
much anguish, pain and suffering. | have not worked for
three months because of this. | never thought that this
could have taken atoll on melike this. | have been a very
ardent supporter of the Prime Minister. | was even cdled
one of the northern Mafia. We used to make dl the
decisionsfor the party, | was caled one of them, but there
isonething | am very sure o today, whatever the outcome
of this Resolution, after this the Bri n@ Minister will not
leed me again. | an sure of that. As the sun will rise
tomorrow morning, | am telling you | am sure of tha
today. After thishe will not lead me, whatever the outcome
of this

We have spoken of the Prime Minister's method, and
again | want to demondrate to you what | mean. The
Prime Minister came on the television when this mation
was put and he said if in the unlikely event that this
no-confidence motion goes againgt him, he is not going to
ak the opinion of anybody - not the Deputy Prime
Minigter, not the Attorney General, not the Miniger o
Foreign Affairs — they do not matter at al, | am going
gtraight to the Governor-Genera, and strange enough, "I
am going to lead the party", so dl the puppets on the string
will follow him. He is going to lead the party, they have no
say in who is to be elected leader. Can you imagine that?
He is not going to leed me He said that the three
ex-Ministers mugt vote against the motion.

| believe that there is an amount of arrogance in
everybody, but arrogance must come with some finesse.
When arrogance is naked, raw, crude, it is destructive. It is
designed to destroy.
4,05 p.m.

| believe the Prime Minigter is talking about not
voting. | believe that every Member in here can remember
when the Barbados Labour Party Government tried to
increase the salaries of parliamentarians the Democrdatic
Labour Party was diametricaly opposed to it. Who voted
for it? One man: the Prime Minigter. Sdfishl | an saying
that is the halmark of him. Very sdfish!




Mr. Speaker, since the Rime Minister has taken over
this Party 6 Ministers o Government have left it. In other
words, 6 out of 13. @I it 50%. Two are no longer
connected to the Party. Four backbenchers have left this
Rrty dtogether so that since the 1986 election 10 people
or hdf of those haveleft the Prime Minister showing ther
dissatisfaction with him and the way heis doing things.

| can find no fault with the Democratic Labour Party
itself. The problem is with the Prime Minister and | will be
honest and say thet. Are we going to dlow one person to
destroy a great Party? If this democracy must live it
suggests to me that we must have 2 vibrant parties. | do
not want to see the demise of the Barbados Labour Party.
| believe in democracy and | say this too. One o the
unfortunate things that happened in this country was when
the Democratic Labour Party won 24 out of 27 seats in
1986. Can we dlow one person to destroy this grest
country which our forefathershave sweated and toiled and
shed their blood for? Can we dlow one person to destroy
ademocracy? The answer can be decided today.

Let me say this. | am no congtitutiona expert, but |
believe that if this Chamber revokesthe gppointment of the
Prime Miniger that he only hes a holding postion. |
believeso. | might be wrong. It has not been tested yet, 0
1 can give nmy opinion too. If it isrevoked it is like when
a company is changing the chairman you hand over the
books. You have time to hand them over. That ismy view.

If the Party isto live we have to change. | am teling
you we in here know who we want to leed us We have
decided. We know who we want to leed us

What are the lessons to be learnt from this? The
lessons to be learnt from this are mainly for my Party. The
Leader of the Party and the political leader mugt be in
separateand ditinct hands. There must be a mechanism to
change the political leader when we believe so. | would
suggest that when two-thirdsdf theel ected parliamentarians
determine that we don't want X to lead us that we change
it. We would not have been in here today.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, my parents (deceased)
were from the 1950s the most vociferous and ardent

supporters of this Party, and nmy family continue to be. |
must do what | congder to be just, fair and honourable.
Not for me, but for my country. | do nat like doing this
and actudly | hate doing it, especidly in public; but | have
tried my utmost and there is no aternativel can see. This
has to be done today | have to demondrate loud and clear
that country comesbefore Party. Today | must demondtrate
to my two sons and more so to my grandson thet | am a
men of principle. | aone have to live with my conscience
and, quite frankly, consdering dl 1 have said today either
to vote againgt the mation or to abstain would make me a

hypocrite.
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Thisis nat avotefor the Barbados Labour Party. This
is not a vote againgt the Democretic Labour Party. Thisis
a vote to save the Democratic Labour Paty and this
country. Thisiswhet the voteis all about. | don't want the
BLP’s to come and say Keth Smmons voted for the
Barbados Labour Party to overthrow the Democraic
Labour Perty. | am voting to save ny Paty ad ny
Country.

| will therefore support the Resolution o
No-confidenceagainst a person 1 knew for at least 35-40
years. That hurts me. In 0 doing, let me say this. | am
preparedfor the consequencesd my action. Whatever they
want to do, | am prepared. Let everybody know that. | am
prepared for the conseguences of my action. | want to
thank you.

Mr. H. A. BLACKMAN: Mr. Spegker, | have to
begin this afternoon by saying and quoting alinefrom thet
grest hymn that you hear fairly often a funerds - "It is
wel with my Soul.”

Two years ago ad a bit, Mr. Spesker, | decided to
resgn from the Cabinet of Barbados. | did not own any
supermarket. | did not own any minibuses. | did not own
anything. The only thing | had, Mr. Speaker, was a little
believability and alittleintegrity. That isdl | hed. Nothing
dse.

| warned this country at that time that what | saw
being pessed as management was anything  but
management. Mr. Spesker, what hurt me mogt of dl at the
time that | resgned from the Cabinet was that personsin
the Democratic Labour Party who knew of my commitment
to that Party al my entire life went around Barbados
saying that the white people paid me. Now anyone who
knows Harold Blackman would know that | cannot teke
any money from anybody becauseI have to ‘buse anybody

when | am ready, so | cannot take money from anybody
becauseif | take money | cannot tel you what | have to

tell you. So it could not be me.

People in my Party, people who knew me for years,
were saying that. Mr. Spesker what has happened recently
with the Barbados Tourism Authority is just a culmination
o wha has been going on for years. Mr. Spegker, let me
sart by telling you this. | have to congratulate the three
Ministers who resigned recently because those fellows
stuck it out two years longer than | could. So they hed a
good stomach.

Mr. Spesker, what has hgppened and the biggest
problem with the Democratic Labour Party and what hurts
meis this. You keep hearing people today saying theat we
are trying to destroy the Party. For two years If | wanted
to destroy the Democratic Labour Party or even fry to
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destroy the Democratic Labour Party | would have set up
a plaform somewhere and spoken what | hed to spesk and
everythingwould fall into place. | did not do thet. Thefour
Minigters who now sit on the Back Bench have been loyd
Members o the Democratic Labour Party, some for 15,
somefor 20. | was supporting this Party from the 50s when
other people were at Mona, when other people were a the
London School of Economics, when other people were
nowhere in Barbados, | was up and down this country
supporting this Party. But what happened?When | resigned
from the Cabinet in 1992, one would have thought that
personswho hed the eer of the Prime Minister, the Generd
Council and the Executive Council, would have said to the
Prime Minigter, "Look, if Blackie who like this paty o
much could do that, something hes to be wrong,'

4.15 p.m,

Mr. SPEAKER: Who is Blackie?

Mr. H. A. BLACKMAN: You humble servant, Sir.

Mr. SPEAKER: Honourable Member.

Mr. H. A. BLACKMAN: The Honourable Harold
Blackman. | am only saying whet people, the Generd and
the Executive Council should have said.

Mr. Speeker, if he did that, something has to be
wrong. Why do you nat sit down and discussit. But, no.
Wha happened? The mgority of the people a2 Generd
Council and Executive Council would tdl the Prime
Miniger, "Man, do not mind him. Go ahead. We are
behind you'. Yau have seen right up until last week they
were coming out every night. They are 100% behind the
Prime Miniger. Now, Mr. Prime Minigter, try and settle
your differences with your parliamentary group or with
your Cabinet colleagues. No. Skipper | am 100% behind
you. Do not mind them.

In fact, one gentleman two Friday nights ago sad
they should thank the three Minigers who resigned for
thelr services, wish them bye bye, get them out o the party
and let the party move on. Those three Ministerswere the
same three Minigters who after that statement was mede
were caled €ft, right, and centre telling them they should
not vote againg the Prime Minider. This is wha wes

happening in the party.

The Honourable Prime Miniger hes condggently
decided that he was going to listen to personswho tell him
what he wanted to hear, not what was true and honest for
thiscountry. | told him that on theday | resigned, | am not
bringing out any secrets. | told him to hisface. | said what

heppen to you is that you want to listen to people who tdl
you what you wart to hear. You do not want anybody to
tdl you what is the truth and that is why this party has
found itsdf in this trouble. Thet is the reason.

A Prime Miniger hasto listen to people. You haveto
listen especidly when people are coming to you in an
honest and straightforward manner. You do not only want
to ligen to people who tell you what you wart to heer. If
a person comes to you and tells you, "Look, you cannot do
that because that would cause such and such a thing”', and
you ignore that person, but the other person comesto you
and says "Man do it, Skipper, we behind you'. Yau know
that is wrong but that is what you wanted to heer so you
go aheed and do it,

Mr. Speaker. | am nat surprised about what heppened
with this BTA affair because you have a system where the
Charman o a Cabinet, or a Prime Minigter, bdieves he
can come and say, "l have donethis’, not "I am going to
doit" becausel am goingto do it could ill put something
in the future and give you a word to say. But you have a
Stuation where a Chairman could come to you and say, "
have done this. | have gppointed such and such a person as
Ambassador to the United States. | have gppointed such
and such a person High Commissioner to London. | have
this. | have that"; no discusson at all, dbsolutdy none
After dl, the decison in the final analysis will till be
meade by the Chairman but, & leadt, give the other people
who are sitting down with you the fedling that they should
be heard. This has gone on for years.

You tun up a day and you hear "Gentlemen, | want
you to meet the new Cab. Sec.", no discussionat dl. | am
not bringing out any secrets because nmy view about
Cabingt is that matters which were discussed a Cabinet
you should not bring out. If they were not discussed at
Cabinet you cannat be bringing out anything. That is my
position. This is wha they say. If it was discussed you
cannot bring it out. If it is not discussed you are not
bringing out anything. You just get people turning up ad
saying "l have done this'.

| am saying thet | also congratulate the personsin the
front bench, nat the two who have just gone over because
they will soon learn. | have to congratul ate the others who
have sat in their whipping al of this time. They have a
siomach, areal somach. | am being honest. People have to
undergand thet if you can remain in situationslike thisfor
that length of time, you have to be long-suffering and
patient. Maybe they arelong-sufferingand patient because
they are hoping that sooner or later something will have to
give.

Mr. Spegker, let me say this. What has completdy
turned me off now from the present Chairman o the party
was the daement that if he loses a voe o
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no-confidence, he will go to the Governor-General without
checking with anyone and advise he to dissolve
Parliament. When | heard that, | said to mysdf that if he
cals a medting again, he will have to have our Lord with
him for me to turn up to that meeting because whet that
datement said to me was that if the Honourable Prime
Miniger is no longer Prime Minister, no other person in
this party, including those who are long-suffering and
patient, can never be Prime Miniger, that he will prefer
to hand it over to my comrade, the Honourable Member
for S. Peter.

The point | am trying to meke is that here it is you
have a party with senior people, respectable people, but a
leeder d the paty that | have spent nmy entire life
defending is going to say tha if he is no longer Prime
Minigter, because thet isiit, dl fal down, all. Whether you
support me or not, | am sorry fellows. If it is not me
nobody else. Now, | cannot reconcilethat to any person or
to what | dways considered to be satesman-like behaviour
because if 1 am to bdieve tha the Governor-Generd
appoints as Prime Miniger the person who can command
the mgjority of his colleagues in Parliament, in my view,
when you have logt that mgority of your colleagues in
Parliament, no men is bigger than a party. No man should
think that he is bigger than a party.

Miss Thatcher found hersdf in aSmilar Stuation. It
was nat even as bed as what was happening in Barbados
because she would have run again. She could have
contested that balot again and she probably would have
won but when she saw so many people voting against her
in the firg ballot she sad, "Look felows, there are too
many in my Cabinet that are up againg me. | am finished
with that" and stepped out. She did not say that she wes
gong t dedroy ha paty by going to the
Governor-Generdl.

I will say this, Mr. Spesker, this afternoon. If the
Right Honourable Prime Minigter were to lose a Vate o
No-Confidence, in this dtuation that is hgppening in
Barbados today, he would have by tha one droke,
destroyed the Democratic Labour Party by going to the
polls. The Honourable Prime Minigter knowsiit. But, once
again, heisfallowing the advicedf persons who are telling
him what he wantsto hear. | do nat havetodl the names
here. | will cdl the names on a pdlitica platform very
shortly.

4.25 p.m.

Anybody who is thinking about their Party and who
redly love their Party, how can you tell meif one men has
lost the support of the mgjority of his colleagues that thet
one man should send that Party to oblivion?If he does thet,
the Right Honourable Member would go down in history

Lm

of Barbados as the worst Minider of Finance this country
has had and the person who has destroyed everything thet
Errol Barrow hed spent hislife and degth trying to build up
in this country.

| want to see if he is willing to go domn in the
higory of this country with that record. | want to See that
because this Party is bigger than the Prime Minigter. | am
willing to go anywhere and defend this Party, because |
was defending this Party for the past 40 years, not
yesterday. | will go anywhereand defend it but not as long
as the Right Honourable Member remains the Prime
Minister and Chairman of this Party. Whenever the Right
Honourable Membear decides to leave or cdl an dection,
once heis nat a the head of this Party, | will do my best
for im. But if the Right Honourable Member cals an
dection and | am saying it here now for you to hear, Mr.
Spesker, and leads the Party he will lead it without me He
can send him and 5 more wp in St. Philip, | will not be
running. But | am willing to defend the Party. | would go
out there in the hugtings for the Democratic Labour Party
once a change is made. Thisis nothing to do with Party.

What is hgppening now is that people are cdling and
saying that if you vote with the Barbados Labour Party,
you are voting against your Party. That is crazy. | am
hoping for what is right and whether it was brought by any
Paty what is right is right. | will tell you the reeson why
| an going todo it.

Since no one seems to be willing to support a
measure brought by someone in this Party - because the
excuse you dways got was that you cannot bring a motion
againg your own Prime Minigter. That would look very
bed. Since that was being said for along time, now that a
Moation is brought and the mation faithfully representswhet
was sad there is no way that | an going to vote against
this Motion because it represents the truth faithfully. |
bdieve that by voting for this measure | an doing the
world of good for the Democratic Labour Party and this
country. It has nothing to do with my sdlling out any Party.
It isa mater of principle Are you going to go down the
road dl the time with a person's management style which,
every year or every 2 years, 3 people have to resign.

If thisisdlowed to continue, maybe in another 2 or
3 months another 2 or 3 will come in the backbench. But
there is nobody else to carry forward. That is the only
thing. If this is dlowed to continue, this is wha will
happen. In ancther 2 or 3 months 2 or 3 more will come
behind and then you will have everybody behind here
gtting down. A stop hes to be put to it. | never thought
when | started to support this Party back in the late 1950s,
| never imagined that this great Democratic Labour Party
could come to this sorry state.
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Only last month or whenever the Budget was| started
my gpeech by saying that Barbados needs these 2 Parties.
| sad it is very important to the democracy that we have
practised in this country because we had 2 stable and
powerful Parties. That iswhat | said. How could | imagine
in my wildest dreamsthat the Democratic Labour Party, a
gredt, great Party that | spent nmy entire life defending
could cometo thissary mess? That is whet we have come
to. A state where one cannot even recognizethat thisisthe
Great Democratic Labour Party.

With the necessary changethisParty can continueand
there are thousandsdf DemocraticLabour Party supporters
who have been turned off from this Party because of the
management style of t he Right Honourable Prime Minister
who would return to this Party. | live in a condtituency
which | consider to be probably the greatest and staunchest
supporters o the Democratic Labour Party and there are
hundreds in that congtituency who are telling me, "If you
all do not remove him, we are never going to vote Dems
agan." | meaen people who have been voting Dems - there
ae vary few peoplein S. Philip that | do not know and |
mean north, south, east or west St. Philip. It does not
matter. That iswhat they are saying. These are people who
have never supported any other Party but the Democratic

Labour Party.

But again, the Prime Minister decides to listen to
wha he wants to hear. There are people in this Paty
tdling the Prime Minister, "Go ahead and call an dection”
dthough they know that if the Prime Minigter calls an
election the Party would be wiped out. But they will not
take the blame. He will go down in history with the blame.

Yesterday they were going around at persons asking
persons is they would run for the Party if the Prime
Miniger calls an dection. Not only that. They are saying
that he would eadily find 20 people to run. | say, yes, yau
could find 80 because he can go out and run it. Theideais
running people who can win. that is the thing, not running
people. Because you would awaysfind people would run.

Thisis the advice. Theadviceis bed advicethat heis
being given. | believe that the Stuation has gone too far.
The stuation could have been corrected months ago if the
people who hed the ear of the Prime Minister would tell
him, "Y our problem iswith your Parliamentary group. You
have no problem with the Executive. We love you. You
have no problem with the Generd Council. We love you.
Your problem is with the Parliamentary group. Try ad
settle your differenceswith them. Try and get them back to
what it should be But no one decided to tell him that. All
of them sad to him, "Go ahead, Mr. Prime Miniger, | an
behind you." Every time a report comes out from Generd
Coundil dl you s is that we are 1009 behind you. That

is nothing to do with the Parliamentary group. In fact, up
to last Friday at the Generad Council the 4 of us behind
here were being attacked. | mean red lashes, red licks
were put in us. These are 4 people who have supported the
Democratic Labour Party, who have been Members of
Parliament for thelast nearly 15 years, who have supported
thisParty for the past 35, 40, 45 years. And you are getting
people in the generd group getting on as though we are
Johnnys-come-lately. We are serious, seriouspeoplein this
party and peopledo not underdand it. It is time something
is done

4.35 p.m.

Mr. Speeker, | do not want 10 waste anymore time,
My postion is absolutely clear. What has hgppened with
the BTA isjust a culmination of what has been hgppening
for along, long time and it has to stop. We have to Sopit,
becausethe management style of the person whois running
this country is wrong. If you are Prime Minister you have
to discuss, you have to ligen, you have to teke advice.
Those are the things that are necessary and those are the
things that are lacking.

Mr. Spesker, | an going to vote for this Resolution
without any sort of reservation, becauseit is necessary for
the democracy of thiscountry. It is necessary, | believe, to
bring this Democratic Labour Party to its senses, and that
is what | want, because, as | said, | am willing to support
this party as long as certain necessary changesare mede If
they are not made, | am sorry, but | will have to take ny
exit or they will put meout. That is my postion.

Thank you, Mr. Speeker.
SUSPENSION OF SITTING

Hon. P. M. GREAVES Mr. Speaker, | beg to move
the suspension o this gtting until 5.00 p.m. today.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | beg to second that, Sir.

The question was put and resolved in the affirmative
without division, and Mr. SPEAKER suspended the stting
accordingly.

440 p.m.

RESUMPTION
Mr. SPEAKER: The sitting is resumed.
Mr. C. LeR. TROTMAN: Mr. Speaker, thereisatide
in the affairsd men which, taken & the flood, leads on to

fortune. Omitted, dl the voyage of their lives is bound in
shdlows and in misery. On such a full tide, are we now
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afloat? | would wish to make one dight adjustment in the
wordsdf that sanzaand instead of saying"in the affairs o
men" let us say "in the affairsof a nation”, and then to sy
thet thereisatide in the affairsof a nation which, teken at
the flood, leads on to fortune.

Indeed, Mr. Speeker, it is my view that it is because
we are on such atide that this exercise must be seen by us
as being a very hedthy one, dthough there are severd
aspects o it which are sad and saddening, because nobody
who belongsto a parliamentary sysem should want to see
an exercise in which we are brought to a position wherea
parliamentary colleague is brought to this level o public
debate and public scrutiny based on his or her public
behaviour. But the very fact that it is taking place ought to
be sAlutary for every one of us who is here and ought dso
to be sdutary for those personswho intend to be paliticians
or parliamentariansin the future, because what it spesks to
is a recognition by us in Parliament that the condtituency
which we serve is not satisfied only with form but is
satisfied and cat only be satisfied if there is true
accountability on the parts of the guardians whom they
place in positions of responsibility, and that they will only
be satisfied if there is trangparency by us in wha we do
and the genera wdl-being of the country. It would be
ingtructivefor us, whatever de o this Chamber we might
bdongto, and whatever paliticd view we may hold on to,
if we bear in mind that incressingly we have a more
perceptive nation - that is to say, the people of Barbados
- increasingly we have a nation o people who are much
more demanding in terms of the qudity of leadership and
the qudity of representation, and we mugt be prepared in
the service we render to ensure that, whatever our points of
view, we endeavour-always to serve a the best level of our

capabilities.

Indeed, Sir, it is because o that kind of commitment
that | would wish to have you indulge me jud for a little
while =0 that | can compliment the excdllent work thet is
done by membersdf my fan club who, even a thelevd o
public mesetings, have been meking some comments about
my travel arrangements. From timeto time personson bath
sdes of this House have been singled out by internationa
agencies becausg, if we have nothing else, we are able at
the level o Barbadian representatives so to represent the
interest of our country and the interest of our condtituents
that we get singled out for higher office wherever we go to
serve. May o us in that regard have been cdled upon
from time to time to travel, and those of us who travel at
the internationd level know tha travel arrangementsare
mede by internationals, not a the whims and fancies of
individuas, but that they are made sometimes months in
advance. For example, my recent absence from this country
was arranged since February of this year, but S0 committed
was | to making sure that | recognise the fullness of the
tide that is before us, that | was prepared to trave al night

to get back here this morning at 5 o'clock and to take part
in this debate. Not because | wish to make a long speech,
because | think the speeches have been made by the four
Minigters who have resigned from Cabinet, but rather
because | wish for the records to meke a Satement
nonetheess regarding the sgnificance which attaches to
this particular matter so far as | an concerned.

It is my consdered view, Mr. Speaker, that this
debate today drikes to the vay heart of democrecy. It
drikes to the very heart of democracy a a time when we
in this country, and indeed wein smal democraticsocieties
like this country, speek very much about the relevanceand
the importance of conaultation, of full discussion, o the
shaing o informaion and of efforts to involve more
people in decison meking. In that context, it is important
for us to recognise that democracy has to be served even
where sometimes there may be pain to be suffered by
individuas. My concern is nat to do with the gppointment
o a person and the rightfulness or wrongfulness of that
appointment. My concern has much more to do with the
performance, the methodology, and it has to do with what
that says about this delicate plant caled democracy. It hes
to do with ther being contradictions within that
arangement at the same time that we will recognisethat in
a country like ours we have to be very careful to nourish,
to groom and to endeavour to make sure that this ddicate
plant, democrecy, is able to grow and to flourish and to
become a firm and strong tree.

5.10 p.m.

Evay time we do something which subtracts from
that nourishment which sats back our efforts to have
consultation and discussion. Every time that we do that,
Mr. Spesker, then we are removing the people who should
be a the centre of our thinking and bringing to the margin
o our congideration. That is something thet | believe that
we ought not to be encouraging at this time.

My role in this exercise is a role tha relates to my
conscience and does not ek to ay paty Statement.
Indeed, if it were not for the fact tha we had had four
other speeches jug before mysdf | would be inclined to
sy tha other persons ey easily have got up here tonight
or this afternoon and may have made statements but then
committed themsdves to paty leadership and paty
direction. In my own case, | do not believe that | have o
even that | would have wanted to have that liberty. In fact
| made that decision some 15 months ago.

My departure from the Democratic Labour Paty in
March 1993 signdled the fact that | wanted to be in a
postion on occasions like this to soeek directly to the
conscience of the matter and not be under any whip or
guidance from party leadership. | would like to put that
within the historicd context as | recognise as lying
before us
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In 1987 when the late Errol Waton Barrow was
replaced by the current Prime Minigter | recdl that a a
paty conferencel said to the Prime Minister that | was
going to give him critica support. | said this in the
presence o the Deputy Prime Minigter, the Attorney
Generd and several other persons, some of whom are no
longer with the Party. On being questioned as to what |
meant by that | indicated that where the Prime Minister
was right | would give him the fullest support that | was
ableto, that wherein my view he was wrong | would first
of dl endeavour quietly and privately to spesk to him
regarding what | thought were errorsand only if | redlised
that he was not prepared to listen to private consultation
would | express my public disagreement with him.

| have endeavoured to live up to that particular
situation, even though in 1991 - | think it was the 31st
August - the Prime Minister did make it clear to me and,
| believe, to others, in a public pronouncement on
tdevison when we were in the middle of discussing a
means by which we thought we could address the matter of
the difficulties in the public sector, when the Prime
Minister indicated that he was no trade unionist, he was a
Prime Minister. | realised that that was his prerogative and
| merdly wish to say now in 1994 that | am no party
member. | happen merely to be the prime servant of a
labour movement. The same way that he was able to make
his decisions governed by Prime Minigterial position and
datusat that time | will make my position made from my
prime trade union position governed by what | consider to
be the conscience of the working class people o this
country in 1994,

Governed by those considerations| have to reject the
effortsto bypass established form when thoseforms are set
up to deal with matters like the appointment of Chief
Executive Officers and when furthermore that is only an
indication of the kind of style that thereisin management.

| am going to be concerned by the Prime Minister's
action in uprooting one Board coming out of the dissension
to establish a Chief Executive Officer and planting another
one, | an equally concerned about his removal of the trade
union official who served on that Board and replacing him
with another trade unionist. In 1984 when the trade union
official was removed, the Barbados Workers Union made
a public outcry about it and the Democratic Labour Party
supported the Barbados Workers Union. In 1994, | hed
written to the Prime Minister indicating the strength of my
objection. | have not made a public outcry for reasons
which | do not wish to go into at this time,

The facts however remain the same that if a Prime
Minister of a country recognises the need for consultation
then it cannot be consultation at the whims and fancies o
any one of the social partners but it has to be consultation

which meets with the needs of the society asawhole. | an
not one of those people nor is my organisation one to take
lightly the dsatement that is made regarding the
commitment of the Government to what it appears to call
the automatic rights to appointment and promotion from
within.

| know it is very popular for people to speak to this
subject and to suggest that whatever the circumstances that
people who are within an ingtitution should be promoted to
fill jobs at the senior level, whether they are able to
peform the task or otherwise. We in the Barbados
Workers Union have said very early that we do not
subscribe blindly to such a view, dthough we believe in
the efficacy of promotion and of filling postions from
within. We believe that if people are going to be given
positions by promotion from within that there must be an
established and sati sfactory competencethat is shown in all
the circumstances.

| do not say that to suggest that the person under
discussion today is not competent. | do not know and |
would wish to trust in the integrity of the persons who
made the decisions. | would merely wish to say that people
would have made those decisionsbased on their conscience
and those decisions must be the decisions they have made
and | respect them.

What | would concern mysdlf with is that the manner
by which the Government and indeed the manner by which
the Prime Minister approached this has left very much to
bedesired. It brings me back to the position | was speagking
to a moment or two ago when | said | spoke to the Prime
Minister in 1987 and told him | would give him criticd
support. But | went on beyond that to say to him and the
same persons who were present, the Deputy Prime
Minister, the Attorney General and some others. | said to
him | am going to take a position for the labour movement
because in my view you are not going to lose this
Government. You are going to throw it avay. And long
after you have thrown away this Government | am going
to have a trade union to run. That was in June 1987. | ill
remain of the view, dthough | did not mysdf know that
those words were prophetic. | do not believe that | should
belabour the subject because it is clear to me that these
words have today shown that they have established what
the scoreis.

| cannot support the amendment to the Resolution
because it is my view that the Resolution as it stands
speaks to the heart of the matter. It speaks to the concerns
that we have to save Barbados parliamentary system. It
speaks to our need to save democracy, as we understand it,
and to ensure that everybody else who comes afterwards
does not find himsdlf or hersdf in a situation where there
is the posshility for any similar problems of the kind we
have experienced.
520 p.m.
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Though people will have alot of division coming out
o this and there are going to be difficultiesin this divide
that is out'therein the street, | think we need to say to the
public at large when they speak to us, as in fact they have
spoken to me and they have said "do the right thing", we
have to be able to say to them "Y es, we are doing the right
things becauise we are being governed by our conscience'.

Mr. Spesker, | am being governed by my conscience
and my conscience advises me to support the Resolution.

Hon. W. O. FRANKLIN: Mr. Speaker, | believe that
thisis eadly one of the mog difficult gpeeches to makein
this Parliament. | was one o those persons who had a
motion of no-confidencetabled in this Parliament against
me and | knew that the opportunity was taken on that
occasion to make some of the most sweeping and vicious
gtatements. The only thing on looking back on it today is
that | am able to stand up in this Parliament and speak and
the mover of that motion is somewherein America, cannot
show his face because if he comes back to Barbados God
knows where he would be and | am 4till able to walk in
Barbados with my head high because, as | said on that
occasion, | had nothing to hide, that my hands were clean.
Therefore, that debate, dthough it was painful, is not as
painful as this one because this is a debate where, on this
occasion, the debate is joined by colleagues on this side,
some of whom | go back with many years.

Mr. Speaker, when | offered mysdf in 1975 to the
Democratic Labour Party, | remembered | was interviewed
and | said on that occasion that it was a very difficult
decison to make because the moment one enters politica
life, you open your family and sdf to all kinds o
accusations in things you have worked for over dl the
years before you got into political life and all of a sudden
people start to see them only after you have got into
political life. Therefore it was one that you had to be
careful abot.

The last time in 1986 when | offered mysdf then
under the leadership of Mr. E. W. Barrow, and then more
recently under the present leadership of Lloyd Erskine
Sandiford, | offered myself asa member of the Democratic
Labour Perty to the people of &. Philip North. | say that,
Mr. Speaker, to say that when | went to the people of St.
Philip North, | went under two conditions(1) as a member
of the Democratic Labour Party and (2) asis known in the
politics of Barbados where leadership is very important,
they knew in 1991 when | offered mysdf last that | was
offering mysdf under the leadership of Lloyd Erskine
Sandiford and the peoplein &. Philip North endorsed my
candidature again. Therefore, | speak for the people of St.
Philip North. | have not had the opportunity to go back to
my people of St. Philip North to consult with them. | am
not going to speak on this motion otherwise than asaloyal

member of the Democratic Labour Party who had g8ne in
1991 under Lloyd Erskine Sandiford and wes therefore
asked to come to this Perliament.

| am not going to be long, Mr. Speaker. | had on the
occasion before | started, some of you would have noticed
that | passed to my colleague, Wes Hall, the Honourable
Member for St. Michael West Central, a note. | passed that
note to my colleague for the following reason that | tried
on numerous occasions to get him - Wes and mysdf go
back from Combermere School —and | told him in the note
that | felt | must let him know that when | spesk what |
was going to say in the debate would be in the interest of
our continual friendship and in the interest of our
relationship with the people o Barbados.

| will tell you why | passed him that note. Those o
us who know the configuration of Cabinet will know that
[, on numerous occasions, discussed the matter. Let me
start by saying that | have never worked with Mr. Arthur,
Let me start by saying that | know nothing of Mr. Arthur’s
ability. Let me start by saying then, therefore, that a the
beginning | did not have any views on the matter.

Unfortunately, | am fortunatein a way that | am not
going to disclosewhat happened in Cabinet. All | am going
to say is that if | was placed in the podtion of the
Honourable Member for St. Michael South, | might have
been in the same position today. | will tdl you why. The
whole debate broke out around the words "diametricaly
opposed”. This is dl we are here discussing. The word
"diametrically" opposed is what started the debate. | am
saying tha it isa matter of perception. The most | can say
on thisoccasion is that | was persuaded, and | believe the
persuasion was genuine, that Mr. Arthur was not the most
fitting person for it. | believethe person who persuaded me
s0 redlly felt deep inside that was the position. Therefore,
if 1 hed a perception of the whole thing, | could have been
led to believe that there was some oppostion to the
appointment of Mr. Arthur. That is an honest opinion. All
| an saying is that one has to examine this matter very,
very carefully.

My colleagues on the Back Bench spoke with
conviction. They have obvioudy been hurt and they were
crying out for someone to reach out to them. Let me sy
that the machinery o the party, and like them too, Mr.
Speaker, | cannot disclose paty matters here, but
sometimes in the effort to support leadership some of our
members are their worst best enemies. Some of them are
the worst enemies to the party in that they do not
understand the mechanism of party politics and that
whatever you do the machinery must be there for peopleto
be able to vent their feelings so we could have internd
views.
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Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, we have reached this
stage where some of my colleaguesbelieve that thisis the
only place they could air them. It is extremely unfortunate
that my colleaguesreached the conclusion that this wasthe
only place that they could have poured their hearts out. It
could be, asa member of this party for along time, | must
carry some of the blame. | have said that of dl of those
sitting down on this side, | was a member of this
Democratic Labour Party from when | joined in 1957,
therefore you can understand the agony | am going
through. | am going through real agony because what is
going to happen is that whatever are the true convictionsof
my colleagues on the Back Bench, their convictions are
going to lead to a situation where the Democratic Labour
Party that we dl have been members of and worked so
hard for is going to be at the crossroads. That is the most
| am going to say.

5.30 p.m.

But, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member for St.
Peter made a statement that the Prime Minister's Statement
on March 14, 1993 on page 3076 would be the noose by
which thisPrime Minister must be hung. That bringsme to
something that | often wondered. There are many of usin
this Chamber who cannot come to grips with capita
punishment. Do you know why we cannot come to grips
with capital punishment? It is because in the odd chance
that we have ended thelifedf an innocent person, when we
discover that we have ended the lifedf that person, it istoo
late. | say that to come to the point, Mr. Speaker, we are
al asking for reconciliation. We dl searched our individual
souls and many of us believe that we are doing what is
right.

There are many of them that lay pretence to being
closer to God than | am. Some of them are in continued
communication with God. | have no doubt that God would
guidethem. | try in my way, Mr. Speaker. But thereisalso
a part that they would know as well in that same book
which states very clearly, "Let him who is without sin cast
thefirst stone.” That is significant. It is significant because
most of the colleagues who spoke ended up with one
datement that they are supporters and lovers of the
Democratic Labour Party. | think it is the common trend
that went through the speeches here today. Some of them
ae looking towardsthe salvation of the DemocraticLabour
Party by the route of purging. They fed it must be purged
of its present leadership in order for the Democratic Labour
Party to survive.

| want to believeand | believe that that might be the
genera conclusion which they have reached. | think too
that | am entitled to a conclusion liked| of my colleagues.
| am afraid that tha is not the conclusion. If we are
searching for a reconciliation, if we redlize the machinery

is nat there, it is not too late for the machinery to be put in
place. But it would certainly be too late, Mr. Spesker, if
after we have voted here, in the quiet of the night, when
we examine our individual consciences very, very deeply
that we realize that there could have been the perception o
being opposed was not an outrageous perception according
to the actions and maybe the words of some of us.

Mr. Speaker, as| said it is very unfortunate in away
that Cabinet secrecy demandsthat you cannot say what has
happened in that Chamber. | an not going to break it. All
I am going to say, in closing, is that the people of
Barbados have given the Democratic Labour Paty a
mandate for 5 years under the present leadership. In my
opinion there is nothing that has been done by that present
Leader and | know what | am talking about. | examined
him closely today. There were 3 charges laid, the manner
of the appointment and a lot of it, as the corrected
Resolution shows were inaccurate statements. It is not
frivolousto say here we arein this Parliament and we are
going to bring down judgement on a person for supposedly
not speaking the truth. The same Resolution that isto bring
down the person for not speaking the truth is riddied with
inaccuracies. It is a strange thing,

Mr. Speaker, | am not going to detain this Houseany
longer. | an certain that you can glean, from ny
contribution that it is not my intention, and I am not going
to support the Resolution.

Mr. R. L. MORRIS; Mr, Speaker, today we are
witnessingin thisHonourable House, a strugglefor the Ark
of the Covenant, the Holy Grail of our social, economic
and political system. Today the Prime Ministership of our
country is at test. | have no doubt that eyes will be cast on
that Grail and that Covenant bath from within this Party
and outsidedf it. It isthe biggest prize in the firmament of
politics. | have no doubt from the drift of the discussons
that there will be champagne partiestonight in the Heights
and the Terraces and other places, In the homes of those
waorking class people who have been reviled by those
persons who put them there, therewill bealot of tearsand
the gnashing of teeth by working class people tonight.

Sometimes in these periods of crisis| go back to ny
foundations. That is not aways the Bible. | cannot tell
anybody that | amn always going to the Bible for my
answers. | go to people like Laskey who lived through the
turbulent First and Second World War and the periods in
between. He wrote a book about "Liberty and the
Individua". He talked about what happens to people in
times of intensecrisis; what happens to peoplein periods
like 1991 in Barbados and afterwards where there wes
severe economic contraction. Laskey, looking a therised
Nazism and other socia forces in that period recognized
that that type of period can cause severe: difficultiesin any
country. It can cause trauma in the body politic. It
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can cause traumain the minds of individuas. | ssealot of
that happening today. It causesfear and fear leadsto doubt,
mistrust, suspicion, exaggerationsof actions. It leadsto a
fracturing of relationshipsand individualism comes to the
fore. Groups disintegrate. Teams bresk up and every men
fights for himsdf. People would get up and give
testimonies. | have seen this.

All they are telling you is wha they should do
because of their duty. Any time a men gets up and boasts
that he has done his duty, it bothers me. If | haveto get up
here and tell you that | have dways supported the
Democratic Labour Party, | would be ashamed to do that
because that is what you expect me to do. If | tell you that
| support my Prime Minigter it should not be otherwise,
except my PrimeMinisterisfound to be wrong and proven
to be wrong, beyond a shadow of a doubt, that | do not
have any cause to give full and unqudified support.

In these circumstances peopl e take up ideologies and
dogans to support their own positionsand they sometimes
dress them in clothes that strain to the circumstances and
they seek opportunitiesfor conflict and join in the battle
for the Ark of the Covenant, the Holy Grail. That isalways
the underlying thrust but they use opportunities and
circumstancesto join in that conflict. Thedebate here today
is about the apparent proximate cause of why we are here,
that a PrimeMinister is supposed to have said — that is the
proximate cause, not the red cause - tha certain of my
colleaguesand his colleagueswere"diametrically opposed"
to the appointment of Mr. Anthony Arthur, as the Chief
Executive Officer for the Barbados Tourism Authority.
There was no No-Confidence debate when the Ministers
resigned which was the big thing but there is a
No-Confidence debate because of a discusson about
diametrically opposed. That is why | say you seek the
occasion and dress it up into something more then it redly
is, because | do not redly want to examine whether the
personswere "diametrically opposed” or not. | think that is
going to come out. That will come out, but that is only
seeking the proximate cause.

540 p.m.

Let us look at the issuge, the Prime Minister's
description that the Ministers were diametrically opposed.
Immediately the Press and everybody else said the Prime
Ministeris a liar, he hasto be a liar. | challenge 90% of
the people of thiscoun‘ry of Barbados, including the Press,
that they do not know the facts of the situation. | challenge
them to say that in this country of Barbados we are passing
judgementson mature things, important things, and we do
not know the facts. | am challenging this country thet if it
thinks it can move forward through rumours and gossip to
bring down people in high estate and ingtitutions, that is
veay serious business. Rumours and gossip murdered

Desdemona. Rumours and gossip got between lago and
Othdlo. Those are lessons for those who sudied the
writings of great men.

Aside.

Mr. R. L. MORRIS: | am saying to you that the facts
of this matter will not come out in this Chamber. You hed
better believe it. Every person who speaksinside here has
anaxetogrind in thisissue. | tao, yes. All of us Thefacts
of the matter would better comeout if you had an objective
tribunal that would look at the information available and
decide whether or not the Prime Minister was wrong when
he said that persons were diametrically opposed, because
they would be able to read the documents, they would be
able to investigate people as far as their Cabinet secrecy
would dlow them to say certain things, and we would
know whether there are facts or not. | am afraid that we
are not in that frame of mind in this country. All the talk
about truth in here, whose truth? Even these persons who
spoke here, | challenge them that they gave you the facts
as they wanted you to hear them, not al thefacts. You hed
better believe that. There is no hdf truth, quarter truth or
threequarter truth. You are either truthful, in other words
let the facts flow and let decisions be made, or do not get
involved in talking about integrity and those sortsaf things.
Let us understand where we ae at. | an not atacking
anybody, but in their own minds they will know whether
| am telling the truth or not about their actions, not about
the truth of the situation.

Thereis atight vell over information in our country.
People hold on to information becausethey do not want to
hurt one another. Some peopleare more prone to hold that
information because they do not want to hurt others; others
do not mind talking as much as they like. It isa persondity
thing. It is a thing about character too. | do not believe we
will hear dl the truth in here, but judgementsare going to
be made. Judgements were made before that incident.
Judgements, as you can hear from the speakersthemselves.
Some o them came with heat in their breast from three
and four years ago. This is only the occasion, but hear
them how they spesk. They are now spewing out things
that werein their consciencesand in their brainsand minds
years ago, but this is only the proximate cause and thisis
the occasion.

Let me say to you that in this debate we are talking
about the Prime Minister and we are talking about three
atributes. Theattribute of power, theattributeof authority,
the attribute of responsibility. Let us look at the three of
those things in relation to the Prime Minigter. The
Honourable Member for Christ Church West Centra has
given you the congtitutional power that residesin the prime
ministership in our country. It is a very powerful postion
and one has always to be careful in the exercise o
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power. But | wish to ask anybody, in terms o the exercise
o that power, what is the mogt important thing. That
power should be exercised for the good of this country and
for the betterment d the people of this country without fear
or favour o any specia interest groups, and if you are
suggedting that in his actions, in this case when the Prime
Minister widlded his power, that he widlded thet power in
the disinterest of Barbadians in generd, | an going to
challenge that, | an going to spesk to it. If the Prime
Minister used his power in a way thet is againg the best
interest of this country, when everybody was saying that
you mugt have a men in charge o the Tourisg Board, the
tourism sector is too important, you cannot dlow it to drift
for a vary long time, exercise your power. That is what
people were saying. Make sure somebody is there,

Now authority is dightly different. The Prime
Minister aso hes authority that derives from law, but there
is ancther authority, and this is where the problem comes
from. His authority can come from his persondity, ad
perhaps because there are differencesin our views o a
persondity and how it should be - because we dways
confuse persondity with character - | tdl this Chamber
here that most of usin thiscountry have a particularimage
in our minds, partly through brain washing for years, about
the kind of persondity that should leed us To e the
dominant imageis of atall, white or brown skinned type,
with afairly straight nose, that articulatesin an Oxonian or
a Cambridge manner, and who is fairly aggressive. Thet is
the image in mogt people's minds about a leader in this
country, and because some people fal avay from that
image, that perception that has been built into yoyr minds,
the Honourable Leader of the Oppodtion will find that he
has some image problems out there on the street, because
he does nat fit that image. The Honourable Member for St
Michad South, our Prime Minister, has never fit that image
and from the start he was under attack, because he does not
fit that image which has been created through alot of years
of bran weshing of the people in this Chamber, and
outsdeit too. We andyse these things very carefully, we
know that isafact. | know what | an taking about, | have
good evidence from socid psychologists. Fanor and a
number o them. So the kind of authority that can come
from persondity and image was never dways therefor the
Prime Minider.

Now | come to responsibility. The Prime Minister hes
ultimate respongbility for what goes wrong and what goes
wal in this country. That iswhy the vote d no-confidence
isagaing him, not against any Minister now. Thisis where
the budk stops, right here in that seat, whoever is there. If
things do not go well, he will take the blame. If they go
waell, nobody wants to credit him. It is dways somebody
ese or something else, but when there is blame the
responsbility is going to fall there. So | ask you, in case of
the gppointment of the Chief Executive Officer o the

Barbados Tourism Authority, there were two — as events
have expressad themsdlves to me = and thisisa perception
| have, | may be wrong - there were two competing
ideologies. (The first ideology would be that the
gppointment to that position should come from outside the
Authority.) The second aspect of that ideology is that the
person should not be Barbadian, preferably. | have heard
that expressed more than once, o don't quedion nmy
authority. | will tel you where | heard that from. | heard
it on televison programmes, | heard it being espoused by
former presidentsof the Hotel Association; | heard that, If
you didn't heer it, then that is your business.

550 p.m.

| heard that ideology expressed. (ne, that the person
should nat be from here It wes preferable that the per son
be from outside. h was also said that the person should not
be from the public sector a dl. It should be a privae
sector typed person. It was said that that person should be
given any amount of money. It does not matter. Let them
go out there and do some good work but pay them
anything they ask for. It hes dso been a pat o that
ideology thet the person should be able to socidise ad
amile and so on.

I am now putting thet ideology together in retrospect,
looking at al that has been said and that form of ideology
that gpparently exercised the mind of the first Board, from
what | am reading. When ny good friend, the Honourable
Member for St, Lucy, said that a particular member of the
Board wes diametrically opposed to Arthur and did not
votefor him, | spoke to that person too. The person said {0
me that as a member o the first Board this wes the
reigning ideology and he wasconvincedaong thelinesthat
that was how it should be, thet all personson thet Board
sad that the person should be an outsider, should not be
from the public sector and dl sorts of things.

The person said to me that when they heard the new
Board, of which | am a member, articulating a different
philasophy he was convinced that we were right and she
previousideological position was wrong. But you will hear
further about that. 1 know the power of persuasion that
people have on others. | know that if a man comes ad
tdls you - you don't know Mr. Arthur — and he comesand
tdlls you heisno good and you heer five people saying 0
and you have to make a judgment since you don't get an
opportunity to tdk to Mr. Arthur, you ae going to be
persuaded by the view that is put on you.

If you are a member d a Board and there is a
predominant view... Remember in that Board everybody did
not support that view. There are some from the gart who
did not suppert it. | want you to be vay dear. But
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you have to understand the compositionof the Board. You
have to understand who comprised the Board. The persons
involved should be giving you these facts so that you can
make objective judgments.

The second prevailing view which, as | understand it,
the second ideology, is that the appointment should come
from inside the Authority, that the person could be a public
servant - there is nothing wrong with that — and that the
person would have to be paid according to comparable
positions in the public sector. The Barbados Tourism
Authority is just another parastatal organisation and
thereforein rewarding the Chief Officer you could not have
any special regime for him or her, for that matter.

Theideology in this second view is that the emphasis
should not be on the ability to smile and go to cocktail
parties but on that person's capacity to plan programmes
for the Tourism Authority, to develop Strategic plans and
put them in action, to create a team at the Tourism
Aduthority to deliver the goods for this country.

Now when you are faced with those two conflicting
ideologies, because they are not the same, you may come
to different results. My understanding is tha the
Honourable ‘Wes Hall, my very good friend, who did a
tremendous job at the Ministry of Tourism, a yeoman jab,
would have been to some extent congrained by the
ideology o his Board. He need not have shared that
ideology. But he felt congtrained that if the Board said,
"Thisis what | want" to some extent he had to go dong
with them.

In my view, the Honourable Member for . Lucy
tried in a way to blend between these two ideologies that
seemed to have been clashing. Remember, he was not
making the decision by himself. He was making a decison
with a Board. He did not get the Board he wanted. He got
a Board that was acompositeBoard. Nor did Wes have the
Board he wanted. We al have to understand whet is
happening here, the problem about Boards, because | am
going to deal with that issue too, the relation between a
Board and aMinister and a relationship between a Minister
and a Prime Minigter. Let's understand these are the mgor
issues we are talking about here.

They did not have the Boards they wanted and
therefore they had to do a certain amount of dancing
around to satisfy theend. They did not have totd liberty in
exercising their judgments. Now if the Prime Minister of
this country is of the view that the second ideology is the
one that should hold in terms of appointment to that
position and let us assume tha tha Prime Miniger is
confronted by an ideologica position that is totaly foreign
to what he wants, and he had the ultimate responsibility for

turning around this country, for controlling the ecgnomy
and the Tourism Board through that, what should the Prime
Minigter do?

If you were Prime Minigter, what would you do?
Walk away or tell dl those Boards that he accepted their
ideology which is completely different from his and
surrender his position. He has the power. He has the
authority. He has the responsibility for this country and
what should he do? | ask any of you here who exercise
authority. All of this talk about discussions and SO on, you
dl know in your conscience and your heart that thereare
times when you have to make some lonely decisions
without consulting anybody. | chalenge all of you to say
that you all take into your confidence al of your close
associates each time you are making a decision.

I will say to you that the Prime Minister was
condrained to act. There are certain things on which there
can be no middleroad. Thereare certain thingsthet are not
negotiable. If you have a particular ideology that says this
is the kind of appointment | want and there is another
group out there, you have to act in keeping with your
position.

I amtelling you thefirst persons| heard articulating
the first ideology about the outside person and give them
dl the money, that group was coming from the Hote
Association and from the distributiveretail sector. | am not
calling anybody's name but they went publicearly and told
thiscountry that Arthur was no good. Read the newspapers.
Go back and see who were making those comments early
before even we as parliamentarians got involved in the
discussion.

There were people bold enough to go out there and
tell Barbados long before there was any opportunity for
Boards to decide that this man was no good. Who gave
them that power? Who gave them that authority? What
responsibility do they have to this economy and this polity
to be making thosekindsof judgments? Thosear e the ones
that should be put over the bar of public opinion and
condemned, not the Prime Minigter, for doing what his
power, his authority led him to do and what is his
responsbility. That is my position.

Now, | want to dedl with a detail. It has come to my
notice from reading and from hearing that a Boad
recommended a certain Board member, a member of the
Board, for the postion of CEO and that there was
agreement that he would get some $30 000 additional from
the TDC and that that was carried to the Prime Minister
and to the Cabinet. | have strong views about that. You al
are taking all sorts of things in here about responsibility
and teking action. Let me ask you a question about that.
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If that hed ever gone through, if a Minister had carried that
to Cabinet, Cabinet had agreed and the Prime Minister had
agreed and you didn’t roast the Democratic Labour Party
and tell them, "go you are corrupt”, then | would have been
the most surprised man in the world.

ThePrime Minigter is being castigated from stopping
that action. Tell me what you ae saying because |
understand that the Prime Minister did not accept that. |
don't know thedetails. | amonly talking about what | hear.
Somebody who knows the details will fill in and tell the
truth. As | said, | dare anybody to challenge that that is
what happened. A group of businessmen in this country
wereableto top up asdary of a public servant by $30 000
and the person who would have been a public servant said
he would take it and the Prime Minigter rgjected that and
now he is being castigated for reecting it and they are
saying he stepped in and used his power.

In the case of - | am hearing a lot about executive
searches. | am hearing about a lot o other people being
nominated and none of them couldn't find an acting CEO
to come up with. All of these searches going on, but the
man who has been doing the job, who has been there for
20 years, none of these searches can find the men and give
him a shot even if he is knocked down afterwards.

Now if | were aMinister and somebody did not bring
that name to me, | would ask them why not. Bring dl the
rest that you went and searched for, but | would ask you
why not. At least put him up, even if he getsknocked back
down. | would have to be satisfied that he was on that.

Mr. E. E. GREAVES: Mr. Speaker, for the record, on
apoint of order or eucidation, whatever. This may be my
last debatein here. The Chairman of the Barbados Tourism
Authority indicated to me and this was also conveyed to
me by the Deputy Chairman that both Mr. Arthur and Mr,
Miller were interviewed by the Board on the occasion
when BIMAP which was requested to do an executive
search whichisalegitimateway of attempting to deal with
a matter like this. There is nothing underhand about that.
They were both interviewed. As a result of the interview
they came up with a person other than Mr. Arthur. | want
the record to be very clear about this.

Thank you, Sir.
6.00 p.m.

Mr. R L. MORRIS: Mr. Spesgker, | an indebted to
the Honourable Member for St. Lucy for making that
statement and putting it into the records because there are
some people out there in the public domain who might
have been of the opinion that a no time was Mr. Arthur's
name put forward so the Ministers did not have to look at
it. | amn grateful because | know my colleague would put

the truth in the record. The truth is that Mr. Arthur hes
been considered. | want that to be understood very clearly.

Now, however Mr. Miller moved, | do not know. |
heard he was caled and asked to demit. | hear so. But |
also heard that Mr. Miller was cdled and asked to come
forward too, so | do not know. As | said, | am not part of
these things. But if Mr. Miller moved out and there were
two people up, the obvious thing to me then is that the one
that was left back would have to go in. | cannot see any
problem with that. If two are found to be dl right and one
goes, it seems to me that logically, you could not then toss
out that one and go and look for another one.

Aside.

Mr. R L. MORRIS: | an not deding with
personalities. | want to be very clear. | amn not dealing with
the Honourable Member for St. Lucy. His point has been
made very clear. | an talking about when my chance came
to make a decison. It has nothing to do with the
Honourable Member for St. Lucy operating at the time in
the way that he hed to operate. | just want to be very clear,
Mr. Speaker. | just want to crystalize what | am saying.

The proximate cause of us being here trying to pull
down a Prime Minigter is that he is supposed to have told
lies and | do not believe that is true. | believe the Prime
Minister had enough reason to believe that wha he was
saying had the germ of truth in it. There is the question of
whether people were opposed to the man's appointment.
You are hearing that people cannot be opposed and, in fact,
thered problem is that their Boards did not nominate the
men and therefore they did not have to make the choice.

| do not believe that is the reason for what is
happening here. | want you to understand that very clearly.
| do not believe that is the red reason and we might not
even discuss the red reason. Let me say tha for the
purposes of this debate, a lot broke out because of two
conflicting idealogies. | am still of the opinion that there
are certain people in this country who did not want Mr.
Arthur for particular reasons. | want to be clear about that.

Mr. SPEAKER: Three minutes more.

Mr. R. L. MORRIS: Thank you very much, Sir. In
three minutes | can do what | have to do.

There are certain interest groups in this country who
were able to influence certain boards to shut the door in
Mr. Arthur’s face. It was to the embarrassment of good
people like the Honourable Member for St. Michad West
Central who was put in a very invidious and difficult
postion by a board that was adopting a philosophy thet
was different from the philosophy of the Democratic
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Labour Party and the philosophy of our Honourableleader,
the Prime Minigter. That Board put him in that particular
difficulty. That is my view still that he was constrained by
the Board. The Board had a philosophy that was strange to
wha the Democratic Labour Party would support and
dstrange to what the Honourable leader would support
because we would always have gone for the man inside
who worked hard. We would not have gonefor any outside
person and given him any $30 000 extra and that sort of
thing. That is foreign to the Democratic Labour Party and
foreign 1o the Prime Minister and foreign to al of his
Cabinet members, But that Board sought to put the
Honourable Member for St. Michad West Centrd in that
position.

The Honourable Member for . Lucy tried a thing
and he said he was not opposed to Mr. Arthur but he ran
into a Board that was not his Board and he tried to make
acompromise. He would not go for a privatesector person.
He tried to seeif he could get a public sector individud,
not to top up any money because he would not be any part
of that, and that did not get through either. The other Board
said "No", not that either, and you found a Prime Minigter
having to ded with a Board that did not understanditsown
relationship to Ministersand to a Prime Minister.

Aside.

Mr. R. L. MORRIS. So you understand what
happened. Nowadays you appoint Boards and then the
Boards turn around and think that they appoint you. That
is part of the problem. That is where the problem is that a
Prime Miniger will appoint a Minister and there is that
relationship. Then a Minister appoints a Board and the
Board turns around and feels, "Oh, yes. You appoint me
here, well | am calling the shots now. You go back and tell
the man that put you there this is what | want to do". This
is what is happening with Boards in this country and you
are talking about abusedf power with the Prime Minister?
You redly think s0? You have to understand who is
abusing the power in this country. The Boardsthat feel that
when they get there they can then decideall of the policies
for the same Minister who put them there and the policy
for the party. In many casesthey are not even faithful party
people either.

Mr. SPEAKER: Time.

Mr. R. L. MORRIS: Those are some o the things
you have to understand

| thank you very much, Sir.
Hon. D. J H. THOMPSON: Mr. Speaker, | cannot

think that there has ever been a debate that | am less
inclined to participate in than this particular debate. |

accept the quotation which the Honourable Member for S.
Peter used at the beginning of his presentation in which he
said that this is a matter on which it is difficult to spesk
and impossible to remain silent.

| want to start by beginning on that note and saying
that | agree with him 100%because | was sent here by the
people of St. John, not to put my persona position on
issues, not even to put simply a parochial position, not
smply on occasion to put a national position, or smply to
put a party position, but to seek to distill from dl o the
competing interests which we as representatives serve,
because some people forget that, and to put an
interpretation in events which happened in this country and
on the policies pursued by Government. | want to reiterate
this because there are some peoplein this Chamber today,
whose 1Q, not when they are listening, but when they are
writing, seem to reach rock bottom. | an saying this, Mr.
Speaker, because| cannot recognisethem, nor can you, but
| hope that they are listening very carefully to what | have
to say.

Parliamentarians are elected for a multiplicity of
reasons. We are not just elected because people like us as
individuals. That is important. Integrity, credibility and a
high level of morality those are important issues and,
therefore, from time to time one gets consumed with the
importance of those kinds of things, as did the Leader of
the Oppostion recently. Those things are irrelevant.
People's personal business and the lifestyles they live are
irrelevant. What they do in terms of performing in this
Chamber when called upon to represent the interest of
those they serve is what is important.

Then some peopleget mixed up and they start to tak
about party line and yardfowls. | maintain that both of the
political partiesin this House, and | would go asfar as to
say, and the pretenders to the throne on the outside, are dl
partieswhich have the nationa interest at heart. If anybody
in here can dispute that point then they have no right being
in this Chamber. It would be foolish of us to continue to
dlow people to believe that there is some wide gulf
between the policies which we as parliamentarianssitting
in our party caucuses with political parties which have
mass membershipof more than 10 000 people each, are not
representative of a nationa position. Those who sy that
people come in here to tow a party line smply do not
understand that there is a symbiotic relationship between
the party and Barbados as a whole.

The last point | want to make relates to the role or
impact of views of our constituentsin our performance in
this Chamber. That is important because since we cannot
gauge with any accuracy how our constituentsfeel on any
given issue, it is dmost impossible for people to come
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in here and say they are representing a congtituency view
unlessit is a parochia problem like lack of water, lack of
roads, or some individual issue which they can locate in
their congtituency. When | look at this particular issueit is
not an issue on which there is any conscience vote.

6.10 p.m.

| an not dictated by any conscience vote in
supporting it. | am also taking into consideration al of the
perspectives which have put me in this Chamber. The
people of St. John and there is nobody on the outside of
this Chamber who can believe or would wish to believeor
would be silly enough to believe that | would support any
Resolution brought by the Barbados Labour Party which is
self-servingand which has, at its heart essentidly alust for
power — which of course never diesin politiciansso that is
not such a bad thing — and the smell of poalitical blood.

| am not supporting the Resolution and those who do
not wish to hear contrary viewpoints can leave now and
wait until their argument is being put. | an not supporting
it. Though | must say that viewpoints have been expressed
in herewhich are essentially pertinent viewpoints about the
style of management of this country's affairs, concerns
about the way in which the Prime Minister handles issues
relating to his Ministersand thesekindsof thingsand those
are issues which, in my view, Mr. Speaker, have no right
being dealt with in this context. But they are before the
House and perhaps there is a good reason for they being
here and, in due course as Parliamentarians, we have to
understand what this debate is about.

But since the Members on that side are making a bed
for other people to lie down in, | hope that in years to
come, if | an a Member of this Chamber, that | do not
have to participatein any exercisein which somebody else
is trying to make the same bed for somebody else to lie
down in. That is very important because there are only
certain ways in which you can govern acountry. If aPrime
Minister, assuming he is not despotic and a dictator and
assuming that he has the national interest at heart has to
look over his shoulder every 10 minutes to determine
whether he can in fact generate the level of support that is
necessary to carry out the Party's policies, then he would
safely have a situation of anarchy in this country.

Thisexerciseisagood lesson for us about the way in
which the Barbados model is functioning and whether it is
in fact in our best interest. | sat down in this Chamber in
1991 and a Member of this Party who had moved himsdlf
to the Back Bench, not a my request, gave the impression
to the public of this country that |1 was a supine, spineless
person who never expressed my views, who alow the
Prime Minister to do as he liked and he did not only refer

to me, he often referred, in hisaccusations- he saiddl but
one Member - that d| of us were spinglessindividuals. |
was about to get on my feet because | had spoken aready
and was told, no, sit down, you do not let secrets out of
Cabinet. That is one secret that | an not holding.

Anybody who accuses me again of being spineess
and supine is going to have to listen carefully to nmy
responseto that alegation. | will use whatever facts| need
in support of the alegation. | have never had any difficulty
in relation to my portfolio, which isalarge portfolioin the
Ministry of Finance, in functioning with the Prime
Minigter. Any time | have a difficulty in functioning with
him or with the Democratic Labour Party, | will make an
exit from politicsby way o resigning my sedt.

| believe that the mgjority of personswho elected me
did not elect me smply because of who | am but they
dected me because they felt that | was one of those
persons dong with al o us here who could implement a
programme and therefore if | failed to subscribe to that
programme, it meant that the relationship between us hed
come to an end. Some people would cross the Foor and
some peoplewould resign their seat. That is not necessarily
what is happening in this particular case becauseas| have
said the issue seems to be a more locdized issue that
relates to the style of leadership and is something that
would have to be solved. | give my views in here, in
Cabinet and in the Councils of the Democratic Labour
Party and there is nobody who could make that accusation,
in my view, about any Member of this sde.

We are not dogs doing tricks for money or harlots
waiting to be paid to expose ourselves to the public. That
isanother problem that therearelotsof peoplewho believe
that, as politicians, that we are up for sale and we have no
mordity and that anything passes, anything goes. Even if
these 4 men who have spoken in here are wrong for what
they have said, and | am not passing judgement on them,
a least they have shown in this particular debate that we
are not harlots and dogs doing tricks for money. As to the
substanceof their charges, that is something that they will
have to resolve at another level because | am not
atempting to resolve them in this particular debate.

The Honourable Member for St. Michael Central
quoted from Shakespeare. The last time we had a debate
like this somebody quoted from Macbeth. | cannot
remember which book the Honourable Member for St
Michadl Central quoted from.

Aside.

Hon. D. J. H. THOMPSON: Julius Caesar. | can
guote from Hamlet, "To thineown sdf be true. And it must
follow as the night the day thou canst now then be falseto
any man." That is the most important thing. Therefore
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| gave to those Honourable Members the credit that they
believe that wha they have said is right but | aso give to
the Prime Minister the credit that | believethat he believes
that what he is saying in this particular matter is right.
They do not understand each other's respective postions.
That is clear. If that happens ...

Aside.

Hon. D. J H. THOMPSON: | cannot quote from
Shakespeare now but | can quote for the television if that
happens, as the Prime Minister once said, "something has
to give" and something gave. It is not as trivid as that
because in the midst of this debate people are forgetting
that in 1991 this Government was being reviled. We had
been through worse than this and thisis why it hurts me so
much and why thisis an exercisethat | detest having to be
involved in.

Thousands of people were on the streets but we had
to stick to our guns. We have been under a barrage of
criticismsfrom some of the most mindless people in this
country on theradio stations, in columns, in editorials. We
have been under assault externdly by some of the positions
which the international institutions have taken against this
Government and things they have written. They are now
saying that Barbadosis asuccessstory. But the people who
guote theingtitutionsto say we were wrong have forgotten
what the ingtitutionsare now saying about Barbados. They
are dishonest clowns. That is the level of public debate
which this country sunk to in 1991 in which people were
being led by that kind of opinion making throughout
Barbados. People were on the streets, the Government was
reviled, Members o Cabinet including mysdf seldom left
their-home. The whole of Crop Over 1991 | remained in
St. Philip. | was not spineless. That is not whet | was. | felt
badly because of what the country was going through the
wrenching economic problems and in a situation like that,
that isa time for reflection. You were joyousat the wrong
moment, because when you were spending $40 million in
CARIFESTA you should have been home hiding; licking
out the taxpayers money you should have been home
quiet, but instead of that you are waking around smiling.
6.20. p.m.

Mr. SPEAKER: | do not expect the Honourable
Member to go down that line.

Hon. D. J. H. THOMPSON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
In 1991 we went through a difficult time and that this
adminigtration has made so much progress, that this
economy, even though theissue of unemployment remains
a mgor issue, has by and large been characterised by
dl quarters, except the Honourable Member for St.
Peter, who is...

Mr. SPEAKER: | want to draw to the Honourable
Member's attention that for some reason that aspect was
not accepted in the Resolution nor the amendment.

Hon. D. J. H. THOMPSON: That is correct, Mr.
Speaker. That this economy - in particular | want to ded
with the issue of investment in the tourism sector — has
been turned around so successfully, and that in the tourism
sector, contrary to what the Honourable Member for St
Joseph said in mideading this House, misrepresenting the
facts, there are mgjor investmentstaking place in tourism,
some o which Honourable Members on that side
themsdves are involved in — golf courses, mgor
refurbishment of Heywoods Hotel, nearly $20 million in
new investment now in Sandals to add 130 rooms in
addition to those existing. Sandy L ane added nine holesin
golf and carried mgjor refurbishment, nearly every magor
hotel in this country, and the small ones, particularly those
in the south, Mango Bay in Holetown - mgjor tourism
investment not seen in Barbados for a long time is being
undertaken, and the Honourable Member as usud, ‘as he
does with agriculture, can pooh pooh all of that and tell
you that nothing is happening in this country.

This is 1994. All of those investment?are going to
produce jobs in the tourism sector, which iswhy | am in
this House. | am not in this Houseto get in any imbroglio
with anybody over their understanding of the word
"diametrically” or their viewpoints about the appointment
of anybody. If the peoplein St. John sent me to do that,
they can send somebody el se, becausel do not do that kind
o thing well.

Aside.

Hon. D. J. H. THOMPSON: They can, if they prefer
that kind of debate, but | know better than that. Maybe you
do nat, that is why you are carrying out this exercise in
here today and are so misguided about your role as a
parliamentarian. But | have noillusionsor delusionsabout
my role as a parliamentarian. My job is to continue to
ensure that those policies which are going to bring
economicadvancement to thiscountry, particularly policies
in the tourism sector which are going to be advantageous
to investors, both domestic and international, are carried
out. | want to focus on that, and | am saying to you, Mr.
Speaker, that after dl we have been through, after al of the
difficult economic and socia problems, to come to this
sorry past in this particular debate is something that | just
cannot understand. | cannot work it out by any process, so
if | an battle wary or weary, it is because | redly do not
think that my time should be spent in seeking to resolve
those kinds of difficulties. | would hope that there is a
solution which transcends the difficulties of interpretation
and goes to much higher level.
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You have three outstanding paty members - | an
only speaking to the more recent departures, because | am
not a hypocrite, so al the other things you may say, the
supineand S0 on, the word "hypocrite”’ cannot comeout of
their mouths — but the three members who recently Ieft the
Cabinet are outstanding members o this Democratic
Labour Rarty, and so is the Prime Minister. They are all
persons who have given committed service to this country
in several fields of endeavour and therefore | would liketo
see al of them continue to serve the people of Barbadosat
the highest level wherever possible. That is something we
should belooking towards, and instead of peoplefomenting
the dissention and using this as an opportunity to make a
bed which they themselves are eventudly going to have to
lie down in, and they like they cannot work that out,
somebody is going to try another back door manoeuvre...

Aside.

Hon. D. J. H. THOMPSON: | do not want to wam
him, you see, because | do not want to pretend to be more
experienced than he is. Everybudy talks about when they
get into politics, but the Honourable Member for St. Peter
was in Jamaica when | got into palitics. | do not know
where you were, but | know he was in Jamaica. You were
now getting into the House, | think. There were mgor
fightsin the Lower Green Bus Stand. | was present with
my school bag on my shoulder trying to get home when
you were interrupting the City of Bridgetown. Anyway, |
appreciate your presence, as you know.

| redly wish, therefore, Mr. Speaker, that there was
a solution which could bring al of these persons back to
the kind of service which the public of Barbados would
anticipate is necessary and desirable, because you cannot
have thiskind of factionalismserving in the best interest of
thiscountry, particularly when there is S0 much we have to
achieve. | do not think anybody on this side needs to be
lectured on anything, everything has been thrown at us so
far. Corruption has been thrown a us, lack of mordity,
people have said that we have persona agendas, that we
prefer to draw ministerial saary than to return to our
professions, which the public of Barbadosdoes not seem to
realise are more lucrative. The Honourable Member for
Christ Church South should tell them. It has aso has been
said that we are the worst class, last class citizensd this
country who are unable to take principled positions, but |
am no less principled in taking the position | have taken
than anybody elsein here. | an taking this position because
| do not understand. That is a vdid reason. | have not lost
my principles and | know that tomorrow | will read about
Attila the Hun, Mussolini, Hitler, Stalin and all of them
that they would like to compare me to, because| have sad
that my party's interest and the nationd interest are
coincident. | would also say that your party's interest and
the nationd interest are by and large coincident. It is just
that the system of democracy we practise is such that we

cannot rule together, but even when we cannot rule
together we co-operatein here. Not enough membersdf the
public come to see that there is a level o nationd
co-operation which obtainsin this House, when people of
integrity can discuss matters dispassionately, 0 everybody
rushes down in here to see political blood flowingin the
streets. That is what | am sent to this House to defend. As
| said, | could as well then stay home, if thisis what the
level of the politica debate has to come to, and this
exercise, thisgladiatorial contestin which peopleare being
pilloriedand punched on both sidesis what the exerciseis
about, then it is not worth it. | am saying to you, Mr.
Spesker, that one does not need to lecture anybody on this
side about the principles of morality, of commitment, and
whether we are taxing a stand which isin the best interest
of the country or not.

| condder this debate, as | have said, to be a
monumental tragedy, an exercise in which the Demaocratic
Labour Rrty as a paty has nothing to gain from the
exercise, in which the Barbados Labour Rarty, and
particularly its leader, have nothing to gain from this
exercise, in fact everything to lose in the future, whenever
that misfortune should befall Barbados again, and that the
people of Barbados redly have nothing to gain in a
dtuation in which this country is coming out of a mgor
economic recession when the fortunes of this country are
being turned around by policies which make sense and
which. Mr. Speaker, you said | cannot enunciate here, and
I wish | had the opportunity, but between the co-operation
of the trade union movement, the Government and the
private sector, initiatives which are about to tun this
country around and weare being sidetracked by an exercise
which is of no virtueand has no national relevance,in my
view.

6.30 p.m.

All kinds of people are wagting their energy reading
up the Congtitution and giving a | kindsof fulminations and
wrong information, mixing up the public about what
Government is about, most of whom could not save a
deposit, even if they ran for a mgor political party and
most of whom could not cross the threshold of this
Parliament, but who nevertheless arrogate to themsdves
greater principles and integrity than anybody in this
Chamber.

| am concerned about that. | have put my position as
clearly as | think | cm put it. | hope that the Honourable
Members will be able to resolve these differences. | want
to make the clear position that | was not sent here to this
Chamber to participate in these exercisesand | hope this
will be the first and the last that | have to face in my
involvement in polities, If this is the route we have to
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go, then therewill not be that kind of placefor personslike
mysdf. | will not be supporting the Barbados Labour Party
on this or any other Resolution which they bring to this
House which is subversve o the nationd interest, which
issubversvedf the Democratic Labour Party and which is
generdly subversve of the interests of the people of
Barbados And that is whet this particular exerciseis about
and | condemn it once again as another political sham by
the Opposition and in particular by the Leader of the
Oppogtion, cdculated to cause disunity, nationd
disruption, to stop the progress which this country hes
mede, to embarass every sngle Member o this
Government, including those who are going to take
whatever pogtion they teke later on in the debate,
cdculated to bring down the indtitutions in this country,
cdculated to subvert what | condder to be ordely
government, al of those things, Mr. Spegker...

Mr. SPEAKER: Did you say subvert Mr. Spesker? |
want to be clear if you said "subvert Mr. Spesker".

Hon. D. J. H. THOMPSON: No. | said "subvert” the
Government. | didn't say "subvert Mr. Spesker". Mr.
Spesker, Sir, you could never be subverted, not on a matter
likethis. I.know that you and | aread idem about whet this
particular exerciseis about.

| am going on to sy that | have worked out in my
mind that thisis an exercise which isintended to do all of
those things. Because of that | cannot support it. It is an
exerciseintended to pit political foes againgt eech other on
the outsde of this Chamber. It is an exercise which is
amed a dowing the economic progress which is being
made. It is an exercise to distract the nationd debatefrom
issues of substance to trivia, gossip and rumour, dl of
those things. That is what this debate is about.

Though some are trying to pretend thet they areon a
high road, | know that a the end of the day thet they are
like the pond water which the Honourable Member for the
City spoke of. Their minds in this particular debate are
motivated by motives which | consider not to bein the best
interest of this country.

With those few words, | want to meke it dear | will
not be supporting the Resolutionand | take my seat an that
note with the hope, Mr. Speeker that the Resolution of this
particular conflict will be speedy and that the interest o
Barbados will be served a the end of the day.

Hon. P. M. GREAVES. Mr. Spesker, | join this
debate with reluctance and for that reason, Sir, | will be
very brief. | cannot think of adebatethat | would want less
to be in quite honestly then this one and that is so for
perhaps two principa reasons.

One. This debate is aout impugning the integrity of
someone who has been our colleague for many years,
someone that you have known well for close to 40 years,
and the second reason is that | do not believe that a person
d the ature of a Prime Minigter ought to be the subject
d a Resolution of this kind unless for redly very grave
(and | will develop that later on) reasons more fundamenta
in my opinion than those that have been advanced here
today. Thet is my opinion, Sir. We have got to be gble to
treat ingtitutions with greater dignity and greater respect
then | believe that we have been treating those ingtitutions
over the padt severd years, particularly over the past 4-8
years.

| said the Prime Minister was my colleague for many
years That is0. He joined the Cabinet when | wes dready
a Member of the Cabinet in 1967. We sojourned through
the Senate. We have sojourned through the House o
Assembly. We entered the House of Assambly at the same
time for the first time. The HonourableMember for Christ
Church Wes dso came into the House on thet particular
occason and the Member for St. Lucy as well aso joined
the House an that occasion as well.

| have been a minigeria colleague of the Prime
Minister from 1967 until now, except for the period when
we did not control the Government. | an spesking for
mysdf and from my own observations and my own
assessment o a person and a person's character | cannot
sy that | have ever found him to be lacking in integrity.

That is my opinion, Mr. Spesker.

Theargument advanced hereto show lack of integrity
ae st out in the preamble to this Resolution. My
contention is that because a person's gatements do not
aways accord one hundred percent precision with what the
facts are it does not necessarily meen that thet person is
telling lies. | can give an example right here in this very
Resolution. | can say the Honourable Member for st. Peter
is tdling lies when he says here in a preamble that the
Boad in August 1993 gppointed the Chief Executive
Officer with the gpprovd o the then Minigter, contrary to
the provisons o the Act, the gppointee did not assume
office. Thisdoes nat accord with thefacts. | cannot sy the
Honourable Member is telling lies.

Thisis not me. In the first place the Board decided
in July 1993 but the gpprovd o the Minister has never
been communicated to the Board. It is July 1993. But
because that does not accord with the fact | cannot say the
Honourable Member is telling lies, that he has nointegrity,
Mr. Spesker, because it is sad agan tha the Prime
Minigter revoked the gppointments o the Board when in
fact it was done by the Honourable Member for St. Lucy.
How can we do this, Mr. Spesker?
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| have to be fair and this applies when it is said that
the Prime Minister revoked all the gppointments o all the
directors. Thereareinaccuraciesin here but inaccuraciesdo
not meen that whoever isrespongblefor itislying. | want
to meke this statement right now. | am going to spesk for
mysef. On the severd occas onswhen an gppointment was
discussed in relation to the filling of thet gppointment to
the Barbados Tourism Authority from the information |
hed, | did not then fed that the present Chief Executive
Officer was the mogt suitable candidatefor that postion on
that particular occason. Maybe even now. If the Prime
Miniser were to come and say thet | was diametricdly
opposed to that | cannot say thet that would not be telling
the truth. That is for me. | expressed my opinion in his
hearing, & hisresidence, in hisoffice and that has been nmy
opinion. I amn not removing from tha. | am not
withdrawing one word of what my impresson wes about
that particular set o circumgtancesat that time It may
even continueright now. So we have to be careful how we
attempt to impugn the character of people and & the same
time use those set of circumstancesto say that you are
going to bring a Resolution for the revocation of the
postion o a Prime Minigter.
6.40 p.m.

Now, Sir, where do we sand on these particular
issues?| cannot agreewith that. | cannot in my conscience
support thet. | said just now, Mr. Speaker, that | do not
think we aretresting our ingtitutionswell enough. We have
an office o Prime Minigter. Let us respect the office of
Prime Minigter but | am not sure thet thisis precisely what
we are doing.

A Prime Miniger, in my view, should only be
removed from office in this way if he has been taking
bribesor if he has committed some crimind offence. What
| am trying to say, Mr. Spesker, is, it should be a matter of
a vay grave nature, omething akin to what one would
expect - the remova o judges cannot be donein a light
way. It has to be somewhat &kin to that then. To removea
judge from the High Court, he can only be removed for
misbehavior. Someone would have to bring a resolution
detailing that misbehavior of that particular High Court
judge. My view is, Sir, that the remova of someone from
theofficed the Prime Minister, that person should only be
removed for reasons smilar to what one would bring
againg a High @urt judge.

Aside.

Hon. P. M. GREAVES: Yes, that too. | sad &kin to
what would be brought againgt a High Court judge. If a
High Court judge goes off, dthough he has not
mishehaved, at the same time he cannot function properly.

Aside.

Hon. P. M. GREAVES. Bob Hawke? This is
different. They never had aresolutionin Parliamentagaingt
them. They did not. That is my view. | an expressing ny
view, Mr. Speeker, because there are mechanismsfor the
removd of a Prime Miniger. The people remove them
when they are nat operating in their interest. It hgppens
often. Mr. Barrow was removed, the Honourable Member
for Chrigt Church South was removed and if we hgppen to
live long enough, the time will come when that particular
Prime Minigter will beremovedtoo. Thatis the essenced
democracy and that is wha | believe in. But | do not
believe in this particular way of handling any particular
meatter.

For these reasons, Mr. Spesker, | said | would speak
briefly. | will stop here because this Resolution cannat,
with the reasons | have advanced here this afternoon, get

my support.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: Mr. Spesker, we have heard this
debate so far Since this morning. As | get up to participate
and state my postion, | an minded that in one of the
newspapers today there was a listing. As | looked at the
categories, it had attending, spesking, voting. On the
quedtion o attending a my name they had a question
mak. Wdl, Sir, you know that it has been sad thet if it is
one plece | iike to be it is in Parliament. But they hed a
guesion mak as to whether | would attend. On the
question of spesking there was another question mark.
Weéell, Honourable Memberson that side, at |east, have sad
thet if it can be gpoken on | usudly will get aword in. But
the newspapers had two question marks But on the
question of voting, Sir, they said that | would vote It is
remarkable. They were nat able to contact me but they
knew that | would vote.

Let me establish a the outset that | an goingto vote
againg the Resolution.

Aside.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: Sir, you notice that you did not
hear the Honourable Member for the City at all. Every
Meamber spoke and you did not hear the Honourable
Member for the City. As soon as the Honourable Member
for St. Michael West gets up the Honourable Member for
the City comes to life. The Honourable Member for the
City knowsthat I will defend the Democratic Labour Party
because | do nat have to spoend alot of time outlining my
position in teems of the Democratic Labour Party. Itisone
o the worgt kept secrets thet | have given, as one o ny
colleagues said, my soul to the Democratic Labour Party.

| was vay moved when | heard the Honourable
Member for S. John articulating today the symbiotic
relationship between the party and the country. There are
many persons in this country, | cal them opinion
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makers, who have become self-opinionated but who
fortunately have the privilegeof expressing their opinionin
such a manner as to influence others on an amost weekly
basis. They make the mogst outrageous statements, some of
them danderous, defamatory, and they get away with it
even if on a short-term basis, and they influence the
community into a certain shark-feeding pattern. That
shark-feeding pettern as it applies to politicians, is
somethingthat anyone who has been in politicsfor aslong
as say, the Honourable Member for Christ Church South,
will recognise that it goes from season to season, in and
out.

Aside.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: As the Honourable Member is
saying, Sir, thisis the in-season on the politiciansand this
is probably as it should be. As Barbados is identified as a
place desirable to live, it is proper that we should be able
in our Parliament, and outside, especially outside to have
a discussion about the governance of this country in a
manner that assists the rest of the country to understand
that we live in a democracy. Mr. Spedker, there is no one
Member on this side who is not my friend. Thereis not a
single Member on this side who is not my friend, as Your
Honour has been my friend. Now that the Honourable
Member for St. Michadl Central is on that side | have to
sy thereis at least one Member of that side who is my
friend, at least one. The Honourable Member for the City
and | have a symbiotic relationship which in the words of
the Honourable Member for St. John is not the business of
this House. The Honourable Member for the City would
not deny that, Sir.

6.50 p.m.

It isimportant that we understand the position of my
colleagueswho are sitting behind here. My colleagues who
sit behind here are not straw persons. These are persons
who have made and are making a significant contribution
to the development of thiscountry. They fedl therefore, and
correctly S0, that they have aright to be taken serioudy in
any matter to which they put their hands, their heads and
their minds. They are bona fide members of the
Democratic Labour Party and they have a right to feel
aggrieved if the machinery of the Democratic Labour Party
has not worked, as they perceiveit, in a manner that is
suitable to them.

| regret — and here | part company with them - that
for whatever reason they felt ableand they felt it necessary
to assist some of the blood suckers in this country into
believing that the Democratic Labour Party had a blood
lust and they were spilling the blood, certainly the politica
blood, al over the Floor of the House of Assembly. But |
understand it, because for the last few weeksin particular,
| was in Belize and | came back and found that ny

colleagueson thisside of the Chamber and = not that side
of the Chamber — were at loggerheads and difference o
opinion on the issue of what took place in a particular set
of circumstances.

Mr. Speaker, it is well accepted that any two persons
who observe the same set of facts will have two different
versons o thosefacts. It is well understood that the use of
language creates problems among the best learned people
in the world. Witness the fact that even in the highest
courts you have the same set of facts put before that
highest court and three judges would come down on one
side and two on the other.

Itis not a mortal sin for two peopleto misunderstand
a dtatement. If the Prime Minister says that the Honourable
Members were diametrically opposed to anything and the
Honourable Membersfed that they were not diametrically
opposed, & at startsafeud. | took the troubleof examining
"diametrically opposed. | could not understand it. |
honestly could not understand what the war was all about.
As | think the HonourableMember for Christ Church-East
Central said, that was the crux of the cause.

These Honourable Members have been angry with
this Honourable Member, Sir. Do you know what upsets
me? There are peoplein this country who believe that we
do not have theright to get angry at al. But in the Church
they get angry with one another, weekly. Why cannot we
in the political party get angry sometimes? But the Fourth
Estate, bless it, in pursuit of its legitimate cause to sell
papers will promote, with or without cause, the smallest
possibility of area feud. Thishad all of the makingsd a
proper feud. "Sandi". The mere mention of "Sandi" brings
gristles in the throats of a number of people who are the
opinion makers in Barbados. They say "Sandi lied to the
people”. "Sandi and the Dems tell more lies than were ever
told to the people of this country for al the generations
before." The Honourable Member knows about lies, Sir, so
if she saysit is true, she knows what | am saying is true.

They said that the Democratic Labour Party took the
people to damnation and they wereled blindly by the white
haired, "can't dress' Sandi. They said al manner of things
and then they started looking around and said "let us ded
with them, the Dems, in the Fourth Estate”. The working
press in this country is, generaly speaking, Sir, a good
press. Barbados, generdly speaking, has literate
newspapers. But there are some people who write whose
contribution or whose mgjor attribute is to make sure they
know as little about what they are writing as possible and
to write in as deep a manner asis possible.

| have read an article, for example, that 86% o it wes
quoting from other newspaper articles. But that passes, in
Barbados, as deep comment. | have no problem with that.
| read everything. | read the Lockhorns. | read the
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comic strips. | read the newsand | even read the Barbados
Labour Party column because in thet there is a measure o
potentia earnings. | read Cou Cou.

The ordinary people this night, in their homes, are
shaking. Thereare thousandsof peoplein this country who
arewonderingwhet isgoing to happen because to take one
Editorid, "Judgement Day" is upon us - the Apocaypse.
That is what we have today. The people o Barbados are
out there wondering, tdephones humming, "Have yau
heard anything yet, have they voted yet?* Mr. Spesker, the
number of old women who cdled me - | know they are
old, Sir, because | know them. The young people tel me
al kindsof things— to say "God go with you today, | hope
you dl dothe right thing." You know what | am spesking
about because | know there is not an Honourable Member
in here, certainly on this Sde, and | believe on that Sde
who did not have calls, because today hes been built into
aclimax. They say it is the most important debate Snce
Independence. What utter rubbish. It isan important debate
but in this House, since | have been hereand | have bemn
here for a vary long time and plan to stay for just as long
- unless you call eectionstoo soon - | have been in here
in debates. | have seen a debate when the Honourable
Member for Chrig Church West brought down to this
House legidation - the 1981 Adminidrative Justice Act. |
sav not a single one of the persons who write. But thet
legidation was mammath legidation, because it gave the
ordinary people in this country an opportunity to question
the Government. It said, among other things, that when a
public functionary makes a decison in this country they
have to give reasons in 14 days or ese Thet is
monumenta legidation. That is the mogt far-reeching
legidation in the world. | did not reed that it wes
"Judgement Day". You did not reed anything likethat, Sir,
because those important matters which have transformed
this country, by the two man political parties in this
country, into the quality that we have get dmost no natice.
What gets naticed is when we are biting out each other's
throats. "Taitt is a thief!" That is headlined. Hear tham in
the highways and bywayd "You hear how much money
Taitt cah way?'

700 p.m,

Aside.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: The Honourable Member asked
me sotto voce if | amdtill debatingit. Yes That iswhy we
cannot broadcagt these debates, Sir, because there are
people who put information out knowing it not to be true,
but they know it can do political damage. The Opposition
hes a legitimate quest to get the Government at al codts. |
would meke bold to say that wha | know of the
Honourable Membersover there- and some o them have
been around for a long time, some too long - they are
unlikey to try to get the Government by illegitimate
means | would say that for them. They are going to try

every possble political means to bring this Government
down, especidly the three who are over there now. The
Honourable Member for Christ Church South is a past
meder a old tactics and how to bring down the
Government. You will notice thet they are not spesking
today, Sir. Asfar as they are concerned, the runs have been
knocked off, so they have achieved their objectives,
because they fed that the Democratic Labour Party has
somedull choppers chopping up oneanother and the blood
is running down the well of Parliament. Sir, it is not quite
50, because they have atacked not only the Prime Minigter,
they have atacked the party, and those of us who are
committed to the Democratic Labour Party are not goingto
be moved by a couple of dull choppers. You have to take
our heads and cut them completdly off. You haveto cut off
our politica heads for ever. You cannot come in here and
medy atack the Prime Miniger by saying his
menagement gtyle is bad. All the Prime Minigers o
Barbados have hed bed management styles. Everybody now
forgets thet the late Errol Barrow got up in here and made
decisons on the Hoor of the House and then told his
Cabinet. Everybody, except them, forgets that Tom Adams
mede many decisonsdf which they were totdly unawere
The Honourable Member for Christ Church Wegt |€ft the
Cabinet because of matters... | am not going to bring up
the dead. The Honourable Member told me he left the
Cabinet. | accused him in here of being fired and he told
me no, it is not true, he left. Now heis telling me he did
not leave. Well, he got fired then.

Mr. H. deB. FORDE: Sir, the Honourable Member
must not misrepresent the position. | would like to get the
record straight. The podtionis that | served in the Cabinet
d Barbados for five years. There was a dissolution d
Parliament and | was not back in the Cabinet.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: A mm o such diginction, one
of thefinest lawyers, was ableto beleft out of the Cabinet.
Let us leave that, Sir.

Aside.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: The Honourable Member is
saying they hed so much tdent that he could afford to be
left out. He told me he asked to stand down. | am not
discussng him now, Sir, | am discussing the management
syle.

Sir, I havedisagreed with the Prime Minigter on more
then one occasion. The Prime Minister will tell you that.
Oned the things | can tell you that Y our Honour will not
hear, or anybody elsein here or outside will not heer ever,
is what | sad or what any o ny colleagues sad in
Cabingt. You cannot hear that from me, Sir. Let me say'|
have disagreed with the Prime Miniger an numerous
occasons. Anybody who believes that that is supine,
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then | am supine. That is no problem, Sir. Anybody who
bdieves | have no tegticles, check it. | do not have a
problem. That iswhet they say, that we on the Front Bench
ae supine, we have no tedticles. We do not have ay
women over here, 0 | will assume that they meen
everybody. And a number o other things insulting,

disgusting things they say about us

| do not have to come here tonight, Sir, and lay out
a record o my service. | have been functioning for the
people of Barbedos for over 35 years and ny record is
there. If | have to come and spdll it out in a debate like
this, | have a problem. So if there is anyone who knows
me who believes that | have o spine, write some more
editorias. | say 0. It may even be true. What | will sy is
this, that this Prime Minister has the foibles which other
great leedars of Barbados and esewhere have had, ad
peopleareto tell him from time to time that he is not right.
I have known him for over 25 years. | first met im when
| was functioning in New York and he was in the Cabinet
then. | am not going to go into great detail. Sufficeit to
sy that | still congder it acceptablefor me to remain in
his Cabinet, and | will continue to give im my advice. He
will teke that of it which he wantsand that which he does
not want he will discard. If | ever reach the point where he
and | havea differencedf opinion that is sufficient for me
to leave, | shdl leave. So thereis no mydery about it.

The Democratic Labour Party is something | have
defended from the time | started functioning esa part o it.
| respect my colleagues, both over here and behind there,
for ther views. | wish that | could bring to them the
understanding that | have, that whet action happens here
today will not only affect usand/or the Prime Minigter, the
action will affect alarge number of people acrossBarbados
who have put their trust in the Democratic Labour Party's
Government, led by us, based on how we have approached
them before, during and since. | bleed for those people, Mr.
Spesker, and therefore | gpeek for them, nat only the ones
in my constituency but across Barbados, becausethey come
from far and wide to have discussons and counsd from
me So | bleed for them that the Prime Minister, who has
the authority. . . and one of the misrepresentationsthet hes
been put out - | advised! thosewho till arein any doubt
to read the article that was written by Jeff Cumberbatch
which, in my humble view, is the right articulation of the
lav regarding the conditutiona pogtion o the
Governor-Generd. There is no discretion. When the
position is reached when the Prime Minister, acting either
outsded or within the context of adebatein here, advises
the Governor-Gengrd to disolve, the dissolution is
automatic. That is my opinion and | share it with Jeff
Cumberbatch. | sseRamsayhoye, he of great Privy Council
fame, has dso sad that. | an saying, therefore, that nmy
regret is that the Prime Miniger felt it necessary and/or
desrable to make that dissolution Statement. That is my

regret, but lest anybody should beieve that that is
something unusua, anyone who reads this paper here, the
London Times, need only go back - you could pick up any
copy o thisover the last 6 months and you will see that
Prime Miniser Mgor on more than one occason hes
threatened thet he is going to cal a generd eection. Of
course, there is not much o that sort of thing that is
caried in our locd newspapers - because of space, |
believe.

710 p.m.

Thethreat of a Prime Minister to call an dection is
a legitimate wegpon of a Prime Miniger. It is the only
weapon he has. He has to choose carefully when he is
going to threaten, because he has to get Some people to run
with him. A Prime Minister who is going to cdl eections
mus aso be able to garner enough people to win a
mgority and S0 if the Prime Minigter thregtens to cdl an
dection, | think he must have worked out that he hes
enough people. | look at them, Sir, and they look to me
like they can hande it, especidly with the old tired ones
over there.

Mr. Spesker, thet is only one aspect o it. | sharethe
view expressed by my colleaguewho just sat down thet the
Condtitution was not intended in this business of caling
what the Honourable Member for &. Joseph cdled the
impeschment. That is use of a word. This House has no
authority to impeach anybody. Impeachment forms part of
the conditutiona arrangements of the North Americen
system, but the Honourable Member for St. Joseph would
use the word "impesech” because he knows thet there is a
relationship between how people will hear "impeach” and
what they saw Nixon hed and they would see this as some
kind of trid.

Thisis no court. It isaways being suggested that this
is the highest court in the land. This is no court. Thisisa
political chamber. It does not have the power that the
Parliament in England has to send people to prison. It isa
good thing, too, otherwise Tom Adams would have locked
up 0 many people. If this hed the power to send peopleto
prison, the Barbados Labour Party the last time they hed
the Government, would have locked up dl o us The
present Leeder of the NDP should confirm that he was on
the lock up list by Tom Adams

Asides.

Hon. B. M. TAI'IT: Ak the security forces if they
didn't send to sy that we brought the men in here who
snatched Tom Adam’s Speech.

Asides.

Mr. SPEAKER: Too far wide o the mark.
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Asides.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | was more man than you. | am
not going to get into a row with the Honourable Member
about who was more man. The Honourable Member did
not have any lot of standing up time with Tom Adams.

Asides.

Mr. SPEAKER: | am not permitting that kind of
argument.

Asides.

Mr. SPEAKER: | mugt sy .to you that the
Honourable Member sitting in his seat is making asides.
Asdes are not part of wha this debate is about. | an
asking the Honourable Member to ignore those asides and
proceed.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | will try toignorethem, Sir. The
point I am making, Sir, is that this Parliament is not a
Court. This Parliament is a political chamber and political
issues are to be discussed in here It is proper if the
Honourable Members on that side feel that they can get a
political victory by bringing a No-Confidencemotion, and
if other Honourable Membersfeel they want to support it,
thet is proper; but | think it iswrong to midead the people
of this country to give them the impression that this is
somemassve triad in which somebody is being impeached.

What is happening is that there is a Mation of
No-Confidenceagaing the Prime Minister. There are three
charges. One, that he misused his office. The Honourable
Membershave not produced any evidence. The Honourable
Members have said = and thisis the only charge as far as
| am concerned that is sufficiently serious to warrant
examination - that the Prime Minister telephoned
somebody. The Honourable Members over thereknow that
in a court of law they would never have gone saying that
anybody telephoned anybody and offered it as evidence.

| have no doubt that the Prime Minister would be able
to respond to thet. They say the Prime Minister called up
and usad his tremendous powers to persuade somebody to
withdraw from applying for a position. | have no doubt the
Prime Minister will respond to thet.

. TheHonourableMember said that the third thing wes
- | don't want to misgquote them, Sir = the drastic misuse
and abused the powers of the Prime Minigter. The Prime
Minister only occupiesa critica position... Oh, and he put
the credibility of the office of Prime Minister on theline.
Credibility is based, according to the Honourable Member,
on the Prime Minigster saying that they were diametrically
opposed and the others saying they were not diametrically
opposed and they all set out their position.

Diametricdly, Sir, means on the opposite side of. It
is like a diameter, one on one end and one on the other. 1
think thet the Prime Minister can ded with whether he
perceived they were diametrically opposed or not, and |
think the Honourable Members have dready put their
position. The Honourable Members have indicated what
ther positionwasas Ministers. Thereisa misunderstanding
however in the Law.

Now, | have to make my postion clear. | dways
thought and my colleagues know that | dwaysthought thet
the Tourism Authority legidation was foolishness because
al it sought to do was to remove power from the people
through the political process and give it to some other
people who do not have to face the peoplefor polls.

| an saying that the sysem we have requires
politiciansto be in charge of policy because politiciansare
accountable to the people. There is no one in Barbados
who can be appointed to a Board by a palitician who is
accountable to anybody but the Cabinet or the Parliament.
But all of us paliticians are accountableto the people.

Mr. SPEAKER: The Honourable Member's time is
up.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: Let mefinish it.
Mr. SPEAKER: Complete your sentence.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: The people of this country elect
politicians and therefore the politicians should have the
power to make the decisionsand when they don't make the
right decisions the people will remove them. The Touri sm
Authority created mogt of the difficulty we have becausein
the old sysem the Minister used to be involved in the
decison making, but in the new system the Minigter is
supposed to approve, and appointment is not complete until
the Minister has approved. The old convention of bringing
it to the Cabinet was in the system.

Perhapsif the Honourable Members over herefelt as
| did, the question would not have arisen because they
would have made the gppointment as in the end the Prime
Minister made the appointment and there would have been
no question about if the Cabinet had approved or not. The
Cabinet has no locus in the whole matter. It is for the
Minister to decide. | am not going to get involved in trying
to defend a matter that is not defendable, Thank you, Sir.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: Mr. Speaker, Sir, | believe |
would be faling in my duty if | did not meke a
contribution in this debate. | have been around here for
many, many years and | regard this Resolution and this
debate today as a debate which raises profound issues
about our sysem of government.
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| resent therefore the puerile charges by the
Honourable Member for St. John that this Resolution is a
Resolution that has been inspired by some kind o
shammed behaviour on the part of the Opposition. It isa
greet pity that a person who is arelative noviciatein here
should seek so early in his career to display such total and
absolute irresponghbility and ignorance about the
fundamental matter of accountability of the executive to
Parliament.
7.20 p.m.

We have sat here and seen the most scathing
indictment of the Prime Minister, not from this side but
from that sde. The consequence of that must be that we
are here in Barbadosin a position in which we are being
governed by a politicd party whichisin disarray. Anyone
with a knowledge of our sysem o Government would
recognise immediately that the people of Barbados are the
ones who will suffer from the incapacity of the political
machinery to function effectively. If we had any doubt
about that, we only haveto listen to the words of the same
Honourable Member for St. John for he is on record as
having said publicly that the turmoail is such that he is
battle weary and he holds an important post of Minister of
Finance.

We have others who have said that this disarray, this
profound disagreement and lack of confidencein the Prime
Minigter is such that they are forced against ther
conscience to do something that they would never have
thought they had to do. Now, | just ask you, Mr. Speaker,
to consider this. Obvioudy the wounds that have been
inflicted by the conduct of the Prime Minister on his own
party are so great and S0 grievous that they have been
forced to be in that position. That is a very serious matter,
Sir, an exceedingly serious metter.

Everyone knows that there must be checks and
balances upon the utilization of power. | would hate to
think that any Prime Minister in Barbados would be so
misguided as to believe that because he has been vested
with the officedf Prime Minister that he can use the power
derived from that office to ride roughshod over the views
and opinions of everyone. That is the basis of the
accusation that the Honourable Members from his own
paty have madein heretoday. Thisis not the Opposition
creating thee facts. They are the members of the
Democratic Labour Party creating these facts. They are
telling us how they feel about the way in which the Prime
Minister carries out his office as Prime Minister and how
he exercises his power.

Sir, they aso told us that within the councils of the
paty they had norelief, thet despiteall of ther efforts they
were unableto find any mechanism within the party to vent

their legitimategrievances. Now, if ever Parliament wasthe
proper forum for them to come in these circumstances, it
cannot be doubted that this is the proper forum. Thisisa
Resolution brought in the right place at the right time by
theright people. It isthefunction of the Opposition where
they see that the Government is in tota disarray...

Aside.

Hon. H. B. & JOHN: | want to remind the
Honourable Member who does not have the courage to get
up on hisfeet that he himsdf at the vy has on more than
one occasion complained about the conduct of the Prime
Minigter. The HonourableMember islikea small fish. You
throw alittle bait at him and he snaps at it except this bait
happens to be the currency of the realm.

Now, Sir, the podtion is that we wish to emphasize
that we cannot stand idly by and not bring these mattersto
the attention of Parliament.

Now, Sir, 1 want to deal in some detail with the
proposed amendments because in truth and in fact, thereis
no great challengeto the substanced the preambleand the
grounds as set out in the Resolution of the Honourable
Member for St. Peter. Thereis absolutely no doubt that the
appointment of the Chief Executive Officer of the Barbados
Tourism Authority was carried out in stch a manner as to
be the mgor cause of the dissention within theranks o the
Government and that is a politica matter. There cannot be
any doubt ‘about that because it is quite legitimate for the
Honourable Members who held the posts of Minister of
Tourism to feel that the manner in which they were treated
was very dissmilar to the manner in which the Prime
Minigter treated the appointment.

All of them said that they regarded it as part' of the
conventionfor them to take to Cabinet for the approva of
Cabinet their approval of therecommendationof the Board.
But, as one of the Honourable Members was a pains to
point out, that when it came to the point when the Prime
Minigter, and the Minister of Tourism, was informing
Cabinet that the form and substance of what took place,
was that he took it for noting.

7.30 p.m.

In other words, they are saying, quite clearly, that in
this area of activity the pattern of behaviour that vas
exhibited by the Prime Minister was totdly different from
what he expected of them. That is a serious matter. You
are dedling with the heart of the mechanismsof how the
Cabinet Government is to operate.
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If the Prime Minister finds himsdf in the positionin
which his colleagues, as is evidenced by his speeches, fed
so drongly about the matter, not only that they have
resigned but S0, judging from their speeches, the wounds
they have are so deep that they are prepared on the Hoor
of this House to stand up and be counted.

It is no use the Honourable Member for St. Michael
West saying that the problem in this matter is a difference
of verbiage. That is not aquestion of verbiage. That is not
a question of disagreement between one position and
another position, as some Membershereare trying to point
out. Thisisadeep-seated matter. The HonourableMembers
8 men have been a pans to point out that they are
prepared to let this matter pass. But the Right Honourable
Prime Minister challenged their integrity by going before
the nation using such expressions as to indicate to the
nation that they were rebellious and diametrically opposed
to the appointment of the Chief Executive Officer. In other
wordsthey openly said to themselves, having regard to that
broadcast, as far as | am concerned, either | am a liar or
thePrimeMinigter isaliar. That is exactly what they said.
That is the gist and the pith of what they said.

The Prime Minister, by his speech, forced his own
members to be in that invidious position. What is an
Opposition to do in those circumstances? We would be
redundant, usdless, irrdlevant if we did not seize upon that
opportunity to bring before the public and Parliament the
serious Situation in which the governing party finds itsdlf.

How can you have a Prime Minister operating in the
officedf PrimeMinister when hisown members are saying
that heisaliar. That is the problem. That is the crux o
what we have to deal with. He had full opportunity, within
the Councilsof his Party to say "I disagree with that."

Mr. SPEAKER: | have to caution the Honourable
Member never, a any point, did | hear the Honourable
Member use that term.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: What term Sir?

Mr. SPEAKER: A liar. That the Prime Minigter isa
liar in his speeches. | have never heard that term used in
here.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: The words that the Honourable
Members over there use give me the distinct and absolute
impression that they are saying that it was either he wasa
liar or they wereliars. As a point of fact, the Honourable
Member for St. James South said that he was forced to be
in a position to protect his reputation because he felt, after
he heard it that the people would get the impresson that
either he was a liar or the Prime Minister was aliar. What
are we talking about?

Mr. SPEAKER: That is nhot my interpretation because
the Rules of the House do not suggest that a Member can
call another Member that. No matter how you put it, you
are saying to them that that is what they say.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: | am making it abundantly
clear, in my capacity a a Parliamentarian, that this
Resolution and the speeches that are made indicate
abundantly clear that one of the issuesthat we havein this
country is whether we have a Prime Miniger who,
independent of hisown Members, has conducted himsdf in
such away that they say that he is accusing them either of
being aliar or heisaliar. That is what | say.

Mr. SPEAKER: Yau have..

Hon. H. B. St. JOH\ The point is that you sad in
your opinion but you did not say that they said that. | am

accepting what you say.

Hon. H. B. St. JOHN: | say thisis the way we see
this thing, Sir. This a No-Confidence Motion and | sat in
here and | listened to the Honourable Members on the
Government side the backbenchers say that they were |eft
with the distinct impression, having heerd the broadcadt,
that the Prime Minister was saying that they wereliarsand
they felt that they hed to do something. They tried to use
the vehicle of the machinery of the Party and they could
not make use of it. Thisis not atrivid matter. It isavery,
very serious matter. We must look at it in that light.
Barbadosis not the only country in the world. This debate
is taking place againgt the background of the scrutiny of
our colleaguesin CARICOM, in the Commonwedth and
indeed, since we are pat of the machinery of world
ingtitutionsagainst that background too. It isagravecharge
to make and | made it publicly, not only in this House
Despite the fact that that was made publicly, with d| the
gravity, no attempt was made, as | underdand it, by the
Prime Minister and his colleaguesto try and to cadm down
the Situation.

Weare in here now and we are the but of abuse for
doing our duty, in this matter. | want to make it clear, Sir,
my sudy of Conditutiona History, congitutiona law
indicatesvery clear to me that the greatest check againgt an
autocrat, againg a dictator is a virile and active public
opinion. Prime Ministers and others must understand that
they have to be able to get dong with their colleagues.
They have sometimes to give way to the view of ther
colleagues. | served in a Cabinet for 10 years and,
obvioudy you have occasionsin which the Prime Minister
would wart to have his own way. But | will tell you this,
there was never an occasion in which the Prime Minigter
could behave in the manner in which the Honourable Prime
Minister behaved in. Never, never, never.
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Let us look a the precedents and you will see
discussion. You argue it out and when you cannot dedl
with it on a political level, you take it over to Roebuck
Street and you go there and see if you can get the notional
Executive trying to come up with a consensus. It mugt be
something very deep-seated that this issue has arisen over
such athing as an appointment to a post.

Why isit - only the Prime Miniger can tdll us, thet
hefelt it so vitdly necessary to have his will in this?| do
not undersand it. A Boad is to go because of this
ingstenceand hisown will. That leads meto the view that
he redlly is autocratic because he believes that if he does
not get his omn wey al o the time, then something is
wrong with him. Because big men sometimes know when
to back back. You back back on this occasion because you
know there will be other occasions when more important
metters will arise and you will want your owvn way. Thet
is something the Prime Minister mugt tell us What is the
magic about this whole Situation, about this gppointment
that he must place his own politicd future in the
Democratic Labour Party in jeopardy? Do not let anybody
fool you. The Honourable Members on the other Sde are
deeply worried about this Resolution. There are Members
d their own Party of long standing who say thet they are
going to vote for the Resolution and againgt the
amendment. They are going to vote for the Resolution
againg the amendment.

7.40 p.m.

Now, Sir, | just want to illustratethis point about the
vaue in ademocracy o the power of public opinion and
the vibes that your colleagues have that you mug takeinto
account. Mrs. Thatcher. Everybody who hes studied her
period of time as Prime Minister of the United Kingdom
will recall that shewasalady that hed built up areputation
for wanting to have her own wey all the time, for bettling
to get her own way and for domineting and domineering
her colleagues and her Cabinet colleagues. The Prime
Minister said he is a big student o politica science and
history. | have no doubt about thet. He should recall that
even shein the end hed to give way, for when her Deputy
resgned and mede the statements that he made about her
style and about her manner of dedling with her colleagues,
the other colleagues told her that she should save hersdf
from disgrace and not dlow a vote to come in Parliament.

| happen to know that the Prime Minigter has received
such advice from his own colleagues here, because they
know how the Honourable Members over there stray, but
the Prime Minigter is again demonstrating to us that as far
as heis concerned he mugt have hiswey dl of thetime, to
the point that he will carry his paty and himsdf to the
brinkofdestruction.

Thereisalittle phrase in the'book "The Foundations
o Law - Condtitutiond and AdminidretiveLaw" by S. A.

deSmith. It belongs to my friend, but | an sure he would
not mind meking it a document of the House. The pageis
176 on The Executive. They are discussing the question of
the power of the Prime Minister and they say this

"Diqquistions on the sovereignty o the Prime
Minister bear Some resemblanceto discussonsd the
sovereignty of Parliament. Parliament in its wisdom
might pass any number of gppdling Acts without
sepping beyond the limits of its conditutiona
authority, but somehow it does not regulaly
perpetrate grossabuses o its forma omnipotence. If
a Prime Miniger..."

and thisis the point,
"... were to behave in a preposterous manner..."
ligen to this,

"... he would lose credit among his senior colleagues
(who would resign if he hed not dreedy dismissed
them), in the country and in his party;"

Listen.

"such a combination will be fata to anyone but the
most reckless autocrat, and a reckless autocrat who
will neither resgn nor mend his ways mey haveto be
dedlt with by unconventiond and even extralegd
means.”

So, you see, the learned authors of this book did envisage
that it would be possiblein a country to have people who
would act in a reckless manner, and who would be s0
reckless that he would neither resgn nor mend his ways
and he would have to be dedlt with by unconventiond and
even extrarlegd means

Now, Sir, | want to ded with this matter in a
conventiona manner. | do not want to be forced, | do not
want the public to be forced into a podtion where they
want to force us to use extra-legal means. In other words,
if this Parliament does not summon the will to exerciseits
undoubted powers to put a brake upon the autocrat thet we
have, then, Mr. Speaker, you will be forcing the public to
sy we excuse you if you use extralegd means God
forbid, Sir. As we said, he has given no evidence so far
tha he wants to mend his ways Maybe when the
Honourable Member comes to spesk he will get in here
and sy to his colleagues that he is sorry, that he wants to
mend his ways, but it will be a mater for them if they
believe him. They have told us that they have uied ther
level best to give him that opportunity before and he wes
adamant thet he would neither resgn nor mend his ways
He is prepared to do something ese. He is prepared
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to threaten them that he would call an eection. What is
more, Sir, he is even prepared to take them to the law
courts.

Wéll, Sir, again in this same book, page 178:

"Again, it is sometimes said that the power of the
Prime Minister (acquired since the First World War)
to advise adissolution of Parliament without the prior
concurrence of his colleagues placesin his hands an
enormoudy potent wegpon to subdue restiveness or
crush rebel lion within the ranks. Here anal ogies with
nuclear weapons are relevant. They can be used, ..."

listen to this,
"... but the result is likely to be suicidal;.."
political scientists have dready predicted that.

"... hence threats to. use them may not dways be
teken serioudy. For a Prime Minigter overtly to
remind fractious or openly rebellious colleagues or
party backbenchers that he might fed obliged to
request a dissolution, the didoya being denied
officia party support at the ensuing General Election,
is seldom a wise move."

As Mr. Wilson was made to appreciatein 1967 and 19609.

"If the threat is carried out, the electorate may well
turn away from a party in disarray and put the
Oppostion in office; a pena dissolution is apt to
prove a boomerang and everybody knows this."

You see, Sir, when you sudy our system of
government you will understand theimportance of whet the
Oppostion is doing here today. We cannot sweep this
serious matter under the carpet. It is too grave a matter and
that is why, in conclusion, | condemn al of those who sit
there and make speechesto the effect that as far as they are
concerned the officeof Prime Minigter is such that among
its attributes he can do as he likes with his colleagues.
Only some o his colleagues, not dl d his colleagues.
Thank God in this country we have been able to produce
some that will let him know that there is a limit to his
power. Thank you, Sir.

7.50 p.m,

Rt. Hon. L. E. SANDIFORD: Mr. Speaker, recently
while addressing a group of journdists a a press
conference at Ilaro Court, | indicated that within the
general scheme o palitical life in Barbados, the concept
and redlity of a no-confidence motion congtituted a very
serious matter. | said then that such an issue, however
styled, and in spite of whatever whimsicd grounds it may
be predicated on, cannot be viewed lightly. | said so,

principaly because whenever this Honourable House is
called upon to sit in judgment of any of its membersor the
Government, particularly for their deeds and/or misdeeds,
it highlightsthe role o this institution as a body second
only in importance to the general electorate of Barbadosin
the assessment and determination of certain matters.

More than 35 years ago, | took a consciousdecision
that | would dedicateny life and my timeto the service of
the common man and woman in this country whose
resources helped to give me my education. | was in no
doubt, having emerged from among poor people in this
small community and knowing of the struggles which we
dl had to endure, that my particular misson would be
serviceto the masses through service in the public sector.

So nmy political career began some 28 years ago, and
for 27 of those years | have had the privilege of serving
continuoudy as a member of the Parliament of Barbados.
During that time, Sir, | have observed scrupuloudy the
Rulesof the Chamber, and have been very respectful to the
presiding officers, and | have sought to conduct mysdf at
dl times within the framework of the Standing Orders of
the Chamber. Motions of censure or no-confidence have
been brought against other membersin my time, but none
againg me. Thisis a novel experiencefor me, and | ask
mysdf what have | done to deservethis most extremeform
of treatment by some of the members of this Assembly.

| have dways, as far as may be humanly possible,
sought to implement my vison and the vison o mny
Government through pursuit of the cualities o
condderateness, even-handedness, fairness, sincerity,
honesty, integrity and truth. | reaffirm those qualities and
vaues now since they are integral and are 0 essentid for
good governance, for trust, for confidence and for
leadership, management and motivation.

Mr. Speaker,in al of my 28 yearsof public politica
life and service, indeed up until now, no man, woman, or
oppostion leader for that matter, has been &ble to
substantiate against me any charge of corruption, of lying,
of being unethica, or of any of the contemporary politica
accusations that we all seem S0 eager to daub political
leaders with.

| have dways been, and no doubt will dways be a
poor, civil, polite, humble, honest and fair person, loya to
the laws of Barbados and dedicated to the cause of the
poor, the underprivileged and the disadvantaged in this
country. My character has been my bulwark, my word has
been my bond. | have never had to use lies as a prop or
defence for my actions or for the positions| have taken.

Nor, Sir, does power fascinate me | believe tha
power and its extensons of authority and influence are
instruments to be used to advance the cause of people in
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a country. Prime Minigeria government, as a concept,
simply recognisesthe shift that hasevolved out of the 19th
century concept of liberal government. That is a fact no
redist can ignore.

Mr. Spesker, the interna hatred which my opponents
have alowed to build up in their mindsand hearts against
me have now led them, againgt all common sense and
againg all sensedf fairnessand equity to createout of their
own imaginings a tinsdled stage from which to nakedly
and unabashedly accuse me o lying to the people of
Barbados. So frudrated are they that they have not been
able to destroy me in other ways and bring down this
Democretic Labour Paty Government, that they have
turned to the sour note of trying to strip me naked o ny
integrity and standing in this community so that the people
o Barbados would lose heart and faith in me and the
Democratic Labour Party.

Let me tdl you, Sir, how | see this Mation o
No-Confidence. A mation d No-Confidence cannot but
have serious consequencesfor aPPrime Minister. The Prime
Miniger is "the prime miniger” in his government. Any
successful motion o no-confidencein the Prime Minigter
means a successful motion of no-confidence in the
Democratic Labour Paty Government. There is no
separation o theflock on this issue. My Government, like
dl the preceding governments o Barbados since the
introduction of the minigerid sysem o govemment, is
inextricably linked to the Cabinet, to parliament and to the
country by the doctrined collective responghility.

Mr. Speaker, | have never shied away from answvering
charges and dlegations againg me, if | know precisdy
what they are. My shoulders are broad, and | an never
afraid to accept responsbility for whet | do. But | want to
know what | an supposed to have done wrong. What are
the particulars, nature and gravity of the wrongs | have
committed that would merit any censure, and that would
merit thisgravest of censures, namdy that my gppointment
as Prime Minister should be revoked? Tell me, what have
| done to merit al of that? Have | committed some high
crime? Am | adrunkard? No! Have | incited someriot o
afray? Nol Have | committed grievous bodily harm,
assault or battery? Nol Have | committed the offence o
seeking to impede the gpprehenson or prosecution o
someone who has committed an arrestable offence? No!
Have | committed perjury or contempt of court? Nol Have
| committed treason, terrorism, sedition or arson? No!

Mr. Speeker, | have done none o these things, nor
aethey triablein this court o Parliament but rather in the
law courtsof thisland. What isit, | ask again, could | have
done that | should be brought in this manner before nmy
colleaguesand peersfor trid ?Why have these proceedings

been indtituted againgt me as though | am a common
crimind? And why, contrary to the maxims of justice,
some people have dready tried and condemned ne &
guilty even without a trid?

| am sure, Mr. Speaker, that history will be kinder to
me than the histrionics and polemics which my opponents
have brought to bear on thisissue, as God is ny guide and
judge, and nmy condtituentsof . Michad South and the
peopled Barbados, my supporters, my shield and buckler.

Today, Mr. Spesgker, | am faced with a Resolution
which seeks to invite this Honourable House to express
through votes that it has N0 confidence in me as Prime
Minister and that my appointmentas Prime Minister should
be revoked. As | see it, Sir, this Resolution represents
nothing but an opportunigtic attempt by the Leeder o the
Opposition and the Barbados Labour Party to exploit
differences of opinion and position between me and some
Members o my Government so that they may benefit at
our expense. But, let me, Mr. Spesker, get down to this
whimsicd, opportunistic Resolution which is riddled with
inaccuracies, and on the basis o these aoneit ought to be
dismissed.

In the first instance, the Resolution at paragreph 1 of
the second page states as follows and | quote:

"AND WHEREAS the Board in Augudt, 1993
appointed aChief Executive Officer with the gpprova
o the then Minigter responsible for Tourism, the
Honourable Member for the Condituency of <.
Michad West Central, and, contrary to the provisons
o the Adt, the appointeedid not assume office:™”

Mr. Speaker, nothing could be further from the truth.
The fact is that the Boad o the Barbados Touriam
Authority did not appoint a Chief Executive Officer of the
Barbados Tourism Authority with the approvd o the
Miniger! This amply did not hgpopenl No one was
gppointed by the Board! How could that have been when,
in fact, the process never reached the stage where the
proposed candidate was officialy informed, or where any
contract o service with the Board was ever signed? How
then, | ask, can anyone, leest of al me, be charged with
preventing any appointee from assuming office? Now, we
know who is committed to fact and who is committed to
fiction?
8.00 p.m.

How could the proposed candidate have been
prevented from assuming office, as the Resolution claims,
when the individud's services were never officidly
employed through instrument of contract, as the Ad
provides? So the charge by the Opposition that through rry
actions | directly or indirectly prevented an gppointed
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Chief Executive Officer from assuming officeis a blatant
untruth and should be dismissed for what it is.

Secondly, Sr, there are even more inaccuracies and
basdl ess misstatementsof fact. The Resolution states, and
| quote again:

"AND WHEREAS the gppointments of severa
directorsof the Board were thereafter smultaneoudly
revoked by the Right Honourablethe Prime Miniter,
as temporary Minister responsiblefor Tourism, before
the end o their period of gppointment, and other
persons were appointed to the Board.”

Let me set the record straight. | never appointed or
revoked any directorsof thefirst two Boards of the BTA.
| never did it either as Prime Minister or as acting Minister
of Tourism. In fact, Sir, the first Board of the Barbados
Tourism Authority was gppointed by the then Minister of
Tourism, the Honourable Member for St Michad West
Central, after consultation. After the Honourable Member
assumed responsibility for a new portfolioin the Cabinet
reshuffle of September 1993, the Honourable Member for
St Lucy assumed responghility for the Ministry of
Tourism. He, after consultation, revoked the appointment
of some, not al, of the membersof theorigina Board, and
in their place appointed fresh Directors to join those
remaining.

How on earth can a serious Opposition party, indeed,
how can any serious Opposition leader who claimsto be so
interested in truth, redly expect to distort the record so
blatantly, and then be taken serioudy? It is a frightening
thing, Sir, when an Opposition leader can be so willing to
bring such aResolution, riddled as it is with misstatements
and inaccuracies, before this Honourable Chamber in his
name. We redly mugt, in fact, question his commitment to
accuracy and fair play. It issmply not true to state thet |,
as any acting or temporary Minister of Tourism, did the
things | am accused of doing. It is just not true!

Agan, Sir, it is not true that the Board, properly
congtituted by the Honourable Member for St. Lucy when
he was Minister responsible for Tourism, gppointed any
person to be Chief Executive Officer of the BTA, as this
Resolution goes on to indicate. Mr. Cecil Miller was never
officidly appointed. As | understand it, and again the
member can correct me if | am wrong, his name was
recommended by the Board for appointment and the
Minister accepted the recommendation, but the process was
never completed. No ingructions were given for the
gentleman to be officially appointed! So that candidate was
not gppointed! He could not have assumed officel
Officidly he had no contract.

So dl of these allegations are false. They are based
on whimsicd, inaccurate and unsubstantiated evidence.

They are basdess. Now we know who is committed to the
truth. Now we know who is telling the truth and who is
telling lies.

But what is it that | am really being accused of, and
wha is the basis of the accusation? The unrdiable
Resolution goeson to say that in my addressto the nation
on May 18, 1994, | sad that the three Honourable
Ministers who resigned over the issue were diametrically
opposed to the appointment of the present Chief Executive
Officer of the BTA, and by 90 doing | fasdy imputed
actions to the former Ministers which, as the Resolution
says, were"contrary to the proven recordsof the Barbados
Tourism Authority in relation to the gppointment of the
Chief Executive Officer".

In other words, Mr. Spesker, that pat o the
Resolution is basicaly saying that through a statement
which | made, | either told untruths or sought deliberately
to midead, in relation to the process. At the outset, let me
sy that it has never been my style or my intention t
impute improper motives to any member of Government,
especidly any of my Ministerspresent or former. Y ou, Mr.
Speaker, would not dlow me to impute any improper
motive to any Honourable Member in this Chamber, since
that would be against the Standing Orders. But from time
to time | may respond to statements made on specific
issues, where | hold an aternate view.

Let me sy that those persons out there who are
banking on me to indulge in any assault on former
Minigtersof my Cabinet will be sadly mistaken. There will
clearly not be an agreement on all issues. There has to be
give and take and accommodation of positions. But where
it is impossible to agree with the Prime Minister or with
other members of the Cabinet, then one may choose to
resgn. Thereis no mystery about it.

| hold nothing persond against any member who
choosessuch acourse. It istruethat | an saddened thet the
ex-Minigters felt constrained to resign from the Cabinet. |
recognise the contribution which they, particularly the
former Ministers, have made to the management of this
country during one of its toughest socio-economic periods.
| commend ther efforts. | do not think that becaused their
disagreement with me on thisissue, or | had better put it
the other way, my disagreement with them, that their
efforts should be discounted.

Thefact is, 9r, that on the issue of the appointment
of a CEO at the Authority, | hed a difference of opinion
with my three former Ministers. But, Sir, my opposition
was mainly focussed on the actions of the two Boards o
Directors. | felt that in the circumstances these Boards were
not acting fairly or even-handedly. If | hed any red
difference with my Ministers on this issue, it wes based
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on my perception that they unduly limited their rolein the
gppointment process.

During September, 1992, the Egtablishments
Committee of the Board of Tourism conddered 16
applicants for the post of Director of Tourism and
recommended that the following four persons should be
interviewed for the position.

() Mr. Anthony Arthur

(2) Mr. Carl Hinkson

(3) Mr. Cecil Miller

(4) Ms Fath Marshatl-Harris.

Theinterviews never took place because of Government's
decison to restructure the entire Board of Tourism and
edablish, in its place, a new Touriam and Trave Authority
and Advisory Council, with the pogtion of Director to be
syled Chief Executive Officer with new responsibilities
being assgned.

8.10 p.m.

After the establishment of the Barbados Touriam
Authority, on March 15, 1993, the postion of CEO which
was cregted through the new Act, was advertised dmost
immediately. In this case 10 applications were received.
The Charman decided that the EstablishmentsCommittee
o the Boad should interview all o the applicants, and
those interviews were held on May 28, and May 29, 1993.
Of thexeinterviews4 persons were identified as potentid
candidates for the post; and besed on the Committeg's
views and assessments the following persons finished in
this order:

At number one was Mr. Harry Fisher, a sixty-three
year old retired ex-patriate who had worked in the trave
industry in Barbados for some time as Manager of Pen
American Airways

The person who placed second wes Dr. Hary
Eastmond, an Attorney-at-Law by professon and a trained
socid scientist by qudification.

In third place was Mr. Anthony Arthur, the then
Acting CEO and long-standing employee of 27 years
whosetraining was directly related to tourism managemernt,
marketing and related aress.

Fourth was Mr. Carl Hinkson, a former Acting
Deputy Permanent Secretary in the Ministry of Financeand
Economic Affairs, an economist by training who hed been
seconded to the Tourism Investment Corporation.

As | undergand it, Mr. Speeker, there was objection
to Mr. Fisher on grounds d age, | believe, in the full
Boad. Theredfter the Edablishments Committee
recommended to the full Board that it should undertake an

executive search to find a possble candidate for the
postion of CEO of the necessary calibre so as to provide
the resultsenvisaged by the Board. Nonedf the candidates,
apparently, appeared to be suitable to the Authority.

The Authority then requested the Barbados Indtitute
o Management and Productivity (BIMAP) to undertakean
executive search to find a candidate who met with the
Board's view of what was suitable. Coming out o thet
seach the Boad, acting on the advice of BIMAP,
recommended to the Minigter that Mr. Hudson Husbands,
who hed not originally applied for the position and who, at
thetime, sat as Director of the same, be gppointed as Chief
Executive Officer.

Mr. Spesker, | want you to undersand what isin fact
happening here. Mr. Hudson Husbands was a Director of
the Board which determined, in its wisdom, that none o
the candidates who were short-listed were suitable. That
Boad accepted the advice of BIMAP and recommended
oned itsfelow Directors, Mr. Husbands who, in fact, was
il an active member of the Board. A mogst questionable
Studion!

In addition, the ExecutiveDirector of BIMAP advised
the Authority that if Mr. Hudson Husbands were gppointed
CEOQ, it might be necessary for him to be given direct
assigance in the areas of managing changes in the
organizetiona dructure and humen resources o the
Authority. A Management Committee comprising the
Charman, one Board member, the Chief Executive Officer
and one senior member of gaff with skills in Humen
Resources Management would be desirable or necessary.

Yoau tdl me, Sir, how could |, as Prime Minigter and
Minigter respongblefor the Civil Service, and with arole
to play in mgor appointmentsat the highest level, nat have
a pogtion on this matter! | felt then, and | fed now, that
when a vacancy occursin any organizetion, and thereisa
quitably qudified, experienced and motivaeted candidate
within the organization, al things being equd, interna
promotion rather than external appointment should be
employed in the interest of gaff morde and indtitutiona
building.

| fet thet in Mr. Anthony Arthur, the acting CEO, the
organizetion hed a wel-qudified, experienced ad
motivated candidate. He met the prescribed qualifications.
He possessed the gppropriate skills, knowledge and
expertise. He hed risen in a career going back to 1971 to
the podtion of Deputy Chief Executive Officer. He hed
responded in avery professona way and imaginatively to
the request for the development of a specid marketing
programmeto energize the tourism sector with its spill-over
into the rest of the economy.
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It is standard public sector recruitment policy thet
preference is given to the principle of interna promation,
all things being equal. My view wes obvioudy not shared
by some body, such asthe Tourism Authority asprevioudy
condtituted. That body did two thingsat least. One wes that
they never recommended Mr. Anthony Arthur for the
postion; and secondly that they, on more then one
occasion, went outsde of the organizetion in seerch of a

prospective CEO.

Agang that background, and by the actions
committed and omitted, | fed fully judtified in conduding
that some body was not in favour o the gppointment of
Mr. Arthur. But it goes further, Sir. After Mr. Husbands
wes identified as the candidete for the job by the Board,
Mr. Husbands was approached by the Executive Director
o BIMAP, Mr. Rudy Gibbons to see whether he wes
interested in the position.

Mr. Husbandsin turn indicated that he was prepared
to acoept the job, but only if the total emoluments provided
for the post were increased beyond the advertised levd,
which | bdieve was something like $70 000, en S2
postion. He sad that he wes prepared to acoept
emoluments of something like $11 000 a month or some
$132 000 a year for the duration of the contract. If he hed
been given this money, he would have been the highest
paid public officer in Barbados, higher then the Prime
Miniger, the Chief Jugtice, the Leader of the Oppogtion,
al Permanent Secretaries, all Chief Executive Officers of
al gatutory ingtitutionsof Barbados, and higher even then
the vay Miniger of Tourism whose gpprova his
appointment would have required.

Mr. Spesker, | thought this was untidy, unprecedented
and unwarranted. Hereit isthat this Board hed an excellent
opportunity to consder a long-gtanding employee of the
Authority who, mind you, was more eminently qudified
and experienced for that podtion than Mr. Husbands
himsdf.

Mr. W. W. HALL: Sir, on a point of order. | am
oy to interrupt the Right Honourable Prime Miniger. It
is not true to say that Mr. Husbands wes offered $132 000
a year. The men wes offered $30 000 a year over the
$70 000. That is$100 000 a year.

Whilethe Prime Minister isat it, he should beableto
sy that when that wes said to be cresting a precedent and
I informed Mr. Husbands that that was the Stuation, he
decided to accept the same $70 000 as advertised.

Rt. Hon. L. E SANDIFORD: Mr. Spegker, Sir, there
is no differencehere | did not say that Mr. Husbends wes
offered thet. | said thet Mr. Husbands when gpproached by
Mr. Gibbons said what he wanted. | said that is what he

wanted. He is truthful and | am truthful. We are brothers
on this You ae right, but | am also right. When
approached, he said what emoluments he was prepared to
acoept. | did not say that was what wes actudly offered to
him, he said what he was prepared to accept.

820 p.m,

Mr. Spesker, let me continue after thet interruption.
Here it is that this Board had an excdlent opportunity to
condder a long standing employee of the Authority who,
mind you, was more eminently qualified and experienced
for that pogtion then Mr. Husbands himsdf or any of the
other candidates, and he is overlooked in favour o
nominating another who is not prepared, origindly & leest,
to accept the terms and conditions which went with the
contract! The Board, as | undersand it, goproeched a
private sector organisation, the Tourism Deveopment
Corporation, and invited that body to advance an
additiond....

Mr. SPEAKER: May | stop the Honourable Member
a this point? The time dlowance is 30 minutes. If the
House wants the Honourable Member to continue, | have
no objection of acoepting the House's agreement. Isit the
opinion of the House that the Honourable Member can
continue? It is suggested that 15 minutes more ke given.

Rt. Hon. L. E SANDIFORD: Sir, | am indexd
grateful t o you and the HonourableMembersof the House
for the indulgence. Fifteen minutesis afirst refresher!

The Board, as | understand it, gpproached a private
sector organi sation, the Tourism Deve opment Corporation,
and invited that body to advance an additiond sum o
$30 000 to top up the salary of the proposed candidate, Mr.
Husbands

In the meantime, | wrote to the Miniger in response
to the dStuation, indicating why | thought the Boards
indstence on having Mr. Husbands, despite the superiority
o Mr. Arthur in terms of experience and qudifications,
was ingppropriate. The Minigter replied disagreeing with
me and stressing the daims o Mr. Husbends.

| asked mysf why would the Board go to such
extremes to the extent where they would ignore someone
who was eminently qualified, deem that person unsuiteble
without properly saying why, to get someone who first
promised only to accept the job if the salary wes increased,
and secondly, who they themsalves acknowledged hed
certain shortcomings. | could not understand the logic then.

In the crcumstances, Mr. Speeker, | fdt, given dl
thet the Board had done and wes prepared to do, thet it wes

not giving Mr. Arthur afair bresk. | felt that the Board was
deliberady ignoring o overlooking the officer's
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contribution to the Authority and his potential for further
and higher service. In those circumstances| felt | hed no
choice but to oppose the recommendation of the Board. Of
course, this meant that 1 would aso find mysdf in
opposition to the then Minister, who indicated to me that
he accepted the recommendation of the Board. His
argumentWiS that under the law the Board hed executed
jw responshility, and that he approved of the
recommendation which they made. | respect that position.
The Board found a candidate and they recommended that
candidate, who met with the gpproval of the Minigter. On
the other hand, | fdt that in the generd circumstancesthe
Board, which is redly there to give effect to generd
Governntent policy in the management of the Authority,
had in fact not acted gppropriately in the circumstancesand
was not being fair and even-handed in the handling of the
dtuation. My objection wes not primarily geared againgt
the Minigter. | honedtly felt, though, Sir, that the Minister
should have teken a more positive stand in relation to the
Board, not only within theframework of the responsibilities
which he perceived.

Let me now ded directly with the dlegation that |
lied when | said that the Ministers were diametricaly
opposed to theappointment of Mr. Arthur. | had reasonable
groundsfor coming to that conclusion. In aletter of August
204993, the Member for St. Michad West Central made
the following point to me, that Mr. Arthur had good
qudlificationsand long service, but it was his view tha he
was not suitable for the podtion of Chief Executive
Officer. That was his position. Am | wrong in coming to
a conclusion that he was opposed? He was opposed, and
the word | used was "diametricaly". And as the Member
for St. Michael West pointed out to me, that is just a word.

Sir, let me pass on. | repeat, | had good reason for
coming to the conclusion that | came to in both ingtances.
| knew how the then Ministers felt about these situations,
and | was thereforejudtifiedin coming to the conclusonto
which | came. | will leave that matter at that particular

point.

In spite o the foregoing, objection is taken to my
formulation on the basis that the Honourable Members
have said that they were not diametricaly opposed to the
appointment. | will modify my particular formulation of
that. They have said s0, they are HonourableMembers, and
| accept their particular satement. These is no big thing
about that as far as | an concerned. That is where that
matter rests, but be assured, Sir, | had good grounds for
coming to my concluson. But let me move on, Mr.
Speaker.

8.30 p.m.

| reshuffled the Cabinet in August 1993, and eight
Ministers were either assigned to new portfolios or given

additiona ones. A new Minigter of Tourism was gppointed.
Shortly after that, Sir, there was the question of finding a
candidate for the pogt.

The Board reopened the process, this time
interviewing two candidates, Mr. Arthur, the acting CEO,
and Mr. Cecil Miller who was an economist by training
and who was employed at the Caribbean Development
Bank. Again, as | was informed, Mr. Miller did not apply
for the postion of Chief Executive Officer but rather the
new Board invited BIMAP to do another executive search
for a suitable candidate to fill the position. BIMAP did
conduct the search and indicated to the Chairman of the
BTA tha Mr. Cecil Miller should be considered far
appointment.

Theassessment among other things says, and | quote:

"Mr. Miller isfamiliar with the functionsand culture
of the Barbados Tourism Authority. However, he has
never had the opportunity of managing an
organisation, especialy one with operationsin more
than three countries.”

It goes on to say, and | quote:

"Thereis aso no evidencethat he has developed and
managed the implementaion of any pecific
marketing programme for tourism organisations.
These tasks will posea serious challengeto the skills
of Mr. Miller."

Againg that background, the Board decided that Mr.
Miller was a more suitable candidate for the post of CEQ
than Mr. Arthur. The Board then recommended Mr. Miller
for approva by the Minigter who in turn accepted the
recommendation.

Agan, Mr. Spesker, | felt that the Board was clearly
not exercising appropriate judgment. In the meantime, Sir,
the Board had gone ahead and filled the substantive post
hed by Mr. Arthur. What that meant wes thet if he were
not appointed as Chief Executive Officer he would have
been |eft there in the cold with some special arrangement
having to be made. My position was that it was not fair
and that it would not have been sensible to proceed down
that path.

Sir, the Minigter in question, like the previous
Minister, felt that if the Board had made a recommendation
and he had no objection to the recommendation, then the
issue was settled. | felt that the Ministers could have been
more engaged than that in relationto the Board. That is my
judgment, and | am entitled to my own judgment on these
matters just as others are open to their own judgment.
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Today, Sir, | face the consequencesdf the actionsthat
| have taken. | tell you Sir, in Barbados anyone who tries
to effect change will encounter serious criticisms. That is
my lot. | think | can safely say that the same obtainsfor all
of my Ministers on this side. People in Barbados like to
talk about change, but anyone attempting to effect change
encountersserious problems. However, if | see something
which 1 believein my judgment is not going right, then |
congder | have asolemn responsibility to act in accordance
with what | believeis right and just,

| do not hold mysdf up as being perfect or overly
righteous. | am human and | do err and can go wrong. | am
but a mere mortd. But | must exercise my judgment,
however flawed it may be, or however right it may bein
the circumstances. | have never been of the mind, Sir, to
pull down anybody to advancemy causeor that of anyone
else. | have nothing againgt either Mr. Hudson Husbands or
Mr. Cecil Ml e, and | wish them wdll in their careers.

Let me say thet | did call Mr. Cecil Miller when it
was suggested to me that the former Board of Directorsof
the BTA might perhapsbe willing to review their position
on Mr. Arthur’s gppointment and therefore carry out my
ingtructions relating to interna promotion. | called Mr.
Milter and told him of the policy direction | hed given for
filling the post by internal promation. | told him that my
position was not any adverse judgment on him but | would
not be able to give my gpprovd to his appointment if the
matter came to me | asked him if in the circumstanceshe
would withdraw his application. He told me... | am being
truthful to this Honourable Chamber, Sir. That isiit.

Asdes,

Rt. Hon. L. E. SANDIFORD: | am saying that thet is
the postion | took.

He told me that he did not redlise thet there were
difficultiessurrounding the gppointment until recently, and
in the circumgances he had dready informed the Bank
President thet he was proposing to withdraw his namefrom
congderaion in pursuit of other career interests.

In other words, he was saying that he had dready
given congderation to the matter and hed dready told his
boss, the President of the Bank, that he was withdrawing
hisapplication. This position was later confirmed to me by
the Bank President. There was no big mysery about the
matter. But, | ask, Sir, is this redly a matter that would
necessitate a No-Confidence Motion and a cal for the
resgnation of a Prime Minister? What | did, | did to
prevent a mgor injustice being done to a hard-working
public officer. There was no injustice done to Mr. Miller.
| could not stop him from keeping his name in

consderation. Thereis no way that | could have done thet.
He smply indicated to me the course he had dready
determined upon. He was not being prevented from
working, as was suggested.

Let merecount, Sir, theimmediateeventSsurrounding
the appointment of the Chief Executive ©Officer, On
February 10, 1994 | advised the Cabinet that | proposed o
revoke the appointment of the Board of Directors of the
BTA. Accordingly,with effect from February 22,1994 the
appointments were revoked and a new Board gppointed
from that day. On Wednesday, February 23, the new Board
approved the gppointment o Mr. Arthur as CEQ On
Thursday, February 24, the Cabinet noted the revocation
and the gppointment of the Board of Directors.

The Cabinet on that day also noted that | proposed to
approvet he appointmentof Mr. Arthur as recommended by
the directors of the BTA. The Member for St. James South
was not at the Cabinet meeting. Perhaps he was taking one
day at a time!

Sir, we dl have contributions to make. If | have
directly or indirectly injured the reputation of anyone,
either on this sde who has been involved in thisissue, or
on that side, or anywhere, | gpologisefor that; but that was
never my intention, and it will never be. At thesane time,
however, | believe that all Honourable Members o this
House, indeed, all Barbadians, if they examine the delicate
issues involved in this process carefully and with a clear
mind, will form the conclusion that neither did | break any
law nor did | act unreasonably or capricioudy in the
circumstances.

840 p.m.

So what is left of the Resolution, Sir? | wes fasdy
accused of doing certain things. | pointed out that | did not
do them. | was accused of lying and | have refuted that
charge. Thedlegations concerning the Miller affair just do
not stand up to scrutiny. What system of justice are we
pursuing in this country? How can | be hung, drawn and
quartered by this process? Today it may be me. Whoisto
stop someone from bringing a vote o No-Confidence
tomorrow in the Leader of the Oppostion or anyoneelse
on such flimsy grounds?

They tak about my management style. They did not
tell you, or do not tell you, that this Resolution aso hed
problems with management style! 1 do not know how
widely it was discussed. Perhaps many were kept out o the
loop, but thet is management style. They know o mmy

management style. Nobody knows of their management
syle. | go no further or deeper into that.

| fail to see, Sir, how a man or woman can be
sentenced to death when the charge does not even merit a
sentence of reprimand and discharge. In other words
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Sir, if the motion of No-Confidence in me is passed, it
will, perhaps, for the first time be that a Prime Minister
was ever censured in this country, not on a fundamental
matter of policy, or on a serious charge of corruption and
vice, but rather really on what amounts to a difference of
opinion between different individuals with different
persondiities. Is this the kind of politics we want in this
country? | rest my case, Mr. Speaker.

The question that the words to be deleted stand part
was put and resolved in the afirmative the House
dividing as follows:-

Noes: Rt. Hon. L. E. SANDIFORD, Hon. P. M.
GREAVES, Hon. B. M. TAITT, Hon. M. A. KI NG Hon.
W. O. FRANKLIN, Hon. C. V. WALKER, Hon. D. W.
BOWEN, Hon. J. 0. TUDOR, Hon. T. C. ESTWICK, Hon.
D. J H. THOMPSON, Mr. L. L. BRATHWAITE and Mr.
R. L. MORRIS - 12.

Ayes: Mr. E. E.'GREAVES, Mr. N. K. SSMMONS,
Mr. W. W. HALL, Mr. H. A. BLACKMAN, Mr. O. S.
ARTHUR, MissB. A. MILLER,Mr. D. A. C. SMMONS,
Mr. H. deB: FORDE, Hon. H. B. St. JOHN, Mr. L. R.
TULL, Dr. R. L. CHELTENHAM, Mr. G. W. PAYNE,
Mr.R. C. EASTMOND and Mr. C. LeR. TROTMAN
-14.

Mr. SPEAKER: Fourteen HonourableM embersvoted
"Aye" and 12 Honourable Members voted "No" therefore
the amendment has been defeated. We come to the main
Resolution now.

The quedtion that the Resolution do now passwas
put and resolved in the affirmative the House dividing
as follows:

Noes: Rt. Hon. L. E. SANDIFORD, Hon. P. M.
GREAVES, Hon. B. M. TAITT, Hon. M. A. KI NG Hon.
W. O. FRANKLIN, Hon. C. V. WALKER, Hon. D. W.
BOWEN, Hon. J. O. TUDOR, Hon. T. C. ESTWICK, Hon.
D.J H. THOMPSON, Mr. L. L. BRATHWAITE and Mr.
R. L. MORRIS - 12.

Ayes: Mr. E. E. GREAVES, Mr. N. K. SIMMONS,
‘Mr. W. W. HALL, Mr. H. A. BLACKMAN, Mr. O. S,
ARTHUR, MissB. A. MILLER, Mr. D. A. C. SSMMONS,
Mr. H. deB. FORDE, Hon. H. B. St-JOHN, Mr. L. R.
TULL, Dr. R. L. CHELTENHAM, Mr. R. C.
EASTMOND, Mr. G. W. PAYNE and Mr. C. LeR.
TROTMAN - 14.

Mr. SPEAK ER: Fourteen HonourableMembersvoted
"Aye', 12 Honourable Members voted "No". The
Resolution has been caried but not in accordance with
Section 66.

ADJOURNMENT

Hon. P. M. GREAVES. Mr. Speaker, as | had
indicated both last week and today, that today would have
been resarved solely for the debate of this particular
motion. There is no Government Business which has been
set for today. | do not know if Honourable Members have
other Private Members matters they would want to attend
to at thistime. | rather suspect not.

| movethat this House do now adjourn until Tuesday,
June 28, 1994 at 12 o’clock noon.

Hon. B. M. TAITT: | beg to second that.

The question that the House do now adjourn until
Tuesday, June 28, 194 at 12 o'clock noon was put and
resolved in the affirmative without divison and Mr.
SPEAKER adjourned the House accordingly.

8.50 p.m.
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