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N. A. BARROW, B.A., LL.B., (Minister of Informatioi,, 
(Leader of the Senate); Senator O'BRIEN TROTMAN, 
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Sir MENCEA COX; Senator H. F. G. ROCHEFORD, 
B.A.; Senator R. L. FIELD; Senator AARON TRUSS; 
Senator H. R. LINTON, LL.B.; Senator K. E. HINDS; 
Senator Miss 0. A. LYNCH, B.A., Dip. Ed.; Senator 
C. I. E. DEANE; Senator K. R HEWITT, B.Sc., C.A.; 
Senator Mrs. E. M. LYNCH, B.A.; Senator J. D. S. 
MacKENZIE; Senator Miss M. I. StC. BLACKMAN; 
Senator J. C. W. WICKHAM; Senator N. W. BOXILL; 
Senator W. 0. FRANKLIN; Senator the Hon. D. G. 
BLACKMAN, (Minister of Labour and Community 
Services) and Senator R. E. BRATHWAITE. 

Prayers were read. I 
C ABSENT I 

His Honour Senator the Rev. G .  Andrew Hatch, M.A., 
d (Deputy President). 

PRESENTATION OF PAPERS 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Barrow. 
J 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have the honour to lay the following documents: 

The Civil Establishment General (Amendment) Order, 
1981. 

Statement showing money order transactions through 
the Crown Agents for overseas Governments and 
Administrations for the months of August to December, 
1980. 

Statement showing sums advanced to  the Postmaster 
General for the payment of money orders for the months 
of August to December, 1980. 

The Defence Force Civil Jurisdiction Regulations 
1981. 

The Defence Force Miscellaneous Regulations, 198 1. 

The Barbados Defence Force Reserve Regulations, 
1981. 

Statement showing net Customs regulations and 
excise for 1 1 months ended 28th February, 198 1. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Barrow. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. President 
Item Number Gne on the Order Paper - a Bill to provide 
for the grant of sums of money out of the Consolidated 
Fund and for the appropriation of that sum for the service 
of Barbados for the year ended 31st March, 1982. It is the 
only item which has not yet been given a First Reading in 
this Honourable Chamber. Therefore, although it has been 
given notice of, before we proceed, Sir, it has to be 
formally introduced in a First Reading. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Let it be recorded that this Bill has 
been read a first time. Call the first Order. 



APPROPRIATION ACT, 198 1 

Order Number One was called - To move the First 
Reading of a Bill to provide for the grant of a sum of 
money out of the Consolidated Fund and for the 
appropriation of that sum for the service of Barbados for 
the year ending 3 1st March, 1982. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It has just had a first reading. The 
Honourable h i s t e r  has asked to request the suspension of 
the Standing Orders to deal with the Second Reading. 
Senator Barrow. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Sir, as is 
customary, we have allocated enough time to ensure that 
we get through consideration of the Appropriation Bill 
before 3 1st March and I am sure that Honourable Members 
will not be unduly perturbed, or unduly surprised that I am 
moving on this Side that Standing Order 45(2) be 
suspended to facilitate the proceedings of Order Number 
One in all its'stages. 

The question was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Barrow. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. Presi- 
dent, I do not intend to make a long speech in moving the 
second reading of this Bill. 

As is customary, what we have done is to divide the 
work between us, so as to be better able to inform this 
Honourable Chamber in respect of any questions, or issues 
that may arise in the course of the debate. Both Senator the 
Hon. Don  lackm man and myself will of course look after 
the areas of our constitutional responsibilities. In addition 
to that, Sir, Senator the Hon. Don Blackrnan will respond 
to points raised ir. relation to the Ministries of the Attorney 
General, of Health and of Agriculture. Senator Trotman 
will respond in relation to the Ministries of 
Communications and Works, and Housing, Lands and the 
Environment and also the Department of Immigration. I 
will have, Sir, to do my best with the rest of it. 

The Bill which is before us, I want to make it very 
clear, the Bill which is before us, Sir is accurate. I am aware 
that Honourable Members would have seen another Bill and 
therefore, might wish to question what figures are accurate. 
The one that was circulated this morning represents the Bill 
with all the changes resulting in debate in the Other Place. I 
have not done the mathematical calculation to see whether 
the figure at the bottom of page 3 $49 575 721 is accurate, 
or is inaccurate as I have been advised because that is 
merely a carry forward column and the figures that will be 
important will be the figures relating to Heads in the 
Estimates, on the total figures. 

accurate, Total Current Expenditure $280 630 186, that is 
accurate. So, the important figures, Sir are accurate. I 
thought I would deal with that first because I am aware 
that there are times when these figures are questioned 
because a Honourable Member might pick up a Bill which is 
circulated before and which is not the correct version or the 
up-to-date version and therefore, might misinterpret the 
information before him. 

As promised Sir, I am not going to be making any 
lengthy introduction to the Appropriation 'Bill. As you 
know, the purpose is to ensure that before the end of the 
Financial Year funds adequate for the running of the 
business of the country in the coming Financial Year must 
be voted by way of the Appropriation Bill. 

Unlike the Other Place where much of the debate 
takes place not on the Second Reading but really in the 
Committee stage where the Estimates are considered in 
detail, this Chamber, since it is not the Chamber with the 
money power, if you look at the sections of the 
Constitution dealing with money Bills you are immediately 
aware of this fact, we debate the Estimates by waJr of 
Second Reading speeches on the Appropriation Bill. 

The Current Expenditure as approved by the Other 
Place for the year 1981-82 was $469,239,861, the 
Statutory Expenditure set at $188,609,675 and the voted 
expenditure at $280,630,186. Of the total amount 42%, or 
$197,059,077, has been provided to pay wages and salaries 
of Public Service employees of $272,180,784 for the 
purchase of other goods and services of a Current nature. 

As usual, Sir, we can tell from the Estimates how 
Government is spending the public funds, where the 
emphases are, and as usual these Estimates will reflect that 
a great deal of the public funds will be spent on social 
services. The efforts to manage the economy, successful 
though. they may be, would indeed be to no avail unless 
funds generated by these efforts were then channelled to 
the general good of the community, and for this reason 
therefore it is an established pattern for public expenditure 
that the fruits of this management, the fruits of good 
management, are passed on by way of social benefits to the 
population at large. 

For example, if you look at the Current Expenditure, 
$101,261,257 is being spent on Education alone. That is 
something approaching 25% of the total Current 
Expenditure. Health will spend some $67 million, so that if 
you take Education and Health together you find more 
than one-third of the expenditure, at a quick glance it looks 
like something in the vicinity of 35 going 40%. If you take 
Education and Health together, you will And that over 
one-third of the Current Expenditure will be in these areas. 

For example, Total Capital Expenditure, $200 955 Pensions, Welfare Grants and Grants to Institutions 
465 that is accurate. Overall Total $481 585 651 that is I will use up another $54,394,674. That means that in 



* between those three areas we are pushing pretty close to 
half of the public expenditure as compared with the 
economic services where some $41,638,654 is being spent. 
Public Order, Safety, Finance, External Affairs, indeed all 
the general services, $116,797,360. Taken, Sir, as a matter 
of breakdown, if broken down as the most recent figures 
will reflect, the overall expenditure on Education, taking 
both the Current and the Capital Estimated Expenditure, is 
20.61%. Its total expenditure of approximately . $138,129,511, 20.61% represents 18.04% of the Capital 
Expenditure and 21.71% of the Current. Health takes a 
total of 13.97%, approximately 14% I suppose, and then we 
will have to put the pensions and so on in order to  see * 
exactly what the social services benefit is, but as I have 
pointed out, using the figures rather than percentage terms 
and adding them up, if you add 101 odd million and 
5 1,912, 52 million approximately, and another 54 million 
on social services, you are coming pretty close to half of 

- your overall expenditure. 

The Estimates have increased by a bit over $97 
million, or 26%, over the 1980-81 figure. 50% of that 
increase or some $48 million is accounted for by the 
increase in personal emoluments. Indeed, Sir, I think 
reflected throughout the Estimates we will find that the 
salary increases of the last year are shown to have quite an 
effect. 

Of course it makes all of us I am sure particularly 
happy that salary increases of that size could have been not 
only contemplated but paid by the Government because of 
the fact that the country had continued to prosper under 
this administration. In times of prosperity obviously, Sir, 
we have to ensure that there is a distribution so that all may 
be said as far as possible to  share in it. 

You will find, Sir, that the Capital Estimates will 
reflect a number of sizable projects. You will find $18 
million provided for the commencement of the Heywoods 
project, $16 million for building and repairing primary and 
secondary schools, $13.8 million for building new roads, 
$10.7 million for the Bridgetown Sewage Project, $14 
million for the construction of polyclinics among other 
things. 

- As the debate proceeds later today and over the next 
day and possibly two, I am sure that members having gone 
through the Estimates with their accustomed diligence will 

- find areas on which they wish to concentrate some 
attention, and I am sure that points will be raised to which 
at that stage we on this side, at least the three of us sitting 
here, will have to reply. Now for that reason, Sir, I do not 
at this stage intend to proceed much further. 

Just let me make one point and it is this, Sir: the 
policies which have been followed by this Government are 
policies which require very careful management of 
economic affairs, because I believe it is true to say that 

never before has a single administration attempted so much 
over such a short period of time, and if Sir, we wish to look 
at the achievement record, I think it will be found to be 
staggered, the fact that we could embark on legislation of as 
extensive and revolutionary a nature as the Tenantries 
legislation, at the same time completely overhaul the 
system of Land Law, the Law of Real Property in the 
country, embark sigmficantly upon extensive reform of the 
criminal law. I think there are among the items on the 
Order Paper at least two items dealing with the reform of 
the criminal law. At the same time we have been embarking 
on that lund of programme, the activities of the Housing 
Corporation have been such that we have to go a long way 
back to the time when there was real productivity in the 
field of house building. In fact let me put it this way: when 
this Government came in I am sure that Barbadians had 
forgotten that 300 houses could be built in a year far less to 
see a programme such as the one currently embarked on in 
which by using both the Public Housing Corporation and 
also the instruments of economic policy, private and public 
house building has been proceeding at a pace unparalleled 
in the history of this country. 

I could go on Sir, and speak for a lone time of the 
level of achievement of this administration, and perhaps I 
would be expected to do this because this is clearly going to 
be the last consideration of Estimates by this Senate, 
whether elections come now or later, they will have to 
come before January next year, so you will not have 
another Appropriation Bill with Estimates to consider, and 
it might therefore be wise to document the record. ; am 
sure that this Senate does not need to have any extensive 
comments in that respect, and I am also sure that if I were 
to go too far I might then get into the area of skills training 
and my colleague ... (Asides) I was about to say I am sure I 
would not be as unfortunate as the last person in this 
Chamber who ventured into that area, but Senator Boxill 
more or less said it for me. The point is that on the overall 
performance of Government we have been able to deliver as 
we had promised in the manifesto of 1976, and in so 
delivering we have been able to do the kind of credit to the 
country that the country deserves. It is a good country, it 
deserves a good Government and in 1976 it got one. 

I beg to move that this Bill be now read a second 
time. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Mr. President, I assume 
that since this Bill comes in this form we can deal with it as 
a kind of omnibus Resolution and therefore I can speak on 
any Head. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Yes, you can roam far and wide. 
This is one occasion on which you can speak on almost 
anything. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Thank you, Sir, I did not 
hear much of what the introducer of the Bill said; but what 



I am going to say is this: I am going to make some 
observations, I am going to make some criticism and I am 
going to make some suggestions. I will start off first, with 
the Law Courts. 

I noticed I think it was yesterday or the day before 
but some time recently somebody mentioned that there 
was a backlog in the Law Courts here in Barbados. I am 
throwing out this suggestion to the Minister responsible. 
Why can't we have the Law Courts open here in Barbados 
at night? This would relieve a lot of the backlog and at least 
would help a lot of people too, because many times people 
get reported or have to go to court and it means that that 
person has to give up a day's work or leave something off, 
whereas if the courts were opened from 6 p.m. until 10 
o'clock or 11 o'clock at night it would facilitate quite a lot 
of people. (Asides) Somebody wants to know how the 
lawyers would get time to do something. Then the lawyers 
would really have to work. But I am just throwing out this 
as a suggestion. I do not see any reason why it cannot 
operate here. It has been operating in Canada, I believe 
it operates in England and in the United States and there is 
no reason why it cannot operate here, because I think it 
would facilitate a lot of people. 

I notice in the Estimates that in a short space of time 
this Government is spending somethng like $14 million on 
the Defence Force. Now I do not want anybody to put it in 
their heads that I am trying or that we of the Democratic 
Labour Party are trying to put people out of work. Far 
from it. We always try to get people in work, not at the 
expense of some people as some other people have done. 

Here it is this is a Force that came into operation 
recently. I was trying to get some information as to how 
long the Barbados Police Force was up, but I know it was 
up for a very !ong time and the Barbados Police Force 
Estimates are only somewhere in the same region as the 
Defence Force. Why did we not concentrate more on 
upgrading our Police Force instead of spending all of this 
money on the Defence Force. What is the purpose of a 
Defence Force in Barbados? 

I have said already and I will say it again. Costa Rica 
is a Latin American country that is sandwiched between 
another Latin American country and as you, know Sir, the 
Latin American countries change Government more often 
than some people change their underwear, yet still for over 
35 years Costa Rica has no standing Army and Costa Rica 
has never been invaded and I have never heard of a coup in 
Costa Rica but what you find, Sir? 

In 1976 as soon as the Democratic Labour Party went 
out of power there was an alleged plot about somebody 
coming to  overthrow the legally constituted Government 
and I say the word "legally" advisably, Sir, by the people of 
Barbados. (ASIDES) What DLP member what? There was 

' no such thing as any plot or overthrow and in any case you 
ever heard of a one man overthrow. Have you ever heard of 
a one man coup. 

The reason for that, Mr. President, Sir, was to soften 
the people in Barbados to get them scared into believing 
that there was an imminent danger of an invasion and let 
me make it quite clear here now. I will tell Sydney Burnett 
AUeyne, any AUeyne, whether he be Burnett or otherwise, 
that if he or anybody else has it in their heads that they can 
come here and invade Barbados to cause an upset among 
any legally Constituted Government, whether it is the 
Barbados Labour Party, the Burnham Government or any 
other Government, once it is a legally Constituted 
Government, he will have more to contend with than he 
can hope for because I would be one of the first persons to 
be out there looking to shoot down the person. 

This is our country and I want anybody to 
understand that I will be willing to put my life on the line 
to defend Barbados but the whole hoax of the thing was 
that in order to get the Barbadian people so scared about an 
invasion that you had to have this thing about a Defence 
Force and the Defence Force that we have, Sir, in the short 
space of time they have more equipment than the Barbados 
Police Force. 

I will even go further. There is not a member of the 
Royal Barbados Police Force who can tell me that he went 
and did any range practice in the last four years unless he is 
a member of the Rifle Association. The Policemen of 
Barbados are not allowed to use their guns now. Years ago I 
remember, although it was wrong, they used to go down on 
Grave's End Beach and discommode us certain times in the 
day practising and leaming how to shoot. 

If we had a proper organised Police Force we could 
even have what you would call a Swap Team in the Police 
Force but any given 12th Commandoes if they decided to 
invade Barbados could come and take over. All this Defence 
Force that we have and this $14 million that we are 
spending, that $14 million could have at least built a 
Children's Hospital and that is something that Barbados 
needs very badly. That $14 million could be utilised to 
upgrade the Queen Elizabeth Hospital. When people go to 
the Queen Elizabeth Hospital nowadays they have to carry 
along their breakfast, lunch and dinner as if they are going 
to an excursion because it means that they are not coming 
out of there under 24 hours. 

If you had taken that $14 million and brought in 
more Doctors at the Hospital, paid more Nurses thQ would 
have alleviated a situation that is drifting into a worse and 
worse state day-after-day but no, what have you. You want 
a Defence Force and I defy anyone of the Ministers around 
this side or in the Lower House to tell me the amount of 
ammunition and the amount of equipment that the 
Barbados Defence Force has. Do not worry about the 
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ammunition because you might say that that is secret, but 
tell me how many vehicles do they have. They have too 
many vehicles. 

The Police are the people who redly need these 
vehicles. You mean that if somebody came to interfere with 
my property or your property, Sir, you are going to call 
somebody from the Defence Force? You have to call the 
Police and if the Police had this amount of vehicles that the 
Defence Force has the Police would be able to get on the . 
scene as soon as possible. People call the Police and they 
turn up four hours and five hours after the crime has been 
perpetrated. 

This is money that I feel could be better utilised for 
the infrastructure of Barbados but no, you have a Defence 
Force and you can see what has happened in Dominica with 
the Defence Force. You saw what happened in Guyana 

.- with the Defence Force. You saw what happened in 
*, 

Surinam with the Defence Force. For some reason or 
another these Commanders of these Defence Forces and 
you are looking at the African Colonies, Sir, and you would 
notice that most of them are trained men. They get some 
bright ideas in their heads that they are to take over 
Governments without the Ballot Box. 

I am not saying that it is going to happen here but I 
am hoping that we realise and limit the scope of this 
Defence Force before we create a monster because that is 
going to happen. We go experimenting seeing that there are 
big countries doing certain things and we are experimenting 
and we are going to create something worst than 
Frankenstein if we are not very careful. 

I said in my opening remarks I do not want people in 
the Defence Force to think that I have a grudge against 
them. I do not wish to put people out of work but I feel 
that these people could have been better utilised in the 
Police Services. I am not happy. Fourteen million dollars 

. out of a total of $48 1 million, I think it is, for just a small 
segment of the community is a lot of money. I am sure we 
could have built a Children's Hospital for maybe 
somewhere in the region of that $14 million. We need a 
Children's Hospital in Barbados very badly. Take the 
children from among the grown ups. 

- Here we see motor cycles, jeeps, all sorts of 
equipment being used by the Defence Force and further, 
when you have finished spending this amount of money, 

- the Americans have spent millions of dollars on the B52 
Bomber. They have spent millions of dollars on the Jupiter, 
the IBA, you name it and what have you. 

All these missiles now have become obsolete, but 
what are you going to do when you get this obsoleteness? 
Just now, these new machine guns and so forth are going 
to become obsolete. Somebody is going to come up with a ' new, modem weapon so you have to discard the old 
weapon. What are you going to do with this old iron? If 

you build a hospital for children, if you employ more 
doctors at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital, if you pay the 
nurses a better wage, that is a part of your infrastructure 
that you are getting back something for. If that lasts for 50 
years, you are not going to say that it is obsolete because it 
is still serving the purpose. A modem weapon is not going 
to be any use after well, I should not say it is not going to 
be any use because you can still shoot, it is going to be 
no use to the Defence Force. This is money that a small 
community like Barbados cannot afford. I think I have 
dealt enough with the Defence Force, unless somebody gets 
the wrong idea. 

I was told that the security guards come under the 
Defence Force and there is a question which I really want 
to ask. What is the purpose of the security guards? Going 
right back at the hospital, I was there a few nights ago and 
there was a man who was a perfect nuisance in the hospital. 
Whatmade it even worse is that the man was not even a 
Barbadian. This is no reflection on anybody, but I do not 
see why he should come here to disturb Barbadians that 
way. The security guards who were at the hospital not one 
of them said one word to the man. Then another man came 
who tried to outdo the first. The security guards who were 
walking up and down not one of them said anything. I do 
not understand what is the reason for security guards at 
these places. 

You go at the Ministerial building and unless you are 
somebody looking like Senator Fields, Senator Truss, 
Senator MacKenzie, or Senator Hatch, you are being 
stopped to know where you are going, who you want and 
all the rest of it, but if you look like those people, you walk 
in. So, what is the purpose of having these people, these 
people need training. I am serious about what I am saying 
here. If you are looking like me, or you Mr. President, and 
if they do not recognise you, they stop you and you have 
to tell them what you want, but if you look like these 
people, you can walk in. There are not a lot of black 
arsonists, or black commanders that I know about here. 
The reason why I am raising these points is because I was 
incessed at the behaviour at the Queen Elizabeth Hospital 
on the night on which I am speaking about. When you 
question these people, they say that is not what they are 
there for. I thought that these people were there to make 
sure that Law and Order was obtained and maintained at 
the hospital, or the places where they work, but it does not 
seem so, it seems that their main object is to be at the 
department and from there to receiving their money. 

This is not a matter of running down the security 
guards, but this is a matter of speaking to who is in charge 
of the security guards, something must be done about this 
because if you go to the hospital and molest people in this 
kind of way, it got to the point Sir where I had to speak to 
the man, I could not bear it any longer. Then, next thing 
you would have heard is that I got myself involved and you 
will hear how much vagabond I am because being small, 



you know that somebody is going to  try to hit me and I am 
not going to take it, if Mohammed Ali hits me he wdl get 
hit back. I am not going to hit anybody first, but this is the 
sort of thing that we should be trying to avoid. These 
people are being paid, I thought they were being paid to do 
that job, but apparently they are not. I am saying and 
throwing our this to the Honourable Minister who will be 
responsible for the reply that something should be done to 
protect people at places llke the hospital and this building, 
we do not have any security. If you have security guards, 
people should not be allowed to walk in willy nilly because 
they are of a certain hue and other people getting stopped 
because they are of a different hue. 

Now Sir back on the security of the country. As you 
know Sir, the talk of the town today and yesterday and the 
day before is Ronald Biggs. Here it is we are spending an 
enormous amount of money on t h s  socalled Defence. We 
are even going so far of getting a mini battle ship. I have not 
noticed anything in the Estimates for the provision of this 
battle ship, but I want to know if the people who are 
responsible for this are aware that keeping a ship is not like 
keeping a land ship, where people can go home and eat. 
When you have a ship you have to start providing the 
facilities, you have to have a captain so this means now that 
you are going to bring down an Enghshman because 
nobody in the West Indies at least in Barbados is qualified 
to be a sea-going captain. So then, you have to get a first 
mate, then you have to have a second mate, then you have 
to have a third mate, then, you have to have a mid shipman, 
then you have to have three petty officers, then, you have 
to get deck crew, then you have to have stewards, you have 
not gone down below the deck yet, you know, then you 
have to get a Chief Engineer, second engineer, third 
engineer, fourth engineer, then you have to have the crews, 
the stokers and firem:n. How are you going to manage this? 
When a ship is out to sea, there is no canteen out there that 
you can stop and buy a bread and fish and a coke, so you 
have to be providing for these peopIe. Where there is no  
vision the people must suffer and perish. 

My view is this, I have said it before and I will say it 
again the BLP came in in 1976 and in order to  discredit the 
DLP, they sold out the North Point. Now, if we had kept 
the North Point, we would have been able to  have it now, 
to send the North Point to places like Venezuela, Columbia, 
Costa Rica, Cuba and bring cement into this country at a 
subsidised cost. Today, a bag of cement costs over $1 1. 
You will also be finding employment for people because 
you wrll have to have the ship manned, that will be 
worthwhile to the economy of the country. They are so 
accustomed to the landship thing, that they have gone now 
for a battle ship but, when you have a battle ship you have 
to have ammunition on it. 

They went outside yesterday, or day before and 
towed a ship inside here, which in my view is piracy on the 
high seas. Now you are going in for piracy. Here is it, there 

was a big rumour tha! Ronald Bigs  was kidnapped not that 
Ronald Biggs voluntarily left Brazil he was kidnapped. What 
is strikingly strange Mr. President is that he had been taken 
aboard the ship, but at the precise moment that that ship is 

1 going to flounder outside of Barbados' waters, this ship is 
being towed inside here .... 

But, what is s t r i h g l y  strange is this on the 6th 
October, 1976, a CUBANA airline went down outside pf 
Barbados and the Government said that they could not do 
anything about it because it is out of their territorial 
waters. But, here it is a ship about 18 miles outside and you 
are going to tow it inside here.You mean you have gone in 
for piracy now. Somebody is saying about jurisdictions 
should be increased, you are not poaching a ship that is 
passing,can pass, you are not fishing, you are not poaching. 
You are a pirate. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I think that you better address the 
Chair. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Mr. President, I beg to 
withdraw that remark. No way could I refer to you as a 
pirate, I was using the word "you" in the plural sense. No 
right did we have to bring that ship in here, but do you 
know why we are going to get away with it? Because they 
claim that Biggs is an escaped fugitive, but I am saying this. 
My view is this, if the Barbados Government has the 
temerity to extradite Ronald Biggs, they have the same 
right to bring back Hyacinth Goring. I am going to say it 
again. If the Barbados Government has the right to 
extradite Ronald Biggs to England, they have the same right 
to have Hyacinth Goring extradited to Barbados. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just a minute. I am a little 
doubtful in my mind as to whether these sub judice matters 
like this one ought to get so much discussion at this stage. 
As far as I understand it, this matter is still sub judice and I 
think'I would prefer hon. members to  give it a wide berth. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: All right, Sir, I will accept 
that, but we are not sure it is Ronald Biggs we have. 
Everybody is talking about Ronald Biggs but nobody is sure 
that the man we have is Ronald Biggs, so i t  cannot be sub- 
judice. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just a minute. The Leader tells me 
that if it is not before the court, perhaps it is not and it 
cannot be deemed to be sub judice. I still think that I 
would like members to be a bit cautious. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: All right, Sir. I am willing 
to  abide by your ruling, but this is what I would say. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am not ruling that it is sub judice. 
I am advised that it is not before the court as far as is 
known. 



. 
SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: I know. We are not even 

sure it is he, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Yes, but let us be a little bit 
temperate in our discussion. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: All right, Sir. I was really 
dealing not with the man in particular, but I was dealing 
with the jurisdiction. Here it is you were saying that just 

. less than five miles outside of St. James you had no 
territorial jurisdiction, but 18 miles east of you you have 
territorial jurisdiction. I will not call the gentleman's name 
any more, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just remember I am not stopping 
you. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: No, Sir, I did not think 

U 
you were. I appreciate all you are saying. 

On the matter of Education, we know, Sir, that in 
July you are planning to have - when I say you, Sir, I am 
not dealing with you as a person, when I say you I am 
dealing with the whole community as you, or we, then - 
we are planning to have CARIFESTA here which in my 
view is really going to turn out to  be CARIFIASCO, but 
here it is again we are spending an enormous amount of 
money for this sort of entertainment, which is good if we 
can afford it, but we really cannot afford it, yet still there 
are schools which are going today without chalk, ink, pens 
and all sorts of paraphernalia. 

Do not let us, as a friend of mine used to say, be 
working for mauby money and trying to drink 
champagne, it is not going to work. We are a poor 
country. It is true that we might be living a little better 

. than some of the other poor countries, but we are still 
poor. It is just like me telling somebody that I am taller 
than they, but I am still short. We are a poor country and 
we cannot afford it. Here it is you are spending this 
amount of money in something that was never properly 
planned for. This would need years of planning, you 
cannot just decide something in two year and expect to 
come and foist this on the people. It is going to be a 
fiasco in more ways than one. 

It was all right for Cuba to do this kind of thing, 
Cuba is spending Russia's money. It. was all right for 
Guyana to do it, Guyana just got $100 million loan from 
the World Bank and all the rest of it. We cannot afford to 

; take up this sort of money and spend at this stage. I am 
not saying that later on if we were in a better position 
that it would not be a good idea, but here it is ;ou are 
neglecting the schools with the necessary implements that 
the children should have, but you are going about now 
with a big, big fiasco. 

The next thing about the schools, the Minister of 

6 Finance last year, or the year before, came up with what 
he thought was this big, bright idea about abolishing the 

10 cents that the children were paying, and I heard last 
week somebody was saying that we said it was free school 
meals but we are still charging the children 10 cents. This 
was said down in the other House, but let me tell you 
this. You said you were going to give the children free 
uniforms, which 1 thought was vote catching like all the 
other things, and now it turns out that you are not giving 
the children free uniforms like you said, you are only 
giving those children who are going to the secondary 
schools. You never said that in your Manifesto. You also 
said in your Manifesto that you were going to pay the 
light and water rates for poor people. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Try and address the Chair, 
Senator Boxill. This "you" business is talking across to 
members on the other side. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: I said, Sir, I was using 
"you" in the plural sense. "You" is not really singular. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Address the Chair. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: They. They said that 
they would have paid the water rates and electricity bills 
for pensioners, but I know of a case where a man who has 
two houses rented out and two big sons working who was 
sent to have his water rates paid too, and I am sure that 
at one of the sittings we had here when Senator Franklin 
mentioned this he was castigated, and words to the effect 
were used that only a village idiot would have thought 
that somebody was going to pay light and water bills for 
people who have young strong people working, but I 
know this happened. (ASIDE). For what? The MinisLer 
knows the name better than me, the Minister is the 
person who sent them, I hear. I did not say he did, I said 
I heard so, and some is true. 

The next thing 1 would like to ask now I am on 
Education, Sir, I have asked this question before and I 
will ask it again. I am'no educationist, but I live in this 
community. I have noticed that we for some reason or 
other have this magic touch about the 11 plus. What is so 
magical about when you reach 11 years? I am wondering, 
since the Minister of Education had said they would bring 
back in school leavers and so on up to age 14 or 16 or 
something like this, I am wondering why this cannot be 
removed from 11 plus to a later age when chldren 
become more mature. When children are at 11, the strain 
is not really on the child as much as it is on the parent, 
because all of us want to know how well the child has 
done because we want to get the child into one of the 
better schools. 

What I would also like to say is this, now that we 
are on Education, that the time has come where all the so 
called comprehensive schools need to be upgraded, and if 
we can manage this, I think then there would be no need 
for people to be fighting and clamouring to get into 
Harrison College or Lodge School, or those schools. If we 
could get these schools upgraded, then we would be doing 



something. You see, why Harrison College would always 
win all the scholarships, and you notice the girls at 
Queen's College get scholarships as well, and occasionally 
Lodge, the reason is simple. They must get the 
scholarships because they get the cream of the students. 
They  get the better teachers and they get the better 
children. 

The children who get 98%, 99% and 100% in their 
passes plan to go there; but if we could upgrade all the 
comprehensive schools where people would not look down 
their noses because they have to  go to Ellerslie or to St. 
George School or one of the other comprehensive schools, 
if these schools can come up to the standard by getting the 
proper teachers, then you would not have this problem. I 
know that it will take money and it will take time, but here 
is where I feel we need to concentrate more rather than on 
kidnapping people and arresting them. You must get proper 
teachers and have them trained. 

I remember some years ago when we started to talk 
about establishing the Community College we were fought 
tooth and nail against having it because it suited certain 
other people's purposes, but now we have lived to see 
what a useful purpose it is sening. These are things we 
need to concentrate on because they are going to affect 
our chddren. If you only have certain school places where 
people do not want to send their children because they 
feel that if they go there they cannot win a Barbados 
scholarship, you are going to create a situation where you 
are going to widen the gap again as it was in the twenties, 
thirties and forties. I am therefore appealing to the 
Minister responsible for Education to have a serious look 
at trying to get Inore graduate teachers into these 
comprehensive schools which would mean most likely 
that you would have to upgrade the salaries. If a graduate 
teacher is even getting more than the head of the school 
or as much as the head of the school, I do not see 
anything wrong with that if he is a graduate teacher and 
he is contributing something to the school. 

We need to have these people and we need to have 
science forms at these schools now so that this sort of 
stigma would be removed completely from these 
comprehensive schools. I am sorry to have to keep using 
the word "ccmprehensive", but I think the time has come 
when we have to start upgrading them. Do not tell me 
that when we were in power we did not do it. You are 
there now, do it. When we get back in we will do it. 
(SENATOR O'B. TROTMAN: When is that?) Very shortly. 

Sir, another thing is this: still on the schools, the 
school meals programme has really gone down. There is 
nobody who can deny that. It has reached a stage now 
where it is a waste of time and money and unless you are 
prepared to upgrade it the chddren are not using it 
because i t  is not good, and if we continue to feed our 
young generation on this sort of food, we are going to 

have a whole army of people with ulcerated stomachs, 
and an ulcerated stomach is not anything nice for 
anybody to have. Therefore I am saying that for the sake 
of saving a few paltry dollars there when you are 
throwing it away somewhere else, upgrade the school 
meals service once more to what it was or make it better, 
if it is possible. Right now it is deplorable. I do  not let 
my children eat it, people whom I know are working in 
the school meals service tell me they do not let thejr 
children eat it, and they work with it. We cannot afford 
to waste food and money because our economy is a small 
one. I notice that notes are being taken, so do not get up 
and give me any fancy talk about what didn't happen. I 
am speaking positively and I want some positive results. I 
want to know that the school meals are upgraded back to 
what i t  was before or made even better. 

Now, Sir, I noticed in the Lower Chamber things 
were filibustered until they had to skip two Heads, and 
two very important Heads. These are two Heads that deal 
with the jnfrastructure of the country, Communications 
and Works, and Agriculture. I t  is true that the Minister of 
Communications and Works has proven beyond any 
shadow of doubt that he is one of the most perfect 
persons in this society. He is a perfect failure. When he 
first got into the House of Assembly and you heard this 
man talking on agriculture, you would say here is a 
Solomon who really can help this country push forward 
agriculture. So what happened? The Government won, he 
was made Minister of Agriculture. He made a complete 
failure of that and had to be shifted. He was sent to 
Communications and Works. He is making a better failure 
of that or worse if it is possible. Only a few days ago, 
those of you who will remember, and I thought it was 
rather unfortunate, one of his own colleagues lambasted 
him on his inefficiency in running the Ministry of 
Transport; but not only has he fallen down on transport, 
he has fallen down on roads. There have never been so 
many potholes in the island of Barbados, even in the days 
before we started to have tar roads, when they used to 
roll them out and marl them, and sometimes the rain 
would fall and wash out the marl, but they never went so 
bad as they are today, and I can say that I doubt for the 
time he was Minister of Communications and Works he 
has built five miles of new road. Do not tell me about the 
road he is building down by Holborn because we started 
that, so don't come up with that. There is not a good 
road and what is shocking is that you can go into St .  
Thomas, my constituency, and although the Prime 
Minister and Minister of Finance, the man that has the 
purse strings represents that constituency - I d o  not 
know if you can say he is representing it, he is supposed 
to be a representative of that parish - the roads ate in a 
deplorable state. But not only there. Go anywhere in 
Barbados, go into St. Lucy, go into St. John, and right 
here in Bridgetown. Well I will not deal with Bridgetown 
because you can always say that the sewage project is 
digging up the roads; but let us go on the periphery of 



- Bridgetown, say Beckles Road. The other day my car 
dropped into a hole and I thought I was going down to  
Japan, it went so far down. The roads are in a deplorable 
state. The other day a l l  they were doing was coming up 
in Brittons Hill, going into Fordes Road and dropping 
some marl in a hole, and in two twos, the wheels of the 
vehicles pulled the marl out and the hole was back there. 

There is a hole in the road just after you pass 
Hazlewood on Collymore Rock that is a perpetual hole. 
They would come and drop marl in it today, the wheels 
of the vehicles would pull it out and they would go back 
in the evening and drop some more marl. 

It is a perpetual hole so sealing this hole will cause 
somebody not to get into serious accident. Well, recently now 
they have managed to put a little tar in it so it is still a 
depression but it is not as bad as i t  was. Nothing has he 
done and when he got castigated on the Floor of the 
House of Assembly, he turned to his colleague and he 
said, "You have the bright ideas, why do you not come 
and run the Ministry?" He has got it so far down that I 
do not know if anybody will be able to  get it back where 
it was. 

Transport in Barbados is shocking. Had not for the 
mini-buses I do not know how people would get to and 
from work and anybody who doubts me, go into the Bus 
Stand this evening. It is pathetic to  see how people have 
to fight to get on board these mini-buses and the other 
buses. There is no  system whatsoever. Maybe, I do n u .  
know, maybe they might have other reasons for having 
the Transport system in the bad state that it is in. I say 
no more on that but the members of the Chamber will 
understand what I am talking about. 

It is ridiculous to  think that you took over the 
buses from the free enterprise concessionaires and you are 
not doing as good a job as these people have been doing 

-" although you are supposed to have a greater rolling stock 
than they had. The whole Transport system wants 
organising. Sometimes you stand up on the road to get a 
bus then when you manage to see a bus coming you see 
three or four buses one behind each other. The buses 
should be allowed to run in say five or ten minutes 
intervals so that if you missed one you know that in five - or ten minutes another one is coming. Nothing of the sort 
happens. You wait a long time for one and then when 
you see one there are three or four coming. I t  is a waste . of gasoline and it is a waste of taxpayers money. Well 
you see who is running it so you will understand. 

Going back to  Agriculture, Sir. I remember that in 
1976 we were being criticised. When I say we, I am 
talking about the members of the Democratic Labour 
Party and the Government of the Democratic Labour 
Party, were being criticised claiming that people were 

- being taken on on jobs in order to solicit votes. Right 

now down at Haggatts, Bullens, Jerusalem and all of these 
- I have heard at the Stations have closed down - but 
down in St. Andrew I have noticed that an enormous 
amount of people, coming to  the end of the Financial 
Year, have been taken on. 

I said Bullens, Jerusalem and Sayes Court have been 
closed or about to be closed. I know you would not 
understand but I know. They have been closed or are 
about to be closed but I have noticed that down in St. 
Andrew the taxpayers money is being used to solicit 
votes. This is the same thing that they were criticising, 
and unjustly, they were criticising the Democratic Labour 
Party power. They said that the DLP had picked on and in 
the Parks and Beaches Commission we had picked on a lot 
of people. More than 248 people are now in St. Andrew 
and I am sure that the same 248 people that were laid off 
since you got back in are being picked back on now in the 
Parks and Beaches Commission too. (ASIDES) 

The hon. member has the rudeness to tell me about 
no victimisation unless he does not understand what is 
meant by the word victimisation. You are employing 
people at the expense of other people's job. You do not 
understand what is meant by victimisation then. You are 
getting mixed up. I know where people were employed 
and dismissed willy-nilly and other people were taken 
because they were shouting for the present Government 
in power. Do you want to tell me that that was not 
victimisation? Even in top Civil Service jobs, men were 
shifted around because of their association with other 
people so it means that when one Government comes into 
power you drop all of your friends that you knew for 
years. You cannot say this of the Democratic Labour 
Party. 

When we were in power we ran the country to 
employ people. When I was Minister of Housing and I can 
mention this here now. When I was Minister of Housing 
you will notice that they had a Commission of Enquiry 
on the running of Housing Authority and I am sure that a 
lot of people did not know that I was Minister of 
Housing longer than Mr. Edwards but if you read the 
Report the only .thing on Page 4 of the Report where 
mention was made of my name was that I was Minister of 
Housing during that period that I took over from Mr. 
Edwards and Mr. Greaves took over from me because I 
have always tried to maintain a certain amount of 
honesty and dignity in running my Ministry. 

I never got myself involved like I have seen certain 
people are prepared to do right now for the sake of a 
vote. I tried to help as many people as I possibly could 
but I never interfered with the running of the Ministry, at 
least with the running of the Housing Authority part of 
it. That was for the Board. They set up a Board. They 
had a Chairman and I let those people run it. If 
complaints came to me that things were not going as 
good, well then I came in but I never stood in my office 

I 



and dictated who should get houses from who should not 
get houses and I would say this. 

I t  used to make me kind of sick to see people 
coming day-after-day to my Office asking me to try and 
help them with a house. You would send them down to the 
Officer in charge and tell him to try and see if he could 
do anything for that person. They had in an application 
such and such a time, see what you can do to help this 
person and up to this day I do not thmk some of those 
people got houses. Maybe it might have been my fault for 
not being more demanding but I thought that the civil 
servants were technocrats and they had a job to do. I did 
not want to interfere with them in the day-to-day 
operations of running the Department therefore, I left it 
up to them but thank God I can say boldly, and I have 
said it on the Floor of t h s  Chamber already, I doubt 
there is anybody in this Chamber, outside or inside of it 
that is more honest than me. They may be honest but not 
more but there is no one who can say that when I was the 
Minister they got me involved in any of these things. 

Now, Sir, my subject is going to be the Prisons, 
straight from Housing to Prisons. 

I was following the debates and the Estimates and I 
do not remember if prisons were dealt with. They might 
have been, I am not too sure, but this is what I am going 
to say, there is a report that came out here recently on 
the penal reform of this country. I have my own views 
about penal reforms. I agree with some of the things 
which I saw when I glanced over the report that people 
under a certain age should not be sent to  prison, but I go 
further. I have said before and I would say it again, 
Dodds has served no useful purpose in this Community 
and Dodds should completely be got rid of. 

I will tell you the reason why I say this. The reason 
why I say that Dodds should be got rid of is that Dodds 
is a house for stigmatising those black offenders. Do not 
tell me that wh te  people's children do not commit 
offences too. I am not prejudiced, 1 am not dealing with 
anything because of colour, but I am factual, I am 
pragmatic, I have never seen a whte  boy in Dodds and I 
am going to  tell you something, apart from the judges 
that they got yesterday and day before, they do not have 
many white people about here either. But that being as it 
may Sir, do not tell me that white people's children do 
not commit offences. I remember years ago, a long time 
ago, a case where two youngsters, whose father was a 
doctor operated on a coachman, you know they were not 
even flogged. 

But, the point I am making is this, when we have 
young offenders sometimes, well, not today, but years 
ago people used to be sent to Dodds for a mango. I 
remember that a fellow went to Dodds for a penny in 

I fish hooks. But that youngster comes out of Dodds with 

a stigma because no matter how hard that youngster tries 
to play fair somebody is going to remind him that he was 
a Dodds boy. Now, my view about young offenders is 
this. Most boys are bad when they are between the ages 
of say 10 to 17. They do a lot of stupid things, but after 
they pass a certain age, they start to level off. My view is 
this, you have the Defence Force, all young offenders 
should be sent to the Defence Force. No matter how 
much I talk about it, you are not going to get rid of it. 
All young offenders should be sent to the Defence Force. 
I said it would be creating a monster if you do not 
handle it correctly. The other day a man had a chicken 
which grew bigger than a turkey because he was 
experimenting. You can control it. 

What I am saying is that the young offenders should 
be sent to the Army with a good Regimental Sergeant 
Major to teach them discipline. If after six months, in the 
Army these youngsters do not show improvement, then 
you are going to have to do something else because to me 
they do not intend to change. If you send them to 
Dodds, then they feel that they are ostracised, they feel 
that they are not wanted and they come out feeling that 
the society is against them, whilst if you send them to 
the Army, there is no stigma about being an army boy, 
there is no  stigma to being an army girl, but if you send 
them up there, I do not care how good the attendant 
appears to be, there is still going to be a difference and 
we are not honest with ourselves. 

You look at the majority of criminals today and I 
will bet you that the majority of them spent some of 
their life in Dodds, where if you had taken these 
youngsters and guided them into the volunteer Force, or 
into the Army for special training, these children will 
automatically change, and if they do not change, do not 
waste your time and the taxpayers' money because they 
are going to be criminals, but I would bet you that you 
would, get a 99% improvement. But, here i t  is, what hurts 
me most is when I look around this Honourable Chamber 
and I look around the Honourable Chamber below, we 
are the Legislators and we are perpetrating something that 
should be outdated years ago. Do you know why, because 
we want to please a certain segrnent in the society and if 
a segment of the society says well, send them up there 
they will make better boys of them. If any one of these 
Dodd's boys comes tomorrow and starts going around 
their daughter, it is alright, they will say, "Frankie is a 
nice little boy ." But somebody is going to come and say, 
"Frankie had a little thing up there yoc know." and he 
cannot come around her any more. You are trying to fool 
people that you want to rehabilitate these people back 
into the mainstream of the society; you want him to  
marry my daughter, but you do not want him to marry 
yours. 

The time has come when we have to start being 
bold. We cannot continue to wait on Great Britain, or the 



- 
- United States say, "Well, we are going to do something 

and then we do it." There is absolutely nothing wrong in 
the abolition of Dodds. What are you keeping it for, to 
put a stigma on poor, black children? We could fmd 
something else to do with that, we can save that money 
too. I am not asking anybody to agree with me, these are 
my views. But I am hoping that when we get back the 
Government that we start taking these bold steps. Well, 
it depends on how long is too long. I am not satisfied 

. that I am getting my money's worth in the upkeep of 
. Dodds and I think the time has come when it should be 
closed down. 

There are certain people who are earmarked for 
these places and there are certain people who will get 
away with it and therefore we will have a society with 
the haves and the haves not. Take a bold step, put this to 
the Honourable Minister. Do not come up with this fancy 

I thing. If a boy goes to Dodds he is going to be a Dodds' 
boy. If a boy goes to Dodds you are not going to say 
that he is a Harrisonian, you are going to say that he is a 
Dodds' boy and remind him of this stigma, but he is not 
going to get into an argument if you told him that he is 
an Army boy. I agree with Professor Jones I think it is on 
that score that if a man has committed an offence and it 
is not too serious an offence, make him go and do some 
work for the society. But, putting him away, when he has 
committed a minor offence in our society - when a 
criminal comes in your house at night, he is armed with a 
knife, or a gun and he is not coming in there to suck 
cane. 

We should not create a society among ourselves 
because we want to please a few people out there who do 
not have the guts nor the conviction to tell the cook 
what to cook. I will die and say that I believe that Dodds 
should be abolished, send the young offenders to the 

Anyhow, this plot was foiled, as I am told, by the 
alertness of the police, but what is annoying about the 
whole thng, Sir, is that the whole plot was engineered 
around the plans that it was to be said that this was a 
DLP plot. Two members of the Democratic Labour 
Party's names were called saying that they were involved 
in it. Fortunately for us I heard that the Prime got up 
and denied that the Democratic Labour Party members 
had anything or knew anything at all about this plot. 
(SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: He would do 
that, he is an honest man). So was Pilate an honest man, 
but he did not say that the people should have let Christ go 
free. He washed his hands, because he knew what would 
have happened. We are all honest men. But this is the sort 
of society that we are creating here. For the sake of making 
yourself look good and the other fellow look bad, you 
are going to stoop to the lowest ebb, because you cannot 
get any lower than that, to turn loose people like these 
people on the community on the grounds that we of the 
Democratic Labour Party would have been involved in 
something like this. How low can some people get? 
(ASIDES) I say no more. You all belong to that party, 
check it out. 

I will say that when this society has reached that 
stage .... 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: On a 
point of elucidation, Mr. President. In order to give a satis- 
factory reply to the question posed, it is necessary for me 
to determine whether the Hon. Senator is saying that the 
Government, or members of the Government other than 
the Prime Minister are responsible for saying that DLP 
members are implicated in the alleged plot. 

Now, Sir, some people will stoop to the lowest ebb 
to achieve an end. Some people would eat a dead rat with 

Regiment, then, after six months, if that fellow does not 
, make an improvement, you know that he is going to be a 1 Mr. PRESIDENT: I think if the Hon. Senator has 

knife and fork to impress on others that eating dead rats 
is something nice to do. Recently there was a report 
about an intended gaolbreak. I have been told only this 
morning that two Warders have been suspended. The plot 
was - and I would like the Minister to answer if this is 

w 

true when he is replying - but the plot was that 
someone, a Warder, had placed guns, or a gun, knives and 
a cutlass in the reaches of two known criminals, bad ones 

hardened criminal and we have to try to avoid creating 
more monsters in our society. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: What part of it? If he 
wants me to repeat that a few days ago a gun ...... 

not quite followed what you have said, would you like to 
repeat what you said in your last few sentences? 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: Excuse 
me. In order to obviate the necessity for any prolixity on 
the part of the hon. member, I shall simply repeat the 
question. Is the Hon. Senator saying that members of the 
Government other than the Prime Minister are responsible 
for imputing to members of the DLP responsibility for 
the alleged plot? (ASIDES). 

happen in this society if people like these people got out 
"' on this society with a gun or a cutlass? A lot of heads 

would roll, and they would not be rolling on top any 
bodies, they would be rolling in the gutter. 

too, "Buddy" Brathwaite and Mark Young. Someone 
informed the police of this plot, because these people 
were to break out of prison. Can you imagine what would 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order. Please address the Chair. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: I am sorry, Sir. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Yes or no ? Is this a 
court? What is this yes or no talk? 



Mr. PRESIDENT: Are you in a position to answer 
the question that was asked? 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Yes, Mr. President, I am 
in a position to  answer it but I am not answering it, I do 
not have to answer him. In a legal court if you were a 
lawyer a Judge could tell me I have to answer, but he 
cannot ask me and tell me I have to answer. No. I refuse 
to answer, and he knows as well as I do what I am 
talking is true. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: That may very well be so. Just a 
minute, Senator Boxill. We have certain Standing Orders 
against makmg imputations of a dishonest or bad nature 
against members, and I think it is relevant for you to 
make clear exactly what you are saying. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: I think I have made my- 
self explicitly clear in what I have said. If I say yes, he will 
say, name the people. Then you will be telling me I have 
t,o name them. I am not going to do that, Sir, with all 
due respect to you and the Chair and the Senate, but 
there is no one in here who is going to make me say yes 
or no to anything I have no intention of saying yes or no 
to. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: You are not saying then that 
members of the Government other than the Prime 
Minister were involved in any of the imputations you 
made. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: I am not saying that, Sir, 
I am not denying that either. It is as simple as that. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The way I understand that the 
matter has developed at the moment is that the Senator 
has said certain imputations or suggestions were made 
that the DLP would in some way have been connected 
with this alleged plot but that the Prime Minister had got 
up and said Slat this was certainly not the case. Can the 
matter be allowed to rest there? Or are you pursuing it 
and saying that despite what the Prime Minister has said 
other people of the Government are involved? That is 
what I think the Minister wants to  get clear before the 
time comes for him to reply. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Mr. President, with all 
due respect, that is not  what the Minister, as far as I under- 
stand it, wants. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It was, as far as I understand it, 
and I am the person sitting here. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: If he means what the 
Prime Minister said is true, that the DLP had no involve- 
ment, yes. It is true that the DLP had no involvement in it. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Well, does, the matter rest there, 
-A 

then? That the Prime Minister, who is Head of the 
Government, said that no such thing could be said against 
the DLP. Is that sufficient to leave it there? 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Oh yes, of course. No such 
thing could be said against the DLP, because I have made 
it quite plain, explicitly plain when I was speaking that 
we would have no intention whatsoever in associating 
ourselves with that sort of behaviour. I thought I had . 
made that explicitly clear. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: You are making it clear then that - 
you are making no further implications against the 
Government or any member. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Are you asking me to  
leave it there, Sir? 

'rl 
Mr. PRESIDENT: I interpret your remarks to mean 

just that, and I propose to leave it at that. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Thank you, Sir. You see, 
Mr. President, some people went to one University and 
they think they know everything. I went to all the 
universities, so I know quite a lot too, and nobody, even 
in a law court, is going to  be able to tie me down to  
anything that I do  not mean. What I say is what I mean. 
I am sorry that the hon. member tried to take me off my 
stride. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Boxill, are you proposing 
to continue much longer? 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Yes, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The time is 1 o'clock and if you 
could possibly give me some indication as to how much 
longer your speech will be, it will determine when I ip 
suspend the sitting. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: With all due respect, I 
would prefer if you were to take the break now and let 
them get something to eat and let me come back and lick 
some more wind out of their sails. 

SUSPENSION OF SITTING 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It seems as though the Senator has 
some more things to say and this is probably the best 
time to suspend. 

The sitting will be suspended for 45 minutes. 

On resumption: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: This sitting is resumed. 
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starts to demand what is rightfully its own, the leaders of 
that country are abused and accused of becoming 
communists, but with the way the situation is going, one 

' has to  keep asking oneself which is the greater of the two 
evils, communism or democrac . A lot of people have 
been making the mistake of coiparing communism with 

- democracy, but communism is not now, has never been 
nor ever will it be a threat to democrzcy. Communism is 
a threat to capitalism, but for purposes best known to 

one-quarter of the world's population, yet we are wining 
and dining the Chinese who are arch communists, but our 
little neighbour Grenada we want to tell what to do. You 
cannot blow hot and cold at the same time. If you are 
telling Grenada that they should have elections, and I 
believe they should, but I guess Mr. Bishop is not going 
to  risk that now because he has gone too far on a limb 
and will get thrown out, Poland should have elections 
too. But what do you find, Sir? Millions of dollars are 

other people, they try to pake you believe that being thrown into Poland who have openly declared that 
communism is a threat to de~ocracy .  1 want it made they are conlmunists and they are not changing their 
explicitly clear that I am not n w, have never been and 1 / communist ideas for anything, but down here we are not 

k 

have no intention of ever bec (! ming a communist. I am / getting one yen, and yet we are getting ourselves involved 
not going to  leave my aunt's daorstep to  go and sit down / in international politics that are eventually going to hurt 
on my cousin's. I am a black @an and no matter which / us. That is why this morning when I mentioned what 1 
ism you have, black people are always at the bottom of / was mentioning, I was mentioning that to warn those in 
the rung. 

I mentioned this to  go on t o  say that the foreign 
policy of the present Government is somewhat baffling, 
and as someone else would have said, it boggles the mind. 
Here it is you are espousing a theory against communism, 
yet you are sending down to  Cuba to get Cuban cement, 
Now as I said just now in the Chamber, if the Americans 
were as serious as they wouldlike us to believe to  get rid 
of communism, it is an easy matter for them. If you have 
ants affecting your house you do not go and look for an 
individual ant to  kill; you look for the source from which 

I power that when you play with fire you will get burn, 
and if we get ourselves on the map as some people would 
like us to  believe that Barbados is now on the map, 
because I do not know if you only started printing maps 
since 1976, we will eventually find out that we ale going 
to have a lot of saboteurs in this country who are going 
to  come in here trying to destroy the equilibrium of this 
society. 

We are supposed to  be a neutral countty, satellites of 
none and all this fancy talk, but as the world stands 
today it is impossible for a country to be neutral, 

the ants are coming, which is the nest and you throw therefore we are throwing our lot in with the de~nncratic 
your poison or whatever you are going to  destroy the 
ants with right there. If the Americans wanted to get rid 

societies. But the father of democracy, the United States 
of America, is the biggest supporter of communism. You 

of communism as they want us to believe, they would / look around and you will see that Poland, Czechoslovakia, 
" stop feeding the communists. Every year, Sir, with the 

exception of last year, America used to send something 
like five billion bushels of wheat to Russia. I do not 
know if they got paid for it, but I doubt they got paid. 
America also lends Russia money at 6% whereas 
Americans have to  pay 19% and 20%. America as far as I 
know has never sent a pint of corn to  Barbados. If they - were serious about getting rid of communism as they 
should be, how come they are taking up something like 
$3 billion to  send to Poland. 

You might be wondering why I brought in Russia in 
this and I will tell you why. Our Minister of External 
Affairs, and what I would like t o  say I cannot really say 
in this Chamber, as far as we can see, was using whatever 
the then Ambassador was inviting him to use, so they 
were attacking little Grenada. Now I have nothing to 

* I  
defend for Grenada. That is a matter for the Grenadians. 
They will come around to that when it suits them, but 
the point which I am making, Sir, is that we here in this 

' Russia, all these Eastern European countries have done 
better than we who are toting the flag of democracy. 
They lend these people more money than they give us,they 
send food to feed these people more than they send to ' feed us. As a matter of fact they do not send anything 
down here at all, and when they send things down here 
they are usually second class and we have to pay for it 
down to our teeth, therefore the time has come when we 
have to have a new look at our foreign policy. I know 
that we are not only a smdl country, but we are a poor 
country and we cannot go and expect to fight these big 
countries, but at the same time we have to be more than 
careful in getting ourselves involved in certain things and 
joining with other people who can afford to  be big. If we 
go on attacking Cuba the way we are doing, do you know 
what is going to happen? Our whole infrastructure is 
going to tumble down because Cuba will decide one day 
that if that is your attitude they will send no more 
cement, and the moment you do not get any more 
cement, work will cease. There is no reason for us to 



wine and dine the Cubans, but there is also no need for 
us to be completely belligerent towards these people. 

I am not pushing any door for the Cubans either. 
These people can handle their affairs, but the door I am 
pushing is a door for Barbadians. I am a Barbadian and I 
want to see the best for the country whether we are in 
power, they are in power or somebody else is in power. I 
am prepared to live here, I do not have anywhere to go 
and therefore I would like to warn the Minister of 
External Affairs to stop being the mouthpiece for these 
big powers, because they are only using us. Do not let us 
get involved in their affairs. I do not agree with the 
nonsense Grenada is getting on with because a small 
country like Grenada cannot afford to get on with that 
kind of nonsense, but that is their foreign policy, and 
there is no reason why our foreign policy should be 
completely in the reverse of somebody else. We should 
have our own foreign policy and it does not necessarily 
mean that we have to do what the United States say. It is 
better at times to keep your mouth shut than to go 
playing you are talking big because you know t h s  and 
you know that. 

Now I have been noticing recently not only that we 
have been having the communist here wining and dining 
but we have eve11 gone further. We have Russian cars 
inside of our country. Now, what do the Russians buy 
from us? When the War comes down, as it surely would 
come, what is going to happen with the Ladas. I am not 
trying to scare away people from buying the Ladas, that 
is their business. 

I remember back in 1939 we had a lot of German 
cars in here and, during the War, the Opels were here and 
we were at War with Germany. A lot of people had to 
put down the Ope1 cars because they could not get parts. 
I do not feel that we should be doing all of this trade 
with the Russians because when it comes down to the 
nitty-gritty I do  not see that we are getting anything. It is 
a one way street. I do  not know what Russia buys from 
us. I do not know what help Russia gives us. They do not 
help us anyhow. 

As frequent as last year I think it was last year or 
the year before that the Minister of External Affairs made 
a big Statement on the Floor of the House about trading 
with Japan. Here is &?other good reason but my view is 
and I am saying this that when we are back in power - 
of course I cannot tell the Minister of Trade who to trade 
with but my view is that we should be trading with the 
United States, Canada, Great Britain and Germany. These 
are the people who helped us. These are the people who 
we can help. 

We are doing a lot of trade with Japan. Japan does 
not even buy a pint of molasses from us as far as I know. 

As a matter of fact, when you go to Japan, Sir, and you 4 

do not speak Japanese they do not listen to you because 
they feel that everybody should speak Japanese, that is 
the country of the World. All of this comes under Trade 
and Foreign Policy. My view is that we should take 
another look at our Foreign Policy. There is no reason 
why and another thing I can say. I t  is true that a lot of 
Americans are buying the Japanese cars too but my view 
is that we can get a better deal with the United States if 
we really press the point of getting materials and so on .. 

down here than we can get from Japan. There are coming 
from around the other side of the World. America is just 
next door and when the showdown comes as i t  is going 
to come sooner than later we have to align ourselves with 
the Western powers but how are we going to do this 
when we are supposed to be doing trade with China. 

We are supposed to be doing trade with Russia. We 
are supposed to be doing trade with China. Two of the It 
biggest communist countries in the World. Yet, you are 
telling people about here that this body is a communists 
and the next body is a communist but you are not telling 
them about the Fascist Government that you have in 
South Africa or the one that you had in Zimbabwe or the 
one that you have in Great Britain right now. 

We have to take a different look at our Foreign 
Policy. We have to put people to  run our affairs and we 
have to be very serious about running our affairs. My 
view is this. We have no right sticking our necks out 
defending one big country against the other big country 
because despite what we might say or do I have said it 
before and I will say it again now. If tomorrow the 
Russians started to invade the United States and they 
were right into Washington D.C. and the Army of the 
United States had formulated and decided to push them 
back but somebody came and said you know that a nigger 
just raped a white woman down the road. Do you know 
that the Army would stop pushing back the Russians and 
go and look for the nigger that just raped the white 
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woman. They are not worried about the Russians taking 
over. 

We in this society whether we be white, black, blue, 
pink or red, we are considered in the West Indies as 
coloured. You can take it however you like and therefore - 
people in the United States, the people in Russia, the 
people in China, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Austria and 
those other countries they see us from our colour first 
and anything else after. 

We as West Indians have to start seeing fok West 
Indians first and the others after. We are a nation now. 
We cannot run up to the Colonial Office complaining that 
somebody did not do this or somebody did not do that 
or somebody did this or somebody did that. We are 
running our own affairs and 1 therefore would hope that 
the time is now, not coming, now where our Foreign 
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Policy can take a completely different line from the one in 
which it is taking because we were supposed to be 
satellites of none but there is nobody that can deny the 
fact that we are satellites of the United States. 

the money that they can dictate to us in every sphere in 
life. 

A man can be strong and independent without being 
a bully and as I have said before it is better to  be poor and 
independent than to  be poor and dependant. We are poor 
and we are independent and there is absolutely no reason 

remember us and before I sit down, let me tell you this, 
Mr. Chairman. 

They gave Brazil $40 million, they sent money up 
to  Bangladesh, they send money all over the world with- 
out any strings attached, but as soon as they want to 
lend you $2 000, or $2 million, they want to  dictate to  

. why we should- be a mouth-piece for the gieat powers 
.because when the show-down comes, nobody is going to 

In the 1914 to 1918 War the Germans beat their ' 
allies at every Infantry combat that they had until the 
Americans came into the War and the Americans sent a 

Regiment and in this Regiment was a man by the name 

I 
Regiment to France called The Fighting 369, a Black 

of August Johnson. He was the first American, I need not 
tell you that he was black because it was a Black 

highest Military Award from the French. The Fighting 

I 
Regiment, but he was the first American to get the 1 
369 stood up under fire for 191 days without yielding 
one inch of ground or giving up one prisoner. i 

YOU what You should do and what You should not do. 
1 aln therefore saying that we are a small country, we 

The first time the Germans were going to lose a foot 
battle was then and do you know what happened? The 
people in England and the United States started crying 
and saying that they would prefer the Germans to win 
the War than to  know that the black soldiers were out 
there killing the white soldiers. Do you know what was 
said in the United States too? They might be heroes out 
there but when they come back here they are only niggers 
and that is how the Klu Klux Klan started again in 1919. 

I want to make i t  quite clear that I am not a racist. 
That is History. I did not write it. I am not preaching 
against one race or the other. I did not write this History 
and this is History but I wish to show you that when the 
showdown comes, we in the West Indies would be only 
used to  suit the other fellow's purpose and you watch 
what I am going to say before I sit down. 

There has not been a War in Russia for the longest 
time. There has not been one in the United States. It is 
al l  right to  have Wars on sonlebody else's ground and let 
somebody else get killed but they are not mashing up 
their buildings there or the buildings in Russia. I am 
therefore appealing to the Minister of External Affairs, 
although I know he will not be there too long, that the 
time has come when we have to start thinking more 
positively than we have been thinking. We have to stop 
allowing people from thinking that because we are a poor 
country that we need hand outs and we have to  borrow 

cannot fight the big powers but we should be powerful 
in the United Nations. 

When it does not suit our powers to say what is 
right because it might not be politically expedient, I think 
that we should abstain. But going out on a limb and 
pushing ourselves pro one side, or con the other can 
create a situation for a small country like Barbados that 
we can start getting international terrorists coming in here 
and destroy the whole equilibrium of our society. 

With that Sir, I t h n k  that I have hauled up enougll 
for the time and I hope that the Beacon newspaper, the 
same way how they can take things out of context, they 
can take some of what 1 now said out of context. They 
can say that I am a comnlunist if they like, but 1 
categorically deny even supporting a communist. When we 
look around and we see people who are running the 
community they are not little people like you and I Sir 
so it therefore behoves us to steer a straight and narrow 
path, be ffiends of all and satellites of none. 

Thank you. 

Mr. PKESIDENT: Senator Field. 

SENATOR R. FIELD: Mr. President, I propose to 
deal with just one particular Head and that is Civil 
Aviation and Tourism. As a matter of fact, more confined 
to  Tourism than to Civil Aviation. 

For a long time now, a matter of concern to me 
was pension for hotel workers and I believe it gives me 
the opportunity today to probably vent some of my 
feelings towards the lack of provision for this measure. 
Mr. President, Tourism continues and for a long time now 
to exceed sugar as the Island's number one foreign 
exchange earner. It is estimated last year to have earned 
$447 million for this country and one can only recognise 
that Tourism is making a vital contribution to the social 
and economic development and also the political stability 
of Barbados. 

But the point that concerns me mainly is hotel 
workers and we must recognise that hotel workers are all 
playing a major role to the industry making such an 



invaluable contribution to the economy. I would like to 
congratulate the Barbados Workers' Union who has done 
a tremendous job in not only demanding certain wage 
increases and certain conditions for the hotel workers 
recently, but also instilling in the workers of the industry 
their sense of responsibility to t h s  country. Mr. President, 
t h s  sense of responsibility among the workers, the 
Barbados Workers' Union and the hotel management has 
enabled it to enjoy a relationshp as we have seen, a 
relationship which maintained industrial stability, which 
has been demonstrated by the whole manner in which the 
last negotiations were concluded. 

The time now however is ripe and has come to 
make sure that something is done for the hotel workers 
not only in the Tourism industry, but for the employees 
in the industry. We know that Tourism now is an old, 
secure and established industry and provision should be 
made and we hope that this Government will see fit 
because you cannot leave it to the employers - I believe 
that this Government should see fit to ensure that some 
form of trust fund, provident fund, whatever you would 
like to call it be set up for these workers when they 
should have reached retiring age. I believe, Mr. President, 
it would be a sad commentary on Barbados' sense of 
social justice if it were to produce a generation of retired 
hotel workers, who have given the best years of their 
lives, toil and sweat to industry only to end up for the 
remainder of theii lives, unable to provide without any 
provision for social compensation other than the meagre 
amount which is provided by the National Insurance. 

Barbados now, Mr. President is experiencing a slight 
decline in visitors ro this country and I would l ~ k e  to 
point out that this fall off is due I think mainly to the 
adverse economic conditions in the major cities like 
Europe, the Unitzd States of America and Canada and we 
must recognise that every effort should be made to 
maintain our position in the tourism market in order to 
continue to be the number one earner of foreign 
exchange in this country. We are facing increasing 
competition. 

Barbados has been fortunate particularly in the 
Caribbean to have had a head start on a number of 
islands in the Caribbean because of our facilities, 
infrastructure the progress which we have made in the 
island in the past, I believe it has been fortunate to have 
had a head start on some of the snail islands. But today, 
there is increasing competition and we have to ensure that 
our product remains competitive not only competitive but 
attractive to potential visitors to this country. 

We have a reputation to be a high priced 
destination, Mr. President, and this is an area I believe 
that we have got to concentrate on and watch very 
heavily. Because of that, I would like to appeal to 
Barbados hoteliers to give serious consideration to 

/ imposing a freeze on the existing hotel rates, particularly 
I 

for the next winter season, and I appeal sincerely to 4 

them. It will be a strategy to make our destination more 
competitive, I believe, at this time. 

Mr. President, I am calling for greater emphasis to 
be placed on the education of the children of our nation 
in our schools on the various pros and cons, the merits 
and demerits of the industry of tourism. I hope that the 
forthcoming new Education Act will make provisions for 
the general educational curriculum to deal .. 
comprehensively with tourism in its social and economic 
features, including the benefits which would be derived to 
the young people of t h s  country as a result of tourism. 

The Board of Tourism will shortly be launching a 
local awareness programme. This programme will not 
only be directed to our local people to make them 
further aware of the need for tourism, but general 
instructions to the visitors coming to our shores. Mr. 
President, I know that I have acquired a reputation in the 
past for being very hard on that certain segment of our 
community known as the Rastas. I believe that everyone 
in our society has a useful role to play in the community, 
and I am not yet convinced of the usefulness of that 
segment in Barbados, but, Mr. President, they are a fact 
of life and I believe that the Government should explore 
ways and means to rehabilitate these people and make 
them useful members of the society if they so desire. 

Mr. President, crime is one of the social evils in 
Barbados today. Despite the general decrease in the last 
few months, and I believe that is as a result of the 
vigdance of the Royal Barbados Police Force, we know 
the police who have been subjected to severecriticisms in 
the past recently, I must say, must take some kind of 
credit, and I would like that credit to be known, that the 
Royal Barbados Police Force has done a fine job within 
the last few months to reduce the spate of crimes in this 
country. 

Mr. President, as I said before, I am deeply 
concerned about the workers in the hotel industry. We 
know what we have seen in the past as far as the sugar 
workers are concerned. I believe if we were aware of what 
would have happened when the sugar industry was in its 
kelter, we would have had some provision for these . 
workers. It is now, and it is the time that I believe a look 
should be made at the workers in the hotel industry. 

I thank you, Mr. President, for giving me the ^ 

opportunity here today to express my feeling as regards 
the situation. Thank you very much. 

SENATOR J. C. W. WICKHAM: Mr. President, the 
Estimates with which we are dealing do not in fact reveal 
any dramatic departure from the past, and certainly no 
dramatic change in direction. There may be some t 



" differences in the amount of money which is being spent, 
and our Leader's impressive recital of percentages, no 
doubt aided by the technology of the computer, does not 
in fact say a great deal more.than has been said or could 
be said if one read the newspapers with attention. 

There are three Heads which I want to talk about 
very briefly indeed. The first of them concerns the 
Department for which the Minister, our Leader, is himself 
responsible, and I speak about the Library. The amount 
of money provided for the Library shows that there is a 
provision for equipment under Library, Plant and 
Development, but there does not seem to be any 

- provision for increased space. 

Some months ago, as a member of a Committee 
which was looking into the - I think the Committee was 
appointed or certainly got together on the direction of 

v' 
the Minister - which was looking into the provision of 
new facilities for archives and information services, I saw 
a very impressive plan of a new Library. I believe this 
might have been prepared for a suitable application to be 
made for international funding, but I have heard no more 
about it,  and certainly the Estimates do not reveal any 
concern for the cramped conditions which exist in the 
Library. 

This sounds like harping, but no  one who attempts 
to use the Reference Section of the Library can be 
pleased with the jumble of books which meet you as you 
enter that space. It is impossible to find anything. I 
thought that my own little area of my house was untidy 
until I went to  the Reference Library. The titles are 
visible only if you crane your neck, and it is impossible 
to get work done, and I am really ashamed of the 
provision which is made for research and the retrieval of 
reference books, and the staff is ashamed too. They are 
very embarrassed when you ask for something. 

* 
I think that the Government owes it to the country 

to provide some lead as to what is going to  be done with 
the provision of space for the Library. That Carnegie 
Library is very old. The advance which Barbados has 
made in other fields has not been matched by the 
increased provision of space, m d  it is not an area of our 
social life of which we ought to  be proud. 

* 

The second point I want to raise concerns our 
contribution, Barbados' contribution to International, 

- Regional and Commonwealth Organisations. Now, the 
Estimates show under various Heads - some under 
Agriculture, some under External Affairs, some under 
Meteorology - a lump sum and a footnote which say: 
"Provision for contributions" but there is no  way of 
telling the individual contributions. Now, I realise that 
there is some difficulty in providing accurate figures for 
these, because in many cases the financial year of 
International organisations is the calendar year. 

When these Estimates are being prepared, the exact 
figure which Barbados is to be called on to provide is not 
known, but it would do no harm to include the figure of 
the previous year with a suitable note to indicate that this 
figure is provisional, but we are given no indication at all 
and in one of the cases this figure is iniportant because in 
the case of CARDI and in the case of the World 
Meteorological Organisation, I am beginning to have 
serious doubts in common with a number of other people 
as to whether the Barbados contribution is really getting 
its money's worth. 

So far as CARD1 is concerned they have a 
responsibility for development and research on the 
regional basis, but in many cases I suspect this is 
duplicated in each of the individual territories by the 
Ministries of Agriculture who themselves run tlie~r own 
research departments and who certainly have a more 
intimate knowledge of the needs of the country tlian 
CARDI has. Barbados has been extremely hospitable to 
regional organisations and it really is time that we look to 
see whether we are getting our money's worth in more 
ways than one. The personnel of these organisations are 
welcome to come here and provide their variable services, 
but they do exert weight on our social services, our 
schools, our hospitals, and it is no more than fair that we 
should see that we are getting value for this money. In 
fact, I would like to see tabled as a routine measure in 
both Houses of Parliament the annual reports of these 
organisations, because since the Barbados Government has 
to make a financial contribution, it seems only right that 
we should know how that money is being spent, and 1 
put forward that suggestion which I believe is in keeping 
with some of the regulations or practices which direct 
that the Audit Department of Barbados should in fact 
oversee the accounts of organisations contributed to by 
the Barbados Government. 

The third point I want to raise concerns a cultural 
point. Senator Boxill manufactured a beautiful word 
"CARIFIASCO" and it has the merit of sounding good 
and in fact sounding as if it is accurate. I d o  not believe 
it can be accurate. What is wrong with the present 
arrangements for CARIFESTA is that it has not got 
enough publicity and I suspect that is only because its 
organisation is controlled and directed by a Government 
Department who never see things in the same way as 
people outside. But perhaps I should say a little bit more 
about the origins of CARIFESTA, because the more I 
talk about it the more I realise that people do not seem 
to  understand or remember how it started. CARIFESTA 
started because Mr. Burnham in Guyana in 1972 was 
persuaded by a number of Caribbean artists to present to 



the Hedds of Government conlerence in October 1972 a 
document which argued a case for a regular festival of the 
arts in the Caribbean to bring the artists of the region 
together and to express a Caribbean identity by merely 
exhibiting and displaying the works of those artists. 

Now if you remember the past twenty years or so, 
the beginnings of the Caribbean identity in art did not 
start in the Caribbean. Tfus is not unusual. At the end of 
World War I1 a number of Caribbean people found their 
homes in London or New York or Toronto and in the 
case of the French in Paris, the history of the Caribbean 
all over again being one of fragmentation, one of what 
Lamming calls the pleasures of exile. It became necessary 
for those people in these foreign parts to  embrace their 
togetherness in some tangible way, and it was they in fact 
who were the majority of people who attended the first 
CARIFESTA in 1972. The opportunity was taken then to 
circulate a paper for signatures asking Mr. Burnham to 
present the case for a Caribbean Festival, and whatever 
you may say about Guyana and the direction that the 
Government has taken, no one could argue about Mr. 
Burnham's serious dedication to the cause of Caribbean 
art and culture. I-Ie did so take this case and the result of 
that Heads of Government conference in 1972 was that it 
was agreed that CARIFESTA should become a permanent 
part of the Caribbean calendar of artistic and cultural 
events, that it should take place every three years and 
that there should be a cultural desk in the CARICOM 
secretariat. This was in 1972. 

Jamaica at that conference agreed that it woold 
host the next CARIFESTA in 1975. For reasons which 
were political, thc Jamaica Government did r ~ e t  host 
CARIFESTA in 1975, but in 1976. The next 
CARIFESTA should have been in 1979 and I understand 
that Barbados who had offered to host it then found 
itself-unable tr, do so and ceded place to Cuba. Now that 
introduced an entirely new element into the whole 
CARIFESTA arrangements because, remember, the origin 
of CARIFESTA was at a Heads of Commonwealth 
Caribbean Governments which certainly did not include 
Cuba. However the Caribbean is a plastic kind of sea and 
the argument for the inclusion of Cuba, in fact Guyana 
made an argument for the inclusion of Brazil in the first 
festival, but we understood that there were ethnic reasons 
and there were reasons in history why the Caribbean Sea 
should be extended and so Cuba held the CARIFESTA in 
1979. Three years from then would have been 1982 and 
that was the period when Barbados was expected to host 
it, but 1981 suited the Government better and now we 
are hosting it only two years after the last one. 

In many ways Senator Boxdl is right to say that 
two years are not enough, but the hosting of 
CARIFESTA by Barbados only two years after the last 
one, the reluctance of Trinidad and Tobago to  say 
nothing at all about the participation in CARIFESTA, 

suggests difficulties in the whole event. I have been 
hearing rumours that Mexico wants to host the next one. -4 

This is a most unfortunate direction CARIFESTA is 
taking because what is going to happen clearly to me is 
that we are going to have in cultural activities the whole 
LDC-MDC all over again, and Antigua, St. Vincent, 
Grenada and Montserrat will never host CARIFESTA and 
once again we will be seeing the fragmentation in cultural 
terms of the Caribbean. This is unfortunate but Barbados 
has a chance to do something towards this in hosting'of 
this 1981 event, because although for some reasons - 
Barbados is regarded as an MDC, it in cultural terms is 

not, so here is a chance for the powers of CARIFESTA to  
Put on a Festival which more accurately reflected Barbados3 - 
cultural side. 

I and many of my forethinkers would have wanted 
to see a Festival which would not attempt to do Havana 
or a Guyana of 1972 or even a Kingston of 1976 but % 
reduce CARIFESTA t o  a size which would not lack 
enthusiasm of participation but which would not attempt 
to fill an Auditorium and big spaces but which will ub; all 
spaces, the small comers of the country, the Museum, 
Court Yard, Farley Hill, Queen's Park, all the small spaces 
and so produce a Festival which will be unique given the 
Barbados size which would have a particular flavour of a 
Barbadian CARIFESTA. 

That way, smaller Islands like Antigua, and St.  
Vincent would be induced to say, "Yes, we can host such 
a Festival, a Festival which reflected our character and 
spirit. Unfortunately, it seems to me that a lot of money 
is being spent but it is being spent in an attempt to 
compete in size with other CARIFESTAS and I am afraid 
that this is probably the reason why it appears to Senator 
Boxill that it is a CARIFIASCO. 

The truth is that even now the situation is not 
irretrievable because certainly in July there will be a 
number of Caribbean thinkers and sympathisers and the 
opportunity will once again be present to shape and give 
direction nine years after the original one of what 
CARIFESTA might be and I can sincerely hope that this . 
opportunity is taken. 

The opportunity can only be taken now if the 
Government gives the Artists their ear. Governments, in * 

my experience, know nothing at all about our culture and 
many of them care less. They simply do not know what 
they are dealing with and they must, in this case, listen to 
people who know and not to let people around them who 
they think know. They must really do better than that 
and exploit, mobilise what all of the total cultural 
amenities of the entire country. Direct them, not sit @ 
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down and wait for them to come forward, as noticed in 
each case in an Election Year, to provide the circuses 
while they provide the bread. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

SENATOR W. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, an estimate 
gives people who are not in Government the opportunity 
to examine the collection of revenue and the spending of 
this revenue. It also if closely scrutinised will allow one to 
discern the political philosophy of the Government of the 
day and the priorities they gave for the dispensing of 
revenue that was collected largely from the masses of the 
people in this country. The 1981 Estimates, however, Mr. 
President, gives me this opportunity to have a look at the 
present Administration to discern from their allocation of 
funds what are their priorities for this cocntry. 

Only today when I reach the Senate I was given 
some corrective figures, therefore, the figures I use might 

, be a point or so out since they were calculated from the 
Estimates that were made available to  me sometime ago 
and in order to try and see if there is any difference in 
direction from the present Administration to the previous 
one, I did a small exercise on having looked at the areas 
of certain expenditures in the 197.5176 Budget being the 
one from the last put up by the Democratic Labour Party 
and the Estimates of 1981182. 

In the Estimates of 1975176 the total Recurrent 
Expenditure was then $186,55 1,459 of which the Social 
Services, Education, Health, Social Security, Housing and 
Community Development and other Community and 
Social Services accounted for some $103,529,900 or 56% 
of the dineric and the Defence and Security at that time 
was $867,212 or less than half of 1% of the total 
Estimates. 

The figures conling out of the 1981182 Budget 
showed and they were corrected since then but the 
figures I calculated were $469,16 1,000. This has since 
been changed to  something like $479 million but the 
percentages would hardly be an appreciable difference but 
at that time the Social Services Expenditure was 
$239,099,451 or an Expenditure of 51%. 

The Economic Services accounted for $41,583,654 
or 8.9%. Defence and Security Recurrent Expenditure was 

C 

$10,858,850 or 2.3% and General Public Services about 
24.9%. 

- ' 
When one looks, Mr. President to see where that 

Revenue was collected from one would see that in the 
1975176 Revenue by way of direct taxes something like 
$91,410,699 or 45% was collected. The Counter Revenue 
for the. 1981182 Estimates is $202,663,3 10 or 41.9%. 

Under Indirect Taxes and this is the 1975176, the 
-". amount collected was $72,610,395 or 35.7%. The 

comparable figure for 1981182 is $230,571,150 or 47.7%. 

Mr. President, the sources of revenue showed 
direction of the two Governments. We would see from 
those figures just recalled a significant change on emphasis 
on revenue collected from Direct Taxation to Indirect 
Taxation, a change which, Mr. President, I would argue in 
a poor society like Barbados is a change in the wrong 
direction and that can only cause increased hardship on 
the masses of this country. 

We all believe, Mr. President and we know that the 
levels of direct taxation in Barbados are quite high, but at 
least direct taxation has the political philosophy and the 
social philosophy that we can place on those who are 
better able to pay carries a larger sphere of the economic 
burden. Consequently, the moment that thcre is going to 
be a shift of that emphasis of revenue collection, you are 
going to be forcing by way of Indirect Taxes namely, on 
imports, food, more recently the Consumption Tax, a 
burden on the poor people of this country in which they 
are not as well placed to carry as the ones who are better 
off, This shift Mr. President must comparatively interfere 
with the cost of food, the cost of transport, the cost of 
housing the cost of clothing and subsequently in the long 
run the quality of life of poor people in this country. 

If we have a look at the last outfall figures, or the 
projected figures, Mr. President, you will see that the 
Consumption Tax speaking from memory is expected to 
yield some $69 million in the revenue year. I believe in 
the last Budget Speech of the Rt. Hon. Minister of 
Finance his projection at that time was a very modest 
$21 million, or $27 million. I will see, if you would bear 
with me if I can find the figure, his projection at that 
time was a modest $27 million. While we are on this 
point Mr. President, I want to have a look at the 
Estimates of Revenue and I have concluded when I look 
at these Revenues that one, or two things is projected to 
happen in the year 1981 - 82. One, either that there is 
likely to be a recession in the economy, which from all 
available figures seems not likely, or two, that the 
estimated revenue seems to me, Mr. President to be very 
conservative. 

If you look Mr. President at the revenue projected 
on taxes and incomes and profit, in the Income Year 
1980-81 the revenue collected was $161 100 000, the 
projected estimates for the Income Year 1981-82 is 
$183,000,100 or an increase of some $22 million. Mr. 
President, it was stated quite forcibly throughout the 
Estimates that the last salaries increases granted by this 
present Government amounted to  some $59 million if my 
memory serves me right and numerous other negotiated 
settlements in salaries during the year, incremental 
increase in salaries during the year would mean that there 
is going to be a far bigger taxable base than there was in 
1980-8 1. 

My contention is that with increased revenue of $60 
million one way by Government, plus the other revenue 



injected in increase in salaries in the private enterprise, 
that it is very likely that the taking from the taxes on 
income and profit is going to be a little bit more than the 
projected increase of $22 million. Similarly, Mr. President, 
if we had a look at the taxes taken on properties, you 
will see that the Estimates for the 1980-81 year, those 
taxes yield $17 709 000 and the projected Estimates this 
year is $19,000,563, a little less than $2 million increase. 
The taxable base for properties this year Mr. President is 
being reviewed by the Valuation Department and it is my 
knowledge from my personal analysis and from 
information in the Department that there is a general 
increase in Tax Base of about $2Wo or one fifth of what 
it was last time. Assuming therefore that the rateable 
value is likely to be the same as it was in the last year, 
one would assume therefore to have seen an increase of 
about $3.6 million to $4 million in this particular 
estimate for revenue. 

If one comes down the column and compares the 
projection, the difference in 1979-80 revenue against the 
1978-79 revenue considering the inflationary trends that 
have gone on, and the fact that you are now purchasing at 
a lot higher price your goods and services, it is expected 
that your taxes on goods and services would have yielded 
a bit more. That is why Mr. President I am therefore of 
the opinion that we seem to be aiming this year for some 
release by way of either increased allowances of one's 
income tax hopefully an increase in the rate of property 
taxes and namely a reduction in the consumption level on 
certain materials particularly in the housing industry and 
the clothing industry, which I will show you later has 
been seriously affected over the last five years by 
inflationary trends. 

Mr. Presidznt, my quick summary of these 
economic figurer seems to suggest that the masses of this 
country are paying more and receiving less. They are 
paying more because as I showed you, the Indirect 
Taxations have moved from a percentage of the recurrent 
held on revenue of 35.7% to something like 47.7% in the 
period from 1975-76 and the present estimate year of 
1981-82. I will contend later, Mr. President, at some 
stage that this shift in public fmancing has affected the 
masses of this country and although figures which show 
some improvement in the economy, the life standards of 
the masses of the country is not reflected with this 
improvement at all. 

Mr. President, I propose to go quickly through the 
Revenue Heads in order that I would not miss any that I 
have a contribution to make on because I have made 
some notes on the appropriate Heads and I will now 
proceed to go down these Heads and follow my notes in 
order. 

The first Head, Mr. President, I want to have a 
quick look at is the Head of Defence and Security. My 

only look at this Head is one under the Capital Estimates 
+ 

page, and you .will see under the Capital Estimates for 
that Head fhat there is something like $14 million being 
expended. While this might be well spent money, it 
bothers me .when you have a look at the other Capital 
Estimates disbursement, and my memory shows me that 
there is a disbursement of about $13 million going 
towards building new roads and providing adequate 
drainage, which is less than that. There is even a small 
disbursement of $6.5 million for CARIFESTA and 
improvement to facilities for that, then there is only a * 

disbursement of $6 million for the National Housing 
Corporation for the continuation of its housing, 
development programme; there is only a disbursement of - 
$3.4 million for the purchase of new buses for the 
improvement of facilities at the Transport Board, there is 
only a disbursement of $4.8 million for the water and 
sewerage development, there is only a disbursement of 
$8.5 million for the construction of factories for 
industrial estates, and there is only one disbursement of 
$5.51 million which has been included to finance the 
National Health and Drug Service. I am dealing with page 
5 ,  Highlights of Capital Expenditure. 

I would say, Mr. President, when one considers the 
total Capital Expenditure projected of $199 million - 
I think it has been changed to $200 million by the more 
recent figures - one will see that that Head is responsible 
for a sizable amount of that money. My colleague has 
made it quite clear that we in the Democratic Labour 
Party are not against a Defence Force as such, but I am 
saying, Mr. President, that there are certain trends that we 
have to be very careful with, and I will just draw your 
attention to one or two that I have seen personally. 

About three days ago I was driving opposite the 
National Insurance Building and a van transporting 
soldiers of the Defence Force came down and like is 
always the case, there was quite a large amount of traffic 

+ 
at that particular junction, and we were all patiently 
waiting our chance to move on, but the new found 
authority thought it possible to go ahead of everybody 
else. I think that we have from the beginning to  insti1 
and hope that we see that sense of discipline, that sense 
of training that is supposed to be meted out to them 
coming out in their public behaviour and in their public . 
display. The gentleman figured it was too much for him 
to wait quietly in the queue like we were all doing, and 
the driver of the van got out of the van and he summarily 
waved a couple of the vehicles to the side and he wound 
his way through. I do  not think it was a case of 
emergency, because I did not hear of any emergency on 
that particular day. It might seem like a very small thing, 
but I am beginning to see that if we do not instil in them 
and allow them to understand their rightful role they are 
to play, they could well exceed their authority. That is all 
I have to say on that Head at the moment. c 



I I would like to have a look at the Head of 
Agriculture. I am beginning to be a little concerned about 
the lack of direction of the Ministry of Agriculture. The 
first thing I observed in looking through the Estimates 
was that if you look at the breakdown you will notice 
that in the section labelled Administration in the Personal 
Emoluments section you will not find in that section a 
Chief Technical Director. He comes in the section under 
Crop Research. That signalled to me a little something 
that I am a little concerned about, and that is, the general 
policy of the Agricultural Department. 

If you turn to page 27 of your Personal 
Emoluments section, you will see Subhead 1, and there is 
a note in the Estimates which says that it has to do with 
general administrative policy, etc. of the Department. You 
will see the personnel breakdown shows Permanent 
Secretaries, etc., Administrative Assistants, and you come 

si 
down the line, and nowhere in that particular Subhead 
will you find the Chief Technical Director under the 
Head. 

Now, I am a little alarmed, Mr. President, that when 
you look at the Personal Emoluments breakdown, going 
under that Subhead, which accounted for the Statutory 
Expenditure under that Subhead of something like 
$708,000 and Other Expenditure of $916,000, if you 
look under Statutory Expenditure you will find that the 
post of Chief Technical Director does not feature in that 
direction. I was alarmed to think that you can have a 
Subhead under the Ministry of Agriculture purporting to 
deal with initiation and review of policy and personnel 
like the Chief Technical Director not included. 

If you peruse that later on under the sub-head, I 
think you will find him under sub-head dealing with crop 
research, that was sub-head 4, you will find his post listed 
specifically dealing .with crop research extension. Mr. 
President, that is the first thing that signalled me into the 
Agriculture Department. (A VOICE: He drew it to your 
attention?) No, he did not draw it to my attention. I am 
not privy to such counsel. I wonder if the Senator on the 
other side is telling me that it is so obvious that I could 
not pick it up. If he looks at it, Mr. President, the 
Ministry of Agriculture has not been known to perform at 
the type of level that you would know would be a credit 
to it during its last year or so. There has been a serious 
run down of the extension services, so much so that it is 
now fairly common knowledge that the stations at Sayers - Court and Jerusalem are about to be closed, and it is also 
within my knowledge that the senior agricultural officer 
who once headed the extension services is now earmarked 
to be going over to the rural scheme along with another 
officer from this department. 

Now the question I pose here is what is the future 
3, of the extension scheme of the Agriculture Department? 

Is it of so little importance now that you are removing 

the senior agricultural officer that was dealing with 
extensions and eannarking him for a sub-programme, the 
rural programme which you would see under the same 
Agriculture Department for which is earmarked something 
like $12 million? Who would be * advising the small 
farmers out there? Who are going to be taking the results 
of the research section to the small farmers and who are 
going to be supervising the activities of your small 
farmers? Is this an abandonment of the small fanners by 
the present Government? 

If you look further, the tractor scheme seems to be 
in total disarray. As a matter of fact, it is in so mucli 
disarray that it is within my knowledge that quite a few 
people had tc, have their money refunded which they had 
paid in for the services of the tractor, and now you will 
find that there are quite a few people in private enterprise 
who have now acquired tractors and are performing this 
duty at higher prices naturally than was being donc by 
the tractor scheme. If we are to cncourage peasant 
agriculture, Mr. President. we certainly have to provide 
the back-up services. Not only that, some of the operators 
you have in the tractor scheme seem to be very 
inexpcrienced and have not been doing the kind of job 
that they are expected to do under the tractor sclienie. 
For argument sake, Mr. President, we now know that at 
some of the agricultural stations it is fairly difficult 
getting stud services and those types of services that were 
once available to the snlall farmers, in so much that the 
quality of your pig industry, the quality of the dairy herd 
have been affected because of this problem. 

This brings me to the policy of the Central 
Livestock Station. This station seems at the moment just 
to be keeping animals and carrying out the necessary feed 
trials. They are supposed to be doing the cross breeding, 
but so far none of the results of this section has been 
passing down to the farmers in private enterprise. This is 
a very serious problem, Mr. President, in this particular 
section of the Ministry of Agriculture, and as you will 
see, all these things affect the small peasant farmer. 

With respect to  the black belly sheep programme 
which is being carried out, there is very little information 
coming out from the programme to the black belly sheep 
farmers of this country. At the moment it is certainly not 
on stream as it is expected it would have been. The same 
thing is happening to the pig industry. It is very difficult 
now to get good quality piglets from your agricultural 
stations as it was before, and one would know, 
particularly those of us who live in rural communities 
that the small people who keep pigs look forward very 
much to these agricultural stations for the purchasing of 
good quality stock to keep in their backyards. These are 
now very seldom available and as a result it is interfering 
with the quality of the pig industry in this country. 

Mr. President, under the head of Research, if there is 
research going on, at the moment it is research for research 



sake because this research and its results certainly are not 
reaching the farmers out there. I say this because the ex- 
tension service over the last couple of years has been 
hr ther  weakened avd at the moment I do  not know if it 
exists, and you would see that there seems to be positive 
indications that it would be coming very much to a close 
with the removal of the senior extension officer and one or 
two of his other extension officers into the rural 
agricultural scheme to which they are going. 

Overall, Mr. President, there are one or two other 
things that I would want to have a look at in agriculture. 
What has happened to the cotton industry that the ADC 
was trying to have a look at? The statistics available to 
me reveal that there is very little cotton now being grown 
and I was trying to see if I could find the statistics. I 
would like to find out from the appropriate person if 
there was a problem in the cotton industry. Mr. President, 
in 1975 we produced 162,176 kg of lint; in 1979 this was 
reduced to 16,984 kg, about one-tenth of the production 
between 1975 and 1979. That is how the cotton industry 
has gone. It has almost disappeared during those years. 

Mr. President, yams. In 1972 we were producing 
some 12,000 tons of yams; in 1979 we produced 5,909 
tons. (Asides) In 1975 it was 6,609 tons. Mr. President, 
sweet potatoes in 1975 were 4,444 tons and in 1979 
2,319 tons. Mr. President, vegetables - beans: in 1976 - 
522,100 pounds. I n  1079 - 797,950 pounds. (ASIDES) 
No. I will give you the information. It is Agro Stat, 1979 
and i t  is put out hy the Agricultural Planning Unit. I am 
just trying to draw to the other's attention certain areas 
of concern and this is where we should always be looking 
at. 

The whole idea is not to score a political point. The 
whole idea is to see the direction how our agricultural 
policy has gone and to ask questions why our agricultural 
policy has gone in this direction, to find out from the 
present Government what is the present policy for 
non-sugar agriculture because we must realise that in an 
area where the import bill for food is closely approaching 
$1 billion, the last figure I overheard, that one has to be 
very seriously concerned about any reduction in 
production of food crops etc. Therefore, it is not a matter 
of trying to see what source I am trying to score a political 
point. I think we should have reached a stage of 
maturity where our gravest concern would be the total 
development of our country regardless of who the 
Administration was at that particular time. That is not 
important, Mr. President. The important thing, Mr. 
President, is that I think that Agriculture has gone off 
course and I want to  know from the replying Senator on 
the Other Side what is the policy of the present 
Administration to bring it back on course. 

I Mr. President, under the Ilead of the Ministry of 
Trade and Industry, there are a few things I want to have 

I a look at under this Ministry now and the first one is the 
lack of a Price Control System in this Ministry. Mr. 
President, in an importing community like Barbados 
where you are importing most of your essential foods, 
you are not at the other end to have anything to do with 
the cost of production. Therefore, you cannot tell a 
farmer over there what he should sell his product at. 

You cannot dictate to the Transport people what 
they should charge for transporting the food from 
wherever it is grown to Barbados. Therefore, Mr. 
President, you have very little control over the eventual 
c.i.f, cost of the goods, the cost of Insurance and Freight. 
The only area of control is the movement of those goods 
in your local market and that is the price which it 
receives by the importer and the price comes out to the 
retailer or eventually the customer. 

I have heard contentions put forward that a Price 
Control Policy in Barbados was a failure. I do  not agree 
with that contention at all. The counter argument is that 
you should allow market forces to pull the price of a 
commodity down. Let us be serious, Mr. President. In a 
small country like Barbados where there are well known 
cartels, where it is well known that there is an agreed 
Pricing Policy by the big importers, where is the 
competition to pull the prices down there. Therefore, it 
would mean that the only area of control is the fixing of 
a price to the consumer by the appropriate Ministry. 

They have removed Price Control but what is the 
substitute? The substitute was a Government Information 
Service Programme in which you would hear, I believe it 
was about twice a week, that the following commodities 
are available at this place, at Goddard's at $2.OC per lb., 
at Big B's $2.55 per Ib, at JB.'s some place $2.25 per lb. 
The objective apparently behind that programme was by 

, way of public disclosure to force the dealers in these 
items to reduce their prices. Now, let us look at the folly 
of that whole exercise if you listen to the radio any 
particular night you would find that Big B would have 
two items out of six cheaper than Goddard's. Goddard's 
might have two out of six cheaper than Big B and 
somebody else will have the next two so in other words, 
a housewife in order to take advantage of these would 
have to drive around all day long from one store to 
another just to pick up coffee because it is cheaper, go to 
another place and pick up salt-fish because it is cheaper. 
Now when you are finished with that exercise, Mr. 
President, do you seriously believe that this is any 
alternative policy than a sensible Price Control Policy. 

The Senator on the other side is saying that it is a 
failure and it is within my common knowledge that 
serious attempts are now being made to reconstruct the 



Price Control Division and to reintroduce it. Therefore, I 
am saying that in that type of circumstance, in an 
importing community where you have no other say over 
the cost of goods to a consumer besides the local mark 
up that it is a Government's duty to ensure that that mark 
up policy is one that is fair to all persons concerned, a 
reasonable profit to the importer to cover his overhead in 
his projection so that it wiU get, to the client at a 
reasonable price. 

I would say, Mr. President, without any 
contradiction at all that that area has been seriously 
neglected and is responsible in no uncertain way for the 
.increase in food stuff that we have noticed during the last 
four to five years, the ljhenomenal increases in foodstuff 
and those of us who, take' time out sometimes to go to 
the supermarkets will realise that sometimes onone item 
if you take off the price tag on the top the bottom of 
that price tag you will see that it was at a lower price. It 
shows the rapidity of movement in that area. 

Under this particular Head, under the Ministry of 
Agriculture, and the next area of concern is that of the 
Veterinary Services available to the farmers in this 
country. 

There is a very difficult problem to the peasant 
farmers to obtain veterinary services and even when they 
obtain the veterinary services from the veterinarians who 
are employed by Government, it is my knowledge that 
they also have to pay fairly high charges for these 
services. I would say that that is also another area where 
you should have a very serious look at, the provision of 
proper veterinary services to the peasant farmers of this 
country. We are encouraging the improvement in our 
dairy herd, we are encouraging and we are near self 
sufficiency in the poultry industry, I would say that 
whatever steps have to be taken, I realise that the 
veterinary surgeons are very limited people and that they 
are not readily available, but those that are available 
should be within a reasonable reach for charges to 
peasants irregardless of what way their remuneration is 
worked out, it should not be a drain on the peasant 
farmers for paying for veterinary services. 

Mr. President, under the same Ministry on Fisheries 
department, I would say too Mr. President that this is 
another area which needs very serious attention paid to it, 
since statistics that are available show that there has been 
a considerable drop off in the fish available to this 
country, for whatever reasons. You would have to look at 
it. Flying fish Mr. President is the only one which seems 
to have more or less kept pace. In 1975 about 2 063 tons 
were landed, in 1979, there was a slight improvement 2 
119 tons. If you look at the other subheads though Mr. 
President, you will find that we had not been bringing in 
a lot of the other fish in this country. Dolphin in 1976 
we landed 1 208 tons, in 1979 it dropped to 1 000 tons. 

If you have a look at Bill fish you will see that in 1976, 
we brought in 420 tons of billfish, in 1979 there was 
only 261 tons. If you look at the overall thing, you will 
see Mr. President that there has not been a lot, if any at 
all, improvement in the fishing induJtry in this country. 

I would say that in an area where there is a scarcity 
of proteins, proteins from meat is becoming very 
expensive that everything should be done to encourage 
this protein source, namely fish and the Fishing Industries 
Department should provide a further incentive to improve 
our fishing and allow us to benefit from the seas around 
us. 

Mr. President, if you look at Head 37, Ministry of 
Communications and Works, under this Head,. Mr. 
President my main concern here is the atrocious public 
transport system available to the users of the system. It is 
a well-known fact that this system has gone down hill and 
I wonder if a lot of us have seriously considered the 
social implications of a bad transport system. If you pass 
on mornings on your way down and you see the number 
of people, workers at bus poles who cannot get to work 
and you thought of the total number of man hours that 
have been lost in production due to this faulty transport 
system, I think it is very short sighted not to make 
whatever funds and management expertise that is 
necessary available to the Transport Board to correct this 
because a cost benefit analysis will show that the increw 
& production in the public sector, the private sector 
that addition to the Gross Domestic Produce will 
more than offset any subsidy that you will be putting 
to improve the transport system. (ASIDE). Mr. President, 
you do not have to do an analysis to realise this. 

If the Honourable Senator on the Other Side took 
any notice of the number of people, I make a note of 
looking at it, there are many sites in the country, if the 
people do not have their own individual transport, they 
have to close work earlier than they should in order to 
get transport to their homes and that is a loss of 
production hours. It concerns me because I am from a 
rural parish and I pass on mornings, unfortunately I 
cannot do any more personally, I see so many children, 
particularly school children on the road waiting many 
hours to get to their jobs, or to get to their schools. I 
have tried it on more than one occasion, I have waited 
one afternoon over on the district highway 4B from 2.30 
p.m. an afternoon until 5 3 0  p.m. for a bus and you 
know what had happened at that time, you saw numerous 
buses going up and then, they were coming back down, 
they were not stopping because they were going back to 
the depot at Mangrove. When I inquired the scheduling 
was such that they were supposed to be working what 
you call the school routes and as soon as they had done 



the last trip at 3.00 o'clock they f h h  for the day and 
those buses are going into the depot and leaving hundreds 
of people at bus stops, who have worked a whole day and 
are now trying to get home to their families and to 
whatever recreation is available to them, and they have to  
wait hours upon hours. 

In the longer routes, it is more frustrating because 
the mini buses are not available, the mini buses do not go 
up to the long routes, the mini buses go into the shorter 
routes that are a lot more lucrative. Therefore, I think it  
is incumbent upon the Govemment to provide these out 
districts with a proper transport service. I do not know 
what is the solution, but I am saying whatever financial, 
and physical human resources is necessary must be 
applied to the Transport Board. It is a human problem, 
go to the bus stands on afternoons, I think that some of 
us should do it and you would appreciate the plight of 
the working people more than we do. Go to the bus 
stand any afternoon and you will see the almost jungle 
like attitude and it would make your heart bleed if you 
have a little human sympathy for people who are less 
fortunate than you all. The Honourable Senator is telling 
me now that you have to  make a study to know that you 
need that? 

Under the same Head, Transport, Mr. President, it 
has been said already and I would just repeat it that the 
quality of our roads are now at the stage where it is going 
to be very costly to  reinstate them. There was a policy 
once and I believe it is still operational in a small way, 
where a cantaneer was responsible for a mile of road and 
it was his responsibility to upkeep that particular section 
with assistance from a particular depot when he needed. 
It is true that at that time the road did not carry the 
type of traffic, but what was the good point about that 
system is that whenever there was a small defect in the 
road, he never allowed it to get out of hand, it was 
immediately repaired and therefore it was an idea of 
maintenance before you got t o '  the stage where you 
needed overall surgery in most of the cases. 

I am saying that you might have to have a serious 
look to see what type of machinery you are going to 
make available to the Ministry of Communications and 
Works for the upkeep of the roads because once again, 
what you frnd is if you allow the roads to  get too bad, 
the cost of repairs is certainly a lot more expensive, than 
the cost of upkeep and these social services costs must 
build up. 

, If I may refer back to the Transport Board for a mo- 
ment Mr. President, I am going to touch on an area which is 
very tricky and which sometimes annoys a lot of 
politicians, but I think that too many of us engaged in 
politics are creating problems for ourselves, and I will tell 
you why. Two weeks ago I saw that 71 conductors and 
drivers were about t o  be disciplined because they did not 

turn up for work on a Sunday, and when I enquired I + 
discovered two things. One, that there were no overtime 
rates being paid to these drivers and conductors, and two, 
which is even more fundamental, that there were large 
numbers of people employed at the Transport Board who 
are Seventh Day Adventists, and from the time they go 
for their appointments they make it known specifically 
that it is against their religion to work on Saturdays, 
and they are employed with this understanding. It is rhy 
understanding that they are not asked to work on 
Saturdays. If this is not true, I would be glad if anyone 
who has accurate information can make it available to  
me, but this is my information. This has triggered a 
reaction from the people who worship on Sundays, that if 
the Adventists do not get disciplined for not working on 
Saturdays why should they be disciplined if they do not 
work on Sundays. 

Now, the point that is also very, very ticklish, and I 
say it is bad, I have known that a few people have * 
applied to  the Transport Board for employment and on 
more than one occasion they were told to go and bring a 
letter from their representative. Do you know what this 
has resulted in? There is a young man whom I know 
quite well who drives a Transport Board bus, and the 
only thing this young man has not licked up so far is a 
box cart. He crashed a bicycle, a motor cycle, a motor 
car, a van, and believe it or not, with that type of driving 
history he is employed by the Transport Board. I saw 
that young man one day on the St. Patrick's route and 
you would not believe that he was driving a bus. He had 
his driver's cap on with the peak behind, and this bus 
which was fully loaded was going up St. Patrick's as 
recklessly as you would never believe. Now, a simple 
thing like this shows that there is absolutely no sense of 
responsibility on the part of that person, and I am saying 
that the high accident rate at the Transport Board is a 
direct result of the recruitment policy of the Transport 
Board. 

-b+ 
I have travelled on Transport Board buses on more 

than one occasion. Very often I do it for two reasons. 
One, it sometimes is more convenient to have my 
personal transport loaned to somebody who might be 
doing some work for me, and two, I think that those of 
us in public life must know how the masses operate, what 
is available to the masses, and I would only invite some , * 

of them to share the services that are available to  the 
masses and they would be a lot more appreciative. - 

You get on these buses and sometimes you find 
that the conductors are less than courteous to you. You 
look at it too. Another very bad habit they have, Bnd this 
is what the people in Environment should look at, you 
are driving behind a Transport Board bus and every now 
and again you see coming out of the bus like missiles, 
snow-cone cups all across the road. There is no policy at 
the moment that forbids people from eating and drinking 9 



and disposing their cups on the Transport Board buses. It 
is most disgusting, and I think that small things like 'these, 
like management problems, need to be looked at at the 
Transport Board. This is nothing that any of us takes any 
pride in, because this is a senrice that all of us at some 
time would use, our families would use it, our relatives 
would use it, and it is only natural that if you have the 
love of Barbados first that you would appreciate and look 
to improve. I am saying that the Transport Board 
problem is a human problem, and when you look at the 
management structure of the Transport Board you' see 
that the Transport Board has no management structure. 
'Those of you who are in management, or even looked at 
a management book would know this. There are 1,700 
people employed there ...... .(ASIDES) I still think that 
this is a case ........ (ASIDES). 

Mr. PRESIDENT: order, please. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXIU: On a point of order, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I trust you are not going to make 
another Second Reading speech. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Not at this stage, but 
according to the regulations I think I can, Sir, on a point 
of order. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Or according to what I say. What 
is it you are rising on? 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: On a point of elucidation. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: On your speech? Proceed, 
Senator Franklin. Let us have some order, I am not 
standing any nonsense. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Thank you, Mr. 
President. Back to the Transport Board. It is within my 
knowledge, Mr. President, that the maintenance on those 
buses is absolutely horrible. I have driven in a few of 
them that had no seats, but what is even more alarming, 
and I think it is only when we have a fatality of the limit 
that we had some years ago as we had down at Lancaster 
that we are going to be more careful. You talk to any of 
the drivers, Mr. President, and they will tell you that 
three out of every ten buses that they are forced to carry 
on the road have faulty braking systems. Mr. President, I 
realise that there is a shortage of rolling stock, but how 
can one be that callous? I have spoken to the drivers and 
they say when they report that the braking system is 
deficient, the only reply they get is that they do not 
want to  work, and that they should carry out the bus. 
Therefore, on many occasions they have buses on the 
road - I would risk to  bet you now, Mr. President, that 
right now at any one hour if a census was made of every 
bus operated by the Transport Board upon the road, and 
they were tested, you would find not less than 

three out of every ten are not fit t o  be transporting 
passengers. 

I hope, Mr. President, I sincerely hope that the 
authorities will not wait until the day when one of them 
plunges down a precipice with all the lives in it, to  take a 
very serious look at it. (ASIDE). Mr. President, I will not 
deal any longer with that, I just say it is my sincere hope 
that it does not occur. This is why when I looked at the 
Capital Estimates for $3.4 million for the Transport 
Board and compared it with $14 million for Defence and 
Security, it was not because I have anything against 
Defence and Security, but it is because I think that the 
emphasis is wrong, totally wrong, Mr. President. We need 
to have a look at it. Look at Housing, more money for 
that. Back to the Transport Board, i t  got so bad that 
there was even cannibalising of chassis, new brand chassis 
that were brought here forbodies to be put on by Acme. 
Some of them were cannibalised, parts were taken, tyres 
were taken off them to put on buses that were operating. 
You go up to Mangrove and you will see them there at 
Mangrove, new brand chassis from which tyres were taken 
off to put on buses. Some of ,them are rotting in the rain 
because for some reason or the other the Acme people 
had stopped producing bodies, but I understand that they 
have gone back now. 

My only thing on this, Mr. President, is to let the 
resources that are necessary for the improvement of our 
bus s e ~ c e  be made available to the Transport Board. If 
you need, as it is obvious, to strengthen your 
management structure, do that; if you need to increase 
your rolling stock, do that; if you need to provide better 
physical conditions in the workshop, do that; but 
whatever is needed, let the public be able to get to and 
from work and school at reasonable times to add to the 
productivity of this country. 

Mr. President, Head 38 - Ministry of Education and 
Culture. There are only two small areas under this Head 
that I wanted to talk about and it is one dealing with the 
provision of uniforms for the kids which has now turned 
out' to be a grant of $100. My bone of contention may 
be a small one, but it is significant. We have children in 
this community who take the 11+ examination and it is a 
well known fact that those who are not successful in 
gaining admission to what they call the older secondary 
schools are looked down on and there are some serious 
pressures brought to bear on these little kids, and they 
begin to feel that they are failures. My plea is not to let 
them feel further that they are failures by not extending 
the $100 to them as well. If they are leaving the 11+ 
system and going to the all age schools, let them have the 
$100 if that is what you are giving to them as well, 
because you cannot continue to  make them feel inferior. 
The parents are down on them already because they have 
failed, and to give those who have gained admission $100 
for uniform and forget those who have not gained 
admission and are going on to the all age schools, I think 



is further giving them a sense of inferiority complex. It  is 
a small thing, it cannot cost a great deal of money, so 
please introduce this as soon as you can. 

Schools meals have been talked about already, but 
there is only one little area that I want to  touch on. It 
was said that there is nobody in the Government Service 
now who is getting less than $500 a month. The maids 
are getting that. I was a little bit surprised when I 
examined these Estimates to  see that the school meals 
assistants are now getting $5,064 a year or $422 a month. 
Certainly I think this is an oversight on somebody's part, 
and I think it should be corrected as soon as possible 
because you have gone on record as saying that nobody 
in the Government Service gets less than $500. I know 
the maids get that because if you look at the schedule 
you would see that the last one is around $500 a month. 
This is the Z scale - $5,064 a year. This is in Appendix 
"C" on page 17. Unless there is a clerical error, you will 
see that that works out to $422 a month. 

Now I am dealing with the topic, Mr. Ptesident, 
there is one other area that had slipped me which I must 
refer to, and that is our industrial estates. I have noticed 
quite rightly that the Senator on the other side who is 
Minister of Labour has pronounced a policy of a 
minimum wage for domestics. I am not sure what it is. 
One section of the media said $65 and another said $75 a 
week. As a matter of information I would be glad if the 
Minister would tell me which it is because it is going to 
bring out the point I am going to speak on now. 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: If the 
hon. member would give way. ..... 

Mr. PRESIDENT: This is a bit irregular, surely. If 
you have a point io  make, make it and then the Minister 
will answer when he is speaking. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Thank you, Mr. 
President. In our industrial estates, Mr. President, where 
we have been spending vast sums of money in the 
promotion of industry, I am certain that the Minister of 
Labour is aware that there are still certain industries 
paying $45 a week, and I think it is absolutely necessary 
for something to  be done about this. I will give you an 
example of what I mean. I was discussing with a worker 
in one of these estates the work situation, and I was told 
that during one week they were put on a piece 
production rate in a garment section, and she made $128 
for that week which the factory owners figured was far 
too much money for a worker. They immediately stopped 
the piece work from the next week and reverted to the 
weekly pay of $78, but the girl was still expected to 
produce the same amount of garments for which she was 
paid $128 a week on the piece rate. That is the type of 
behaviour you are getting in these industries. The 
industries are costing us money. We are providing in most 

cases the physical plant, it costs us money in promotion 
to  bring them here and you get that type of behaviour * 
being displayed by the owners of those industries. I would be 
very glad if the Minister in reply could give me an 
indication of the net gain in employment in the industry. 
By net gain I mean the new jobs created, minus those 
that were lost by factories being closed or by dismissing 
girls in the industry, because I think we have to have a 
very serious look at our IDC programme. 

Mr. President, we are providing all types of a 

incentives, we are providing physical plant and sometimes 
the employers do not want their staff to be unionised. 
They pay them the minimum amount of money they can, 
a lot smaller than the amount that is being propounded 
for.domestic people. They work for long hours sometimes 
in conditions that are not suitable for anybody to work 
in, and when it comes to the end of their tax free period, 
they pack up or change their name or change the 
scheduling structure with one or two other people still 
maintaining some interest for the original people. That is 
an area we will have to have a very serious look at. 

Under Education and Culture, I am glad to see that 
some emphasis is now being placed on the elementary 
education in this country. Some of the physical stock has 
long got to the stage where it is not conducive to good 
work. There are still one or two areas of complaint 
particularly in the provision of textbooks for the 
elementary schools. It  it within my knowledge that there 
are few schools which have not got their quota of books 
over the last couple of years. I have already talked about 
the provision of the $100 for those going on to the all age 
schools. Whatever is necessary should be done for 
improving the school meals programme once again, and 
that leads us back to the secondary schools which we 
now find divided into what is commonly known as the 
older and the newer secondary schools. Mr. President, 
some bold steps need to be taken very soon in this 
situation of the secondary schools. It 

We have a historical background of what is more 
commonly known as the Older Secondary Schools in 
which quite naturally there is a preference by most 
people for, which sometimes result in children travelling 
long hours on the bus, taking one and two buses. You 
will find the boy living in St. Philip and going all the 
way down to Coleridge and Parry. He has to take a bus 
to  town and then has to take one from town to  a 

Coleridge and Parry. Not only is it expensive in energy 
and time but it is also expensive that when that child 
comes in at night he is quite tired and cannet usually 
do his homework as he should. The whoie idea of 
Zoning has been talked about for a little while and it is 
one that very serious consideration would have to be 
paid to. + 



I believe it is a chicken and a hen situation. What 
are you going to do? Are you going to provide the 
pupils first and then include your human resources and 
your physical stock or you 'are going to  do it the other 
way. You are going to improve your physical stock and 
then improve the human resources. I think we should 
have a serious look at improving the physical stock at 
more of these Newer Secondary Schools. 

I notice in the Capital Estimates that provision is 
made for some of them, for one or two. I would be 
very glad when the new Education Act comes about to 
remedy these slight differences in the way of 
Management, one by the Board which has a kind of 
autonomy and the other one by an Advisory type of 
Board. We need to work on this very, very fast because 
1 think that the Educational system would be better 
Sewed in the country if we have an upgradirlg of these 

;. Newer Secondary Schools and prevent the movement of 
our children over these large distances which is not only 
costly on the Transport system but it is also costly on 
the people and parents as well. 

Mr. President, under Education there is the 
Industrial School which my colleague spoke about which 
I hope that the recommendations of the Committee will 
be implemented as soon as possible on that particular 
one. That, Mr. President, deals with the Educational 
one. 

Mr. President, the next Head I would have a quick 
look at is the Ministry of Health and National 
Insurance. On that particular Head, Mr. President, I am 
not going to spend anytime on the Queen Elizabeth 
Hospital. We all know the problems that have been 
aired in the Other Place on the Queen Elizabeth 
Hospital. There is only one section that I need to draw 
the attention of the Senators on the Other Side to' and 

.* it has to  do with the Animal Control Division. 

Mr. President, it has been drawn to my attention 
that the Animal Control Division which is now used in 
the Section of the old Lazaretto Compound seems to be 
posing a bit of a problem. What has happened there is 
that the School of Education was down there as well as 
the Archives Division and within more recent times 
there has been the Old Peoples' Home down there in 
the same compound and then even more recently, the 
Animal Control Unit ,has been placed right in that 
compound as well. 

The problem that seems to be arising down there 
is the proximity of sometimes diseased animals before 
they are exterminated; with the Old Peoples' Home in 
that area. Not only that but I was made to understand 

% 
that the policy of getting rid of these animals is to gas 
them and then they are burned in an oven which is 
seriously affecting the Archives Division, the School of 

Education, and more particularly, the Old Peoples' 
Home. 

I think that is an area that we need to  look at 
because these old people quite naturally are at the stage 
where their resistance to  illness would be quite low and 
you are bringing in animals, some of them could well 
be diseased animals, into that compound and there is 
some period before they are put away and one has to 
be very careful that this does not create a health 
problem for the people in the Old Peoples' Home down 
there. 

I think it was a matter that the Animal Control 
Division was very badly placed. It had no right, in that 
type of complex where you had already existing those 
offices which I have &awn to your attention, the 
School of Education, the Archives and the Old Peoples' 
Home and I think that some speedy action should be 
taken in removing that. It does not fit in to the overall 
development of that area. Remove all from that area as 
soon as possible before you have a health problem being 
created in that area. 

Under this Head, Mr. President, the one I want to 
deal with a little bit more thoroughly is the one with 
the Sanitation Authority. If you travel, Mr. President, 
on Highway 5 from just a little West of Windsor Road 
to Brighton, you will find that that is one of the filthiest 
streets anywhere in Barbados anh the reason that it ia 
so is that trucks going up to the land fill more often 
than not, open trucks, going up that road and you have 
all types of garbage flying from these open trucks at 
the side of the road and in the process of time that 
area has now become a very disgraceful and distressing 
area to drive through and I think that some Regulation 
has to be enforced. 

I have even seen a truck going up the road from 
one of the houses that prepare chickens and it had 
feathers and one or two other residues of the chicken 
and it was an open truck going up that road and it has 
made that road a very filthy road. You get the same 
problem going up the road leading to the Airport 
because these are mainly the two roads they use going 
to the land fill. One or two of the trucks will have a 
net and in most cases the nets are in bad condition and 
the nets cannot hold in anything on the trucks and 
they are seen going up the road with the garbage flying 
all over the road. Mr. President, that is an area that 
needs urgent attention and I would invite the Senator 
on the Other Side to draw this to the attention of the 
Minister of Health. 

One other area which is one that bothers me a lot 
as a whole is a lot of dead animals that you find on 
the roads. I do not know the policy on this but I have 
seen Sanitation Trucks pass and they have seen these 



dead animals on the road. I understand that they are 
only certain trucks that are allocated to  collecting these 
animals but I would think that if they had a certain 
pride that they would report this back to. the 
appropriate Authority that there is a particular dead 
animal at a certain place and it would be removed. 

I know that I on occasion have drawn to the 
authorities' attention the existence of a dead animal at 
some part of the road. It takes some time, sometimes it 
reaches the stage, where it begins to create not only a 
health hazard but a nuisance. More and more you are 
seeing it on the highways and I do not think that this 
is so big a problem. It  needs to have a special, or small 
unit to carry out this type of function, I do not think 
that you would need more than one truck or two to 
service the entire island in this particular area. 

In the papers about two, or three days ago, it was 
brought home to me even more forcibly with the idea 
of the carcass of a cow somewhere in the Bank Hall, 
Bush Hall area which was allowed to reach the stage 
that it was decaying and nobody even came in from the 
Health Authorities to  take care of this. I think this is 
an area that we need to have some clear directive of 
who is responsible, if you call in and you should have 
some type of units available for that type of thing. 

Mr. President, under the Ministry of Housing, 
Lands and the Environment. Mr. President the more 
recent legislation passed in the Lower House and this 
Upper House making chattel mortgages available would 
immediately aggravate the problem existing in the 
housing situation in Barbados of service lots for people 
to put units on. Records in the National Housing will 
show that there is quite a long list of peopie who have 
applied for service lots and have not been able to be 
served from the existing amount available under the 
Ministry of Housing, Lands and the National Housing 
Corporation. This list is going to go even further with 
the availability of a mortgage scheme to people for the 
construction of chattel houses and I think that it is 
imperative that the National Housing Corporation should 
embark on a serious sites and service programme and in 
this programme, Mr. President, it should be as well that 
not only should they provide sites and services, but 
where it is needed by the people who are going to site 
the unit, they should provide a water borne sewerage 
system for the people who will ultimately be leased the 
lots, or better still be sold the lots. 

This brings me, Mr. President to the much talked 
about tenantries programme by this present 
Administration and I think it is necessary to give some 
historical background to the programme as it now is 
because in the absence of historical background, the 
present Administration seems to think, as sometimes 
they want to that all things started in 1976. Mr. 

$i 
President, if you would cast your mind back to the era 
before the Tenantry Control Bill you would well 
remember the sight on Sunday morning of a truck 
moving a chattel house from one spot to the next 
because of that lack of security of tenure which existed 
at that time. It was as a direct result of this lack of 
security of tenure that the Tenantry Control and 
Development Bill was introduced. 

The objective of that Bill, Mr. President was that " 

wherever there are six, or more units on a parcel of 
land that parcel was declared a tenantry and it was well 
nigh impossible after that for the owner of that 
tenantry to make the tenants remove, as long as they 
paid their rents which were regulated and any increase 
had to be taken to a magistrate and it was with the 
advent of this Bill that one saw the dramatic 
improvement in the housing stock in the wooden type 
house particularly in the plantation estates. You saw + 
with that Bill, the wall backs starting to go up in 
plantation estates replacing the wood and with the wall 
back the introduction of a water borne sewerage system. 

During the time Mr. President that I functioned in 
the Barbados Government as Commissioner of Valuation, 
I was Chairman of a Committee appointed by the then 
Honourable Minister of Lands, myself, the Chief Town 
Planner the Housing Officer at that time, Mr.Redman, 
Mr. Delbert Bannister from the Ministry of 
Communications and Works, Mr. Casper Springer at that 
time was with Town Planning. We were charged with 
the responsibility of making a detailed analysis of all 
plantation tenantries and to prepare a report for the 
better use of those lands. We went about Mr. President 
on this Report by using the Land Valuation Index and 
maps that were available and we identified every single 
plantation tenantry at that time in the island and the 
information we sought was the size of the tenantry, the 
number of houses in the tenantry, the number of 
agricultural holdings, its proximity to  roads, water and 
electricity and the approximate age span of the people. 

From this information, we then divided the 
tenantries into three categories. Category One was the 
tenantry that was too far away from existing 
infra-structural work, where it would have been more 
costly to provide the upgrading of these services, water 
and electricity than to resite the people. Category Two 
were those tenantries that there was some type of 
infra-structure available, but they needed improving and 
Category Three where there was none, or little of the 
available infra-structure by way of roads, witer, 
electricity. The intention of this prograrnme, Mr. 
President was that after the information was available to 
do one of two things. The plantation owners would 
have been approached and an appeal made to their civic 
conscience that in consideration of the long services * 
rendered by the people on plantations and sometimes 



their fore' parents that these lots should be made 
available to them free of cost. 

In the case that we met those who did not have 
this type of social conscience, negotiations would have 
been opened on acquiring at what would have been a 
sensible price. It was at this stage, Mr. President that 
Administrations were changed. The Tenantries Bill, Mr. 
President is now well-known, the aims and objects of 
the Tenantries Bill. 

I will say there are one or two areas that some 
serious consideration should be given to, and the first 
that comes to my mind is the fact that the stipulated 
area allocated to a house is some 3,000 square feet. I 
have not worked it out in metres, but 3,000 square feet 
is approximately 50 by 60, which in the first instance is 

=, 
a lot size that is discouraged by Town Planning. Town 
Planning has been discouraging lot sues smaller than 
4,000 square feet, and I find it a little alarming that 
the unit of measurement adopted for this programme 
should be one below the required minimum allocated by 
Town Planning. 

Be that as it may, the problem attached to this is 
that in most cases there is a bit of agricultural land 
attached to the house spots that the people have been 
using for subsistence fanning, and because no clear 
policy or directive has been issued about what is to be 
done with this additional land, we find that it is now 
left for the tenant after he has been allocated his 3,000 
square feet to open negotiations with the plantation 
owner for any amount in excess of 3,000 square feet. 

Mr. President, this is going to pose a problem for 
some of these tenants, because let us suppose that you 
meet one of the owners of this land without a civic 
consciousness and a tenant has 8,000 square feet, 3,000 

-" on which he has his house and 5,000 on which he has 
been growing a couple of canes or a couple of yams, 
and he is not able to negotiate a reasonable price with 
the plantation. Now, hopefully this would not occur 
very often, but it is sure to happen on a few occasions. 
That, I think, Mr. President, is something that needs to 
be looked at. It is wrong. I would think that the policy 
should have extended to the existing area held by the 
tenant, and if need be there should be some machinery 
that the Government has a say in that would negotiate 
or fm a price on the additional area. Once again I 
would like the Senator on the other side to draw that 
observation to the appropriate Ministry so that they 
would not wait until the problem pops up and there 
would be no administrative machinery to deal with it. 

Another problem, Mr. President, is this. Wherever 
you go in these tenantries the question is being asked, 
quite rightly, when and how soon will these 
infrastructures be improved, because there is a very 

close connection between acquiring a freehold in a 
property and expecting that that freehold in a property, 
particularly a residential property that is well serviced. I 
know that the Ministry of Communications and Works 
has been charged with providing a phased development 
programme for these tenantries, but I am saying that this in 
the long run, the total cost of that unit to the 'people 
by way of their direct amount they pay and by way of 
an indirect amount paid out on their behalf by the 
Government for s e ~ c e s  is going to be quite a sizeable 
amount of money. 

I do not know if those of you who are in rural 
areas are picking up the feeling by some that with the 
present rents being so ridiculously low, why should they 
incur, even though it might appear to be a small 
amount of $300, why should they go into 'this expense 
and immediately start to pay taxes on the property that 
is now theirs, when they had been enjoyingthis 
privilege for very small rents, sometimes 10 and 15 
cents a month. This is one of the things that have been 
going on for a little while. 

Mr. Resident, the next Head I want to have a 
look at is Labour and Social S e ~ c e s .  Inasmuch as it 
would be stated that we should steer clear of this Head, 
my obse~vations on this Head I hope will only lead to a 
better understanding, a better functioning Department, 
iind I start with an observation. 

The Welfare Department, Mr. President, seem to 
be going through a developmental period in which the 
present Minister carrying responsibility for it feels that 
there are certain functions that would be better 
administered by Statutory Bodies and not by the Central 
Administration, not the Welfare Department. In 
pursuance of this .policy, we see that the National 
Assistance Board, which. comes under Subhead 14, is 
being provided with the sum of $939,029, and the 
explanatory note says: "Provides an annual subvention 
to the National Assistance Board, which was established 
by the National Assistance Act, Cap. 48. The Board has 
responsibility for administering the Housing and Welfare 
programme, the Senior Citizens Home Help and Day 
Care Programme and Senior Citizens Homes." 

Mr. President, if you look under the Schedule of 
Personal Emoluments that goes with this Head, you will 
see that under the Welfare Department you have a staff 
structure of a Chief Welfare Officer, one Deputy Chief 
Welfare Officer, three Senior Welfare Officers and 23 
Welfare Officers, plus supporting administrative staff of 
one Executive Officer, one Accountant, one Assistant 
Accountant, etc. 

It is my information, Mr. President, that the 
senior professional staff of the Welfare Department are 
trained-social welfare workers and you find that they 



are responsible for about $28,000 which is the vote 
under Subhead 10. (Asides) The appropriate Minister 
seems to be in quite a big hurry about this, Mr. 
President, but I am not in a hurry. It  is my 
information, Mr. President, that it is the intention of the 
present Minister to have the foster care programme 
administerer' by the National Assistance Board. (Asides) 
Mr. President, it is that exact type of behaviour .......... 

Mr. PRESIDENT: All right, let me deal with the 
behaviour. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: It is that exact type 
of behaviolll that has caused Mr. D. D. Garner who has 
offered tremendous service to this country to be 
personally abused last. Thursday in a manner not 
becoming the office he would carry by the supervisor of 
the home help programme on whom Mr. Garner, Mr. 
Felton Weekes and the executive officer were in the 
process of serving a letter. 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: On a 
point of order, the Honourable Senator seems to be say- 
ing that I in some way am responsible for an alleged 
altercation which took place between the supervisor of 
the home help programme last Thursday afternoon and 
Mr. Gamer. If he is saying this, Mr. President, I am 
asking you to ask the hon. member to withdraw. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just before this thing gets a 
little bit out of hand, surely the correct procedure if 
something of that nature occurred would be for the 
hon. member to draw it to the attention of the relevant 
either Minister of supervising authority and have the 
matter cleared up and only after that bring it before 
this body. Isn't that the usual thing? 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, 
thanks very much and I accept your advice. 

Mr. President, all I am seeking to do in this debate 
as I have done all along is to try to bring some 
reasonable approach to the administration of 
Government business in a way that the masses would 
benefit most. I have been doing this either successfully 
or otherwise until I have got to this head. Mr. 
President, it is common knowledge that there have been 
some uncomfortable relationships existing between the 
members of the Welfare Department and the Minister 
responsible for that department which resulted in the 
work stoppage and picketing at the Government 
Buildings for one day. 

Mr. President, there seems to be a new type of 
feeling running though some of the present 
administrators of public business that the presidential 
type of administration should be done here in Barbados. 
We have known and have been fortunate in that the 

civil servants of Barbados have in general been +- 
recognised to be mostly efficient, and whatever you 
may say, they do their work regardless of whatever 
administration is in power. I am certain that a lot of 
the present administrators of Government would agree 
that in the civil service of Barbados they have had 
ample support and back-up services. This present 
Minister responsible for the Welfare Department 
obviously does not think very much of the quality M 
the staff and the way that they have been performing, . 
and this was actually uttered in public, and there was a 
reaction by the appropriate people in the department. 
Resulting from this reaction, Mr. President, a few things 
came to light. Under the National Assistance Regulations 
people are not allowed to be drawing both old age 
pension and national assistance. It  was discovered that 
in the constituency of St. Thomas tbere was an unusually 
large number of people, over 100 or so, receiving both 
of these benefits. The officer at the time quite rightly 
after investigation drew this to  the attention of the 
Chief Welfare Officer. The Chief Welfare Officer 
following the regulations laid down instructed the 
officer that wherever it was proved that this was the 
case, they should be removed from the old age pension 
list. 

The officer, Mr. President, proceeded to do this and 
it appeared as if i t  came to  the attention of the representa- 
tive of that parish who at the time happened to be ............. 
(Asides). 
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Mr. PRESIDENT: I am going to  allow the Minister 
in due course to reply to any allegations which concern 
him in this Ministry, so you finish your speech. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, as I 
was saying, verbal instructions were issued to stop 
taking. off any more from the roll, and rightly, Mr. 
President, the officer ........ * 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: On a 
point of order, Mr. President, I am the Minister re- 
sponsible for the administration of national assistance 
under section (1) of the National Assistance Act, Cap. 
48, and I repeat, the Act confers upon ~ne full re- 
sponsibility for administering national assistance. 

The Senator has indicated that verbally, now I do 
not know they were written or oral since verbal 
instructions maybe written or oral, where given as a 
result of an intervention by a representative of the 
parish of St. Thomas to discontinue what he s@d the 
illegal practice of having persons receive both National 
Assistance and National Insurance Pensions. 

Now, since such instructions can only emanate + 
from me, is he saying that I gave instruction to vi:I#d; 



- the Law, Mr. President? If so, I want an unqualified 

withdrawal or let him prove it to  this Chamber. 

SENATOR N. W. BOXILL: Mr. President ................ 
Mr. PRESIDENT: Just a minute. Senator Boxill, 

please be seated. I wil l  conduct this Meeting in 
accordance with the Rules. I am satisfied that the 
response that the Minister is making would be more 
suitable to his Second Reading Speech and I would 
suggest that although he is seeking to stop a 
'mis-apprehension or a mis-representation at this stage, it 
would be much better for him to deal fully with the 
allegations at a later stage. 

Will you please continue Senator Franklin and 
finish your point. Order, please. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: On a 
point of order, Mr. President. Sir, I wouldalike to draw 
your attention to Standing Order No. 34 concerning 
Contents of Speeches because it would seem to me and 
under Section 5 he is not supposed to  impute improper 
motives to any member of either House, then it must 
be improper for a Senator to suggest that another 
Senator has been guilty of deliberately infringing a 
Statute that he is called by Law to carry out. 

1 think therefore that I am on an appropriate 
point of order because where are we going from here? 

Mr. PRESIDENT: That is a point of order but the 
point is that the Senator in question said this. My 
impression was that when Senator Blackrnan intervened, 
he wanted to get it clear whether that is what he had 
intended to say or not. I did not hear the Senator say 
that. I said before that the intervention was allowable 
to clear the atmosphere in case such an allegation is 
being made but that the consequences of any such 
allegation or the development in relation to  the 
incidences that were mentioned could be dealt with 
filly by the Minister in his Second Reading Speech. 

I have not understood, so far at any rate, that 
Senator Franklin has accused directly the Minister of 
doing something. He said something about verbal 
instructions being given and when Senator Blackman 
intervened was to ask who he was suggesting gave those 
verbal instructions. I have not had a response to that. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, I 
worked in the Barbados Civil Service for quite sometime 
and unlike what the Minister responsible seems to be 
thinking, my general observations we motivated by one 
objective only and that is to make sure that we do not 
develop in Barbados the feeling in the Permanent Staff 
Establishment that their job security is at any state at 
anytime and that they are subject to be removed by way 

of a transfer as the Minister openly said or is alleged to 
have said or anywhere involving with that kind of thing. 

Mr. President, I was saying. The present policy 
pursued by this Ministry is to remove from the Central 
Administration certain areas of National Assistance, 
namely, the Housing Welfare which has been up 
sometimes, the Senior Citizens in the Day Care 
Programme and the Senior Citizens' Home. I do not 
think, Mr. President, that there is a lot of information 
available to a lot of people on the Senior Citizens' 
Home Help Programme. 

I would like, Mr. President, since it seems to be a 
very contentious point with the Minister, if you for the 
enlightenment of the other Senators in his reply he 
would give the disposition on the working of that 
Programme particularly, Mr. President. I will tell you 
what, Mr. President, is going through my mind. We have 
known, Mr. President, that the Administration under 
Boards usually is not as tight as under the Central 
Government. We have seen that earlier when we talked 
about the functioning of the Transport Board. We can 
go through the Government Departments and see a lot 
of Boards that are not functioning effectively therefore, 
one has to think twice when you see that a new 
Programme or that efforts are being made to 
remove.. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I cannot follow if members 
keep interrupting. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, with 
your permission I would like to take a break for 
refreshment and then I will start in five minutes. 

Mr. PRESIDENT.: No, no. I am the one who 
dictates. Order, please. The'person who dictates Sittings 
and Suspensions is the person who is occupying the 
Chair and who happens to be me at the moment. 
Proceed with your speech until I feel it is due for us to 
suspend. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Thank you, Mr. 
President. Mr. President, I am saying that it is because 
of the present Administrative structure of t h s  Citizens 
Home Help Programme that we have had two distasteful 
episodes within recent times and the episode, Mr. 
President, the one to which I referred earlier involving 
the Chairman of the National Assistance Board, resulted 
from the fact that the recruitment policy of these 
Home Help Aids were carried out under the direct 
supervision only of the Assistance Board and there seem 
to be some conflict of interest or there existed since I 
am informed that the Supervisor of the Programme is 
no longer operative, there existed some conflict of 
interest between the Supervisor of that Programme and 



the staff which resulted, Mr. President, in some ugly 
occasions. 

L 
Mr. President, what I am saying is that I have 

seen that in recent times there has been an 
Advertisement for Welfare Workers in the Newspapers 
and it is my understanding that the former Deputy Chief 
Welfare Officer has now been appointed - I do not 
know if he is a permanent appointee or not - to work 
with the National Assistance Board to administer this 
programme. 

All I am seeking to do Mr. President is to find 
out whether or not this fragmentation by removing or 
not placing certain functions under the Chief Welfare 
Officer is to the betterment of the community. 

Mr. President, in summary, I would say that when 
we examine the Estimates in its totality and we look at 
the revenue, how it was collected and realise that there 
has been a shift in public financing to Indirect Taxation 
away from Direct Taxation and we note that there has 
been a decrease in the percentage spent on social 
services, one can only conclude that the overall effect 
of the Estimates would be that the masses are paying 
more and receiving less. This can be seen by the fact 
that they are now paying more bus fare than they paid, 
in 1976, they were paying twenty-five cents then and 
now they are paying forty-five cents for an inferior 
service .. .. . .. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I would appeal to Members to 
keep order. I am the only person in here who has to 
listen to everything that is going on. Other Members can 
go and relax, smoke a cigarette and have a sleep. I am 
the only Member here who has to listen to everything 
and if I am bekg interrupted I cannot follow and may 
inadvertently miss something which may be very 
grievous to Members concerned. Please preserve order 
and let me follow the debate. Proceed. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Thank you, Mr. 
President. There is now a situation, Mr. President where 
except the special cases as enunciated by the 
Honourable Minister of Health that where before you 
could obtain drugs, from the hospital free, you now 
have to pay for them. All of this, Mr. President would 
lead me to believe that nothing Mr. President in this 
Estimates has made it any better for the masses of the 
country. 

Thank you. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Truss. 

! 
SENATOR A. TRUSS: Mr. President, Sir, I see 

the Summary of the Current Estimates for the year 
1981-82 with Revenue estimated at $483,726,736 and 

the Expenditure $469,161,361 with the excess of 
Cunent Revenue over Current Expenditure $14,565,375. -b 

When one looks back and sees where we have 
come from to reach this stage, I must say Sir, that I 
am very proud to be associated with the Government 
whose careful management of the very fragde economy 
has put us in the forefront of the Caribbean. We are 
respected internationally, as a mall island that 
allocated its resources properly over the last four and a 
half years. We should really consider Sir, what is being . 
said about us. 

From time to time, articles appear in the press, 
sometimes in the foreign press and sometimes in the 
local press and in this particular case, this article is 
written by Mr. Raymond Whittaker, Correspondent of 
the Financial Times of London. This is what he says 
about Barbados: 

h 

"The country's political stability and economic 
prosperity, its Gross Domestic Product at US$22 
million per capita puts it in the forefront among 
developing countries. It excites some envy among its 
Caribbean neighbours. The Government is headed 
by Prime Minister J. M. G. M. Adams and under its 
stewardship, he is also Minister of Finance. There 
has been four years of steady growth accelerated to 
seven percent in 1979." 

He goes on to say; Sir: 

"Of the 13 members of the Caribbean Community 
and the Common Market, Barbados recorded by far, 
the highest real economic growth in 1979, despite 
the oil wealth of Trinidad and Tobago and the 
bauxite resources of Jamaica and Guyana." 

He continues to the end, Sir that: * 
"while many neighbouring Caribbean economies 
have been shipped in water, Barbados has notched 
up five consecutive years of real growth in GDP." 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I think that you better make 
that a document of the House. * 

SENATOR A. TRUSS: I could, Sir. It was 
reproduced by the Advocate on 19th January, 1981 and 
I am prepared to make it a document of the House. 

Sir, real GDP for the last year grew by three and 
a half percent which was not bad considering that the 
US economy as forecast sank into deep recession and it 
has faced a real negative growth of three quarters of 
one percent. When one considers that real growth in the 
United Kingdom declined by two and a quarter percent + 



and by three quarters of one percent in Canada and that 
growth in output in EEC countries slowed to a drawl, 
one point three percent, the performance of Barbados 
of three and a half percent over the last three years I 
think is commendable. 

Senator Franklm said that there there was a move 
for the worse in collection of Revenues, as he outlined 
in his statistics which he compiled, as a comparison . between 1975 as against 1980. He claimed that the 
masses are paying more and getting less and that they 
are getting less in social services. I do not quite agree 
with him. He has his point of view and I have mine, 
but the difference between our points of view is that I 
have the facts, which I am prepared to share with many 
of our Honourable Senators. 

Sir, in highlights, if I give a brief revision of the 
:r tax rate structure of the successive Budgets of the Rt. 

Hon. Prime Minister over the last four years, you will 
see that the increase in the top rate of Income Tax 
from 65% to 75% was introduced, that is, affecting the 
people at the top. There was a grant of tax credit for 
persons earning $6,000 a year or less. As a matter of 
fact, all those persons who earn $90 weekly no longer 
pay any tax, some 30,000 Barbadians are now earning 
tax free money. The introduction of separate income 
tax assessment for working wives also was a way of 
helping the person who was at the lower rung of the 
economic ladder. Further changes Sir, such as the 
widening of the gap between the tax brackets were 
introduced by Prime Minister Adams which was strongly 
in favour of the taxpayer. 

Now, he introduced the tax on premium incomes 
for insurance companies. Additionally from the 
operating year of 1977, companies were required to pay 
an additional five percent tax on profits, the total tax 

, on fums is now 50% inclusive of the Corporation Tax. 

Landlords must now pay tax on their rents. I am 
merely pointing out, Sir to you and to this Hon. 
Chamber that the Prime Minister in his Budgets has 
taxed those who are able to bear taxation and has given 
ease to those who cannot bear it. I am not saying that 
those at the top are not too heavily taxed, because it is 
said that Barbados is perhaps one of the most heavily 
taxed countries in the world, but I think if you run a 
country you must first consider who needs the tax 

- benefits more, and in my opinion the Government is 
right to look at those at the bottom and try to redress 
the imbalance which has been created over the years 
and which has not been adjusted over the last 15 years 
of Democratic Labour Party rule. 

Sir, by removing price controls from a number of 
:' items, in many cases there was a reduction in price, 

contrary to what Senator Franklin stated. I remember 

only too well between 1971 and 1976 when Mr. 
Branford Taitt was Minister of Trade there was a 4 
licensing system. Not only was there no price control 
system but there was a licensing system and this 
licensing system created shortages and created a 
situation in the free market enterprise where you had to 
get Government's permission to bring in a number of I 

commodities. As a result of that the demand sometimes 
was greater than the supply, consequently the price 
went up; simple economics. 

I have here, Sir, some information which I 
collected on the licensing system. Between January and 
September 1st 1976 prior to the Labour Party coming 
into power, between that period January to September 
9,226 licences were submitted and processed and 44 
were turned down. You had to get a licence, Sir, for beef, 
for salt beef and pork, for soups, for prepared foods, 
for flour, for dried peas and beans, for salted fish, to 
name a few, and of the 9,226 licences that were applied 
for 44 were not granted, which meant that you had a 
Minister wasting his time going through licences, 9,226 
to turn down 44. We abolished the system because it 
was futile, it was stupid, and it proved, Sir, that we 
were right so I do not think that prices today are any 
greater dollar for dollar. One must take inflation into 
consideration of course. People would remember the 
time that chicken cost $1.80 a pound in 1976, today it 
costs $2.50, but they do not remember that in 1976 a 
Government's maid earned $44 a week and today she 
earns $119 a week, so if you have to pay 50 cents 
more for a pound of chicken and you are earning three 
times as much as you were earning in 1976, when 
wages can go up faster than prices, that too, Sir, is 
what you must look at, you cannot deal in isolation 
with prices because everything is relative. 

Again, Sir, in the Prime Minister's Budget Speech 
there was an imposition of an employment levy of 2?4% 
tax on the payroll. This was a stimulus for the 
creation of employment for youth. Mr. Barrow himself 
in a speech in 1976 after he had lost the Government 
said that over 10,000 youths were unemployed and this 
was particularly the reason why he 'thought he had lost. 
Here again is a Government who is conscious of the 
people at the bottom, an attempt was made in every 
Budget Speech to try to redress that imbalance. The 
abolition of the 5% sales tax came about in 1976 
because, Sir, that was a regressive tax. This was a tax 
which proved beyond the shadow of a doubt to be 
harder on the person who was earning the smaller 
amount of money. For example, if a person wanted to 
buy a fridge for $1,000, the 5% on $1,000 if that 
person was only working for $100 a week, meant more 
on his salary than a person who was working for 
$1,000 a month. In that sense the 5% tax was a very 
regressive tax. 



The Government for the first time in an 
unprecedented move loaned the Barbados Workers' 
Union $1 million for the construction of homes for 
workers of the Barbados Workers' Union, the 
Democratic Labour Party never did that, even though 
the Barbados Workers' Union is very closely associated 
with the Democratic Labour Party. We did it, putting 
politics aside because it is something that we thought 
was necessary. 

The tightening up, Sir, of provisions and 
regulations concerning property tax in 1977. Here again 
the people at the bottom of the ladder do not own 
property, these are the people who are hardest hit, so 
when Senator Franklin says that this is where you are 
raising the money, I do not think he is right, because if 
you introduce laws to tighten up the provisions and 
regulations concerning property tax, we are hitting the 
people who are property owners and we are taxing 
those persons. 

The Landlord and Tenant (Registration of 
Tenancies) Act. Anyone who is renting premises has to 
be registered. Before 1976 you could afford to rent 
your place, of the rent that was collected there was no 
supervision so you never paid any taxes. We changed all 
of that by creating this Act in 1977, the Landlord and 
Tenant (Registration of Tenancies) Act. Anyone who 
rents a property that does not give the tenant a book, 
because you must have two books, the landlord must 
have a book and the tenant must have one, and if you 
do not abide by these rules and regulations, what the 
Government says is that the person who is staying there 
do not have to pay you one cent. Again, we have taken 
the side of the person at the bottom, not because we 
are trying to prove that the man at the top must 
always pay for the man at the bottom, but because we 
try to run the Government in my opinion, Sir, with a 
conscience, a social conscience. You have to take into 
consideration everyone and all concerned. 

Further rationalisation of the tax system came 
into being through the consumption tax in 1980 when 
5%, lo%, 15% and 30% consumption tax was added to 
a whole host of commodities. What the Democratic 
Labour Party has been saying is that this of course 
increased the cost of living, but what they do not say, 
Sir, is that a lot of the consumption taxes that were 
there existed before. What the Government did was to 
reduce a lot of the taxes from 10% and 15% to 5% and 
increased the taxes on consumption items that people 
were best able to  pay. For example, the Prime Minister 
in his wisdom understands the nature of people. You 
can change consumption patterns by way of introducing 
budgets. You cannot tell someone who has champagne 
tastes and mauby pockets that they cannot afford to do 
something, because they will be against you, they want 
to do it. You must provide policies that will restrain 

them to do the things that you know are in their very Y 
best interest. It is like an adult, Sir, having to caution 
or discipline a child. You know what is in that child's 
best interest, the child may not know it for very many 
years to come, but you have to  discipline. Similarly 
with a Government. We had a situation where in 1976 
cars were getting bigger and bigger, the consumption of 
gas was getting more and more, and the drain in our 
foreign reserves was becoming more severe. You could 
not tell a man that he could not buy an American car, . 
but what you did was to introduce through the Central 
Bank restrictions, and the Central Bank saw to it  that 
the commercial banks would not lend money in the 
following way. 

If you wanted to buy a car for $10,000 the banks 
told you that you could find 20% and they would 
supply you with 80%. If you wanted to  buy a car for 
$15,000, the banks said you would have to put 40%, 
we would lend you 60%. If you wanted to buy a car in b 

excess of $20,000 the banks said you would have to  
fhd 80%, we could only afford to  lend you 20%. That 
is what I mean by consumption patterns, so the man 
who wants to  buy the $25,000 car has to look for 80% 
of that money, which is $16,000. If he does not have it 
he cannot blame the Government, the Government is 
not stopping him from buying it. He only has $2,000 
or $3,000, so the banks are telling him they would lend 
him $8,000 if he wants to buy a car for $10,000, so 
by changing consumption patterns people make their 
own choices. This is where I think the Prime Minister 
has scored. He has in the best interest of all Barbddians 
made decisions in the overall interest and in the long 
term interest of Barbadians, though they themselves 
sometimes are short sighted and do not see exactly 
where he is going. 

It was like .in 1961, Sir, when the Barbados 
Labour Party lost the elections, because Sir Grantley 
Adams talked on the platform about introducing the % 
fork lift at the Harbour, and the Democratic Labour 
Party said that once he did that he was putting people 
out of work, but Sir Grantley Adams was twenty years 
ahead of his time, and today we see fork lifts. The 
people did not understand then that it would be 
impossible for $em to lift the amount of cargo that 
would come into the port after we built the Deep - 
Water Harbour, but Grantley Adams saw twenty years 
hence, Sir. It is the same principle. 

They also said that we built the harbour to put 
people out of work. In 1971 when we talked about the 
minimum wage Bill, the Democratic Labour Party gave 
us licks on it and said that we wanted to  pay people 
the minimum amount and they wanted to pay people 
the maximum amount. 

People can be fooled by these things, but the facts 
speak for themselves. An Act was passed in 1980 which 
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* pay, and you are using that money and fdtering it down As I said, I do not want to venture too much into 
through to persons at the bottom of the social ladder. the Minister's area, but there are one or two things that 

I that Senators have the opportunity to talk on all areas of 

substance and to speak for fifteen minutes than to s: 
for two hours and speak nonsense. 

Sir, the Government has awarded cash gifts to 
parents of pupils to assist with the purchase of school 
uniforms. Free school text books have been introduced 
by our Government and the establishment of a permanent 
students revolving loan fund. Last year I think we spent 
just over $2 million in helping Barbadians to study 

-* overseas by giving soft loans. There is a criterion that if 
you earn in excess of $18,000 a year, I believe the 
amount is, you do not qualify for the loan; so clearly one 
can see that this $2 million is for people who cannot 

to send their Mdren overseas to better their 
education. All Barbadian students reading law at the 
University of the West Indies do so freely, compliments 
of the Barbados Labour Party Government. 

I just want to touch very briefly on Minister Don 
Blackman's area. I know that he is here and can present - 
himself better than I can even begin to represent his 
Ministry. The subvention in 1976 to the Thelma Vaughan 
Memorial Home in which I have an interest was $18,000 
for the physical handicapped children at the Glebe. Today 
it is $75,000. In addition to that, Senator Blackman has 
given The Home a grant of $20,000 to pay some arrears 
which were owed last year to its staff. Now when you 
look at the difference between $18,000 and $75,000 in 
four short years, that is a tremendous achievement. There 

to $20 million. So we have moved from $7 million to 
$20 million in four years, and the Senator said that the 
masses are paying more and getting less, that there is a 
move in the wrong direction. I suppose, Sir, if you 
represent special interest groups perhaps it is a move in 
the wrong direction, but if you represent the vast 
majority of Barbadians I think it is a move in the right 
direction. 

The drug plan. I could not pass the Estimates and 
not make at least a brief comment on the drug plan. 
Again a Government with a conscience. It is felt that the 
health of a nation is very important. Miss Miller, the 
Minister of Health, had always promised us that it would 
not cost as much as Education and I see it has not. I 
think we are spending $68 million as compared with $1 11 
million in Education. It is a good programme. It affords 
people who cannot afford to buy drugs to get their drugs 
cheaper and in some cases free by going the generic route. 
I do not want to go into the drug plan, Sir, because I am 
sure we are all aware of it since we debated it in this 
Senate already. 

The last Senator who spoke mentioned buses. In 
1979, 1 would not go SO far back as 1976, We allocated 
for the purchase of new buses and the updating of the 
equipment $1,800,000. In 1980 $25 million and in the 
current Estimates for 1980-81 $3.4 million. Now there 
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was an aside that the Transport Board was bequeathed to 
the Barbados Labour Party from Boxill with love. That 
may be so. The problems with the Transport Board are 
tremendous. We cannot rninimise them by pretending 
they do not exist. When you have a Government that 
cannot afford to  do all the things it would like to do, 
you have to  have patience. Working with the little scarce 
resources which we have at our disposal, I think that even 
with the bus service as it is it is much better than what 
we had prior to 1976, and we can still go further with it. 

In agriculture, Sir, just to touch on that for one 
brief moment I would like to identify a couple of areas 
which I think the Government has performed well in 
assisting the small man. Again the theme of my speech 
this evening was mainly to prove beyond the shadow of a 
doubt that the Government has been for the small man, 
contrary to what Senator Franklin has been saying. There 
are 15,000 small farmers who will be involved in the 
integrated rural development project. That will take about 
10,500 acres of land that will be used in the scheme. The 
Spring Hall land lease project in St. Lucy where 27 
agricultural farms ranging in size from nine acres to 34 
acres are being leased to farming families totals 427 acres. 
The land is being rented at specially low rates and special 
support services including adequate training and financing 
are made available to these people. 

Again I do not see, Sir, how Senator Franklin can 
say that the masses are paying for more and getting less 
in social services. We have a drug service. The Minister 
will talk about the social services in his programme, so I 
do not want to venture in his area. There was talk about 
a move for the worse in the collection of revenue when 
you are taxing people who can afford to pay more and 
easing the people who need to be eased. I am not quite 
sure I am hearing correctly. The facts speak for 
themselves. 

Sir, I have for a long time followed Minister 'St. 
John in civil aviation, tourism, trade, industry and 
commerce, and I think that he as a Minister has done a 
tremendous job. 

He certainly has served Barbados well. Mr. St. John 
found the situation in Tourism in Barbados where it was 
actually on the decline and in four years has almost 
doubled the amount of tourists that came to Barkdos 
from 1975 - 1980. 

The Hotel Sales and Restaurant Tax in 1976 was 
$4.2 million. Last year it was $14.5 million. We had 
186,000 tourists coming to Barbados in 1975176. We 
were just short of 390,000 tourists in 1980 and in spite 
of the fact that the Arrivals for 1979 were slightly higher 
than 1980, point three percent, reduction of the actual 
amount of money increased by 26% and Tourism is now 
earning Barbados $477.5 million and that is a remarkable 
amount of money. 

It  has been estimated that over 782 new beds have + 
been built for the Hotel Industry in Barbados and we see 
provisions being made in the Estimates through the 
Barbados Development Bank for, I think, money that 
would be able to satisfy the demand in Tourism and in 
small industries for those persons who are expected to 
venture into these particular fields because there was a 
time, Sir, and you will remember, when the Barbados 
Development Bank was hamstrung for funds. They had 
loaned money to Bath Plantation. There was the 
Heywoods Project which could not get off the ground 
and a number of other projects, Seafoods. 

I believe the ship which they bought to transport 
- 

cement, so they said, was funded either by the Barbados 
Development Bank or some other Financial Institution in 
which the Inter-American Development Bank, CIDA, the 
Canadian International Development 1 Agency and those 
Foreign Agencies were involved and in 1976 the Barbados 
Development Bank was hamstrung for funds because no 
one would give them money so long as they had these 
areas of investment which they had ventured into. They 
had proven to turn sour and had cost a lot of money. As 
a result the Government of Barbados had to clear the 
books, set the records straight and start fresh and now 
there is no problem with money. 

People have been saying that we are borrowing too 
much money. I read a Report recently from the Other 
Place in which Richie Haynes was making a comment 
about the National Debt. Sir, borrowing money is one 
thing. Being able to borrow is something else. There are a 
lot of countries in the World that would like to boirow 
rnoney and cannot get it. 

When you talk about the National Debt you must 
deal with that in relation to every thing else. It  is all well 
and good for me to say, Sir, that Mr. John Brown owes 
the Bank $1 million. That is only on one side. That is 
only the liability section you are looking at. You must 
look at what the assets of the man are and if his assets 
are $5 million, owing $1 million is negligible. He still 
shows a net profit of $4 million so when you talk about 
the National Debt and do not look around and see what 
is happening to the country I think you are trying to fool 
people who really do not understand simple economic 
matters. 

Again, Sir, let me quote from page 10 of the 
Advocate News Thursday, March 19th, 1981. On the 
caption "Jamaica disappoints in utilising benefits" and - 
this is dealing, Sir, with the fact that like I said, there are 
countries wanting to borrow money and cannot get it and 
other countries who get money and do not know how to 
spend it because the criteria are wrong. They do not have 
civil servants to do it. They do not have the 
infrastructure. 

* 
This is what i t  says: 



"Jamaica has shown little imagination in 
utilising the benefits available under the Lome 
Convention. It  has also been slow in spending 
aid funds allocated under the agreement that 
ties the countries of the European Economic 
Community (EEC) to  59 developing African 
Caribbean and Pacific states." 

It  goes on, Sir:- 

"Under Lome 1, which expired at the end of 
last year, Jamaica was earmarked for U.S. $26 
million in assistance from the EEC, and 
although 83 per cent of the money was 
committed to  projects, only 39 per cent had 
actually been spent. 

Some U S .  $50 million has been allocated to 
the Island under Lome 11." 

They had not even taken all the money that was 
allocated to them under Lome I and they had another 
$50 million to draw down under Lome I1 and they could 
not take that up either and the person being interviewed 
in Kingston, Jamaica, when he was asked how the other 
Caribbean countries rate in their utilisation of the EEC 
Aid he said:- 

"It varies. Barbados is superb, Guyana not 
bad, Trinidad, hopeless. But they don't need 
money. They don't know what to do with it 
if you give it to them." 

Again, Sir, whenever people speak of Barbados in 
whatever terms, the praise which Barbados has received 
internationally over the last four and a half years I think 
is commendable to the Government and with that, Sir, I 
see everyone is perhaps a little thirsty as I am and I 

, would not suggest as the last Senator did that we have a 
tea break. I leave that up to  you. 

SENATOR D. MACKENZIE: Mr. President, as the 
introducer, the Hon. Leader of the Senate said, this is the 
last occasion that this Senate will have the opportunity to 
debate Estimates and because this is the last occasion, Sir, 
I would like us to reflect on the past Estimates Debate 
that we have had and to recall the figures of the past four 
occasions. 

- We will recall, Sir, that on one occasion, only in the 
year 1977 to  1978, did the present Administration 
estimate for a deficit on Current Accounts. The Estimate 
on that occasion was $50,609,000 and actually it came 
out to  $32,209,000. In every other year surpluses on 
Current Account were estimated for and achieved. 

-4 In 1978179 the actual surplus was $21.7 million. In 
1979180 it was $27,032,000 and in 1980181 it was 

$1 7,829,000 and I am glad to  say, Sir, that I am very 
pleased to  see that again for 1981182 that their plan for 
an estimated surplus on Current Revenue Accounts of 
some $14,!j65,000. 

To me, Sir, this is planning of which I think we can 
all be very pleased. To plan for a deficit, Sir, on Current 
Accounts is bad planning and it really is economic 
nonsense for a country to  expect to  live beyond it means 
by continually planning for a deficit on their Current' 
Account. No individual and no country can do it with 
impunity so I am glad to see that for at least four of the 
five times that we have had the opportunity to debate the 
Estimates in this Honourable Senate that we have 
estimated for and hopefully in this last year will achieve a 
surplus on Current Account. 

I think, Sir, that everyone knows and I can assure 
everyone that it is not my intention to run for any 
political office in any coming Elections. 

I feel therefore that I can say without any problem 
or at least I would like to say and to give credit where 
credit is due, by saying that this present Administration 
has handled the economic affairs of this country over the 
past four and a half years in an exceedingly good manner. 
By praising them and by saying this Sir, I am in no way 
trying to say, or to imply that the last Administration did 
not ;so perform creditably when they were in power I 
am saying as I have had the honour and the privilege of 
being a Senator for this past four and a half years, I can 
speak from first hand information and I feel that I can 
truly say that the Administration has done a good job. 

Although Sir we understand and I think all of us 
understand and we accept the economics of planning for 
surpluses on our Current Account, we have never been 
able to plan for enough surpluses on our Current Account 
to pay for our Capital development requirements. As a 
result Sir, every year, we increase our National Debt by 
carrying forward the overall deficit. Senator Truss 
mentioned that it was simple economics, but for me it is 
not so simple Sir, because if we were to look at what we 
have been doing, we are in fact increasing our National 
Debt every year. If I were to  look at 1977-78, you would 
see that in that year, we had a net overall deficit position 
between Current Account and Capital Expenditure of 
$109.5 million. In 1978-79, it was $43.6 million, in 
1979-80 it was $55.9 million, in 1980-81, i t  was $989 
million. This year, we do not know what it will actually 
work out at, but according to  the Estimates, it would be 
another $184 million, Sir we will be carrying foryard. 
Now these are large figures that we are carrying forward 
and if we look at our National Debt which is listed on 
page 62 of this document Sir, we will see that the 
December of each of the years, 1977 our National Debt 
was $334.6 million, in 1978 it was $372.1 million, in 
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1979 it was' $426.3 million, in 1980 it was $493.2 
i million. So, it has progressively been increased. 

Now, this National Debt is made up of two 
components Sir. One is the local component and the 
other is what we borrow from foreign sources and over 
that four year period the notable content of the National 
Debt rose from $279% million to $329.3 million which 
was 17.8%, but when we look at the foreign part of it, it 
rose in 1977 it was $55.1 million and in 1980, it was 
$163.9 million the foreign part which rose by 197% 
which is a very substantial increase. 

Now, as a result Sir and I understand why we 
require to make loans because there is political pressure 
that we have developed the coutitry and that if one 
Government does not do it, the other one will and it is 
important that we continue to  develop. But, the question 
somewhere along the line comes as to what level we 
should go with this borrowing. I cannot really answer that. 
and we would have to rely on other people to do that for 
us, but I am merely pointing out the fact that it is 
accelerated instead of being held constant. 

Now, as we increase the National Debt and as we 
borrow money, so too the charges on public debt increase 
and if we were to look at our Estimates on page 25, we 
would see that in 1980-81 the charges on public debt was 
$52,375 million and in 1981-82 it is going to be $60.8 
million and it is getting higher and higher. Now, what 
worries me Sir is the overseas content of this money 
because the more overseas loans that we make, the greater 
the demands become on us as a country to provide the 
foreign exchange in order to pay it. Well Sir, as long as 
we continue as we are going and continue to earn foreign 
reserves at the rate at which we are currently earning 
them all well and good, but if for some reason these 
foreign reserves should fall off, and this could be for a 
variety of reasons, then we would have to make 
tremendous sacrifices in being able to maintain the 
payments on the loans that we had borrowed in the 
preceding years. 

I think that we have t o  remember Sir that we are 
what is termed as an open economy and that we have to 
import to a very large measure the things that we require 
and if the foreign earning should fall off this would have 
disastrous effects not only on, well, unemployment 
mainly and every sector of our community. As I said 
before, I really .am not the person to say whether the 
National Debt is too high, too low, or what. I think that 
we all have to rely entirely on the judgment of our Rt. 
Hon. Minister of Finance and we have to rely on him in 

compared with many other countries, but somehow I iC 
have a feeling in spite of this fact, this is a fact, I have a 
feeling that in the future, it would not be prudent for us 
to continue to significantly increase our foreign position 
of loans, or the foreign content of our National Debt. 

I would like also just to make a few comments on 
Tourism Sir. As Senator Truss said earlier on, Tourism did 
not do as well as we had hoped for in the year 1980, but 
in my opinion, Sir, in view of the prevailing circumstances - 
I still think that it put in a very creditable performance, 
by maintaining, or almost maintaining for 1980 the 
number of long stay visitors we had for the year 1979 - 
which was 17% higher than any other year that we have 
ever had before. Although the number of long stay 
visitors for 1980 fell short in 1979 by approximately one 
thousand, the average stay per visitor from nine and a 
half days approximately to ten and a half days. This 
consequently had the beneficial effect of increasing the a 
total number of bed nights and therefore, the total 
amount of revenue we got from the slightly diminished 
number of tourists. 

But, I speak of tourism Sir because the tourist 
industry with all of its spin-offs, wish to emphasise again 
is still by far the largest industry that we have. It  is the 
largest earner of foreign exchange and the figure which 
Senator Truss gave of $477% million has been upgraded 
by the Central Bank to $500 million for the year 1980 
now and if we were to compare that kind of foreign 
exchange earnings $500 million with what the 
manufacturing sector did which is estimated a t  $214 
million and what sugar did which was $1 12% million you 
would see that in the tourist sector alone exceeds all of 
our domestic exports put together. 

That is the size that industry really is, and we must 
not forget it at any time. The industry also employs both 
on a direct and an indirect basis about 15,000 people. It  
is a creator of considerable tax revenue. We have heard 3 
one of the taxes, the hotel and restaurant sales tax, and 
$14 million expected to be collected by it, but that is 
just one. There are landing fees for aircraft, airport 
departure tax, registration of boats catering for tourists, a 
charge per head for every tourist who goes on the boats, 
8% tax on the proceeds of all self-driven cars. There is a - 
tremendous amount of tax revenue coming in from the 
tourists through the tourist industry. 

* 
Again, Sir, it is important that if we were to look at 

the breakdown of the tourist receipts ..... 

I know that he has said on many occasions in the 
past, Sir that our bebt  Service Ratio was very low as 

regard to the question of what the total should be, how 
much of it should be local borrowings and how much of 
it should be foreign borrowings. 

&on, $500 million. is projected for 198142. I was * 
dealing with the figures for 1980. 

SENATOR A. TRUSS: On a point of elucidation, ' 

sir, I would j ua  Wre to inform the Hen. Senator that my 
figure, $447.5 million, is accurate and it is not $500 



SENATOR J. D. S. MACKENZIE: Sir, it really is 
not terribly important which figure is accurate. I got my 
figure from the Governor of the Central Bank and I 
assumed that what he had said was right, but I am quite 
happy with $447 million too, it still is more than all the 
others put together, and the point is still made. 

If we were to look, as I was saying, Sir, at the 
breakdown of the tourist receipts and just see how 
widespread the benefits of the tourist dollar really is, a 
survey shows that 60% of it goes to the hotels, 25% to 
shopping, 10% to transport, 4% to entertainment and 1% 
to what they term as "Other". Again, as a point of 
interest, I would like to point out that in some 
departmental stores the duty free sales to tourists 
amount to about 25% of their total sales, and their 
nonduty free sales to tourists, another 25%. In other 
words, what I am saying is that in several departmental 
stores half of the total sales that they make per year - 
and in some instances it is more - are to tourists, so you 
can understand how important the tourist is in the 
business sector as well. The point is that if tourists should 
decline, or the numbers of tourists coming to Barbados 
were to decrease significantly, I do not think it requires 
any imagination to understand what would happen with 
the loss of employment for a very large number of 
Barbadians. 

With regard to the tourist industry, I have two areas 
for concern, Sir, both of which I think that we can 
actively do something about to rectify. Firstly, I am 
concerned about the increasing incidents of criminal 
activities against tourists. By this I mean the muggings 
and the bag snatching5 and these things that we read 
about almost every day in the newspaper. I think that it 
is absolutely necessary that everyone should really 
recognise and appreciate the value of tourism and tourists 
to Barbados and I think that everything possible should 
be done to put a stop to these criminal activities. It can 
h m  our tourist trade tremendously. You must remember 
that tourists do not have to come to Barbados, they do 
not have to go to any country in which they do not feel 
that they are safe or they do not feel that they are 
welcome, they can go elsewhere, and if they go elsewhere 
and they do not come to Barbados, the effect will be on 
all of us. It would be on the hoteliers, the people who 
work in the hotels, the merchants, the beach vendors, the 
taximen, the entertainers, the Government revenue would 
be seriously affected, and a lot of people who work in 
the spinaff industries wil l  no longer be able to sell their 
labour. 

In regard to these criminal activities, let me say that 
I am very happy and I am very pleased to hear of the 
plans that the Attorney General has for improving the 
Police Force and to have them assist by increasing the 
patrols in certain areas in deterring the criminal activities 
that have been occurring to tourists in various areas, but I 

still feel, Sir, that we require a bit more than that. I 
would like to see the Tourist Board and the hoteliers 
together recognise the problem and do something about 
it. I feel that they should hold seminars with the people 
like taxi operators and with their own hotel employees, 
with the vendors who sell things on the beach in front of 
their hotels. I think they should hold these seminars to 
bring home to them in the strongest possible terms the 
possible effect that these criminal activities could have on 
them as individuals and on their own livelihood, and 1 
think they should try to recruit their assistance in trying 
to stamp out these criminal activities as quickly as 
possible. 

The second area concerns the pricing of tourist 
accommodation and restaurant charges. I am not saying 
that we are pricing ourselves out of the tourist market, I 
am merely saying that we should look at what we are 
doing very carefully. I feel that the hoteliers and the 
restaurant operators should carefully monitor the charges 
that they make in relation to the charges that other 
competing resort areas make and see that we do not get 
out of line with them. If they do not carefully monitor 
it, Sir, very easily could they price themselves out of the 
tourist market, and again this would be to the detriment 
of us all.  

In this area, too, Sir, I feel that the Union has a 
responsibility as well to see that they do not make 
demands that would force hoteliers to make charges that 
would put them out of line with- other tourist areas, 
because that, I think, would also be equally irresponsible 
on their part. 

Only this year for the first time have many of my 
friends who come from overseas to visit have made 
mention to me, and it made me think of it, but they have 
all mentioned that Barbados is becoming a very high cost 
tourist area. Several people who are not poor people, they 
have lots of money, have noticed the cost of hotel 
accommodation and they have noticed the cost of the 
rental of houses, and they have noticed the cost of food 
in various restaurants, and they have all made the 
comment that we are getting very high indeed, and so 
because they have a wider view of charges made in other 
areas to what I have, this is why I am saying that the 
hoteliers should take a careful look at what they are 
doing in relation to their charges. 

From the Estimates, Sir, I am very pleased to see 
I 1 that the Government obviously again recognises the 
1 tremendous importance of tourism and the necessity to 

promote it as vigorously as is possible, particularly at this 
present time, and the Estimates show that &ey have 
increased the grant to the Tourist Board from $6 m u o n  
last year to $7.2 million this year, and I have every 
confidence, Sir, that the people in the Tourist Board, who 
are professional people now to a large extent, will spend 



this money wisely in the promotion of tourism to bring 
more people to Barbados, because to spend $7.2 million 

I in the promotion of tourism, to  bring approximately 
370,000 people here who will then spend with us the 
kind of money they are spending, $447 million, that is 
one tremendous and very good investment. There are very 
few of us who can do that; in fact, none of us. 

In the area of manufacturing, Sir, this is the second 
most important area that we have in terms of earning 
foreign exchange and in terms of providing increased job 
opportunities. Exports of manufacturers in 1979 were 
$162 million and this rose to an estimated $214 million 
for 1980. Again, Sir, in the face of what has been 
happening during 1980 in overseas markets, I think this is 
indeed a most creditable performance. 

Again, Sir, manufacturing, I think, is recognised as 
being very important because it has I think at this point 
in time a greater potential for growth and for job 
opportunities and for the earning of foreign exchange 
than tourism, and I am very happy to see that the 
Government seems to recognise this point and has again 
increased, I think it is on page 58, the grant to the IDC 
from $2?4 million to $3 million for the ongoing programme 
of industrial promotion, and they have increased the 
amount of money allocated for factory space from $7 
million last year to $8 857 450 this year. I think it is 
very important that we should continue to give funds to 
the IDC for the promotion of more industry in Barbados. 
It is the one area in my opinion from which we will get 
the quickest results in the increase in job opportunities. 

The IDC for 1980 is the body charged with the 
development of the industrial sector. They reported for 
this last year 21 new enterprises and those were 
enterprises that have approved status, and they provided 
an additional 355 jobs for people during the year. The 
capital investment was $12,671,000 and again the local 
content of that was $4 million and the foreign content 
was $8.6 million. Again it seems to me to be 
disproportionate an amount that the foreign people are 
putting in relation to ours, and this again worries me 
because when I look at this bank statistic here and I see 
the number of savings deposits that private individuals 
have in commercial banks increasing in the way in which 
it is to a level in December, 1980 of $324 million and the 
number of deposit accounts that those individuals have 
exceeding the number of people we have in Barbados, 
it means that several people have more than one account. 
To give you some idea, in 1979 the demand deposits in 
commercial banks by individuals were $13,883, time de- 
posits 7,417 and savings deposits 229,443 making a total 
of 250,743 deposit accounts by private individuals as of 
1979 with a value, as I said before, at the end of 
1979 of $268,987,000. In 1980 this moved from 
250,000 accounts to  270,000, more people than we have 

I in Barbados. Here is the money that these people have in 

demand deposits, tine deposits and savings deposits and + 
we are not utilising it as we ought to  for the industrid 
development of Barbados. 

Mr. President, I feel that it is important that we 
harness this money. I do not know why the money is not 
being channeled. I do not know whether the 
opportunities are not given or what, but some way some 
how I think we have to make people become more 
investment orientated and that we have to go forward 
vigorously now with the Barbados Securities Exchange so 

* 

that people, if they make an investment and require their 
money, would be able to dispose of their shares in 
exchange for cash, because I think this is one of the 
reasons why people do not invest in companies. 

The last point I would like to make, Sir, is again 
the one thing that although steps have progressively been 
taken and I hope will continue to be taken, the area of 
taxation. We come on to this business about indirect 
taxation and direct taxation. In the Prime Minister's 
Budget Speech of 1980, he said and I quote: "Therefore 
it is abundantly clear that if greater individual effort is to 
be encouraged, the balance between direct and indirect 
taxation must be restored." He said this after he had 
shown in the preceding paragraph that in 1969-70 the 
proportion of revenue raised through indirect taxes was 
45% while that resulting from direct taxation amounted 
to 42% with taxes on incomes and profits being 
responsible for 36%, and by fiscal year 1978-79 the 
picture which emerged was a complete reversal of the 
earuer trend. During that year the contribution to indirect 

:taxes had declimd by 39% while direct taxation had 
increased to 49%. And so he recognises here one of the 
problems of which I have always been speaking, and on 
page 29 of his same speech, Sir, he said "as I have 
explained earlier, there is enough evidence to suggest that 
the income tax structure of the country has reached the 
point where it is becoming a disincentive to individual 
effort, but that such a development has taken place 
should not be surprising." And then he went on to 
explain why that had happened. 

Now after the recognition in his Budget Speech, he 
made various adjustments in relation to direct and 
indirect taxation, but direct taxation and personal 
taxation are still higher than the level of indirect taxation, 
and I t h i  that he recognises the problem and wishes to 
restore it the other way; so the observation that Senator 
Franklin made is a perfectly straightforward and normal 
observation that appears to be the continued intention, 
but I cannot agree with him on the basis that the increase 
or the shift from direct taxation to indirect taxation 
would increase the hardships for the less well-off. This is 
not in fact correct because consumption taxes have not 
been imposed on food and basic commodities. Secondly, I 
think the Prime Minister recognises this when he said on 
page 12 in his Budget Speech by way of explanation: "I 

I 



will give a few examples of how the application of the 
standard rate will result in lower duties on a number of 
items; fruit and vegetable juices which with chocolate 
confectionary are practically the only human food items 
subject to the tax at present, carry a rate of 10%. This 
will be reduced to 5% so that the tax on local and 
CARICOM fruit juices will be halved and on foreign juices 
reduced t o  an effective rate of 7.25%." 

He went on to show all the areas where relief would 
be given and therefore the commodities to the people at 
the lowest level of income would normally go to purchase 
would be reduced in their price and therefore he is not 
by broadening the base of Consumption Tax interferir 
with the areas or the items that the people at the Irnrer 
scale would normally purchase or buy. 

A. 
The other thing he did was to lower the basic tax 

rate to  remove a large number of people. As Senator 
Truss said , it was 30 people and I think it comes on page 
30 of this same Report, Sir, where it says:- 

"These changes in the Tax Credit will result in 
over 30,000 persons being no longer liable for 
Income Tax, that as from next week persons 
working for $90 a week would not be subject to 
PAYE Deductions, not next week, not next month, 
not next year." 

So he has again relieved a majority of people who 
were paying tax at the bottom end and putting the 
money into their pockets. The items that they would 
normally buy, that they would require for everyday living 
he has reduced the level of taxation on them. Therefore, 
he has increased the Indirect Taxation by Consumption 
Taxes does not affect the people at the bottom end of 
the scale, who are the poor people, so it is not a true 

* statement to say that it will cost the people at the 
bottom more to live because they have been given the 
additional money so I do not think that it is a fair or 
accurate comment. 

Again, Sir, the Senator mentioned about Price 
Control particularly on food items. I was out of the room 
and came in at the end when he was speaking on the 
subject but he did identify clearly that there is little that 
this Administration or any other Administration can do 
with regard to the cost of food up to the point where it - gets into the Merchants Warehouses but they can, as he 
said, control the level of mark-up on that food to  see that 
it is a fair and reasonable mark-up and therein lies the 
problem. What is fair and what is reasonable and two 
people or five people would all have different views but I 
will like to  remind him of what happened under the last 
Administration. 

:w You remember there were parts of the licences that 
were covered by Senator Truss, under the last 

Administration and there were very vigorous and very 
harsh, in my opinion, price controls placed on a large 
variety of foodi items and they did that hoping that it 
would keep the cost of living down for everyone and this 
thing comes under the heading of what I would call "The 
cost of good intentions." It was their intention to do 
good. It was their intention that they would be doing 
something for the people who were less well off and in 
fact by what they did, it turned out to be a disservice to 
them. The reason being that although it had the intentioil 
initially to reduce the price of commodities, the 
consequence of what they did was that it forced the small 
shopkeepers to close their doors because the volume of 
Aes  that they were making in the rural areas was so low 
that they could not support themselves any longer on the 
small amount of profits that they were allowed to make 
and the few items that they carried for the people 
particularly in the rural areas. They could not make a 
living. They shut their shops and everybody was driven 
into the supermarket. They increased in size and the small 
man was put out of business. 

It also created hardships for the people living 
around the shops. No longer could they get what they 
wanted. They had to  travel. They had transport problems to 
come from the rural areas into other areas that were big 
enough to  support supermarkets so that they could go 
out and buy food so let me say that price control for the 
monitoring of prices I do not object to. I think that that 
is a sensible thing because it would have stopped anyone 
from exploiting a situation but , I believe that the 
difficulty that would come about if it was ever done 
again is exactly what I just asked. What is reasonable and 
what level of mark-up would you allow because you will 
find that people on the Government side would wish to 
come down as low as possible and on the commercial side 
they would wish to go back up and I am afraid that if an 
error is made that the same sort of thing will happen. 
That is, no doubt, because of good intentions, Sir. 

Many Governments continually, with every good 
intention, interferes with various things in commerce that 
upsets the apple cart and causes a great deal of hardship 
unintentionally. To give another example. One of them 
could apply to Barbados. I think it was somewhere 
around 1974, I was on a course at BIMAP at the time 
and the cost of rice from Guyana increased considerably 
and the Government of the day felt that it was a good 
thing that they should subsidize it and they subsidized it 
so that it would not go up thinking that they would be 
doing everyone a favour and what happened was that it 
became a cheaper commodity than feed because feed 
went up for animals and the people were buying the rice 
and feeding it to the animals so they had to  change that 
quickly and go back and allow it to  go up. Again, the 
cost of good intentions when you interfere with the 
market process causes problems. -- 



In the big United States in 1973, when the OPEC 

I oil countries put up the price of oil and fuel, the United 
States G o v e h e n t ,  with good intentions insulated the car 
industry in the United States. They had not pressure on 
them to have to make smaller cars, more economical cars 
with smaller engines because the price of gas was the 
same and because this was so, when they could no longer 
continue subsidizing it and supporting it, by then the car 
industry had not reacted in the way it should have started 
to  react in 1973 and the Japanese, as you know, Sir, have 
produced all of the cars that are economical and the 
United States was in absolutely disarray. 

Now, the Government did not intend to put people 
who were worhng making motor cars some of them 
possibly into bankruptcy and to put so many people out 
of work but as a direct result of their subsidization of the 
cost of fuel and the protection they gave, because of 
those good intentions that is what has happened so the 
cost of good intentions is often very high indeed and not 
appreciated by people when they do various things. 

Now, Sir, to come back to the last Budget again, I 
think that we were all very happy and pleased to see 
what the Prime Minister had done by way of the redress 
of this imbalance between direct and indirect taxation. I 
still say that in spite of what has been done it has not 
gone yet far enough. 

High personal taxation, I repeat is still the cause for 
what I will term as poor productivity in industry and 
commerce. There is a general unwillingness by many 
people to work overtime. High absenteeism is still 
plaguing most industries. People do not come out to 
work, particularly industries that employ people who have 
some form of skills that they can sell on the outside. 

It still accounts for the lack, in my opinion, of 
initiative in middle-management and I still feel that there 
is a lethargy in expansion and development in Barbados 
by investors and by top management because I do not 
feel that in many instances they wish to go to the trouble 
and to go and increase the burden of work that they have 
to  do to provide more jobs, to make more money for the 
Company, to make more money for themselves and then 
have 75% of it wiped out of their pay packet. 

They rather not worry with having to employ more 
p ~ p l e  and have more headaches. This is the type of thing 
that was happening, it is happening less now and I hope 
that it will happen bss and less and less. But, people 
are not interested to  go and to work harder than they are 
without reward and I think that the redress has to go on. 

Sir, I really do not think that I will take any more -+ 
time to  speak on any of the other Heads. I just wanted to  
say that during the four and a half years that I have been 
in the Honourable Senate as an independent Senator, I 
am very pleased and very happy and congratulate the 
present Administration for the manner in which they have 
been handling the economic affairs of this country over 
the past four and a half years and I hope that the two 
Honourable Senators sitting here from the Opposition 
Benches will not feel that I am trying to imply with that 
praise, that their Administration during their time of 
office did not do well as well because I am sure they 
performed creditably during their term of office. But as I 
said before, I wish to give praise where praise is due and I , 

think it is due. 

Thank you. (APPLAUSE). 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Deane. 
I 

SENATOR C. I. E. DEANE: Mr. President, I shall 
begin more or less where Senator MacKenzie left off. I 
should like to say what an honour and a privilege it was 
for me to be a member of the Senate especially under 
your Chairmanship. 

Now Sir, first of all this Estimates for surplus seem 
to be an ongoing thing this year. This is the fourth year 
that the Estimates has been a surplus. I should like to 
congratulate the Government, Sir on having come so near 
notwithstanding the vicissitudes and adversities of very 
high increases in wages, public emoluments and things like 
that which is a good thing in a way because do not forget 
Sir when the Government gives - and this is not 
depredating them in any way, they are quite right - 
when they give a big increase, they get a big Pay As You 
Earn packet from that same money, so it is coming back 
to them. I congratulate them on their foresight. 

@ 
However, Sir, with regard to the highlights of the 

actions of this Government, apart from this surplus of 
revenue over expenditure the Tenantry Bill has been 
perhaps one of the most revolutionary things that any 
Government has ever done, I did hear this morning about 
some of the tenants feeling, " why should I buy it and 
pay tax to the Parochial Treasurer, or whatever, when I " 

can rent it for, in our case eighty cents a week?" There is 
also some doubt as to what is involved in the sale of this 
land. The land must be a minimum of three thousand , 

square feet. This is my understanding, Mr. President. The 
Government finances it but if it is more commercial like a 
piece of agricultural land, or something like that, the 
landlord is supposed to sell it at the said price as the 
three thousand square feet $300 I believe, but whereas 
the Government finances the first three thousand square 
feet, they do not finance the rest of that. That is my 
understanding, whether I am wrong I do not know, but I 



know that it is under consideration now. Now, Sir, several 
things came up here. 

First of all, 1 should like to congratulate Senator 
Franklin, Senator Truss and Senator MacKenzie on their 
statistics and understanding of the financial and 
commercial running of the island, but there are one, 
or two other things. I feel constrained to  deal Sir with 
the question of agriculture fust. Now as far as this 
Government is concerned, they, apart from this rural 

a 

development have just decided to take careful note of the 
McGregor Report and in fact, a lot of the 
recommendations in the Report have already been 

' implemented. I do not want to go too deeply into it to 
forestall things and speaking of forestalling things, there 
was great doubt as to whether the small farmers will 
participate in the crop bonus that is going to be paid on 
Friday. Well, the Sugar Organisation was told by the Rt. 

4 J  Hon. Prime Minister that he would make a statement and 
it was their business to wait until that statement was 
made. It has been made and you will know Sir that the 
small farmers are going to benefit to the same degree as 
anybody else by the crop time bonus. (APPLAUSE)' But 
I repeat Sir, it was not in our place to make that public 
before the Rt. Hon. Prime Minister had made his 
statement as he said he would. 

Now Sir, I will go by and I will miss out all of the 
things dealing with statistics because these Honourable 
Senators have dealt far better with those than I would 
have done anyhow. Now Sir, with regards education, 
there is something that has been bothering my mind for a 
long time. If, as they report, the population explosion is 
being controlled, with the building of these schools, I am 
not talking of 'repairing of them Mr. President, I mean 
building the new schools. Are they being built in such a 
way that they can be converted for other usage if the 
population reaches the stage like it did in Canada not 

, long ago, where you do not have too many schools for 
the children that need them? That is one thing that is ' bothering my mind with regards to education. 

The other thing is I wonder, at a recent meeting at 
which you were present Mr. President, the question was 
raised as to  whether in the education system, there was 
enough flexibility that the children coming out of schools 
could accept a job not necessarily commensurate with the 
degree, or whatever to which they had been educated, 
that is a problem and that is the cause of a lot of the, 
unemployment on the island. Moreover, immigration is 
not a reliable source of unemployment and if you get 
children coming out of school, who are not prepared to 
take the jobs that they can get until the job that they 
h t  comeslalong, I think that you have a very difficult 
problem there. 

w Now Sirb with regards to Tourism. Senator Truss 
read an extract from a London newspaper and I hate to  

do this, but I also have an extract from the Toronto Sun 
from a Canadian visitor to this place, I know him very 
well and it says: I 

Do not go to Barbados because the violence 
over there has increased to such a degree that 
you probably never get back home again. 

words to that effect. I handed this clipping to @e 
Honourable Minister of Tourism and he is well aware of 
it. It is general talk in Canada that apart from the high 
prices that Senator MacKenzie mentioned that there is 
also a question of violence, mugging and so forth. 

Well, I need not deal with taxation because long 
ago, I knew that sooner or later that the Rt. Hon. Prime 
Minister in his wisdom would change the structure of 
taxation altogether. 

Now do you know, that the Prime Minister actually 
has given an edict to the Sugar Producers' Association 
that they appoint a small farmers' representative for 
extension purposes and such. Actually, Mr. Trevor Rudder 
has already been appointed, so what I am trying to drive 
at, Sir, is this, that this Government is roping in the 
whole agricultural sector under one umbrella and they are 
doing wonders for the small farmers. There is no doubt 
about that. As a matter of fact, Mr. President, you are 
probably aware that they are going to buy shares in the 
Barbados Sugar Factories Limited for small farmels. The 
whole idea is to have all agriculture' under one umbrella. 

Now, Sir, Senator Franklin very wisely and rightly 
said that the production of potatoes had decreased, the 
production of yams had decreased. He quoted 1979 
which was a particularly bad year to quote, because in 
1978 most of the potatoes that were grown either were 
left in the field and ploughed in - but I do not believe in 
that, and I called the whole district and said, dig the 
potatoes, I want to plough the ground. Other people even 
sprayed them to get rid of them with weedicide. With 
regardsthe yams, much the same thing happened. There 
were lots of yams but there was no sale for them, with 
the result that in 1979 very little provision was planted. 
Now, the situation has changed, because the Govern- 
ment through its good offices has obtained sales 
for yams in the United Kingdom. This is the regular 
Lisbon yam, and a great number is being shipped at the 
moment, but that is responsible for the falls in those 
years, and the real cause and reason for that is the lack of 
the possibility of marketing of the produce. You grew it 
and could not market it. That was the trouble, Mr. 
President. 

Now, with regards to fishing, I do happen to know 
that the Barbados National Bank has Extension Officers 
working on the question of fishing. I understand, Sir, that 
the price of an engine has gone up to such a degree that a 



lot of fisherfolk that went in on a large scale before 
cannot any more, because they cannot afford it, because 
pay day has to come anyhow. 

There is one thing that I want to  makc straight, Sir. 
I gathered from what Senator Truss said - and I stand to 
be corrected if I am wrong - that the landlord paid the 
rental surcharge. He does not, you know, Sir, it is the 
tenant that pays rhe rental surcharge. Sir, I understood 
l h  to say that. However, that is only a small thing. 

On the whole, Mr. President, there is one ugly thing 
1 want to say. Do you remember some years ago I said in 
this Chamber that I thought the proper thing for certain 
types of felony, and I refer to things like rape and that 
kind of thing, 1 said that the felon should be put on a 
platform, a scaffold, between Lord Nelson and the 
Cenotaph, stripped to his waist and publicly whipped 
with a tamarind rod. Sir Theodore Brancker saw me the 
same night and asked me if I had gone mad, but now he 
says my madness seems to have been correct, because it is 
the only thing to stop this hnd  of thing, but I do not 
agree that the Government should go into the expense of 
maintautmg people that have committed that kind of 
crime. I : e d y  do not, and I do thlnk that if it was made 
as public as that, then people would be more reluctant to 
embark on this particular crime 

Now, Sir, the police of Barbados need a boost, 
because it must be most frustrating for those old, 
dedicated membe~s of th* force - not old in age but old 
in membership, and there are many of them - and with all 
that has been taking place in the Police Force and the 
aspersions cast upon them and so, I think the public 
should do all in its power to co-operate with the police 
ruld budd them up as a true Force in Barbados. 

Sir, I wodd also like to place on record my 
appreciation and the appreciation of the Fire Service of 
the work done by the Chief Officer, Mr. Gittens, and his 
men. They do a wonderful job. They have put out fires 
this year that the plantations did not even know of until 
they rang and said we have put out a fire at such and 
such a place. I would like very much to place that on 
record, Sir. 

There is not very much more I have to say, Sir, 
except that where Education is concerned again, Sir, this 
is a minor thing, an elementary thing, and I am taking a 
page from Senator Franklin's book. Something that I 
notice as I pass along the road, especially coming down 
Government Hill, they have a Security Guard there, a 
little lady that you can hardly see, with a kind of banner 
or something, and I the other morning stopped, as I 
thought I should do, and this gentleman rushed pass like 
if the girl was not there at all. He can easily argue he did 
not see her, but if you put a big, big white crossing as a 
pedestrian crossing, a wide thing - and I have already 

spoken to Mr. Minister Tull about &is and he agrses with d 
me - but I would like to see it done, and I wouid not like 
us to wait to have one of those little children - because 
you know what little children are, especially if there are 
late for school, they will dash across the road regardless, 
and I would like to see it done as soon as possible. 

Also, Sir, above the Queen Elizabeth Hospital on 
Martindales Road, I was in there recently. It did not 
trouble me, because I work in a sugar factory and the 
noise made no difference to me, but all night long the 
people passing there in their cars and on their motor 
cycles and things, you would think they were on a racing 
road or something, and they rewed up the engine, or 
whatever you call it. Most disgaceful! The whole road 
there should have, I think, these humps. If you want to 
drive along at that speed and go through the roof of the 
car, it serves you right, but I think notice should be put 
to the effect that they are there, but I think the sooner la 
we put them up the better. There should also be 
pedestrian crossings, and again I repeat, Sir, this is the last 
time we should be doing Estimates and I feel myself 
privileged and honoured to have served in this Senate as 
an independent Senator, and as I said just now, under your 
chairmanship, presidency, whatever. Thank you, Sir. 

SENATOR K. HINDS: Mr. President, we have heard 
Senator Franklin this evening put his foot into quite a 
few things and I know that come tomorrow he will be 
coming up for the necessary replies for which I suppose 
he might be a little sorry that he extended himself that 
far. I am not one for attacking people, but I suppose I 
may take it upon myself to just lay the foundation for 
what Senator Franklin might have coming to him 
tomorrow. I am going to take, gir, just a brief look at 
what Senator Franklin had to say about the Transport 
Board. He tried to give the impression that there was 
something very wrQng with the Transport Board as far as 
the personnel is concerned and that there was a group of 
people who were Seventh Day Adventists who seemed to 4 
have special privileges, one being that they were not asked 
to work on Saturdays which we know is the foundation or 
part of the foundation of the Seventh Day Adventist 
practices, not to work on Saturdays; but he tried to give the 
impression that on the other hand there may be a large 
number of other persons who represent other religious 
denominations who were to some extent unfaired because 
they were penalised for not working on Sundays. 

Now this is I suppose quite in keeping with the * 

philosophy of his party which seems to think that 
impressions are always more important than facts. On 
checking the question of the Seventh Day Adventists it 
was drawn to my attention that there are hardly more 
than twelve persons out of 1,700 at the Transport Board 
who are Seventh Day Adventists who request not to be 
asked to work on Saturdays. On the other hand those + 
persons who do not turn out for work on Sundays have 



; . ,el , ,~s ted  it is because of their religious beliefs, and the 
Unic ha. been called in on several occasions to deal with 
t b s e  cases, and the Union does not support the attitude 
displayed by these persons who would not turn up for 
work on Sundays, and it is nothing to do with the fact 
that there are some Seventh Day Adventists who do not 
work on Saturdays. 

Now I know the Barbados Workers' Union and I 
know the attitude of the Barbados Workers' Union 
especially since 1976, and as a matter of fact one 
Transport Board Worker told me that they had some 
problems prior to 2nd September,l976, they called the 
Union on several occasions and could hardly get anyone 
to represent them. So I know if the Union is not 
supporting these workers at the Transport Board on their 
absence from work on Sundays it is because the workers 
do not have a case. That is only one point. 

What Senator Franklin did not seem to understand, 
because at some point he mentioned that these workers 
were not entitled to any special pay for Sundays, is that in 
any organisation like the Transport Board or the Queen 
Elizabeth Hospital or the Police Force these people work 
five days a week and that five days is any five days in the 
week. It is a shift system and their time is not fixed from 
Monday to Saturday or Monday to Friday and then 
Sunday is considered a different day. Sunday is part of 
the working week; so probably if he had done a little 
checking he would have discovered that they were not 
entitled to anything special for working on Sundays. You 
are entitled to something for working overtime which 

.would mean more than your forty hours or whatever the 
prescribed working hours are. 

The Senator also mentioned that the Transport 
Board employed some person who has a record of being a 
write-off person, one who has crashed some of everything 
from a box cart if you can go that far. Now the 
Transport Board itself cannot be blamed for this. Persons 
are asked to bring a certificate of character andvarious 
other things which qualify them for employment, and if 
they do not have any record of the person being involved in 
accidents, especially if it has to do with reckless driving 
they can only judge the person by the way they perform 
after they become employed by the Transport Board. If a 
person is involved in accidents, it is taken into 
consideration the type of accident. Here again the Union 
is brought in because the Union states specifically that 
you cannot fire a man just because he gets into an 
accident or every type of accident; so until the Transport 
Board can prove that this person is reckless they really 
cannot up and dismiss that worker because I am sure the 
same hon. Senator would be one who would be keeping 
the most noise in support of the person whom he would 
believe to be dismissed wrongfully. 

r* 
In addition to that, I think as a citizen of Barbados, 

if Senator Franklin is aware of any malpractices on the 

part of a Transport Board worker especially a driver, I 
think it is his duty to make a report to the Transport 
Board. So you just ca~.liot go around giving impressions 
when these impressions are not reaily facts, and if you 
believe they are facts, they are not well founded. On the 
question of brakes, no driver is asked to  work a bus with 
faulty brakes. As far as I know there is a sheet that the 
drivers are asked to filI out in relation to defects in a 
vehicle and there are some defects with which a vehicle can 
work, but certainly as far as I understand, not brakes.'In 
addition to that, and this is getting back to  what I believe 
Senator Franklin might have seen, there is no way, Mr. 
President, that you can get a bus stopped properly doing 40 
miles an hour depending mainly on brakes. So if a bus 
driver reports that brakes nre not functioning and he is try- 
ing to stop a bus at 40 to 45 miles an hour within a few 
yards, it is understood tba; brakes are not that efficient on 
any vehicle. 

This reminds me of a little joke I heard some time 
about a guy who bought a car and within five minutes he 
took it back to the garage and said it was shimmying, and 
the salesman said it could not be shimmying, I drove that 
car all around. The guy said "well, you come." He got in 
the car and they drove off, this time with the salesman 
driving. He hit 50, 60, 70, 80 miles an hour. He looked at 
the purchaser and asked "what happened?" and was told 
"Go ahead" and when he hit 95 it shimmied, and he said 
"you see what I told you, it is shimmying." 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I hope that did not happen in 
Barbados. 

SENATOR K. HINDS: SO this is similar to a Trans- 
port Board driver to tell you that his brakes are not 
functioning 100% efficiently when brakes normally do not 
function 100% efficiently on any vehicle, and especially 
when it is doing 50 miles an hour. 

Another point about what he said about 
cannibalising. This was a little change, cannibalising the 
chassis by taking off the tyres. As far as I know tyres are 
really not part of a chassis but let us assume that there is 
something in what Senator Franklin is saying and he 
thinks that the tyres are part of the chassis. I t  is the 
policy of the Transport Board to take off new tyres off 
some chassis, if you use it the way that Senator Franklin 
wants to use it, taking off some new tyres off the rear 
tyres to hold to the front and using remould tyres on the 
rear so there are times when they exchange tyres but this 
is not because they are faulty tyres but it is still good 
economics in running the transport system and it is also 
the policy of the Transport Board. 

In addition to that, when a chassis has to be taken 
to the workshop.. . 

SENATOR FRANKLIN: Mr. President, the Hon. 
Senator well knows that when we use, -that expression, 



they come down with the hood, the chassis and the pres.  

I 
He well knows this and he knows what I mean when I 
use an expression like that. 

SENNATOR HJNDS: Sir, I would . not . be saying that if 
he did not specify chassis but these are mistakes that 
immxture politicians make from time to time. As I was 
saying, if a chassis has to be taken to the workshop, you 
are not sure how long it would be in the workshop when 
work is being done on the body and so on so there is no 
point sending it there with the best tyres when the tyres 
can be used outside so it is really done for the good 
n~nning of the Transport Board to make the best use of 
the tyres and it is not really cannibalising the chassis. 

In addition to  that, he spoke of a more humane 
problem and this is one that one can sympathize with 
Senator Franklin for talking about the human element of 
the running of the Transport Board. He talked about the 
people who suffer as the result of an inadequate supply 
of buses and that sort of thing. Now I do not have any 
quarrel with Senator Franklin in this area except that 
instead of merely criticizing the Transport Board and the 
system and the Government in itself, there are other sides 
of this story. 

For instance, we are running almost on a 24-hour 
bus service now. There is a lot to be said about the 
transport s e ~ c e .  There is tremendous improvement and for 
instance, the hotel workers who may be paying $5.00 or 
$10.00 taxi fares to  get home at nights now find it easy 
to pay 45 cents bus fare to get home. It has assisted in 
the industrial area where industries like Intel can now 
work a three shift system per day because they know that 
their workers will not have a problem getting home after 
work. 

In addition to  that type of thing, the cheaper bus 
fares, more bus hours, the system where you can now travel 
places on buses where you could not travel before, we also 
have to look and see that this improvement has come in the 
face of some rather trying circumstances. If you were to 
look at the figures for the travelling public previous to 
1976, you look at 1970-1972, you have something like 17 
million passengers travelling on these buses. In 197 1-1 972 
you have 18 million. In 1972-1973 you are back to 17 
nlillion. In 1973-1974, you have 17 million. When you look 

I 

at these figures, Sir, you will see that there was a certain 
element of consistency in the number of persons using the 
public transport. 

I would like to think that if you are having that 
type of figure annually, it is easier to plan and improve 
your system but then when you move from there and 
you look at 1974-1975 where you had 17 million but 
then you look at 1975-1976 and you see 19 million, then 
1976-1977 27 million, then 1977-1978 you have 35  
million, then 1978-1979, Sir, 41 million. Now, you 

cannot just get up and flog the Transport Board fri! ~kor + 
being able to do this and do that. 

You have to take all of these things into 
consideration and if they can still survive under these 
circumstances, you have something like general travelling 
passengers, 33 million, school children 7,800,000 and 
then you have to take into consideration old age 
pensioners and these are now something like 510,000 
travelling only on the buses so when you are going to 
criticize the Transport Board, there are a few t h g s  you 
have to look at first and then after you have asked 
yourself some questions you look at the fact that we are 
still maintaining s cheap busfare. We have improved the 
bus hours, as I said ear1i:r. We are doing almost 24 hours 
now. You see that even though there is a bit of 
inconvenience here and there for some people, there is 
tremendous convenience for others and we cannot hit 
every area at the same time. 

In addition to that, there has been a number of new g 
buses on the road. The Transport Board has been 
employing many more people today than they were 
before 1976. In a lot of areas, Sir, the Transport Board 
has made its contribution to this country. Not only as far 
as transportation is concerned but it has saved money in 
people's pockets. 

There are a number of jobs which have been created - 
somebody is talking about washing the buses. That is some- 
thing that you can - I had better not talk about that, Mr. 
Chairman. As I said, I am only laying the foundation, the 
reed attack will come . tomorrow . . and I hope that Senator 
Franklin will have a good night's rest and come back to- 
morrow and that he would not cow out just because I am 
warning him now. It is said that to  be forewarned is to be 
forearmed. I must also tell him that this will also help 
to toughen him up for the forthcoming General Elections. 
(ASIDES) I am not saying that he wiU be successful, I am 
saying that it will help. At least, he will be able to take 
his lashes better than if he did not have this little touch 
up this evening. 4% 

Mr. President, I am taking the cue from you, you 
said that we over here should not indulge in making any 
long speeches and that is why I want to take one little 
aspect of the Estimates to prepare Senator Franklin for 
what is coming to him tomorrow and that is all I would 
like to say at this point, Sir. (APPLAUSE) * 

SUSPENSION 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Honourable Members have had a a 

long day and I think that this is a convenient time to 
suspend the sitting. This Sitting will be suspended until 
tomorrow at 2.30 p.m. I sincerely hope that Honourable 
Members will be punctual and try and let us get on with 
this because these long days are rather trying particularly 
for the Chair. 

This sitting is now suspended until tomorrow, 
Thursday, 26th April, 1981 at 2.30 p.m. 



Thursday, 26th March, 1981. 
Mr. PRESIDENT: The Sitting is resumed. 

SENATOR R. E. BRATHWAITE: Mr. President, 
I am very happy this evening to associate myself with 
the Estimates of 1981-82 for the island of Barbados. 
The first Item I would like to touch this afternoon 
is Ilefence and Security. 

* 
It really disturbed my mind yesterday ,to be 

sitting here and listening to members of this Hon. 
Senate in the way they reacted to  an outstanding 
Estimate, I would say. We heard quite a lot about $14 
million that was spent on Defence and Security. I heard 
also that $447 million was earned through tourism. That 
is only one industry, so I would feel that $14 million 
to spend to secure $447 million alone would be 

- justifiable. 

Mr. President, I would also like to let you know 
that yesterday Senator Boxill almost had me. I really 
believed that he meant what he was saying when he 
talked about Dodds. He said you do not have any white 
boys at Dodds and I thought it was a genuine 
statement, but as I listened to him down through his 
speech I could see that it was only a kind of vote 
catching exercise. 

He spoke about the Defence Force, and I have 
to say that some of that Movement is in my parish, 
St. Lucy, and I feel very happy to have it down there 
because I feel it is a help to the community, and I 
am sure that all people have a tendency as soon as they 
start to move up and be responsible they like to have 
security. But Senator Boxill said - and this is the third 
member of the Democratic Labour Party with the 
same statement - but the only thing that womed my 
mind was in case the people of Barbados got mad one 
night to change this Government, what really would 
happen to the island of Barbados. Those boys down 
there in the Defence Force, I do not see one white 
skinned boy down there. All those people I saw down 
there are poor, humble boys and girls who are trying 
their effort best to work for a livelihood, and they 
are doing a fine job. 

Every now and then you can hear the members of 
the Democratic Labour Party trying to discredit the 

- Defence Force. I wonder, Mr. President, why. I think 
there is some serious reason in that, because as you 
notice from time to time there is a coup, or we hear 
that someone is coming to overthrow Barbados, you 
can be sure that members of the Democratic Labour 
Party have close association with such people. I am sure 
if you hear about one of our small islands where an 

* attempt was made to take it over with guns, they have 
close association with the Democratic Labour Party, so 

you can see from that why they do not want Defence 
and Security. 

I am very happy with it, I can tell you. I am 
accustomed to  driving on the road at very late hours at 
night, and I think things have looked up a little, things 
look much better, because St. Lucy is one of the 
biggest sea parishes, from one end to the next is sea 
boundary, so it might be a sure case that we might be 
invaded from that side, so I always try to stand up 
with that Force. I feel it is a very good effort of the 
Government of this country. 

I would like to touch a little on Agriculture, Mr. 
President, because as a small farmer it really touches rnl 

blood when you start to talk about agriculture. 1 alwaq 
looked at Senator Franklin as avery honest person, but fro 
yesterday I really cannot look so seriously now, I haw t 

change my mind a bit, because Senator Fra.Xi~lr 
discredited the Minister of Agriculture and he s a d  6:d 

sorts of things about him. I disagree with him, because 
right there in Kirtons, St. Philip ..... 

SENATOR FRANKLIN: On a point of order, Mr.  
President. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just a minute, let me handle It. 
You must be careful when you say that you regarded him 
hitherto as an honest person not to imply that you now 
regard him as a dishmest person. 

SENATOR R. E. BRATHWAITE: I withdraw that, 
Mr. President. What I was trying to say was that a pl~oe &a 
Kirtons, next door to Senator Franklin, was a place that 
was run away in grass and now today 170 acres have been 
cultivated and back now in agriculture. I can think of 
Greenland, St. Andrew where there were acres of rab land 
running wild, and all of that land today is back in agri- 
culture bearing canes and all those kinds of things. 

It worried me when I heard that speech yesterday, 
because it seems to me that this member was somewhere 
in Italy living for a very long time and just came in 
yesterday morning by plane and did not have time even 
to drive from the airport. Because as you look around 
you can see the movements and you can see the progress 
of this country since the Barbados Labour Party came 
into power. Mr. President, gone are the days when people 

1 will say they do not want to see a cane blade in this 
Island. I am telling you we have a Prime Minister who is 
willing to  make sure that agriculture triumphs in this 
country. I am sure there are small islands below here who 
have to buy sugar at the rate of $3.50 per pound. I heard 
it is $2.50 per pound in St. Vincent, not as bad, and I am 
sure that the Prime Minister of this country is going all 
out, even at a time when wages come up, to try his 
utmost best even to  release some of the levy at times to 
try to make a compromise that the island of Barbados 



will continue to progress as far as agriculture is 
t concerned. 

He spoke about the food crop production, about 
feeding your country. I wonder where Senator Franklin 

+ was in 1979 when a small man like me planted yams, and 
I call people from around the district who would like 
yams free, and you could not even find people to give 
them to in 1979. But you cannot blame this Government 
for that, because we just came, and I will say, Mr. 
President, we are planning big business here now at Lower 
Estate, where the small farmers and even the big farmers 
can go ahead with a drive, and they are sure now when 
the BMC gets everything up there fvred up we can gear 
ourselves, where we will have our produce going there, 
becausr: it is a very serious thing to work land, pay dear 
labour and then to have thing on your hand like that 
and nowhere to take them. As I say, you cannot blame 
this administration, because they just came. 

Fifteen years ago, I believe if the Democratic 
Labour Party had the small man at heart, those small 
people that grow cabbages, tomatoes, lettuce and things 
like that, it is a lot of hard labour, and then after you 
grow those things there is a glut on the streets and you 
just have to give them away for little or nothing. So when 
he says that we do not make plans for food I do not 
agee whatsoever. It is the first time in 20 years that we 
have food. The plantation by me had to plough back the 
yams and potatoes in the field. 

He also spoke about the pig industry. Mr. President, 
I was very surprised, I was ashamed of that also, because 
as you know, in the sixties under the Barbados Labour 
Party regime there was something called a subsidy where 
poor people raising breeding sows could have free feed to 
try to encourage the industry. As soon as the Democratic 
Labour Party came into power in 1961 that was 
abolished, that was scrapped, so when he said-*'there 
is a shortage, I would like to let him also know that this 
Government, the Minister now, just last year brought in 
103 pigs from Jamaica and St. Vincent trying his b e w  
get things built back up, because you cannot get things 
built back up overnight, Mr. President, so I believe that 
he is doing a fantastic job and I feel that we should give 
credit where it is due. 

As a small farmer, again I say we have never had it 
so good as we have it nowadays. I remember there was a 
time when people who owned big plantations used to get 
a bigger share at the factory per ton, but now thank God 
today if a man has 5,000 tons he gets the same amount 
of money per ton as the man who has a quarter ton, and 
I think that is something that we should commend and 
feel very happy about, because we all have to pay the 
same labour and everything in that category. 

Mr. President, 1 would also like to touch a ktce on 
?b 

the poultry industry. In 1975 when the hmocratic 
Labour Party was in power the produce was 6.3 million 
pounds of poultry meat; in 1976 under the Barbados 
Labour Party regime it was 6.9 million pounds. Look at 
the drive, Mr. President, and also the improvement in just 
one year's time. In 1978 there were 9.3 million pounds 
and in 1979 some 11.6 million pounds of poultry meat; 
so when you compare it, Mr. President, it is practically 
twice as much as it was in 1975, so you can see the 
movement of this Government and these Ministers on this 
side of the board and the work they are performing. 

Broiler chick sales ivlcreased from 2.7 million in 1976 
to 4.3 million in 1979. In 1969 egg production was 4.5 
million and in 1979 it was 32 million, very nearly eight 
times as much as it was in 1969, so you can see the 
strides and the progress that this Government is putting 
into agriculture. As I said, when you look around this l q ~  
country and see the poultry farms - and the thing about 
it is that all of them can always get sales for their poul- 
try products - that is a very good sign, Mr. President. 

This Government also made it possible to encourage 
the small farmer and owners of ten acres of land by 
giving them free cane plants where they can plant their 
holdings again. He spoke also of the fshing industry. Mr. 
President, I am from a fishing area which is Half Moon 
Fort area which is one of the biggest fishing spots in Bar- 
bados, and I know that years ago there were some men 
from the area who owned fishing launches and they say 
"Thank God I was in the time of the Barbados Labour 
Party." As soon as the Democratic Labour Party got into 
power in 1961 there were no more loans to fishermen to 
own boats. You have a lot of boats running through the 
sea now, but they are not owned by fishermen at all, so 
when he talks about the condition of the fishing industry 
and things like that, the Barbados Labour Party had it 
geared in such a way that you could help the poor fisher- & 

I man to own his boat and help himself; but those things 
went out of existence as soon as the Democratic Labour 
Party came into power. 

I would like to touch also here on Social Services. I 
think normally it was a disgrace to mention such a point 
and the folk should commend the Estimates because I re- 
member as a youngster going to Bathsheba and seeing a 
social club, and I will tell you that in 1976 when the last 
Government handed over the reins of Government, the 
only way you knew a club was there was because of 
where the toilet wall was, because everything had rotted 
and went to nothing; but now thank God the Minister 
here has a sum with which he can start to put hack a 
community centre in that area. Also in Pie Corner, in my 
district, I remember Senator Cox putting a pavilion in that 
area and I can tell you that it is shameful that in 1976 be- 
fore this Government got into power they had to put a * 



new roof on, build a road to i t  and clean up around the 
place and make it something, Not one nail was driven in* 
to that place from 1961 up to 1976, and since this 
Government got into power whlch is practically four and 
a half years they have down there transformed with bar. 
bergreen road, new roof and everything futed and looking 
tidy and nice, and then you see members come out and 
attack the Government and say there are doing abso. 
lutely nothing and talk about conditions. Mr. President, I 
would Uke to let you know that I wonder how they can 
do so many things with so little money. 

I would like to touch a little on Communications 
and Works. Mr. President, quite a lot has been said about 
the bus service in this country. I had the privilege to 
travel to a few of the big countries of this world and I 
would like to say that at peak hours in New York with 
trains coming every few minutes with twelve cars behind, 

"' sometimes men get hoved right over the track, and that 
is one of the most progressive countries you can think 
about. It  is so in New York, in England and in Canada. 
That is progress. We all agree that from 1976 up to  now 
we have twice as many people working than we had in 
1975; we have 350 more minibuses running in this 
country and still we cannot compete with the passengers 
on the road. We did not cut the buses shorter; instead of 
cutting the amount of buses, we brought in more buses 
and although we brought in buses we gave the mibuse s  
permits where the Democratic Labour Party had them 
completely frozen; but you know, Mr. President, you 
cannot compete when you are thinking of achieving pro- 
gress. When you look around at least the north of the 
Island you will see sign-boards asking for labour to  come 
and help to do thing. There are sign-boards saying 
'labour wanted". We never had it so good yet. 

Mr. President, I am wondering if the members of 
the Democratic Labour Party believe that the people in 
Barbados are so dumb. They are not an electorate like in 
1961 when you would have buses starting from my 
parish which is the farthest out from 5 3 0  in the morning 
and fhishing before 1 o'clock on nights. Some poor 
people go to the hospital with a child with a fractured 
limb, they cannot afford to pay a car to wait on them, 
and as soon as they go to ihe X-ray, they can take a 
cool walk at 12 o'clock to the bus stand and get a bus 
bringing them to St. Lucy or to any part of the Island 
of Barbados, and yet there are some people walking 
aound trying to discredit the movements of the Barbados 
Labour Party. I feel that kind of thing is not fair in the 
sght of the folks of this country. So, Mr. President, as I 
say, I am very happy to be here to stand up and say a 
few words on behalf of these Estimates, and I am glad 
to know that we have such a team that we can adjust 
ourselves in such a manner that all over the world can 
be very proud of this country. There are some times 

j. 

when many of us try to do things for the sake of pro- 
htaenng ur L J I . : ~ ~  t l l  put up L J L L I ~  f!t\~,* but it is 

very detrimental to this country. There are quits a lot 
of things that we all know we &add  not publih, Them 
are some times when our heads hurt us, and before you 
look around there are some people, ready to  publish 
it in the daily news, things that they know will affect the 
tourist industry in this country. There are some mall 
things that some people can make a big mountain of. 
Everybody is saying, now that the tourht industry has 
dropped back a little; it is not as flourishing as it used 
to  be, but these people should examine themselves and 
know the damage they have done with their tongues to 
the tourist industry. Mr. President, as I said in the past, 
that $14 million is money well spent and I will always 
stand by it. Some people talk in here about the tourist 
industry, but I would say that the $14 million is to help 
protect the tourists that come to  this country. 

SENATOR SIR MENCEA COX: Mr. President, I shall 
not be long, but I am going t o  speak on the same note as 
the hon. Senator has just spoken, and that is the Defence 
Force. It is my feeling, Sir, that every independent 
country must provide adequate protection for its citizens 
against invasion and things of that sort. Now, Senator 
Boxill in his speech yesterday, I am sony he is not here, 
gave the impression that it was unnecessary. 

Now the Newspaper people write about the waste 
of money and that sort of thing and I think Senator 
boxlll went as far as saying that the money could 
have built a Hospital for children and that sort of thing 
as if there are no Hospitals in Barbados to accommodate 
children. However, Sir, from my experience I would say 
that a Defence Force is absolutely necessary and essential 
tor the protection of the people of Barbados. 

Now, Sir, he made fun at the Sidney Burnett 
Alleyne question as if nothing really happened. Tliere 
are stdl some peop!e in the Island who feel tint i~ was 
something that was made up against Alleyne and ri~csi: 
people, although Alleyne himself has made it c1.ja.i that 
he will try and get back here even on a dolphin's back 
to liberate his people. What he is going to liberate them 
about, I do not know but this Item Sir, was the idea 
of the former Government and if the former Govem- 
merit felt it necessary at that time to provide for a 
Defence Force, you had the Coast Guard and so on, 
how much more so. In the times gone by and even now 
it becomes necessary for the people of Barbados to be 
potectrd. 

Now, Sir, I was happy to have had some informa- 
tion dnd talked with sorne people and it is a fact that 
when that yacht left St. Maarten to come to Barbados 
that news was passed on and before that, a telephone 
message was sent on to meet two men at the airport 
and the man who was to meet them to take them to 
the place got there a bit late and those two people 
went to AF.E~evillt: in Rocklev Road at that Hotel, and 



the man when he left the Airport and did not flnd 
them, he then collecbd them there and carried them 
down to Martin'r Bay, I w u  reliably informed about 
that, 

What did thew two p n o n r  come here for? 
Information war glvm, they were approached by the 
Police and were deported out of the country a few 
dayr after they were here, AUeyne wan arrerud, he and 
the yacht, and the yachtman. AUeyne w u  jailed and 
w u  h e d  U,S,$10,000 end hb partner w u  alro flned 
U,S.$10,000 and the yacht W M  conflacated, 

Mr, Resident, rome time after listening to the 
6 o'clock News, rur I generally do from London, and 
then you get the World Today, I heard something come 
over about some coup again. I d d  to myself, are these 
people repeating this thing which took place ever since 
but then when I listened to the 7 o'clock News I realized 
that this waa another coup arranged by Alleyne and his 
gang to take over the Government of Barbados by force 
and I am not doubtful. I have no doubt in my mind 
that it was not so. 

A friend of mine who died about two years ago, 
he told me of his association with Alleyne when Alleyne 
said he was running a Bank here in Barbados. Before 
that, I think Alleyne was here and he apparently used 
some remarks about blowing up the Light and Power 
Station, saying that he had negotiated or something 
of the sort, the sale and he was not compensated. He 
did not get his commission and I understand that the 
Police were rounding him up and he left. 

Alleyne came back here, Mr. President and was 
given a licence to run a Bank and a very good friend 
of mine, someone took Alleyne to this man's home, 
or near his home in a car. I do not wish to mention 
the man's name either because he is a very strong 
supporter of the Democratic Labour Party and Alleyne 
spoke to the man and said he would lend him $1,000 
to purchase a tractor and he was told to come in to 
the office the next day. When my friend collected his 
solicitor and went to his office, to his surprise, the 
Attorney General of Barbados, Mr. Moe, was Alleyne's 
Legal Advisor. He saw him there and he also saw Patrick 
John whom Alleyne was promising to lend a lot of 
money and all of that sort of thing. 

Do not let us make any mistake in thinking that 
Meyne was no longer c o ~ e c t e d  with the DLP as was 
said when this thing took place and Alleyne was always 
prepared and I believe still is prepared that if he gets 
his opportunity and this Government is in office to push 
it out by force. 

Now, Sir, the Government has a responsibility and 
a large responsibility and that is to protect the lives 

and safety of the mrwr of this country and although * 
perhapr thow prronr who auociate themelver with 
AUyne with thin intmded crime, they are not run 
what will happen to them becaure when thew thinp 
take place the innocent, many of the innocent ara &r- 
troyed alto, Nobody ir rafe and I have had r o m  informa- 
tion about the second intended coup which brought 
me to the concludon that thir Idand war gone, if it 
had taken place, 

However, Sir I want to say frankly that I rupport 
100% ths Government in preparing againrt raidr, coups 
or whatever you call them and I repeat that an in&. 
pendent country must be prepared against outside 
invarion and thing of that sort, If, for example, we 
had no Force and when the question is being talked 
about increasing the Police and giving the Police this 
and that, the Police Force is a Civil Force. The Police 
Force has to look after the people of the country, to -q 
catch thieves and crooks and bad behaved people and 
so, prosecute them and things of that sort, 

Crooks and bad behaved people and so and lock 
them up, prosecute them and things of that sort and keep 
the peace in the Island. But the Defence Force is particu- 
larly provided to prevent people from invading and des- 
troying our country and therefore, I am satisfied if never 
before, that the attempts made by Alleyne were sufficient 
to allow this Government to prepare against invasions. 
You cannot say that you are independent, you have no 
Defence Force and then, what happens if an invasion 
takes place? You try to  get help from England, or the 
States and quite a few people in this country believe that 
they are free, they believe that they should wipe their 
feet in the English flag, they believe that they are finished 
with colonialism and any of those of us who still 
appreciate the Monarchy and so are regarded as 
neocolonialists and all that sort of thing. But, I am 
satisfied that even with a Defence Force, there may be & 
times when an independent country will have to call on 
some other country to assist it if it is invaded by any 
terrorists, or other people to bring down the Government. 
So, that is one point. 

The other point that I just want to make is as far 
as the Waterworks Department is concerned. When the - 
Water Bill was being discussed, Senator Boxill spoke of 
the difficulty which he experienced in getting a meter put 
on his domestic service and then, he went to the extent 

As 

of saying that he had a meter in his garden and so and he 
also appealed to the department to connect his domestic 
service to the meter that he already had. Now, Mr. 
President, I really could not have replied at that t h e ,  but 
it surprised me to see that Senator Boxill was in 
difficulty of having a meter, or even wanting a meter be- 
cause I remember in 1961 somewhere around October, 
when the Labour Government carried a five year plan to $. 
Parliament, in that plan provision was made for $500 000 



or hdf  a million dollan to purchase meterr, NOW, I would 
Ue to ray from the wtret that I wu oppowd to that 
behg mentioned in the plw and my rerron for that war 
that pople  would not have iccepted it ar it ought to be, 

Thrt came about Sir, as a result of our brlnglng to 
thin country, from the UdGd Nationr, an Economic Ex. 
pert in the name of Cadbury to glve ur an economic 
aurvy of Barbados, He recommended among hir .other 
ncommendattonr that we should have meGrr put on 
every remice becaure of the expenre it taker to lift the 
waar  from all around with the exaption of Codrington 
rpring, The Codrington rpring ir a gravitation rpring and 
it takes nothing to bring water to the St, P u p ,  Christ 
Church area and so, Incidentally the area was owned by 
the late Josh Haynes or the Hayner and we used to lease 
it or to rent it and eventually when I was the Honourable 
Minister responsible, I suggested that we purchase the 

- area so we no longer had to pay any rent. 

But with the various wells we were sinking 
throughout the island, he said it was going to cost a lot of 
money to  lift water by electricity and he even suggested 
that we try to lift i t  by wind. He discussed it with the 
Cabinet and he also discussed it with me privately in 
my office and I told him why I did not agree with it 
and so, However, the Cabinet against my advice put it 
into the five year plan. Some people perhaps may not 
understand what a plan is. A plan is not money, a plan 
is something similar to a Manifesto, I would do so and 
so within a certain time, but those things which you 
will do have to be bought and paid for and after you 
will do these things, you have to go to the House of 
Assembly, or to Parliament and get money Resolutions 
passed to implement that plan. No money was passed 
Mr. President to enforce any of the water meters. 

The Opposition then played a very clever game. 
A clever game because when it was discussed, the 
Opposition kept mute on that particular item, not one 
word was said, as if they accepted it in its totality. But, 
I saw something in it that I said was going to happen. 
Immediately after that plan was passed, the Opposition 
went into Grazettes with a meeting and blurted all over 
the place telling the people that we got rich and now . we got rich we were preventing them from getting a 
bucket of water, poor things, and all that sort of thing 
and turned quite a lot of people against us. I was the 
main target of this and I lost a lot of support as a - 
result. But, Mr. President, what happened with these 
meetings - at a meeting in the Pine, the people were 
told by a member that he had passed somewhere that 
day and he had seen some of these meters installed. I 
do not know if you pass it in October, how you can 
get these meters in the island by December because the 
Election was held somewhere around the 2nd or 3rd 

Y 
December, 1961. I do not see how you could get them 
in because you haw to get the money resolut' '1 I 

before the Hwre, you have to  pt in touch withpa 
Crown Agentr and everybody m d  it must trke ro& 
time before it comer hto thlr country, We never 
imported one, 

However, this went dong, but what fr peculiar, Mr 
Preaident, lr the fact that fn their very firrt Ertimates, a 

' 

copy of which I have here in my hand, you will ree 
here, I have 1962 and 1963 - that they have provirion 
here in their very h r t  Ertimater for $16 000 Purchw 
and Maintenance of Meterr, This ir their very firrt 
Estimater, Now, if they were truthflrl that we had 
brought in this half million dollars in meten, why 
would they have to put in their very first ErUmates 
for 1962-63 - $16 000 to purchase and repair meters? 
This is their second Estimates 1963-64 and this has 
also Mr, President, Item 39 - $16 000 Purchase and 
Maintenance of Meters. That is the position as it stands 
and that is what the people probably came for and 
especially your humble servant, 

You know as well as I do that on the 17th Decambsr, 
1956 after the election, that on that day I was invited to 
Government House and when I got there in the yard I 
saw Garner, Mapp and Miller. When we were asked to 
come upstairs, I saw Sir Crantley Adams, I say yourself, 
the Governor and other persons there, and you will 
remember well that the Governor pushed a paper in my 
hand to take an oath and sign a document transfemg me 
to Trade, Industry and Development, Tourism and 
Labour, and I was assigned to that office until I w ~ s  re. 
moved from Parliament by the electorate. I would not say 
that I lost my seat, because the seat was not mine, the 
seat was the people's seat and the people will put In those 
seats the persons they want when they want to. I was no 
longer connected with Communications, Works and 
Housing, which was my original portfolio, but it was 
carried all over the island that I was this bad person and 
that I was doing all sorts of things against the people and 
so, and this was done by the party to which the Hon. 
Senator belongs, Hon. Senator Franklin. 

Now I was disappointed in his maiden speech, when 
Senator Franklin accused the Government of Barbados, 
this present Government, of victirnisation and going all 
through the country and talking about corruption and so 
on, and so on. Mr. President, victimisation came from the 
Democratic Labour Party and nobody else other than the 
Local Government that was down that place. When the 
people elected that Government in office one of the first 
things they did was to get rid of the persons who were 
members of the Boards which we had set up. I had set 
up the Tourist Board, the late Mr. Cave from Cave 
Shepherd was the Chairman. They got rid of all to two, 
Pf;ter Morgan and somebody else they allowed to  remain 
&ere. They got rid of the present Sir Kenneth Hunte who 
was Chairman of the Industrial Development Board, they 
got rid of that Board and left two, and then the next 



thin8 that Gwemment did was to insist on every person 

I 
wh3  went to reglater their names at the Labour Board for 
e'hployment, they insisted that every person should have 

! an Identification Card, and what was it for, Mr. 
Resident? To identify those who were opposed to them, 

I those who were labourites, to victimise them, which they 
dAd. They laid off people at Highways and Transport and 
at different places. They got rid of the people at the 
Housing Board, and so on. 

Now let us compare that attitude with the attitude 
, of the present Gwemment. When the present Govern- 

ment took over the present Govemment appealed to 
members of the Opposition to sit on these Boards, and 

h they refused. That is one attitude. Another attitude is 
that persons who were seen canvassing and talking against 
the Labour Party, rather than transferring them or some- 
thing like that or trying to get them fired, promoted 
them, sent them further. I do not want to call names, 
but some of you kncw them. I want $to know where this 
victimisation which Senator Franklit1 spoke about is. 

I can tell you this now, that as far as talking about 
corruption, that also originated from the Premier Barrow 
of Barbados, wid many people will remember that 
immediately after he took over he told Parliament, and 
it was publi~;hed in the paper, that he had a file 12 inches 
thick and 'he gave it to  the Attorney General to prosecute 
the forrner Ministers. He told the people that the Govern- 
ment Savings Bank was empty, and when the people 
star.ted to run on the bank to get out their money, he 
S'did they had misunderstood him. He went so far as to 
say that that Bank was better off than the bat& in 
Jamacia, and so on. You will fkd it in the Official 
Gazette. I had a copy, I believe I will still find it at 
home. He was to lock up all of us, and I wrote in the 
paper, both the Daily News and the Advocate, and 
appealed to hlrn to lock me up, and I ended by stating 
that any person who knows of a person who commits a 
crime and fails, especially a person in his position, and 
fails to bring the person to justice is worse than the 
person. I have not as yet been prosecuted, although I 
asked to be prosecuted. Left and right we were accused 
of some of everything, none of which was true, none of 
which could be proved, and I was told by one or two 
Civil Servants how they were harassed. One went to the 
extent of telling a Minister that he was a 1iar:and when it 
reached that stage you can understand, trying to get in- 
formation to see if they could prosecute any of us. One 
silly man who was supposed to be a schoolmaster, or an 
ex+chool master, propagandised on me saying that I was 
trying to get away at Seawell a night and the Premier 
took away my passport, as if a Premier could take away 
my passport, and I gave that man my passport and told 
him t o  keep it and see if the fellow or anybody will put 
their money in the place of their mouth. He kept it for 

E over six months. 

That was the behaviour, Mr, President, of the for. * 
mer Government and there is a lot more that I can say 
today on that, So when Senator Franklin said what he 
said at the time in his maiden speech, I would like to tell 
him right now, I know I will hear about Duffus but when 
a fellow is guilty of a crime and a clever lawyer gets him 
off, he still knows he is guilty, the lawyer knows he is 
guilty, God knows he is guilty and so on, but he was able 
to slip. I will say very frankly that this country was in a 
state of bankruptcy. When people are asked to go and . 
pay their land tax and otherwise early and they will get a 
rebate by a Government, the Government is looking for 
money to pay the civil servants. We know civil servants 
did not get paid at times when they should be paid, and 
one or two of the cheques bounced too when the Demo- 
cratic Labour Party was in office. Merchants could not 
get their money. A merchant spoke to me once and told 
me that they had owed him $30 000 and he could not 
get a cent all he tried, and I want you to understand that 
this does not exist and has not existed from the time this 
Government took over. There is a different set up alto- 
gether. So when you get this type of criticism as was 
made by Senator Franklin and Senator Boxill, it does 
make one think and it makes one refer not in a pleasant 
manner or not in a complimentary manner to conditions 
as they existed before. 

The law of this country states that where the Audi- 
tor General is concerned that every year after the fman- 
cial year not later than December the Auditor General's 
Report is to be put to the Speaker and to the Senate, and 
the 1971-72 report came out in November, 1976, then 
the 1972-73 came and so on. You were not getting 
them, but you are getting them now. You are getting 
whatever the law says now. Proper administration, honest 
administration, intelligent administration and expert 
administration is running this country today, and I must 
tell you very frankly that I am not saying this because I 
am a member, because I have had differences with the 
party for years and I express my views and feelings. I was 4k 

never a person afraid; I am a person who likes to work 
and not steal and so on, and therefore I can talk to any 
person any time any place. All I am saying, and all intel- 
ligent and fair-minded people in this country who look 
and see the vast change that has been made economically, 
socially and otherwise since this Government has taken 
over, now running five years, and especially with the de- 
stabilising attitudes of some people with their attempts to 
destroy the Government, attacking and abusing, lying and 
so on from day to day, is that this Government has done 
a remarkable job in a short space of time in the worst 
conditions ever existing as far as Government in this 
country is concerned. 

Your Government had promised the people a lot of 
things; your Government promised the working classes 
beach houses with playgrounds where they could go and + 
have a holiday with their children and all sorts of things. 



Your Government promised and said it was a must..I have 
a three year programme of your Government, I mean the 
Democratic Labour Party. They said there must be a 
cement plant, an immediate thing. They stayed fifteen 
years in office and never did one thing. As a matter of 
fact, I wil l  say this now for those who do not know. In 
1961 in July the Barbados Labour Party Government gave 
the Millers here connected with some people in Canada 
pioneer status for cement and at that time Luther Miller 
told me that his legal representative was no other than 
E. W. Barrow, and immediately as they took over the 
Government they cancelled the pioneer status we gave to 

. Miller and the people in Canada to establish this cement 
plant. So we never saw any cement plant; we never saw 
any flour mill, we never saw a shoe factory, we never saw 
any of those things. We never say a house built on the 
beach or on the road for the workers to go and take 
their holiday with their children to play around or any- 

"' thing of the sort, and when they come a l l  they had to do 
was to fight for independence. We had brought everything 
to the Cabinet system where the Governor or anybody 
else could no longer preside; the Premier presided and 
you had nothing to do but just go on. 

I want to  say something, and if the occasion arises 
I will do it. But do not forget that Government when it 
took over criticized the Barbados Labour Party for giving 
civil servants $3 million in increased salaries for that 
same year, and the Premier said he had to get back that 
money, and that this Island could not afford it and the 
Premier went as far as telling the civil servants not to 
come to him for any increase in the cost of living or 
anything unless there was an international spiral of the 
cost of living. That is what the Premier said. Go in the 
Library and look at the bottom page of the 4th May, 
1962, and you will see that. He said he had to get back 

" the money and he criticised us for giving the lower 
branch of the people, the key scale and the cantonniers 
and those people a 35% increase in their wages and 
salaries. He criticised that. Look in the Official Gazette 
and see that and look in the Official Gazette and you will 
see that he said he was not going to tax the people, that 
we had overtaxed them for ten years, and when Mr. 
Goddard, the junior member for Christ Church got up, 
he said "relax, go home and rest. When I say I am not 
going to increase any taxes, I mean neither company 

I 
tax nor personal income tax." That was the position. I 
say that now because these two Senators who have just 
arrived here seem to come with an understanding that 
they can upset the equilibrium of this Honourable 
Chamber with this sort of talk they are talking and 
therefore I just want to let you know that there are 
still persons in here who have a historical background 
of the whole set-up and will not let you get away with it 
as long as some of us, including myself, happen to be 

, around. 

SENATOR K. HEWITT: Mr.. President, as this 
Senate debates its fifth and frnal set of Estimates, it may I 
be appropriate to look back just a little bit to see or 
comment briefly on the progress made during the period 
of our stewardship. 

Mr. President, I do not think that there is really 
anybody who could seriously challenge any comment that 
the Barbadian economy experienced reasonable levels of 
growth during the past few years. This, Sir, is indeed a 
commendable achievement bearing in mind various 
experiences on both the international and regional scenes 
but growth, Sir, though providing the base for 
ascertaining high levels of employment should never be 
viewed as a goal in itself but rather as a means to other 
goals in that achieving or striving after economic growth 
per se there are normally certain social costs to be borne. 

One can site as an example the establishment of a 
Chemical Plant which ostensibly may lead to economic 
benefits but have disastrous social effects on the 
environment. Rather, Sir, the overall purpose of any 
national policy, I believe, should be to maximise the 
economic welfare of the community however one might 
define that economic welfare or measure it. That is why, 
Mr. President, I think certain Senators in the past have 
sought to distinguish between growth in itself or develop- 
ment or quantitative growth. 

Although perusal of the Estimates before us will 
give us some idea of Government's sense of priority in 
the fields of say, Education, Housing, Health and so 
forth, yet almost by definition and/or tradition, they do 
not provide us with the qualitative type of information 
or opinion which, Sir, would indicate the efficiency of 
the output to the public sector in terms of the welfare 
of the country. 

What I am saying, Sir, is that the format does not 
really permit a comprehensive review in the context of a 
comparison of actual results with stated growths. The 
way how the Estimates are compiled, we will see factual 
things, expenditure of millions, or X hundred thousands 
and so forth but there is no attempt at all ever made to 
effect a comparison between what was actually spent 
and the actual achievement in the context of a previously 
stated goal. 

Perhaps this question of comparing results with 
stated goals can best be left to  a Public Accounts Com- 

1 mittee and the Auditor General who, Sir, in addition to  
1 attempting to determine wherever expenditure has been 
1 properly incurred for the purposes intended and within 
1 the limits specified, will in time also have to concern 
I themselves with the questions ( I ) ,  Are Government Pro- 

grammes achieving their objectives and (2) Is value for 
money being obtained in Government spending? These 

I 
are general points not reflecting a particular Government I 



that we are saying that the time will come when the 
I Public Accounts Committee and the Auditor General will 

have to get involved wid1 what is now called compre- 
hensive auditing and gike some indication as to whether 
in fact Government expenditure is being effectively spent 
and indicate or assess the extent to which goals are being 
achieved and the extent to which thing are being done 
efficiently. 

Sir, although we cannot look at the Estimates and 
pull out a figure which would indicate the general 
economic welfare of the country, I think by observation 
we get the feel that in fact the economic well-being of 
Barbados is definitely on an upward trend. Sir, we need 
to look just at the proposed National Health Scheme, the 
proposals with regard to ownership in tenantries, the 
recent introduction of legdation dealing with mortgage 
insurance for chattel houses, the various housing pro- 
grammes, Sir, especially those related to the proposed 
housing development in the City areas, in particular the 
one which would strive to remove some of the more sor- 
did sights of the City. 

There are also various educational programmes at 
the Comrnun~ty College, programmes which seek to pro- 
duce people c2pable of meeting the needs of the society 
as distinct from p o r k  with a sort of general academic 
background. There are programmes of the short modular 
form, 12 week p r o g m e s  in areas of Fine Arts, thing 
like ceramics, bat& and that type of thing which I think 
another Senator is more qualified to talk about than I. 
All of these programmes I cite as an indication of what I 
coastrue as a qualitative type of development that I feel 
ws have been experiencing over the past years. 

As I say this, Sir, one must not come to the con- 
clUsEorl that there is not room for improvement or that 
me ~ewssarily ageed with every programme or piece 
of l eda t ion  introduced by this particular Government. 
Of course, the record will show that there have been 
programmes which I and other members of this Senate 
did in fact oppose. 

AU in all, it is my opinion, even in spite of dis- 
agreements at various times, it is my opinion that in 
general the trend is to a better type of living overall over 
the past few years and this in fact may only be a con- 
tinuation of a trend which was there previously. After 
that somewhat general comment, I would like to turn 
to one, or two particular matters. 

The first point that I will deal with Sir is the ques- 
tion of the public debt. Recently, the public debt has 
come in for some comment in the Honourable Senate. 
I think that it was Senator Boxill who indicated that 
he was scxnewhat amazed that every time or so it would 
seem, that every time he opened the newspapers, one 
could see that Barbados was receiving a new loan from an 

external source and then, in this debate itself I tkink the + 
question of the public debt was raised by Senator Truss, 
who in his own way thought that it was a simple matter 
and it was also raised by Senator MacKenzie, who noted 
the level of the public debt, especially the external 
portion of the public debt. As I was saying Sir, Senator 
MacKenzie referred to the level of the debt and also 
referred to the increasing rate of that level and he was 
mostly concerned with the foreign portion of the debt in 
that he felt that obviously, that was the most importatit 
aspect in that that foreign portion of debt would obvious- 
ly be putting demands on any future foreign exchange 
resources. But, he indicated that he could only observe - 
levels of the increase rates before the necessary informa- 
tion and analysis and so forth, he was not in a position 
to sort of evaluate whether we had reached danger point, 
or not. 

But, I find myself somewhat in the company of J 

Senator MacKenzie here as I said without information 
and perhaps not possessing the particular analytical 
skills, even if I had the information, I might not have 
been able on my own to find out whether or not the 
public debt and in particular the external portion of 
the public debt was reaching danger levels. However, 
Sir, I was fortunate enough to happen upon an article 
which appeared in the Quarterly Report of the Central 
Bank, December 1980 Quarterly Report of the Central 
Bank. That article, in fact, it is a research paper, I should 
not just call it an article. The quality of it defdtely 
deserves my referring to it as a research paper. 

That research paper is entitled, "The External 
Debt of Barbados" and it was a research paper done 
by a Mary Z e p h ~  from the Central Bank. Now it is 
from the December 1980 Quarterly Report of the Central 
Bank. I obviously would not attempt to summarise Miss 
Zephrin's Report, in any case, I do not know that I 
would necessarily do her justice. However, I thought A 
it my very informative. Miss Zephrin in addition to other 
thing intimated the various components of the public 
debt over the last ten years or so. Whether those com- 
ponents were for general budgetary purposes, or whether 
the part of the acquisition, or the acquiring of the 
external loan was for balance of payments, or whether 
the loan was for infra-structural projects and so. In other 
words, a schedule, a sort of analysis would have indicated 
how the public debt over the past few years was made 
up. In addition to that, we also have some schedules 
which sought to relate the level of the public debt with 
other types of economic data, thereby trying to measure, 
or to indicate whether the danger signal so to speak was 
there. So that in one part of the analysis we have the 
schedule expressing the debt service which would be 
the principle servicing of the debt expressing that as a 
percentage of exports, exports being the source of foreign 
exchange and in another table expressing the debt, this * 
is the foreign portion of the debt, as a percentage of 
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puM::, revenue and so on. As I said, I would not attempt 
to surnmm the paper, time is not appropriate and 
so forth, I do not think that I have that type of skill, 

But however, it may be appropriate at least to 
summarise the conclusions that were made. The point 
is as I intimated before, like Senator MacKenzie he does 
not have the information, nor the tools to do an analysis 
and therefore arrive at an opinion and as such, we have 
to look at others who have done such analyses and 
perhaps consider their opinion. The main conclusion 
of this paper, Mr. President on the public debt and the 

- foreign portion of the public debt was that although 
the external debt had in fact risen rapidly, the debt 
servicing requirements had not in fact absorbed sub- 
stantial resources. Although there was a rapid increase 
in external debt, the servicing of that debt did not require 
comparatively substantial resources. The projections were 

2. 
that these favourable features were likely to continue. 

Another point was the deciding factor in debt 
servicing would be the external environment and the 
degree to which there was proper balance of payment 
management. She felt too that manufactured goods would 
be a more reliable source of substantial growth in foreign 
exchange earnings in the long term, that is, even though 
the inflows from tourism and sugar would remain 
important in the short term. She advocated that in future 
external borrowing, the authorities should seek to obtain 
longer peridds of repayment and in fact should attempt 
to shift, or should increasingly shift foreign resources 
from social and infra-structural programmes to projects 
which would expand export capacity. The logic there 
should be quite obvious. 

Sir, it is true that the opinion expressed here which 
in one global summary is that despite the level of public 
debt we are in no sort of danger position of not being 

" 
able to service the debt, that opinion is the opinion of 
just one lady, but it is the opinion which is based on 
some considerable research and analysis and one which I 
obviously would have to accept, unless presented with a 
different opinion, but obviously based on the same type 
of research and analysis. Noticeably the analysis and a 
comment dealt mainly with the foreign portion of the 
debt as distinct from the local one, and I believe it is felt 
that the local element of public debt in future, looking at 
Barbados as a whole, would result only in the shifting of 

. resources. In other words, Government would have to pay 
somebody locally either the interest and/or the principal, 
so from a national point of view it is not a point of con- 
cem as the foreign portion would be, in that the foreign 
portion obviously would be a demand on future foreign 
exchange resources. 

8. The final point on that, Sir, is that obviously in 
looking at the public debt we cannot just look and say 
absolutely that a figure of $400 million or $500 million, 
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whatever it is, is high or low. The thing has to be taken 
in context of what other economic data and only after 
some extensive analysis and relationships could one come 
up with an informed opinion as to whether in fact the 
said debt is high or low. 

Sir, if I can just move from the public debt and 
perhaps make a few comments with regard to Capital Ex- 
penditure, the 1981-82 Estimates for Capital Expenditure 
- in fag, the initial Estimates for 1980-81, which is last 
year - the Estimates for Capital Expenditure was some 
$162 million. At that time I obsewed when considering 
those Estimates last year that the figure of $162 million 
was in fact more than twice that of the previous year and 
more than any two previous years together. I also queried 
our capacity to make meaningful Capital Expenlture on 
that level. I think, Sir, that events would have proven that  
my observations were well founded, for the actual Capital 
Expenditure as indicated here in the Estimates for 
1980-81 is now expected to be some $117 million, or 
approximately 72% of the original Estimates. Ln fact, this 
$117 million was achieved in the context of considerable 
strain and stress in the construction sector. 

Now, Sir, in the context of what I construe to be 
almost excessive strain on the construction sector, it may 
be that some consideration should be given to bringing 
the various Government projects on stream at a more 
gradual basis. Consideration might have been given already 
to effecting some temporary restraint in the private 
sector, because somehow my little interpretation of the 
measures of the Central Bank earlier in the year would 
suggest that indirectly those measures could have the 
effect of having some restraint on construction for a 
period, and as I said, that sector of the economy seemed 
to have really - I do not know if the word is overheated 
- but it seemed to be definitely at peak demand, so 
much so that the ability to obtain labour and so forth 
was very difficult. Orie found therefore that workmen 
were able t3  move around almost willy-nilly, contractors 
having very little control, I would say, on the situation, 
the question of the demand for labour by far outstripping 
the supply of these skilled people. 

In this type of environment, Sir, it would seem also 
that some attention must also be given to the efficiency 
of the construction sector. I believe that the increasing 
labour cost in that sector is not only a reflection of the 
increase in activity, but is also a reflection of the increase 
in inefficiency, and I would feel that in addition to 
training - I am thinking now of small contractors - in 
addition to training the various artisans in the particular 
skills and so forth, that some of them too must also 
undergo some type of training in the management of 
small projects. They must be made to have some apprecia- 
tion for the importance of planning and proper 
scheduling. For argument's sake, Sir, there is no point in 
tiling a floor and then plastering the ceiling, there is no 



point in running out of materials and then having to send 
and get them while workmen stand up idle and so forth. 
So I am saying that perhaps a combination of the 
Polytechnic, BIMAP and the Community College should 
in fact consider effecting some programme whereby those 
small contractors could sort of improve their management 
skills. 

Now, I think this point with regard to the con- 
struction sector is relevant, because in addition to the 
pressures of the past year, it would appear, bearing in 
mind the estimate of $199 million for the 1981-82 year, 
bearing in mind that type of estimated Capital Expendi- 
ture, it would seem that the construction sector will con- 
tinue to be under some severe pressure, and it is my 
opinion that over the past twelve months we have had a 
situation where in fact former apprentices, or people who 
formerly would have been regarded as apprentices 
functioned, say, as masons, whereas masons functioned as 
foremen and foremen as contractors; that type of 
situation just happening because of the great demand for 
people. 

Sir, looking at the revenue side of things, I must 
admit that as I more or less review the Estimates year 
after year, I begin to appreciate more and more the 
problems of decision making by a Minister of Finance. A 
Minister of Finance must not only provide the funds so 
that the various other ministries can carry on effectively 
the various social programmes, and in Barbados, believe 
you me, Barbadians aI.e very demanding and rightly so in 
thme areas such as education, housing and health. He 
must not only look for the funds to continue these pro- 
grammes at continuing levels of improvement, not only 
more services but better services, but in raising these 
finances he must always be conscious of feeling that he 
would not necessarily overburden the populace with 
taxes, and having thus concluded the level of revenue to 
be raised, he still then has the problem of considering 
how to allocate that burden between the various sectors. 
It is as I said an unenviable situation to sort of make the 
decisions especially in the context of politics. 

Now we have had previous discussions here with 
regard to the pros and cons of direct taxation and 
indirect taxation, and I think that at least it was agreed 
that what should be strived for is some healthy balance 
between the two ,types of taxation. Whatever the theory 
may be, it is pretty obvious at least I believe at this 
time that at this point of our development we cannot 
have all direct taxes, ndither can we have all indirect 
taxes, and therefore we must have a mix and the 
relevant question is how that mix should go. The type 
of balance will have to be one that would not blunt 
the initiative of the enterprising or make it over 
abundantly difficult to attract skilled people from over- 
seas whilst at the same time ensuring that any shift 

towards indirect taxation would not prove too heavy a * 
burden on those least able to bear it. 

Now I think that there has been some talk about 
this shift from direct taxation to indirect taxation, and 
whereas one would conclude that there has been some 
shift, yet based on my calculation, and this is the 
arithmetic of the whole thing, it does not seem to me 
to be any great shift. When I start from the 1974-75 
year and express taxes on income and profits as a , 

percentage of total revenue, the figures I arrive at in 
the various years starting with 1974-75 are as follows: 
this is a percentage of taxes on income and profits, and 
I am expressing taxes on income and profits as a 
percentage of total revenue: 1974-75, 43%, 1975-76, 
41%; 1976-77, 43%; 1977-78, 42%; 1978-79, 43%; 
1979-80, 38%; 1980-81, is expected to come in 
around 41% and based on the Estimates so far the 
figure for 1981-82 is 38%, but that figure obviously 
may change by the time you reach March, 1982. So we 
have a high, let us say, of 43% and a low of 38%. 
Just looking at the percentage it would not appear to  
be any significant shift from direct to  indirect. 

Looking again at the absolute amounts, one 
would see that in 1979-80 the actual revenue from 
taxes on income and profits was $138 million. The 
revised Estimates for 1980-81 show $161 million and 
the Estimates for 1981-82 - $183 million. It would 
indicate that this thing is gradually increasing, and the 
thing to note, Sir, is that a lot of the changes in the 
income tax rates and in the income tax bands over the 
last two years were really over due and to a large 
extent were really correcting a situation which had been 
made quite intolerable because of inflation. A lot of 
these rates have not been changed since 1968 so that it 
was not so much a question of any large shift to 
indirect more than trying to correct an imbalance which 
to a very large extent had been caused by inflation. 

C 
Having made that comment about the long time 

some of these things took to be changed, as I said some 
were from 1968 and were only changed last year and 
the year before last, that brings the question to mind 
as to whether the various allowances and the various 
bands should not be put at a reasonable level and then 
from there on indexed. In other words, having been put * 

at whatever is construed to be a reasonable level, then 
automatically they would change year after year in 
consonance with the rates of inflation. This is a practice 
adopted elsewhere including Canada and it may be one 
that may be appropriate in this situation. Having said 
that, and looking at the consumption tax situation, the 
figure from 1979-80 to 1980-81 did increase 
considerably moving from $23 million to $50 million, 
but as one Senator indicated, I do not think you can 
look at it in isolation, and having noted that increase, 

+ 
we will then have to recognise that the disposable 
income had increased also. 



Now in the 1980 budget the Minister of Finance 
had indicated that it was estimated that the effect 
which his budget would have on the cost of living 
would be a one shot increase between three quarters 
of one percent and one percent which as he said was 
not an unreasonable price to pay for certain reductions 
in the income tax and so forth. What I think would be 
of interest is an analysis or an evaluation of the situation 
to ascertain or to estimate to what extent the increases 
in the cost of living were the result of consumption tax. 

To put it a little better, what effect on the cost of 
living the Consumption Tax had. I think that is a piece of 
information, Sir, that would be perhaps very valuable. In 
other words, we could know whether it was within this 
range and if it was not, how far outside that range it was 
because people go to the Supermarket and we hear that 
prices are up and so forth and then automatically such in- 
creases in prices are related to Consumption Tax. 

I am saying I do not know what is the effect the 
Consumption Tax had on that cost of living or the 
increase in prices and bearing in mind the statement that 
is expected that the Budgetary proposals in 1980 should 
have had no more than 1% effect, it would be interesting 
to know whether in fact what the effect was. Not only to 
me, Sir, but I think to those obviously in control of the 
Government finances because I would assume that they, 
too, would not want to learn that the tax, in fact, has 
caused an increase greater than what was expected. 

Continuing on the Consumption Tax, Sir, and not- 
ing that that tax, broadly speaking, is not a tax on 
essentials, food, drugs and so forth, although one sees the 
tax appearing in some construction items and the 
question there as far as the construction, what element 
the increased cost in consumption is that Consumption 
Tax, but the point I really wanted to make is that 
obviously items which are subjected to that tax, in my 
opinion, should be monitored periodically, and I would 
assume this is done, because what may be construed as 
as a non-essential today would be construed as an 
essential tomorrow. As our level and standards rise, 
what we construe today as luxuries or nonessentials 
tomorrow will become essentials and I would think that 
the general policy would be that the Consumption Tax 
would not be on what may be construed as essential 
goods. 

Now, Sir, I think it might be appropriate now to 
touch on one or two items as far as Income Tax is con- 
cerned, specifics now rather than overall concept. One 
thing I must remark about the Income Tax situation, 
Sir, is that the legislation embodying the 1979 Budget 
came before this Senate on the last day of the 1980 

Estimates. It was not only an inordinately long time 
between the Budget and the legislation coming before the 
Senate but the legislation came immediately after the 
Estimates when everybody was tired talking and listening 
and therefore little notice in fact was given to the debate, 
if one could call it a debate, to that legislation. That was 
legislation embodying the 1979 Budgetary Proposals. 

We cannot criticize the bringing of the legislation 
emboaying the 1980 Budgetary Proposals, I cannot accuse 
the powers that be of bringing it at the same time as the 
Estimates because they have not brought it as yet. Sir, 
this is a difficult situation where one has to fle income 
tax for 1980 but we do not have the legislation which 
indicate what the amendments to the Act are, the amend- 
ments flowing from the 1980 Budgetary Proposals. 

It is pretty difficult really to advise a client based 
on the Budget. It is true it is a printed document, or 
based on some explanatory material put out by the 
Department. I must say that the Revenue Department 
has, in fact, put out certain explanatory material either 
in the format of circulars or notices in the Press but 
obviously it is not good enough. It is known that there 
will be changes every year and therefore I do not think 
that it is too much to ask that that legislation that 
embodies the changes stemming from the Budget Speech, 
that that legislation should come before both Houses of 
Parliament long before the end of tke particular year. In 
other words, the one for 1980 should have come before 
December, 1980. 

Now, Sir, in spite of certain increases in allowances 
and what not, I still think that there are one or two areas 
in which better could be done and I think that in looking 
at some of these areas one should not just instinctively 
react that here is someone making a case for himself and 
so on but really try to put it in perspective. 

Take for argument's sake the situation with respect 
to pension. Self-employed is allowed, if I remember cor- 
rectly, an allowance of about $1,500 per annum and if 
one tried to determine what that $1,500 per annum could 
purchase by way of a pension one would see that it is a 
pretty small amount. As a matter of fact, I think that a 
person at page 40 purchasing a pension, $1,500 in premi- 
ums per year, would purchase, let us say, a pension aged 
65 and onwards of about $580 a month and a fellow at 
age 40 will reach 65 twenty-five years from now and one 
could try to estimate the value of that $540 twenty-five 
years down the line so when one sort of suggest that that 
is an allowance which could be increased, one should not 
just look at it solely that the individual is looking to have 
an extra dollar disposable income. The other aspects of 
that are, one, that the individual is seeking to  make some 
reasonable provision for his old age and hence to  that 
extent would be a lesser burden on the community at 

(that time. 



The second thing to note in an area like insurance 
and pension, that to the extent more and more people do 
take out insurance to that extent, you have an increasing 
pool of funds for investment purposes. So, it is not just 
a straightforward situation of giving an additional dollar, or 
having an additional dollar of disposable income or what- 
ever. In an area like that, you also have the other con- 
siderations of people providing for old age therefore being 
less of a burden to the society of that time and secondly, 
at the same time providing a pool, or increasing pool of 
funds which could form the source of funds for 
investments. 

Sir, in one of the recent amendments to the Act, 
there is a situation there where an amount of one thou- 
sand dollars is permitted as an allowance, or an amount 
up to one thousand dollars is permitted as an allowance if 
that thousand dollars instead of being received in cash for 
bonus were in fact received in shares of the employer 
company. Sir, whereas I do support any encouragement 
given to the broad population of Barbados to become 
more involved in the economic activity of the country by 
way of purchasing shares, or by way of other investments, 
1 certainly cannot see the reason for the limitation placed 

thousand dollars first to invest, ~ A C  thsn you get the + 
interest income. You do not get the relief on the 
principle in the first place. 

I feel Sir, that in this area, you are more or less 
on the right track, but somehow deviating slightly. The 
idea of encouraging investment is a good one, but the 
restrictions embodied in this particular aspect, I cannot 
see the reason for it. If somebody could explain the 
reason, perhaps I would support it, but as it stands, T 
cannot see the reason for how it is worded. 

Sir, uith the situation with the limitation of 
interest payments on dwelling houses to $6 000, I think 
in the last Budget Sperach, the Rt. Hon. Minister of - 
Finance alluded to that point and indicated that he would 
look into it he did not say he would increase it - 
whether or not it would merit an increase bearing in mind 
the increase in building costs, I do not think that we 
could ask for any more. If he looks into it and does not 
increase it, so be it, but I really think as a minimum, it ~r 

should be looked into. Building costs have escalated and 
perhaps a limit in the vicinity of $10 000 may be more 
reasonable. 

What is the radonale of forcing someone to invest 
in a particular company namely his employer company? 
There is not every company that is worth investing in. I 
may be working for company A and I may prefer to 
invest in company B. If there is a policy of encouraging 
investment why not give me the encouragement to invest 
full stop? If there is to be a limiting factor Sir, I would 
suggest that the limiting factor should be in the area of 

on this aspect. In other words, what this amendment says 
in fact is that only if an employee invests the thousand 
dollars in the employer company would that employee 
benefit from the thousand dollars allowance. 

investment. In other words, if one wants to channel in- 
vestment in a particular direction, one may then say, I 
will give you the allowance if you invest in a particular 
activity, the production of shoes, or agriculture, or what- 
ever have you. But not if you invest in a particular 
company especially where that company may not be 
worth investing in. 

Again, in looking at this type of suggestion one 
should not just say, it is going to benefit the 
person in the upper income group" because how does 
one get the expensive house in the first place? The 

The other thing of note here is that not only does 
it limit the individual to his employer company, but the 
incentive is removed from a large section of the working 
population. Take the whole Civil Service, school teachers 
and so forth, that incentive is not open to them. Why? 
Where is the logic? If you want to encourage investment, 
sort of indicate the area of desirable investment and then 
say, that to the extent that one is prepared to invest in 
that area, whatever the productive sector may be that we 
will permit the allowance. In fact, the better type of in- 
vestment may not be in shares at all, it may in say 
national development bonds, or something like that. In 
that case, if I may shift slightly, the National Develop- 
ment Bonds and so forth, the incentive there is just the 
tax free situation of the dividends. So one must have the 

expensive house it is true is a content of expensive 
materials, but then it is also a content of expensive 
labour, that labour by and large being local labour. So 
again, there are two sides of the coin not only the relief 
perhaps to someone in the upper income level, but the 
thing to note is that to the extent such houses are built, 
one is providing very worthwhile employment 
opportunities to a large section of the population. 

Sir, there was a report recently that consideration 
was being given to having a minimum wage for domestics. 
I believe Sir that some Honourable Senators will recall 
that there was a Resolution, I do not remember the 
exact wording of the Resolution, but it was a Resolution 
coming from I think Senator MacKenzie to  the effect or 
calling in Government to consider making the wage paid 
to a domestic as deductible for tax purposes. Sir, there 
was a Resolution calling for that for domestics. I think 
that Senator Trotman remembers that very well. In 
response to that Resolution, there was a lot of emotional 
outburst. 

Again, the first reaction was that somebody was 
looking for something for themselves. Senator Trotman 
in the peak of emotion asked if we want to make this 
country a country of domestics. Somehow seeing the 
difference of someone working in a domestic atmosphere, 
in other words when I say that, in a private house, from 
someone working let us say in a hotel, the nature of the 
job by and large would be similar. 

& 



It  was all right for an individud to provide these 
senices in a hotel, and for that hotel or the company 
owner to  be permitted the wage as a deduction for cal. 
culating his profits, but somehow now when that person 
is doing a similar thing in the house of an individual, 
there is a stigma on the type of work, number one, and 
somehow the person should not be allowed the allowance. 
Anyhow, the allowance was not given in spite of the fact 
that the motion was carried. Mr. President, I think you 
will remember it, because the motion was carried, I think, 

' because of your support of the measure. Not so much 
perhaps that you supported the principle, but I think 
because you felt that the thing was calling on Govern- - ment to look at it and therefore there could be nothing 
wrong in that. Anyhow, for reason or another the salary 
paid to a domestic has never been permitted as an income 
tax deduction, but last year, or year before last, amounts 
paid to gardeners up to a certain amount were permitted, 
and I somehow could not understand the logic of 

-9. permitting amounts paid to gardeners to be deductible 
but not amounts paid to domestics. 

My point in supporting the call for permitting that 
salary as an allowance, my main point was that it was my 
opinion that by doing that the employer would then be 
in a position to  pay a greater wage to the domestic with- 
out any increased burden on himself, and at the same 
time would be effecting what I would suggest is a direct 
redistribution of the funds. In other words, for ease of 
arithmetic, a person in a 50% bracket who was then pay- 
ing $50 a week to a domestic would have been able - I 
am using these figures merely for arithmetic and not to 
indicate what is a good or bad wage or anything like 
that - a person in the 50% bracket would be able to pay 
the individual $100 without any additional expense. All 
that would be happening is that instead of paying $50 in 
taxes or the equivalent of $50 in taxes per week, that 
person would be paying the $50 to the domestic. 

.Z 
It is true that the argument would be that there 

would be no guarantee that in fact that would happen, 
I would suggest that although it might not happen in all 
cases, yet the mere fact that people would be more able 
to pay is in my opinion that gradually over a period of 
time it would lead to a better wage for the domestic. 
That was my main reason for supporting the measure, 
and the point I am making riow is that I feel that having 

* 
gone halfway on this road - the halfway point being 
permitting the amount paid to gardeners to be tax 
deductible up to a maximum amount - perhaps the next 

- step is to make the amount payable to domestics up to a 
particular amount as also a deduction for tax purposes. 

I 40 not think we should look at it that just 
solely that here again is someone in a particular income 
level benefiting from a tax deduction. I think one should 
look at it as enabling someone to pay a better wage to 
another person, who in fact is in need of that better 
wage. As I said, this was my main reason for supporting 
that Resolution. The idea of its leading to greater employ- 

ment I did not necessarily support, I was fifty-fifty on I 
that, but I definitely feel that it would enable people to 
pay a better wage and it would be more or less a direct 
distribution to a sector of the population who could do 
with some more cash in their hands. 

Sir, I would just like to make two other pretty 
short points in the area of income tax. One has to do 
with the filing date for companies. Let us choose 1980 
as an example. A company with a year end any time in 
1980, jvhether it is January 1980 or December 1980, has 
to file returns by March 15 of the following year. It 
means that a company with a year end in January has 
something like 13 or 14 months to file their returns, 
whereas a company with a year end December 31 would 
have two and a half months. To me that is a ridiculous 
situation. Number one, there is a little bottleneck where 
everything is coming on the Department at the same 
time, all tax returns from companies flowing into the 
Department at the same time around March 15, and 
secondly it puts a lot of stress and strain on the 
accounting resources in the island, which resources at 
present are relatively small in relation to the demand. 

It is my opinion, as is done elsewhere - this is 
nothing new or original - that a more sensible approach, 
both from the point of view of the Revenue Department 
and also from the point of view of practitioners and tax- 
payers that a company should be allowed or should be 
compelled to file six months after its year end, so that if 
the year end is January, you file six nonths after that, if 
the year end is December you file six months after that. 
Somehow it seems to me that that would put a more 
even flow of the returns coming into the Revenue a d  it  
would also even out the work flow of professionals and 
so on. I think right now you have a whole host of re- 
quests going into Revenue for extensions, and if one 
chose the six months or whatever particular period, I 
think it would tend to smoothen out accounts. 

On the questioh of late filing, as we all know, there 
are certain penalties for individuals and companies who 
file their income tax returns late, and to the extent that 
you owe the Revenue money then there is a penalty for 
late filing and there is also an interest element for that 
late filing. The reverse, however, is not true. In other 
words, when the Revenue owes you a refund, whether 
that refund is paid six months, twelve months, fourteen 
months after, there is no interest factor:Now, I feel that 
in fairness to the taxpayer there should be some type of 
interest factor after having held that refund for a certain 
period of time. The period of time might be six months, 
it might be eight months, but I think one should 
determine what is a reasonable time within which a 
refund should be made, and having determined that, any 
time the refund is made outside that period then there 
should be some interest factor for the taxpayer. 

Sir, one final point, and this is to  do with the 
question of prices again and price control. I do not know 



if I was getting the points made in the debate on this 
subject well, I think a point coming from one quarter 
was that in light of seemingly rapid increase in prices on 
certain consumer goods, food items for example, that 
there could be something to say for the monitoring of 
these prices through a Prices Control Commission, for 
argument's sake. 

The response to that seems to have been that when 
that type of practice was made by the previous regime, 
it led to certain shortages and so forth. Now my query is 
this: was it because of the conceptual idea of having a 
prices control body itself which led to the shortages or 
whether in fact the way how it was effected? In other 
words, was it the system or was it the way people tried to 
apply the rules? If it was just the way that the rules were 
applied as distinct from the system itself, I feel it would 
do no harm considering having a similar body, call it 

-what you may, which in fact may monitor prices and 
control markups. I think that a lot of people will feel 
happier to know that in fact that type of control was 
being effected. Perhaps the monitoring system is being 
carried out in a different way. If that is so, fair enough; 
but the argument that because when this system was 
followed previously it led to shortages, I am not so sure 
that it was tlie system rather than the way the system 
was worked. 

Sir, yesterday a few Senators in ending off their 
speeches really sounded as though they were bidding 
farewell and what not, pointing out what a good 
experience it was to have been involved in the workings 
of Parliament over the past four and a half to five years. 
I would merely like to echo the sentiments in that 
respect. I have enjoyed it, I have enjoyed working with 
fellow Senators and under your chairmanship and to me 
really it has been a wonderful experience. Thank you, 
Sir. 

SUSPENSION OF SITTING 

Mr. PRESIDENT: There seems to be a feeling, hon. 
members, that a short break might be welcome. Let us 
make it as brief as possible. 

This sitting will be suspended for fifteen minutes. 

On resumption: 

Mr. PRESIDENT: This sitting is resumed. 

SENATOR Miss M. BLACKMAN: Mr. President, I 
really cannot make any comment on the question of pub- 
lic financing because I am not competent, but I would 
say that there are a number of Barbadians expressing a lot 
of concern about the high level of borrowing. I remember 
one comment that one of these mornings we will wake up 
and find that this country does not belong to us. The 
comment was made by somebody who is not perhaps 
familiar with too much finances, but I would think that if 

*- 

Government is entirely happy about the level of borrow-. .)I 

ing, then perhaps it would be worthwhile to do the sort 
of education programme that helps the average citizen to 
understand and feel a little bit more comfortable with it. 

There has been a comment too, about the high level 
of saving which remains not invested, and this has been 
an area of concern for people like myself who feel that 
there is need to have the sort of scheme that helps the 
small man see how he can make meaningful and profit- 
able investment in areas where his money is safe. With . 
Government schemes I think the average man in Barbados 
is fairly comfortable. I know that during the last year 
there has been some attempt to encourage people in this 
sort of investment by Csvernment, but whatever it was 
has not been entirely satisfactory and has not met the 
needs of a number of small people. As a matter of fact, I 
know for a positive fact that several people who took up 
money from deposits, broke their deposits, lost their 
interest and the cheques were subsequently returned to 
them, so they neither got the interest from deposits nor 
were they able to do the investment in Government 
bonds that they had intended to  try. So, Sir, it seems 
that there is need for us to devise a scheme that helps the 
small man see how he can meaningfully get into this ques- 
tion of investment without feeling that there is risk of 
losing what interest he is already earning. 

Sir, of particular concern to me is the social trend, 
the dropouts in our society. I am very aware that it 
would be difficult to see just from the figure how Gov- 
ernment is attempting to cope with this, but this, is one 
of the very disturbing things. We do not know of a 
definite scheme either through the Ministry of Education 
or any other agency (a) to slow down the flow of drop- 
outs and (b) to pick up the ones who have already 
dropped out and see what we can do with them. This is 
not an easy matter. I am not suggesting that the problem 
of the Rastas such as it is is a matter which can be dealt 
with with five minutes of thought. I am aware of the fact a 
that we need to do a proper indepth survey as to these 

- 

aspects of life in Barbados today. It is not good enough 
for us to take what has happened in other countries and 
say that this refers to us. I am very confident that it is 
time that we attempt to do this for ourselves and to de- 
cide how we are going to tackle this problem and how we 
are going to cope with it. 

In the whole education system I have been con- 
cerned for some time that we do not appear to be making - 
enough provision for the last starter, for the person who 
has not made proper use of the opportunity provided in 
the normal education system from the time he was five 
years old. In the system as we have it today, a person 
who sudenly wakes up at 14 and 16 and decides that he 
wants to make use of the education scheme or make use 
of the system to place himself in the society as he would a 
wish has a very difficult time. 



I am not suggesting that it is easy for us to do what 
has been done in developed countries and to have all of 
the facilities which have enabled many Barbadians who 
have gone abroad to get into a professional line at a late 
stage in life but, Sir, I wonder if we have not gone back- 
wards instead of forwards because many years ago we had 
the Evening Institute functioning at a lot of rural centres 
which gave people in the areas opportunities to start late. 
Today, this is largely concentrated in the Bridgetown area 
and I am not entirely happy that opportunities enough 
are provided in the country areas for people to  be able 
to start or reenter the educational system and place 
themselves in our society as they would wish. 

As I said, Sir, I realize that we do not have all of 
the money like some other countries have, nevertheless, I 
just wonder if we could not be more aware of the total 
spectrum of our population, the whole life span and 
whether we are not putting all of our concentration on 
the youth of this country. I do not think that it is really 
fair to the older people of this country that there should 
be so limited opportunity for them and yet the money that 
they have paid in taxes, yes, it is their children, but they 
might also want to make use of some of it to help them- 
selves to be in a better position so that their own children 
might not be looking at them down their noses because 
the children would have had better opportunities then 
they had themselves. If we hope to move forward, Sir, 
I think this is one of the areas that we will have to  pay a 
great deal of attention to. 

Sir, I look, too, at the question of the vote for the 
Family Planning Association. I am pleased to see that there 
is an increase of $97,000 but, again, years ago, the 
Family Planning Association employed workers who 
worked in rural areas. They went from house to house 
and village to village in rural areas helping people to  
understand and to become familiar with the use of con- 
traceptives. 

I do not think that we can argue that these people 
or such a plan is no longer needed. If we look at the high 
incidence of abortion cases entering the Hospital and if 
we realize that the ones entering the Hospital are cases 
that have just gone wrong, then we know that we do have 
a problem which we need to cope with. As to whether 
the Family Planning Association is able to do it through 
its field workers I really would not wish to  say that that 
is the only thing we should be looking at but this is 
something which we should be bearing in mind. With 
reference to the Community Development Division, Sir I 
cannot help feeling that they must have had major 
problems when I see that in fact they have spent about 
half of the money available to  them for maintenance of 
property and roughly half or a little more than half, 
$76,000 out of $104,000, I think, for operating expenses 
but are we entirely happy that the community does not 
need the services fiom this Division in helping them de- 
velop programmes and projects for themselves. 

I can quite see that the question of maintenance 
of property might well tie in with reference to  what 
Senator Hewitt said when he questioned whether in fact 
the amount of money available for Capital Expenditure 
was not more than we could in fact use, whether we had 
the facility to  be able to  use this amount of money in 
things like the Construction Industry, and, Sir, if we 
recognise this as a problem, this, perhaps, is an area where 
we can pay more attention to  the numbers of 
unemployed and the unemployed women in this country. 
There is absolutely no reason why the women in this 
country cannot get into the Construction Industry and 
work for wages in it. 

I think, Sir, that this would be one of the areas which 
would be helpful when we recognise that the Economic 
Report has pointed out that the whole incidence of un- 
employment generally is lower in the community, neverthe- 
less, the incidence of unemployment among women is 
higher than it had been previously. This, perhaps, may 
sound strange to some Barbadian ears but there are some 
countries in which women have gone into the industry and 
in which they are doing very effective jobs. (Asides). Not 
only Russia, even here in the West Indies in some areas or 
in the Caribbean in some areas women are doing effective 
work in the Construction Industry. 

Sir, I look quickly at my Income Tax Return and this 
is a matter which I have mentioned. In the Income Tax 
Return, and this would concern the Inland Revenue Depart- 
ment, I know, there is a Section in which widows and 
widowers are allowed to claim for a housekeeper. It does 
not bear any relation to  their having children to  take care 
of. It says that if you are a widow or a widower then you 
can have a housekeeper. In a community in which 77% I 
think it is of the children being born are not being born to 
married people, I cannot see why there should be this dis- 
crimination in favour of a wedding ring, because that is 
all it is. 

The woman who has 10 children and is not married 
is not a widow. She cannot claim. The woman who has 
one child and was married can claim under this. The 
other thing it would seem to me is that this is a rank case 
of discrimination because if a widow has no children, 
she can claim so that you have a widow who goes out to 
work to support herself and can claim for a housekeeper. 
The single woman who goes out to work for herself 
cannot claim a housekeeper so this is really something 
that needs to be looked at quite seriously. (Asides) 

In spite of what Senator Lynch says, get married, 
but in spite of what Senator Lynch says, there are a lot 
of people who would not wish to  take that way out of it 
with all due deference. 

Sir, we have had two Senators talking about the 
fact that our Police need a boost. Yes, our Police 
certainly need a boost. We hope that when the scheme 



VI w b n  tb revision is looked at which gives our Police 
Establishment a boost, that somehow they will find it 
possible to  look at the Transport Section of the Police as 
careEully as 1X;ey look at the Transport Board and give the 
taxpayers money a boast by havirlg fewer of these 
vehicles destroyed in so short a time, afld this may not be 
a popular thing to say at  this stage but really I think it is 
m e  that all of us who drive along the streets of this 
country cannot help feeling and are more uncomfortable 
about. 

The one other thing that I would mention and I 
know that I would not be able to frnd it in the Estimates 
but Senator Truss clid assure us some time ago that the 
question of a publis facility for Bridgetown which I raised 
whet1 I First can~c in here, the need for a proper public 
facility in the Bridgetown area. 

But, the question of a public facility for Bridgetown 
wfuch I raised when I fust came in here, the need for 
a pxoper public facility in the Bridgetown area. This, 
I was assured was receiving immediate attention. I would 
wish to be assured at this stage that there are two stones 
one on top of the other in the building of this facility 
because I see e:o trace of it, I hear nothing about i t  and 
Sir, ir really is d &grace that in 1981 we still do not 
have a proper public facility in Bridgetown. I know 
Sir, that I have bGrn picking out small, particular items 
and as I said eaafler, I do not feel myself in any way 
competent to ded with the question of public accounts. 

I have said that there are several people who are 
cwcerned with the high level of borrowing. I have 
expressed my wish that Government would perhaps 
xcognise the need to do a programme which helps 
~ZLG common man understand what is happening in this 
area and I would also hope that the education pro- 
grammes which are being done for promotion when 
tax 'me comes to rell us how to fd out income tax 
forms could be used in other areas. I do sincerely hope 
that we wol id make a serious attempt to get the issue 
of women's employment in this country really looked 
at and as I said, the construction area might be one 
of them, there are other areas. I do really hope that 
Government will find a way of tackling the problem of 
women's unemployment in the country because it is 
a serious matter. As long d you have unemployed women 
in this country, you are likely to have children not 
well looked after and if you have children not well 
looked after you must not be surprised. If you have 
young people in the community, young adults who are 
rejecting the various social norms in our society and 
this is one way we certainly will find trouble, unless 
we tackle the problem meaningfully. 

Thank you, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Enid Lynch. 

SENATOR Mrs. E. M. LYNCII. Mr. Pressdent, I 3 
think I may boldly follow where the others have lea, in 
attempting to talk about things of which I know little, 
so I would begin by making a comment about 
Agriculture. 

It would seem to me, that in the fight against 
inflation, one of the solutions is to produce more. 
Formerly, Barbados was a place where every single plot 
of land was cultivated. I remember the time when my 
own family on the spot where I now live would hive . 
called themselves perhaps part-time mixed farmers. Now, 
nothing grows there and this is a general picture in a 
village where everyone grew something where now, 
you find that there is L'ss food available in those little 
villages where everybody produced a little something 
not for sale necessarily, but we exchanged with each 
other and there was more food in the village. 

Now, I wonder whether any bright person interested 
in Agriculture can come up with some suggestion, as to Yf 

how we can get more of those small plots of land back 
into cultivation. We will have the problem now, which 
we did not have before of fencing because of larceny, 
but it does seem to me, that we have let too many of 
these bits of land go out of cultivation. The cost of 
having a small bit of land turned up would be something 
like $14 to $16 a day and so, if you are a small family, 
not producing for sale, it seems hardly worthwhile to 
expend the money necessary for cultivation of land. 
But, it makes me sad when I see so many small bits 
of land producing nothing, while at the same time, we 
are complaining about the price of food and I think 
that perhaps larceny would decline a bit more, if one 
could acquire food a little more cheaply. Now, I have 
not got a solution, but I do not think that we should 
have so many bits of waste land around. 

The other thing about which I wai~t to make a 
point is transport. I do not think that I am brighter 
than the Director, or whatever he is of Transport, but 5 
it seems to me, that if we provide enough buses for a 
complete 24 hour service, that fleet is only going to be 
fully used at peak time and then for the rest of the 
day, you would have stock and men not fully occupied 
and so, although we look at the minibus as a situation 
which is not a very clear one, it seems to me, that 
perhaps the Transport Board could concentrate on either - 
normal 24 hours service and that the minibus operators 
wouId be required to concentrate on peak periods and 
the Transport Board would not have to get the I 

additional buses which are used only at peak time. Take 
the slack up with the minibuses and it seems to me 
that this would be a very good combination. It may be a 
bit bold of me to be suggesting something of th& sort. I 
am not without some daring. 

Now, we have heard a lot about our fmnces and a 
it is generally admitted that taking everything into 



c;)mi&ratian, Barbados has been able to do a good job 
wit% our fmances. But, the Honourable Leader of the 
Senate painted out that a very high proportion, I think 
about 45% of our available funds are going into Social 
Services. Now, warnings are corning out from all over 
the world, where there are wellestablished welfare 
states, Britain, Sweden, to some extent, New York 
City, that welfare states are getting into difficulties, 
England particularly with her health senices and so on 
and I think that we should learn from what is 
happening in these places and not let ourselves fall 
into the same trap. It is obvious that we wiU need to 
produce the wealth first before we promise further 
expansions of social services. That was the line followed. 
I think, in West Germany. So, that the wealth is there 
before we begin to promise, in fact I look forward to 
the day when we would have an election campaign in 
which there is nothing to be promised. 

But, in addition to  the organisation you have of 
finance and planning, I think that we also need some 
kind of definite planning group to  meet what I would 
call the development of the social aspect of the society. 
I think we need to have some clearly defined social 
goals with which our young people can identify. You 
can tell them your country needs you in these ways. 
Very often, when I was consulting children, I could not 
really predict what the country would be looking like 
say, five years ahead. Of course, I was fortunate at 
that time because they were taking teachers with one or 
two subjects and I would give what was a touching 
oration of the needs of the primary school and I hope I 
reached a good many teachers in that way. 

I think we need this sort of social planning group. 
After all, we have people at the West Indian University, we 
have a pool of sociologists and economists, and I think 
people of this sort should be applying themselves to the 
problems of the day. We have the problems of what we call 
the Rastafarians, I do not think they are any genuine 
Rastafarians, I think that they are young people doing what 
young people have always done, getting into a group. If you 
live in a home where there are lots of boys all the boys in 
the district gather at that house and they remain there 
perhaps a whole day playing and doing all sorts of things. It 
is this love of adventure and this desire to be together in a 
communal group, away from people who are going to ask 
you what you are doing and why you are doing it, and 
because in adolescence youngsters tend to get little friction 
with older people, and now that there are communal groups 
into which they can run instead of just threatening to run 
away, or feeling that they might run away from home, 
which happens to a lot of young people, they do really have 
somewhere to run to. I think if we follow them closely we 
will find that there are some who go into this movement 
and come back out again, as if they are passing through a 
sort of special phase. 

The one thing that is different from normal 
adolescent love of camping out - and I still share that 

love, I sa like carnphg out, I wodd still go and Eve out 
of doors and all those things, and nobody would'cd me 
a Rastafarian - but the tiling that k different is the drug 

attraction. I think they come together-because they have 
a little bit of privacy in the obtaining and sharing and use 
of the drug which they would not have at home. But 1 
feel that we have not really fnvestigated, as Miss 

I Blackman says, what our problem iiSI 1 da not think the 
Barbadian Rastafatian is the Jamaican Rastafarian, this is 
a different something. We have some playing fobtball in 
their' flowing locks, and we have somi: who d u h g  the 
hurricane turned out and were very useful. Now, this 
could suggest that we should not be entirely hopeless 
and that we should aderess ourselves to learning more 
about them and of engaging in preventive work, in tryir ,: 
to see if we are making school life sufficientit 
adventurous, sufficiently challenging perhaps for the 0~~ , 
who are not so bright, because we had this phenom~rl:?r! 
just at the time when we are erecting very large fchoo';, 
and one wonders whether some 1):' thess children art: 

not the product of perhaps a little laik of the k k d  i1S 

individual concern which they formaxly got in their h::,i: 
all age village schools where eve~ybody kneyr them, theli 
mothers, their fathers, their sisters and brothers, so 1 
would really like to see a goupsof this sort. 

The compassionate and eru+te Minister of ~ a b o u r  
and Youth Affairs would probably have some mora 
thoughts in this direction, but I hi& we ought to  ?:a 
planning our social life just as we plan our financial l i f c .  

Now, we are fortunate perhaps in the fact that 
although we have a two party system, they both hsve ark 
"L" in the middle of their names, and so when we change 
one party for the other we do not get the kind of stop-go 
effect which we find, for example, in Britain, and this is 
particularly noticeable in the field of education. It is 
interesting how little controversy there is in the Other 
Place about matters having to do w~t,h education. It swms 
to be one of thoHe areas in,* which there is a certain 
amount of agr~ement as to  the &eneral,i$irection in which 
we should be going, even if we differ in detail or in the 
method of doing it, but I think that we have reason to  
have some satisfaction i@th , the general trends in 
education over the last five years. 

We had that very bold itep; what was a very bold 
step at the time, when the Minister of Education said 
"by Monday mornitlg I want all the 14 year olds back 
into school"'. It looked like a tremendous task, it looked 
a difficult thing to do, but it was done. We do not hear 
much about the results, but I' kept in touch because I 
was associated with Dr. Shorey who, was helping with 
the training of the first teachers for that scheme, and the 
children did respond, because for the first time, you see, 
the teachers in their sectors belotig to them, the teachers 
were concentrating on them, W y  were important, they 
were the centre of the stage,'they were no longer little 
groups of people just kind of rejects of the school, and 



although the materials and perhaps sometimes the 
building might not have been perfect, I still think that 

many of those children benefited in a feeling of personal 
esteem by having gone through that little course, and I 
feel that we ought not just to wipe those centres off. 
I think we ought to look to see whether this kind of 
special centre has not got a place for people, for example, 
the kind of student who is a continual truant. We might 
have a centre where you have an understanding teacher 
who is somewhat of a social worker and who is able to 
give the child rather more adult treatment than at school, 
the sort of halfway between school and the outside 
world. We might have children who would do better in a 
centre of this sort rather than being at school and not 
fitting properly, so I think we Sould look at the centre 
idea and see if that experience that we gained with the 
14 plus children is not something that we have a use for 
in the system. 

I noticed with very great pleasure the considerable 
sums of money being spent b the building and 
reconditioning of primary schools, and in addition to the 
improvement of physical plant there is the new project 
which I think comes under the aegis of USAID and the 
University of the West Indies, and which is directed by 
Dr. Leonard Shorey, where they are collaborating to 
improve the materials and resources for use in the 
primary schools. Alot  of what they do will be duplicated 
and distributed to other schools, and we hope that this 
will help a great deal in upgrading the materials available 
to the primary schools. 

There have been some complaints in recent years 
that they did not have enough books, but I think that 
that is receiving attention now. I am also very much 
pleased to see the kind of cosperation between teachers 
and the Ministry of Education and the National 
Curriculum Demlopmnt Council. That National 
Curriculum Development Council is one of the things 
which I was thinking of when I said that our two parties 
seem able to avoid the stop-go effect, because that 
National Curriculum Development Council began, I think, 
under Mr. Sandiford, the then Minister of Education, 
and it has continued and teachers have been producing 
syllabuses and curriculum guides, they have produced a 
philosophy for the prlmary school and they are now at 
work on the philosophy for the secondary school. 

I hope that as the secondary schools gradually reach 
the end of their expansion period that there will be an in- 
creased number of trained teachers available for the prim- 
ary schools. Teacher training is of course central at a time 
when there are so many changes taking place in educa- 
tion, and in this connection we should note that Erdiston 
has been expanded t o  cater to an increased number of 
teachers. I myself regret somewhat that it is no longer a 
fully residential college. There are some residents, and I 
think that the question of whether it should be residential 
or non-residential is still being looked at. We have to be 

aware of costs and food is a very high cost when you j 
have a residential institution, but I would hope that it 
could be made partially residential in that students might 
be required to spend perhaps three weeks in residence 
each term or perhaps one month a year as fully resident 
studgnts so that they will have more time with their 
tutors and with each other and develop a stronger cor- 
porate sense in the profession. 

I mentioned some time ago the fact that teachers 
and the Ministry of Education seem to be getting t'o- ' 

gether rather more in discussing matters of policy , and I 
understand that with the new Education Act there has 
been a great deal of consultation with teachers, and I . 
hope that they will be happy with the result of that Act. 
There have been very steady efforts to improve the facili- 
ties of newer secondary schools so as to bring nearer to 
reality the concept of equality of opportunity in educa- 
tion; but the most important factor is going to be 
whether we are able to improve the quality of our +S 
teachers at the same time that we have had to expand 
their numbers so greatly, and whether the society itself is 
moving in the direction which will accommodate the 
schools of this Island because the education system does 
not exist in a vacuum. It caters to a particular society and 
where we have the unselected schools catering successfully 
to the society, that society is likely to be an egalitarian 
society, so that I hope we do not fall into the trap of 
establishing a system of education which the community 
at large does not really accept, and therefore we find in- 
side the schools that what is happening there is not really 
what we thought was happening there. 

The teachers have to have faith in the worthwhile- 
ness of the task which they perform so far as the less in- 
telligent children are concerned. We have had a system in 
which we have had very good success with bright children 
and year after year when the Barbados scholarship results 
come up, the reaction of the community is that if the 
examination results are good for the Barbados scholar- 
ships we feel nothing too wrong is happening in the 
system, look we got thirteen Barbados scholars, and we 
fail to realise that they represent only a very small pro- 
portion of the community, and that in fact what is hap- 
pening to the very large number of children at the . 
bottom of the school is also very important. They after 
all are going to form a majority of voters and they may 
vote in one of themselves to be Prime Minister, and then 
the Barbados scholars would be outside, and the people - 
who did not take their learning would be the Ministers of 
the Cabinet telling us what to do, because it is a 
democracy and anybody can be Prime Minister. So I 
think we ought to realise that we cannot neglect an? sec- 
tion of the society. 

Teachers are also very much involved of course in 4 
the work of the Caribbean Examinations Council and I 
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think this is helping forward the development of teachers 
a very great deal. 

Now I know that there was some mention of school 
meals. Whenever you begin to talk about education, 
somehow school meals creep up and I was surpri&d at 
the sort of comment that was made on the Opposition 
side. I happen to live very near to schools and I gather 
that the school meals are better now than they were a 
few years ago, and that the children eat the school meals, 
and not only the children but the teachers can pay 60 
cents and have a meal. Now my theory is that when I do 
not have any confidence in meals given to children that 
the big people do not eat. Now so long as teachers buy 
these meals and eat them, you may be reasonably certain 
that they are of a satisfactory standard, because if they 
were not, the teachers would not eat them and this would 
be a sign to us that something is wrong. I like to be 

. specific, I do not like to make general statements, but I 
understand that on Mondays - I do not know if this 
happens in every area or if there are variations in the 
preparations and so on - you may not get your fruit or 
vegetables, and I think that may be a question of 
shopping over the week-end, but I understand that 
Monday is the day when you may not get your vegetables 
or fruit; but the vegetables are important because children 
very often do not like to eat green vegetables and this is a 
valuable part of their training. 

I have always been timid about mass feeding 
particularly of children because children are very 
individualistic when it comes to food. If you run a family 
yourself and there are six people there, each one of them 
has something that they would be telling you that they 
do not like this and they do not like that, and if you 
minded them you would be cooking six different things 
for the family. If you are firm you would say you have 
to eat what you do not like today and you have to eat 

. what you don't like tomorrow and so on, but doubtless 
there are children who will only eat what they are 
accustomed to eating at home, and therefore they refuse 
quite good food because that is not what mummy gives 
them or this is not what they see. So you have to realise 
you are dealing with children and you will get these 
difficulties, but I can't help thinking how daring we are 
that in a place like Britain the cost of school lunches has 

I 

gone up at the same time that ours was made free. It is a 
tremendous undertaking and instead of picking holes in 
these things, we ought to look at ourselves with 

- admiration and say look what little Barbados is doing, 
look what little Barbados is trying to  do. I doubt there is 
any country in the Commonwealth with our size and re- 
sources which is doing for their school children what we 
are attempting to do for ours, and here and there if there 
are little failures I think that whether we are Opposition 
or Government, after all the Opposition began the scheme 
and this Government continued it, that again is a tribute 
to the good sense of our country that we do not throw 

things out of the window because the party that did it 
has gone out of power. 

We cannot afford that waste and so we continued 
what was good that the Dems began and perhaps later 
on they would get the chance to  continue some of the 
good things that have been done by this Government. 
Barbadians are sensible people. We cannot waste our 
food yet so that is what happened about the School 
Meals? There is not much wrong about the School Meals, 
I gather, so you can rest assured that I inquired about it. 

I am still concerned very much about truancy 
despite the figures published by the Ministry of 
Education. They told us that they had 80% attendance 
and so forth but you see when you have 20% absent 
you do not know whether it is 20% continually absent, 
the same children or whether there are a lot of children 
having bits of absence. What I do know is that there is 
no way of knowing whether all the children in Barbados 
are in school. I suspect that what we are up against is 
that we have a number of children who have never gone 
to school, who are not registered and since they are not 
registered you cannot include them in any absentee 
calculation. 

It is also true that if they have just come to school 
for a term their names are taken off the Register so those 
who are registered and missed a term you do not have 
any record of them either so I accept the figures as being 
right for the children who are in school but what nobody 
can tell us is how many children are not in s c h o ~ l  at 
all and I feel we do have some people who have come 
from other Islands who are accustomed to  very rural 
conditions who may be finding it difficult settling in; 
perhaps who are even here illegally and do not wish to 
draw attention to themselves and we will have some 
of these children around. 

I feel that every adult should challenge any child 
they meet during school hours and ask them why they 
are not in school. Now I understand that we are promised 
School Attendance Officers. I hope we do not have 
School Attendance Officers who write letters to ask the 
parents why they have not sent their children to school. 
We have always done that. What we want is somebody 
who would go and see the conditions where the home 
is, why the child is not at school and the child at school 
often leads you to very difficult ahd important social 
problems that you did not suspect. 

This is one of the important things about School 
Attendants, not merely the education but it affords 
opportunities to deal with handicap and social problems 
very early because parents are always deeply involved 
with their small children and therefore as you start 
to deal with a small child it takes you straight back to  
the family home which is usually the base of all the 



problems so I look forward to these School Attendance 
Officers and hope to see us solve this problem of truancy 
because the street for our children is not now so inno- 
cently a place as it used to be. 

Our former colleague in the Senate whom I 
recognise with much pleasure in the Gallery wrote a 
very touching article. I cannot remember the title of 
the article but he told us about a child sitting outside 
Nelson Street while the mother was inside or somebody 
relating to the child was inside playing the One Armed 
Bandit and the woman outside nearby he described 
very charmingly as behaving like a Greek Chorus and 
while the child wailed and said he was tired and wanted 
to go home, the woman, like a Greek Chorus, was just 
making some sort of comment and he wondered what 
sort of a person this little neglected boy who could not 
get to bed who was sitting at the side of the street by 
a gambling den, what kind of a boy he was going to be. 
He might be one of our future Rastafarians. 

I saw that article and I read it and I was deeply 
touched and though I did not hear the voice of the 
Senator in here I thought I heard his voice echoing 
through the room when I read that story. 

One of the things I am a bit concerned about is 
the newer schools that we are having is the size of the 
school. Now we are a small community and our 
children come from the most part from a small village 
school. The Primary Schools now are very small, 100 
odd or perhaps 200 and then you land these children 
into schools with 1,400. They came from little village 
schools where everybody knew them and you land them 
in a school with 1,400 children and these 1,400 are not 
even drawn from the same geographical area. They come 
from all about and I think this is something that we 
should be aware of. 

We need a new organisation of the schools to 
make certain that there is accountability for every 
child and we do not have people just roaming about 
or going through the system and this is what we are 
going to have to be careful about when we remove the 
much discussed Common Entrance Exam. I have never 
found out why people have been so worked up about 
the Common Entrance Exam. There is nothing mystical 
about the Common Entrance Exam. It was just a way 
of locating places which we had in schools because 
there were not enough and ,it is obvious that the 
Examination becomes less and less fearsome as there are 
more and more school places because we are soon going 
to reach the stage where if you get nought you wil l  
still get in. 

It is reaching a stage now where you do not have 
to make any terrific score to get into a school. What 
caused the tension and the stress was that some people 

wanted to get into a particular school. That was the 
stress, not getting into a school. It was never very 
difficult getting into a school but everybody wanted to 
get into a school which perhaps was only recruiting 
60 children or so , so therefore you get the tension 
but W r  the child gets in somewhere else and settles 
in and so on, they are quite happy and eventually gets' 
where they wanted to go before and perhaps were 
Barbados Scholarship winners like everybody else so J 
really do not see why people are so worked up about 
it. 

When that Examination is removed, the problem 
which you are going to have will be the problem of 
allocation. The problem is not the passing or the failing 
of the examination. The problem is the problem of 
allocation, how you are going to get to allocate the 
children. This is what we have to think out very 
carefully and the other thing we have got to be careful 
about is how are we going to be sure that when they 
get to the end of their primary school system that they 
have really acquired what they ought to acquire. 

If we remove the Common Entrance Exam we will 
have to implement some kind of monitoring system to 
ensure that children are not just driftinB through the 
system. This is what bigger countries thau oumives 
have found. They have people going up to the 
University and they could not write their notes, they 
could not write their essays and an those things. 

Do not let us follow in that same trend. Let us 
realise that there is some kind of assessment of the 
child moving through school and I think that there 
must be an assessment when the child moves on to 
Secondary School so that if it lacks certain basic 
essentials you will know that you have to make special 
provision for remedial work for that child so do not 
let us feel that the Common Entrance Examination will 
pass and they would just go through school and so on. 

I 
I Assessment and testing at age seven is even more ' essential than at the age of eleven because at the age of 

seven, you are better able to correct what it lacks, than if 
you wait until eleven because by that time, it starts to 
respond. I want to echo what Miss Blackman said about 
continuing education. I do not want to say about late 
developers because if we have continuing education, these 
late developers are not likely to be too tardy. There are 
always going to be people who will not learn too much 
academically, but they will learn other things. They have 
to learn to live, no matter how little intelligence you 
have, you have to learn to cope. with life and this is 
education too. 

You have to move away from this concept that if 
you do not have enough French, Latin and Spanish and 



EO on you are not educated. That is one farm of e d w  
tion, there am other things. You may not be able to 
handle gym equipment and stand up on your head, but 
you can swim. That is a survival skill. It is far more useful 
to be able to swim, than to be able to stand up on his 
head. It is more important to be able to dance, t- to  
be able to do a backward summersault because you are 
only going to be able to do those things until you are 30, or 
so, but you can dance and swim even when you are my 
age. We have to think of education for life. We have not 
merely to try to do better the things we are doing, but 
ask ourselves whether we ought to be doing these things 
at all. 

For example, I have seldom come across any school 
where there was sufficient effort to prepare the child for 
life in a democratic society. If you go to most schools 
you come through those schools and when you come out, 
you will know of little if anything about the society in 
which you live. It is amazing how much information just 
passes over children's heads. You start questioning them 
about something which happened last week and they 
have not even noticed it and I think it is because they are 
so pressurised, they are so busy learning, learning and so, 
that they do not have enough time to chat with their 
teachers. 

I spent a lot of time chatting with my teacher when 
she came to give a lesson and when she started talking 
the lesson was not what was in the book at all. This is 
much more condemned in modem educational practise. 
But these were very educating things. You could always 
read solhething in the book, but the things which she 
told us about were of more use to us eventually growing 
up, than this lesson in the book, which some lecturer 
from the School of Education gives for teaching. So, I 
feel that we do need to think carefully, how do we 
prepare children for living in our society? When they 
come out of school, they do not know anything about it. 

They are a bit luckier than I because they have 
done West Indian History. When I was young, it was 
regarded almost as sinful to be seen studying West 
Indian History. You could not, you were starting an in- 
surrection, you were reminding people of slavery, en- 
couraging bad feelings. We have come a long way from 
that, but I still feel that things like Current Affairs, things 
like the Annual Budget, a child can get some useful 
lessons on economics from the Annual Budget, especially 
when the Rt. Hon. Prime Minister gives his background 
explanation, his little text on which to base the Budget. 
I think that children should be learning to take notice 
of these things, they should be learning about their 
society and should be encouraged to include in their 
ambition for life, included in the things they want to do, 
they would say, I want to bea doctor, I want to be a 
lawyer, a hairdresser or something, they should know 
something about the stage their society is at and what 

their society needs and that chfld rhould p out of d o 0 1  
having made up his mind in what area he b going to give 
free service to his society. 

We talk about communism, but every member of 
the communist party gives voluntary setvice to his 
country. We might not like communism, but learn fram 
them the things that you can leam from them. That is 
one, every member of the communist party - I do not 
belong to it - gives free voluntary service to his 
country. 

Now, we have people who go to the Community 
College for two years and then to the University of the 
West Indies for three, or four years. The community is 
without their use during the years in which they are 
most idealistic, in which they are likely to say the 
impossible because when you axe young, you feel 
nothing is impossible because you always have people 
attempting and achieving what seems impossible. In a 
community as poor as ours we are allowing these people 
to be out of use to the society. People who go to the 
Community College and the University should realise 
that the youth organisations in the country do not have 
leaders and this is why I think we should have a 
committee which looks at social development. 

When they removed the tops of those organised 
groups and I am always saying that, we did not realise 
what an important social change we were making in our 
neighbourhoods. Now, formerly, nearly ali those 
organised groups had Old Scholars' Associatio~s for 
children between the ages of 14 to 18. It meant that 
the teacher went on having a hand in those children for 
about four more years after they left school. So, when 
we took away the tops, we therefore destroyed a con- 
siderable segment of youth service in the island because 
that is one of the .main segments of youth service, that 
is why we have fewer youth dubs today. We have 
fewer today than we had in the 1940's and 1950's and 
so forth because they were attached to all age primary 
schools and the people who ran them were teachers, so 
we had a fairly high calibre of leadership. 

Now, we have youth clubs, largely sports clubs and 
when we think of the number of sports dubs we have, 
the number of track suits you see and so on, we ought 
not to be having the problems which we are having and 
the thing is that those groups are often very poorly led, 
or haveno stable leadership. So, I think that we should be 
inviting some of our young people in tertiary institutions 
to give at least one afternoon a week to lend a hand, or 
something like that to a youth organisation, or something 
like that. They have their time to do carnival. 

I think some of our younger people, when they go 
there, sometimes they are lost to doing that kind of 
thing. They drop out of any youth organisation to 



which they belong and lose contact with the simple folk 
in the district. So, I really feel that this question of 
preventative work with young people and looking and 
saying, "oh dear, the delinquency rate is going up" and 
all this sort of thing, when we know that we have to do 
preventative work. It is better to do, it is easier and more 
effective to save the children before they get to that stage 
because rehabilitation, building more Dodds, and more 
prisons, building institutions of any kind is tremendously 
expensive. 

I feel that more people in the society, ordinary 
folk, after all there are more educated people today in 
Barbados than there ever were. I do not think they have 
ever such a well educated House of Assembly than what 
we have today. There are a lot of educated people in 
Barbados, what are they doing? Just as we think about 
exploitation, we talk about exploitation, how the 
merchant exploits people, the intellectual of our type 
exploit people too. They exploit them intellectually, 
they do not tell them what is true and they do not 
help young people to think. When you read some of the 
articles sometimes, you say "Goodness, I hope young 
people are not reading this." They are so lacking in 
objectivity, so misleading to the young people, in short, 
we talk a lot about physical captivity. Some people are 
very ashamed of slavery, they talk about physical 
captivity. What we are seeing very often now is the en- 
slaving of men's minds, and that is temble, because that 
is man's chief glory, and therefore our educated young 
people, especially the ones that take to politics, have to 
realise that the politician now is really the folk hero 
of the community, and what a politician does and 
says has a profound effect on young people. It is a 
solemn responsibility, and I am saying it now because 
I know elections are around the comer. I do not know 
how far around the comer, because I am not in a position 
to know, but please remember all politicians, when you 
get out there in the glare of the floodlights, that young 
people are listening to  what you are saying and they 
are watching, and they are going to copy you. Do not 
let them get disenchanted with politics, because what 
happens when people become disenchanted with politics, 
they do not vote for your party that helped to get them 
disenchanted, they do not vote at all, they vote for 
nobody, they stay home and you get a democratic 
community which is not democratic because the people 
are not participating. They are not participating because 
they are disillusioned, they have lost faith, and it must 
be our particular task at this time in the Caribbean to 
see that we produce politicians in whom young people 
can have faith, and our schools should be giving them 
the kind of training which enables them to change the 
system when they want to change it, to feel that they 
know how to go about it in a democratic society to 
change the system if they want to change it. 

What causes terrorism and upset and all these things 
in these big communities is that the individual feels help- 
less when he is coming up against the big economic 
combines, the big political combines. Do you know how 
much money it takes to run a campaign, Mr. Resident, 
in the United States of America? A poor man cannot 
run that, but the point is that we do not have that problem, 
our community is small, we can change it. One person, 
a small group working hard enough can make an impact 
on our society, and this is what we have to tell yodig 
people to prevent them from feeling that they have to 
run off in the woods and buy a wig and put on their 
head or something in order to receive attention. 

Let us be careful about these factory-like institu- 
tions that we are setting up for schools. I notice that we 
are going to have Counsellors. I was looking in the Notes 
to see if I saw the money, but I did not see the money, 
so I hope that it is really true that the Counsellors are 
coming. But in addition to providing the kind of living 
experiences that children should have in school, and a lot 
of this you get in extra curricular activities, and I notice 
that the more highly qualified the teachers are in a school 
the fewer extra curricular activities you seem to get. Once 
upon a time you used to pass and after school 3.00 - 
4.00 o'clock, and something was going on, now you pass 
by the school and if you pass by ten minutes past three 
the school is shut tight, you do not see anything going on 
there, and that is a bad sign. The level of relationships 
within a school usually reflects the kind of association 
that teachers and children have willingly. When you stay 
to have an extra curricular activity, or the teacher stays 
to have an extra curricular activity, that is a free thing, 
that is free will, you want to do that, and the teacher 
sees the children at close quarters and get to know them 
better, especially if you take them to camp. I love camp 
and camp is an important thing. You have better teachers, 
better educated teachers, they have more letters behind 
their names but they have less time to spend with the 
children. 

Now, the Counsellors. One Counsellor to 1400 
children. I understand you will probably get a Counsellor 
to a school. To my mind those schools should not be 
over a thousand, I do not feel that any secondary school 
in Barbados should be over a thousand. We may not be 
able to change this now, but I think we should think 
about it. Nearly 900 is now considered the ideal, and this 
is coming from countries that have experimented with 
these schools for some time, and they are telling you - 
Scotland particularly - they are telling you they do not 
want these very, very big schools. 

I do not know what the World Bank would say, 
they would probably say you should have 2,000, I do not 
know, but I am talking about our society. You might 
have one Counsellor and I think we have to  be careful 



about this, because from the way I hear it being.taked 
about, I think people have the notion that a Counsellor is 
for bad children. When you have problem children you 
send them to the Counsellor. Every child needs counsel- 
ling in growing up, all, all need counselling in growing up, 
so where your Counsellor is a specialist every teacher 
should have the basic training, the basic principles of 
counselling, because every teacher is going to be a Form 
Master or Form Mistress to teach the children a number 
of periods a week and should know that group of 
children. The bigger the school is the more important that 
you should have small units, a team of people who know 
those particular children, who maintain contact with them 
for about three years or more. So every teacher is a 
Counsellor and every teacher should have the basic princi- 
ples of counselling, and every teacher should be able to 
handle the problems of learning and discipline in her 
class, and then you may seek the assistance of the 
specialist when perhaps there are circumstances more than 
you can handle, and sometimes if the Counsellor is sen- 
sible, or the Head is sensible, the best thing to do is to 
advise that teacher and send her back to try and handle 
the problem herself. (ASIDE). Or him, it is usually him. 

If you do not do that, what you are going to find is that, 
every teacher that gets a simple disciplinary problem that 
she should be able to handle, says send her to the 
Counsellor, and then the Counsellor has this tremendous 
case load that she cannot possibly handle. So I hope that 
this counselling business is going to  be handled wisely and 
that the Counsellor too will realise that a school can only 
do a certain amount. 

As soon as it comes to having to make regular visits 
to the child's home and handling a family situation, that 
is the task for a trained social worker, and I hope that 
my erudite Minister will ask for some more trained social 
workers who can back up the schools because I used to 
use them. I found that when it involved visiting, I turned 
it over to a trained welfare officer who could go into the 
home and she would look after the child in the home 
situation and I would tackle it in the school. We have to  
remember that school education is an essential area; it 
coordinates all the services we have for children, so 
people who say "I do not waqt to be a teacher" do not 
realise the tremendous importance of the school as the 
central service coordinating all the work we do for 
children. So long as a child goes to school you can see if 
it is handicapped, you can see if something is wrong with 
its speech, you can see if it is not properly fed and you 
can direct it to the correct social agency which would 
give it the help it needs. Do not wait until it gets to 
Dodds and then start to wring your hands; the time to do 
the job is before it reaches that stage. 

The climate of the whole school is important; it is 
the whole ethos of the school that supports and 
encourages the child, and very often when that child 

looks as if it is going wrong, and the traditions of that 
school, the whole way in which that school is managed 
allows the child to fmd somebody to whom it can turn. 
A school ought to be ashamed to  be told that a child 
committed suicide or attempted to commit suicide last 
night and nobody knew that that child had problem. 
Something is wrong because the child ought to have felt 
that there was an adult to whom it could turn, and every 
child needs to have a good adult friend besides its parents 
and th2t adult friend is very often the teacher or youth 
leader. You have to  take the building of our community 
seriously. People feel that being independent means praise 
God you've got a job you could not get before, you've 
got a motor car, you've got a fridge, all sorts of things, 
and then we wring our hands at the social problems at 
our very doorsteps which we individually could do some- 
thing about to help. 

Going back to co-education, let me warn you it is 
no panacea. Some people feel that because you have co- 
education the boys should behave well; they are counting 
on the girls and that the girls will make them behave well, 
but let me tell you, you have another thought 'coming. 
You would be surprised to see what the girls do when 
they get together with the boys. You get a different 
alchemy. In short when you have this coeducation situa- 
tion you have a more complex institution to  time-table 
for and to arrange for, it calls for more sensible super- 
vision, it calls for a more sensible attitude, it calls for 
people who understand. the differences in the develop- 
ment of boys and girls. You have boys and girls in the 
same class and you hear "you don't see the girls beating 
you!". All that happens is that he is at a different stage 
of development although he is the same age as the girl 
and the girl goes ahead, and the teacher has to be aware 
all the time. 

I went to a meeting with some ladies once who 
were pressing this do-education and they told me that 
boys and girls are exactly the same. I said you are con- 
tradicting the Almighty; they are not the same, and you 
need to understand the differences in their physical de- 
velopment and you need to understand too the society 
in which they are coming. We have to be carehl about 
not making girls or women competitive where men are 
concerned because the personality of the West Indian 
male has been so battered and we have to build his ego; 
we have to make him feel good, make him feel important, 
That is good medicine for him, and then you would get 
all the cooperation you want. So the thing we have to 
stress is not competition of the boys and girls, but 
learning how to understand, learning how to cooperate, 
learning how when you have a school play you are glad 
enough to see a boy getting up there and putting the 
curtains up and taking them back down, and they learn 
to work together. I do hope that out of this co-education 
we will get this better understanding between males and 
females that we need. 



I remember Miss Black L ~ I ,  dori't mind my referring 
to her because we workcd tagether a !eta and she showed 
me an enquiry she h ~ d .  8i was a questioirnaire and it was 
sent to  boys arid $Is s;Iioo~s I'he answers to the 
questionnaire I looked at ; m e  frnrr boys and girls in 
schuols next door to each other; they could not be 
closer; but you know the answers to these questions were 
so different, the upmwris expressed were so opposed on 
important issues ard socid questions that you could not 
imagine that they h3d come out from next door to each 
other. They were entirely different, and that more than 
anything else converted me that perhaps we should give 
coeducation a try. It hocked me to think that these 
children who were wth each other every day and seeing 
each other were thinking so dfferently about each other. 
You should read t h e  opinions they had of one another; 
they were thinking so differently about each other and so 
differzntly about scxid questions. So I don't think we 
should just sit down arid say "ah, we have coeducation". 
Coeducation is an opportunity to do a particular, specific, 
social task to  see that the b ~ y s  and girls are ready to 
build a much better farad?; nit.. Ti!x weak family life is at 
the base of all our social problems. 

I noticed a picture ir! the newspaper some months 
ago with children standing up oecause they did not have 
school furniture, and teacher said to me "you see that, 
it wo~lld not happen at Ilznson College; a Harrison 
College boy would not be standing up without furniture, 
but we do not hzve fum;ture." Now I really feel you can 
cairy this business about Central Purchasing too far. I feel 
there are certain t)pes of purchases which should be done 
by the specific school. The person up there in Central 
Purchasing cannot always visualise what it is you are send- 
mg for. You send for a stove for a domestic science class 
which four childrer, will use, with four holes. You want 
something f d y  slze arid they send you something that 
would cook for a ganison because it is a big school, so 
they send a big stove. And then you want a chair to put 
in a little flat that you want the girls to practise, and you 
send for chairs for a flat and they send you some chairs 
that you could use in the kitchen or something like this 
or the class room because a chair is a chair so far as they 
are concerned. 

I will give you an example. When we ordered beds 
for Dodds, they sent double beds. When you send for 
single beds, they send single beds and double beds. I said 
"my gracious me, what is this now! There is going to be 
another problem!" What I am trying to say is that the 
person on the spot knows what the school requires and I 
think that there might be certain large purchases and so 
on that perhaps you do through Central Purchasing, but 
when it comes to furniture, if you are going to maintain 
the school furniture, you have got to be repairing it 
almost every day. Now what happened is that you would 
see those boys in the picture standing up and there was 

probably a room full of broken furnature ?hat had not 
yet been repaired, because they are waiting for the build- 
ing officer to  pass around and inspect them and then to 
go and find a carpenter to do them. What used to happen 
in the older secondary schools is that the Head had con- 
trol of the vote for repairs. 

What you do is that you look for a good village car- 
penter whose daughter or son attends school and you get 
all your furniture repaired even though you do not have' 
time. I had a village carpenter and a village joiner and 
my furniture was always in shape so use the local com- 
munity around the school if you have them there. You 
have a SecretarylTreasurcr who can supervise the use of 
the vote and if you put more responsibility on the 
teacher himself you get the furniture better maintained, 
more instantly repaired and you do not have this non- 
sense about not having furniture plus the fact that 
children have to be told that they have to take care of 
the furniture in the schools as they take care of the 
furniture in their own homes. 

I know that my much admired Senator Cox does 
not like to hear about Education much. I think he likes 
to  hear about Communications and Works. Is that your 
speciality, Mr. President. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Order, Order. 

SENATOR ENID LYNCH: I just want to  mention 
Dodds. I am sorry that Senator Boxill is not here be- 
cause he is very fond of Dodds. I have read a lot that 
people have said who seems to me to know very little 
about Dodds. The last thing I read was something that 
looked like an attempt on the history of Dodds and it 
stopped at the year 1936 which meant it omitted the 
most meaningful years of that Institution, that is, 
between 1947 and 1968. 

That was the era of reform at Dodds. That came 
after a report on the young offenders which I think Mr. 
Adams was the name signed to the Report and it was 
after that Report that the Plantation was separated from 
the school and a Board of Visitors was appointed. That 
was about 1948 and I was on that Board of Visitors so 
it means that I had been associated with Dodds for over 30 
years. 

I did not do anything to  get there. I was put on the 
Board of Visitors. Now the purpose of that Board of 
Visitors was to keep the Institution in touch with the 
outside community. There were always people going in 
there to look around and see what was happening. and 
we had the power to report, to say when we met at 
Quarterly Meetings what we saw and heard but very 
soon after our appointment we lost a very important 
task which had been originally assigned to us which was 
to  iissist in the selection of staff. 



,. Re r1:g at that time the duty to appoint a small 
Contnittec to interview applicants for posts at Dodds 
8r.1 to ~2commend those we thought suitable for 
appoint men^. Now, we were all people who were either 
professional social workers or voluntary social workers 
and we knew the kind of thing to look for in somebody 
that was going into Dodds. Now, we lost that right 
so that the appointments to Dodds were done somewhat 
differently. 

We also did not see the Annual Estimates and that 
was important because the Annual Estimates would have 
told us if the Principal was ordering the things which we - heard him complained that he wanted and so on and we 
had no control of the Estimates but we did visit the 
Institution and we did comment, and suggest. In fact, 
I have a document dated 1972 which was sent up to the 
Ministry and from time to time we made these Reports. 

- 
Now the real picture about Dodds is this that at 

one time there were not many Children's Homes. You 
know the children would be in the Almshouses and then 
you had the Nightengale's Home so little boys who 
committed fairly trivial offences because they did not 
have somebody to look after them and so on, they 
were sent to Dodds and there were times when Dodds 
had in over 100 boys, maybe 120, but alot of these 
children were not criminals. They were care and protection 
cases really and in today's setting they would not have gone 
there at all. 

Now, that type of child goes to a Children's Home. 
He is not going to Dodds but the boy who gets to Dodds 
4as had the Probation Officer trying everything that he 
:auld possibly think of before he is committed to Dodds. 
You will find that before the boy got there a lot of effort 
was gone into trying to  help him and he only gets to 
Dodds after a lot of people have tried with him so that 
you have what I would call a harder core. 

P4 The dear little boys who were there because they 
stole a penny from their grandmother, they are not up 
there now. They are at the Nightengale's Home or Farrs. 
The boys who are there are very experienced in their 
wrong doings no matter what their age may be. You had 
a tougher type of child, you had changes of staff and 
there was gradual deterioration. It accelerated within the 

4 last two or three years but you can believe me that from 
about much earlier than that, I would say from the time 
the older Mr. Ken Simmons who was the last Principal 
left, you saw a gradual change. If you knew what to look 
for you saw that things were not going as they should. 

Now, you do not wish to go into the past history 
and go over that but I will tell you something about 
these sensational things. You have to remember that if 
you are writing about the Prisons or you are writing 
about Juvenile Institutions, they are open Institutions. 

V 

Children can walk out. Pa a matter of fact it was so 
open that other people walked in. Not only did they go 
out but other people bune in. It was really very, very 
opened and it has got to be remembered that children 
read the things that are in the news. 

It is the same thing with the prisoners and when 
you are writing about h a t  type of Institution you must 
bear i; mind that the inmates at the Institutions can read 
and have access to the papers. They can read and there- 
fore you have to be responsible and careful in what is 
written. 

But what struck me was that when all the crocodile 
tears had been shed I rnicht mention that I remained in 
contact with the schools during the difficult times and I 
might add, that the GirL's School, Summervale, was very 
well run. It only got into difficulties because it got so to 
speak drawn into the problems of the Boy's School and 
I would recommend that never again should that Girl's 
School be under the Principal of the Boy's School. I 
believe that the Girls's School should have their own 
Principal and make its own mistakes and be led by their 
own Principal. 

It was really like a family. Summewale was like 
a family home with n:,e little table cloths, good meals. 
I cannot understand how the boys had these bad meals 
when the food was ord~red at the same time. The girls 
had good meals and they were well trained. I am not 
saying that they were perfect, but they were well trained. 
I want to tell you, I kept in touch right through and that 
those boys, please do not think that they are inhuman 
and beyond redemption and so, but they are always 
pleased to meet you. In fact, I was shocked that there 
was that aggression there because they were always 
very pleased to meet you and were very pleasant, very 
cheerful. J thought, when I talked to them on the last 
occasion that I saw' them, they were laughing at the big 
people who thought that they were being ill treated. I 
thought they were havlng a big joke. They were very 
amused. So, we have to be responsible in this sort of 
situation. 

Now there is soniebody there who knows about 
juvenile delinquency and the Government has spent some 
money on the place and there is great improvement, but 
the people who wrung their hands and cried their croco- 
dile tears, I did not see any of them around there going 
to visit the boys, going to ask the principal if tlrere is 
anything they can do. Two days before Christmas, when I 
went up there, at that time I felt very sad, that with all 
the emotion that had been stirred up, not a single organi- 

1 sation, or other person, up to that time had even been t o  
see them. I am saying that this feeling and this sensation 
is all very well, but when we have a problem, what do we 
do? People just wring their hands and shake their heads 



and so on. It does not occur to them that the people who 
have that problem to face every day, the people who have 
those boys and girls to  deal with every day are very 
encouraged when people from the society come to say, is 
there anything that I can do? Would you'like my group 
to give the boys a concert? Would you like it to put on a 
play? Is there anything we can do? The community just 
stays off. 

I would have been glad if the articles would have 
produced somebody to say, if you have a boy who is 
reasonably honest, when he comes out, I will give him 
a job to sweep the newspaper office. Do you not trust 
him enough to give him a job when he comes out? I 
want to say not to  feel despondent about Dodds. Do not 
feel that because things are a bit calm, and people are 
now managing, that you now leave the teachers to strug- 
gle alone. Let them feel that they have the support of 
the Ministry, that you understand their problems, that 
you grant them the money that they need to keep the 
boys occupied. 

I would like to  think that groups in the society 
would ask to  be allowed to go and visit the boys some- 
times, so that they feel that the community has not for- 
gotten them. 

I think that it is time, Mr. President, that I cease 
my flight of operation, my contribution. Thank you. 
(APPLAUSE). 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Rocheford. 

SENATOR H F. G. ROCHEFORD: Mr. President, 
it takes temerity for someone to get up, after Senator 
Lynch made such a powerful speech to make a contri- 
bution, particularly when my contribution is going to be 
so slight. I remember I was sitting here and I discussed 
with Senator Lynch whether she was going to speak in 
this debate and she indicated that her pitch was not 
prepared yet. I think that if she had had the pitch pre- 
pared that we would have been in for some record break- 
ing scores. I only have Mr. President, a couple of points 
which I did want to make, in relation to thing that are 
included in these Estimates. 

First, before I go to what I intend talking about, 
I just want to  say that I think we are a bit defensive 
about the whole matter of the Defence Force because 

' a lot of people talked about it and they have been so 
defensive about it. I think that there are a lot of positive 
things that we can say about the Defence Force. I am 
happy that when we had the debate recently on the De- 
fence Force, I commented that I thought that the Defence 
Force was a useful institution. People who had served time 

in the Defence Force have an opportunity of being trained ~b 
not only in discipline, but also in skills, so that when they 
come out, they can be useful people of the society. 

I am very happy to see that this is the approach 
which has been taken in our Defence Force. I would be 
very happy if we could in a short time establish a 
national service in Barbados, where all of our youngsters 
could definitely be involved somewhere, or the othei, 
spend some time within the ambit of that Defence Force 
to get some training because we do need young people to 
be trained and that brings me to one of the points which 
I want to make and that is the question of the attitude 
which some of our people have to the whole question of 
our environment. People have talked and talked and 
talked and every day, you pass along the streets and see 
the tremendous mess being made and even our Sanitation 
Service is not making this effort to cope with the 
problem. This is my opinion. 

3 
I know that a lot has been done in recent times to 

provide the Sanitation Services with new Headquarters 
and new, up-to-date equipment, but until our people 
themselves begin to get .within themselves attitudes of 
respect for their own environment, the Sanitation Services 
will be fighting a losing battle all the time. When you pass 
the streets and see the garbage that is thrown about the 
streets, you see the careless way in which the Sanitation 
workers pick up the garbage, what garbage they do get a 
chance to  pick up. We see the indifference of house- 
holders in putting out garbage, we have to consider what 
is going to happen in a few years' time, as the amount of 
garbage increases and the population increases. 

I think we need to have some education campaign 
mounted to  try to get something done about this. I 
notice also in the Estimates capital expenses being pro- 
vided for improvement in the bus stands and I would 
hope that there is real improvement. I do not know if 
that amount of money which is allocated in this year's 4 
Estimates is enough because it looks to me that a major 
attention would have to be paid to bus stands in 
Barbados because what goes on now is chaotic. It gives 
opportunity for people to develop into brilliant pick 
pockets, it helps breed indiscipline among our people be- 
cause youngsters have no respect for old people, they 
push them, they treat them as badly as ever. The mini * 

bus operators have no respect for anybody else, the bus 
drivers have no respect for themselves, or the buses which 
cost the taxpayers a lot of money and I would like to . 
think that some major attention is done. It cannot be 
done just by saying it, it has to be properly co-ordinated 
and attention being paid to the transport and bus stands 
which we have. Perhaps we have to move the bus stands 
out of central Bridgetown. 

The other two issues, one which I have probably 
talked about before. As you know Mr. President, I have I 



alwayn been complaining about the debater of the Houm 
and the Senate and the presentation8 that we get here of 
the Official Gazette. It is deplorable what goes on for 
publication of debates, I do not mmember offhand what 
la the last issue of the debates of the Senate that haw 
come to hand. We are in 1981, 

I have been talking many a time about this and not 
about the lack of publication of debater, but also about 
the carelesaneu with which these debrtea are edited, and 
printed. 

It is amazing t a  me to see some of the gross gram- 
matical errors and what goes down for English, or what- 
ever you call it, in these debates which are put out for 
the public to read, It is very regrettable to me, and once 
again, Sir, I would like to comment on it and to implore 
the Debates Committee of this Parliament to look 

- , seriously at improving what is going on in this thing. 

Mr. President, the last comment which I have is 
about CBC. I know that we have always been hearing 
that there has been improvement and all that sort of 
thing, but in the last few weeks I am not so sure that the 
record of improvements have gone over to the public. My 
impression is that a lot of the equipment and what not at 
CBC is by now obsolete, and I was looking to see 
whether in the Estimates there was any provision for 
getting equipment and that sort of thing for CBC. I do 
not know if the fact that it is not in the Estimates in- 
dicates that CBC is right now so well off that they are 
buying their own equipment and running their own 
affairs without reference to the Government, but I would 
like to know what is the position there myself, and since 
in the debate on the Estimates in the Other Place, the 
way that that debate went no information was available 
on what is happening at that institution, and since in this 
House we happen to have the benefit of having the Minis- 
ter of Information under whose portfolio CBC comes here 
with us, we would hope that somewhere along the line 
some information is available to us about CBC. Thank 
you. 

SENATOR Miss ADEL LYNCH: Mr. President, 
Senator Enid has given us a pretty long run on many of 
the things that I thought of speaking about, but then I 
bow to her, she is far more experienced in the same field 
in which I venture than I could ever be. I only hope that 
I can learn something more from her from time to time. 

At any rate, she made some little comment about 
co-education, and in this respect I think I have a little bit 
more experience, because I happen to have been a 
student at the Alleyne School, which was coeducational 
- at least in my first few years of secondary education - 
and Senator Enid need not be too afraid of what the girls 

9 learn fiom the boys or any such thing. We took it all in 
our stride and I do not think it made for worse. I would 

like to assure her that we $1 benefited from the ex. 
change. 

Senator Enid also llpoke about the Common 
Entrance Examination, and h e  did not think it w u  so 
terrible. I da not think it ir ro terrible myself, but the 
only point is that I do not think that you should be 
sitting the examination at any spciflc age, I do not think 
that all studenta are more capable at 11 than they am at 
9 or Kl, I myself went to the Alleyne School when I was 
not quite 10, and I entered the form with people who 
had been 13 and what's not, and I did nqt feel at a dis. 
advantage in any way. What we need to be concerned 
about with this examination is not the age, in fact I be. 
lieve that it should be open to students who are capable, 
not old enough, because what I have discovered is that 
many students are wasting time between the ages of 9 
and 11, they are just marking time. Many of them have 
achieved that necessary level but have not achieved the 
age and are wasting those few years in school. 

A lot of attention is given to children. If a child 
starts school at age 4, by the time he is 9 or so he or she 
could have reached that sort of stage for entering the 
school. What results too from the fact that these 
children enter secondary schools at 11 and over is that 
there is a mad rush into this education to get up to the 
fifth form, and one is not able to sort of take in that 
broader syllabus and get the broader base of education 
in the early years. Once we were allowed to  go in the 
Lower First, and then First, and what's not, and you 
had more time to appreciate education, to get that 
broader base which was essential. The specialisation is 
coming much too early. 

I happen to see students who have never done 
Geography. They tell you they did not do Geography, 
they did History and all sorts of things like that. They 
must be open to a much wider syllabus in the first :ew 
years and then be allowed to specialise further up, a i d  
if they were allowed to go into the secondary schools at 
age 9 and 10, then they would have more time to do the 
broader syllabus without rushing to get up to the fifth 
form by age 16 or what have you, and I think it would 
certainly redound to the good of their total education. 

Another thing about this examination is that it has 
got to be decided once and for a l l  whether it is an aptitude 
test s f  an achievement test, and this is important. Do we 

I want to find out whether the child is capable of taking in 
the education, or do we expect the child at this age to  have 
learnt X ,  Y or Z. If it is an aptitude test, all well and good. 
If it is an achievement test, then it would mean that you 
must have a certain standardised syllabus or something 
farther down in the primary schools, so that you say that 
when a child has come to Third Standard or Fourth 



Standard he should have been able to do fractions, 
&dm&, whatever, so that you know when you are taking 
this child in that he or she knows certain basics, and then 
you know where you are going from, and this goes right 
up in fact through the uchools. Because I flnd myself 
dealing with students who come from various schools, 
having come from various flfth f o n s  and you can never be 
too certain that they have done thir in that school or that 
in the other school. There are some schools in which 
children are much further ahead and then they feel that 
they arc being kept back when you are trying to bring up 
the other ones, but you do not have a clue, you cannot say 
that a student who has passed "0" Level does know X, Y 
or Z even then, and this is the sort of thing. 

We have got to standardise the syllabus and 
curriculum, if you are just letting them go right through, 
so you know what to expect from students at this age, 
that age, or the other age, and that is the point which I 
wish to make about that. 

In the area of Education, of course I am quite 
satisfied with the efforts that are being made to 
accommodate those people who are not strong 
academically, or in the traditional academic subjects. 
This is all for the good, and we would not like people 
to feel that they are left out of the society because they 
are not brilliant mathematicians or linguists or what's not. 
We all have our part to play and we do not all have to do 
it in the same particular field. 

Now Senator Enid Lynch did mention something 
about her talking a lot before the lesson and sometimes 
not even getting to the lesson in the book with her 
headmistress, but I can assure her that you would not risk 
it in certain schools now because you would find that 
you would be reported for having wasted the students' 
time because Borne of them are bold enough to think that 
anything that is not taught from the book is not 
education, and some are encouraged to make these types 
of complaints against teachers, and you would never 
believe that people in administration cannot see that 
education is much wider than what is written in the text. 
I am sure that Senator Lynch learned far more at times 
from the discussions than she learned from the text books 
because at least she could have learnt that from the text- 
books outside any time, but the things about life that the 
teachers can give from personal experience are the 
valuable things. I too have had classes in which very little 
of what was in the text was discussed, but then of course 
Z. was not encouraged to complain either in school or at 
home. Very few of us would have dared complain against 
a teacher either in school or at home. At home you got 
flogged. I know I would get flogged and I believe many 
of the others would have been flogged too. You would 
have had to apologise for being rude enough to them that 
you could complain for a teacher, and a l l  of this gives the 

teacher a senre of respoxuibiuty for the students, a sort of 3 
liking. I know that I am nrpondble for my students, but 
nowadays then are people in positions of authority in 
schools, boards and what not who make teachers become 
day's work people, people who go to work for the hour, 
do their bit and leave, and Senator Lynch remarked that 
she has seen very few people hanging around the schools 
after hours, It is because you are made to  feel that you 
are there to do a job from this hour to the other hour, 

a 

Mr. President, one has got to be careful beoauw you 
cannot get the best out of teachers who do not fool corn- 
fortable, who do not feel free to give of themsslvea to  
their students in a relaxed atmosphere, who are sort of - 
monitored and who have their studants questioned about 
what is done and what is not done, and have other people 
who should be educated, who call themselves educators 
taking this sort of h e  and peeping and dodging behind 
teachers and so on. You cannot get the best out of a 
teacher who is disgruntled. -3l 

Another point is that you cannot get the best out 
of a teacher who feels that there is no room for upward 
mobility in the institution as well. There are some boards 
and so on who are making it extremely difficult for 
certain members of certain staffs to get on and make 
progress. How can a teacher say to  a student "well if 
you do your best you will be able to succeed, you will 
be able to move on", and then the student can turn and 
say to you "how long were you whatever you are now". 
How long were you an assistant anything and you say 
ten years. Then the student would assume that you 
weren't really doing very well if you cannot get on when 
other people who have been there for three years or 
something are flying ahead. Moreover I am warning that 
there are people on certain boards who are making 
Barbadians feel that the worse thing they could ever be 
is to be a Barbadian and to want to get ahead. People 
are becoming uneasy in certain places and there are things 
which every politician or every Minister will not know # 
about and will not hear about, and people would do 
well to listen and watch and feel the pulse of people 
who have to work at certain institutions, because the 
time will come when people who are normally very docile 
wiU turn and then everybody is going to be surprised. 

You know in 1969 when the teachers went on 
strike in May, everybody in Barbados was shocked, was 
scandalised that teachers could go on strike. Teachers 
can strike; teachers are aware of their worth to the - 
community and they we not going to settle down and 
hope for any kingdom hereafter or any benefits in the 
life to come. They have to feel that their efforts are 
appreciated and rewarded, particularly when other people 
can come along from other countries and move up 
without any obvious superior contribution to the institu- 
tion. When a Barbadian wants to give service to his or 
her country in the way he or she considers it best, that 



penon rhould be encouraged, It !s all  right for the fly 
by dght people who come in and want to get up to the 
top fast, becauw as soon u thin@ don't ruit them, 
they will mow to romewhere elre, but Barbadians do 
not U e  the idea of moving about from Barbados. We 
want to  otay here and do our bert for our country which 
has done it8 bo8t for us, but we want people to under. 
rtand that we have a right to get to the top, particularly 
when we are qualifled to do it, It is not a quertion of 
patronage or anything like that. We are talking about 
people who are qualified, sometimes better qualified, 
and then you have people coming from outside who are 
riding rough shod and you are sitting down. Of course 
in some places it takes some trouble-makers to rock 
the boat a little bit because some others do not have 
enough spine; they wait one-side. You push the door 
and they slip through and sometimes you do not even 
get the chance to hold it open long enough for yourself 
to  get through. Of course I am one of those who will 
push the door, I will rock the boat any time. Let them 
pass, I don't mind because something has got to be done. 
Teachers have got to be given a fair break and they have 
got to know that their efforts are rewarded, and that you 
do not just have to  be a foreigner in certain institutions 
in order to make progress. Barbadians must live in Bar- 
bados and they must get the best of Barbados, and that 
is my contention at  any time. The others have all places 
to  go; we have nowhere but here. This is our heaven and 
we have to  enjoy it. Thanks to anybody else who makes 
a contribution; you pay them and you recognise their 
efforts, but we must have a chance. I say now and I will 
say it anywhere else because some people are not getting 
a fair break, and a strike in certain places would not be 
the best thing for any Government at this time; so I am 
just sounding a little warning. Let him that hath ears to 
hear hear now and act. 

You know I do have to get around to languages at 
times. I noticed something about Spanish in some 
particular programme and I did not see any other 
language. Well I do not know if they have forgotten 
Le Francais, 1'Allemande or any other, you know, French 
and German and the others. I think that a bit too much 
emphasis is being put on Spanish alone. What we need in 
Barbados is a kind of multi-lingual society to grapple with 
our particular business of tourism and what not, not 
Spanish. I did not speak any Spanish to the Chinese 
gentleman who came down here who had been 
Ambassador to Guinea. I had to speak French to him. I 
did not speak Chinese, I was not able; but we were still 
able to converse in French. I did not speak Spanish to  
the Canadians who came down here on the parliamentary 
visit either. So we have got to establish some sort of 
balance in our programmes for languages. 

You do not need any one language apart from 
* English. Of course you need English. We have forgotten 

that. Some people do not speak it and a lot do not write 

it and I know i t  k c r u u  I teach Pwch m d  I Jro rn 
peopb writing romethkrg that ir ruppoad to  be En-, 
Engllrh nee& to be taught in r o m  of thew Schoolr, 
People are making r lot of rport rbout thir m d  rqrinO if 
you read enough you will b able to wrib but I do not 
know what you would wrib, You jurt do not n rd ,  rerd 
and learn. 

You have got to leun art& Lmguager, the ruler 
of G r m a r  and ro on and whm you hear thw lort of 
Authorities in Education getting up m e t f m e r  with the 
little Southern "Neither he nor Ihs do thir and that sort 
of thing" - Thfs is a quotation please, Thtr is not my 
En@&, for the Reporter's benefit. When you me these 
people speaking up in their spekey-apokey things and 
making that sort of mistake then you wonder. The young 
people are going t o  understand that and they are going 
to like that. 

You cannot depend on any Newspaper to give any- 
body any lessons in Standard En&&. That is a joke, or 
the Radio for that matter because wfien you see those 
hanging participial phrases and that sort of thing. 
"Being unavailable for so-andm tbe weather was some- 
thing or the other" as though the weather had been un- 
available for something. You get that sort of English 
hocking about on all the Media but then we have to pay 
attention to all of these things. People m o t  just under- 
stand English. English is far too intricate for you to leave 
it to people to learn it  just like that. They may be able to 
make them understand but not much more than that so 
we need to teach English but we need to cater to all the 
other Languages of the people who speak other 
Languages, the people with whom we have relations at 
International and so on and other bvels. 

We have places in Brussels and what's not. We have 
relation with the people in West Germany and so on. We 
need people to speak another language other than English 
in order to make their lives a little bit easier a..d so that 
we can get the tourist dollar and whatever else we think 
we want with a little bit more ease because one does not 
need headaches in order to spend hard earned money. 

When you go on a holiday you do not need to be 
saying "Oh dear how am I going to tell those people in 
English that I want to see that sweater over there." 
Forget about it. They really do not need the sweater 
they would buy it if you could tell them in their language 
if they wanted a sweater but they really do not need the 
headaches to get rid of the few dollars that they have so 
we have to make to get it out of them and this same 
language thing is coming right back now to the 
CARIFESTA bit. 

I am sure that everybody coming to this 
CARIFESTA thing is not going to be speaking Spanish 
and if people had heeded my call for the development of 



languagss, I do not think there would be this mad rush 
now for everybody to be running and registering to do 
craah courms at the Community College. Everything 
would have been more or less in stride by now. I only 
hope that for the benefit of Barbados everything would 
80 right. 

1 am not going to join up but I am going to help in 
my own little way when the time comes and I know that 
they am responsible Barbadians who would never want to 
see Barbados let down and they are going to do their bit, 

Another thing about this CARIFESTA, if I may go 
on, is this. Far too many people in certain Organhations 
become accustomed to artain names and they ask the 
same people over and over again to do this, to do that 
and to do the other. There are others who are willing 
and sometimes able who are never asked and who may 
not be pushy enough to come forward but there is a 
whole score of goodwill among Barbadians and they are 
Barbadians who can do their little bit and who are just 
willing to do it if they are asked or given the oppor- 
tunity. 

Not everybody would have put on something for 
NIFCA. Not everybody would have helped to do this 
and to do that and the other. I doubt that they are any 
people who would know that I have ma& costumes over 
and over again for little Plays and so on and so forth 
because my name is not in that sort of thing so they 
are going to ask the people who are burdened with these 
things already about them and they are not going to say 
"Adel, I would like you to run up these few seams for 
me" which I would be able to do but you get accus- 
tomed to  the names. 

Not everybody likes to come forward but please 
let the people out there understand that you would 
accept help, help in simple things so that the big names 
and experts can get ahead with the more intrinsic things 
which the rest of us may think we cannot do but we 
are willing because Barbadians always like to see Barba- 
dos on top and this is no exception. We are going to pull 
our weight 100%. CARIFESTA must not be 
CARIFIASCO. 

I must compliment the Minister responsible. I 
believe it is the Hon. member, Senator Don for the 
Childrens' Home and the Nightengale Garden. I have 
noticed the Family Life Project and believe me in my little 
wanderings in the Black Rock area fiom time to time. 
You must realise that is an area in which I have lived for 
all my life. Not on that side of the wall but on the other 
side so I do revisit the old ground from time to time and 
I have all the admiration for the kind of Programme that 
I see going on over there and the children seem extremely 
happy with the kind of life that they have. 

I 

I In fact, it would be a good example to some people 
'R 

who live in other homes. I mean total families because I 
see the little boys pulling the leaves. I see the little girls 
hanging things on the lines and so on and doing their 
gardens and what not and it is a very, very good example 
for people in Barbados, all the families, We lack this 
Family Life in Barbados, Too many people have become 
accustomed to this business of running in and runnfng 
out, but these families, I do not think they have any 
fathers but I think there is still a sense of direction so let . 
us not blame it on the absence of fathers. We have been 
able to get along without those. At least some families 
have been able to get along without those in Barbados. - 
We become accustomed to the male presence when it is 
necessary, absolutely necessary. That is not all the time. 
Certainly not all the time. 

Perhaps I have not learnt from Senator Enid Lynch 
to feed the male ego but Senator Marjorie Blackman has 3 
assured me that we do not need to get into that. We do 
not have to be Widows. We can be just old maids or 
whatever you will call us. However, I do compliment the 
Minister really for this and the real families. I mean the 
ones with fathers and mothers and wedding rings included 
with the other rings, can take a leaf out of that book. 

The children are given responsibilities. That is 
lacking in so many homes, you see children who wake up 
in the morning and they want breakfast, they want this, 
they drift out and they come back in and they want 
something to eat. There is absolutely no sense of my 
having to make my little bed, this person having to look 
after the chickens, this person having to look after 
anything, this person sweeping a room or doing anything 
and then, we are surprised that we have irresponsible 
grown-ups, but parents are themselves irresponsible 
because they do not insist on the children doing certain 
tasks. No matter how many servants you can pay, your 
child has got to be taught that there are things that must 
be done in the house. You cannot know that the servant @ 

is doing something properly, or correctly if you cannot do 
it too. How are you going to tell the servant about 
making coucou when you do not know if you have to 
put in the okras before, or after the meal, or if you just 
serve them on the side. No matter what you are training 
up for, you have to know certain basics yourself and this 
is what I am getting at. We need to have people 
responsible. 

To be quite honest, one has spoken a lot about 
Dodds, but there are more delinquent parents than 
children and it is the parents that you have to get at. Put 
them anywhere, you do not have to put them in Qodds, 
but make them understand that they have a 
responsibility. When you bring someone into this world, 
or when you cause someone to be brought into this 
world, you have a responsibility. If you did not wish that, + 
you also have a responsibility to  go to the Family 



F ' l d ~ g ,  or whatever else. If you do not want the 
responsibility, do not go in for this sort of risk that 
u,?uld resdt in your having these thing on your hand. 

Sometimes I wonder what happened to that Law 
about the under sixteen mothers and all that. It does not 
seem to be in existence, I do not remember our having 
scrapped it from the Law books. There are too many 
teenaged mothers in Barbados and something has got to 

- be done, but it is because there are too many slack 
parents of-teenagers, who do not insist on certain virtues 
and who do not keep a check on the children's activities. 
I am surprised at times at a child of twelve, or fourteen 
who can say, "I am going to something tomorrow" and 
does not say "if it is alright with mother". They are 
going, they make plans. The parent may, or may not 
know where the child is going. Ask all of the mothers 
in Barbados tonight at 10.00 o'clock where their children - are, boys and girls and 80% may know but there is a 20% 
that will not have a clue. 

When you have people leaving home, drifting about 
and letting children be burnt up in fires, it is not that 
these parents are always going to work, some of these 
children that are burnt up in houses are not burnt up 
because their parents were at work. The parents are all 
about, they are just as delinquent as the children, or more 
so and they do not care. They get children, they lose 
them in the fire, you feel sorry, I feel sorry, but they do 
not care, they will get some more. A lot of them do not 
care and we have to check up and tighten up on this 
type of thing. 

What we need in Barbados now, most of all is 
responsible parenthood and let me reemphasise in 
education, take care of the children by all means, but 
there is no education, if there are no teachers ... So, look 
after the teachers too. A comfortable teacher will be a 

o- good educator, a teacher with hope can do anything for a 
child and a hopeless teacher will do nothing. 

Thank you. (APPLAUSE) 

SUSPENSION 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just before I suspend the Sitting, 
I wish to draw the attention of Honourable Members to 
the two Resolutions of which the Honourable Minister 
has given notice and which have been circulated to 
Honourable Members. The Honourable Minister would 
like Honourable Members to agree to cansider these items 
in due course along with the other items which we 
already on the Agenda. 

This Sitting is now suspended, until 11.00 o'clock 
tomorrow morning, 27th March, 1981. 
On Resumption 

Friday, 27th   arch, 1981. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: This sitting is resumed. 

SENATOR H. R. LINTON: Mr. President, last 
Wednesday night on my way home from the Senate I 
gave a lift to a resident of the parish of St. Philip and in 
discussion about the Estimates he said to me that he 
could not see the relevance of the debates on the 
Estimates. His view was based on the fact that he felt 
that since this money had to be spent anyway and since a 
large part of it comprised salaries and wages and the other 
part ha$ to be spent quite naturally for the development 
of the country that we were just blowing hot air botKin 
this place and the next place, we were putting on a show 
for the good of the country. My retort to him was "how 
would you like it if 90% of the revenue collected in the 
country was spent on things that did not directly or per- 
haps indirectly touch and concern you and only 10% was 
left to be spent on salaries, wages and things that touch 
and concern you directly?" He said that in the nature of 
things he did not think that would ever happen. I asked 
him why he thought in the nature of things that could 
never happen and he said that the Govemment is not a 
foolish Government. I said to him '%hich Govemment?" 
Well it then occurred to him that he was talking about 
this particular incumbent Government; he was saying this 
particular Government is not a foolish Government. Well 
that prompted me to ask him "suppose the previous Gov- 
ernment had done that?" and he said, well I can see the 
reason for the debates on the Estimates; and I do not 
think I need to enlarge on that any further. 

That, Sir, led me to give further thought to the Es- 
timates as they have been presented to Parliament for 
198182. Whereas in previous years in my contribulion 
on this debate I have been partly if not largely subjective 
in my overall assessment of the Estimates and indeed in 
my contribution, I propose this year to be less subjective, 
that is, to take a slightly more objective view of the Es- 
tirpates as .they have been presented. I will, Sir, of 
necessity have to examine the application of the 
Estimates to particular constituencies, especially as such 
application would affect a certain constituency in which I 
may have an interest, and in so doing I am likely to make 
certain suggestions which I hope will be taken in the 
spirit in which they are made and which I have no doubt 
will be implemented. 

In taking up that gentleman's discussion, Sir, I had 
a look at the revenue for 1980-81 that flowed from taxes 
on income and profits and I need not at this point say 
more than that it represents less, I think, than one-third 
of the total revenue for that period. I have no doubt that 
the Minister wiU have a look at that next Tuesday, and 
therefore I propose to confine . my comments to the 
question of the expenditure. 

When I look at that, and it  is properly set out on 
page 2 of the Estimates, I note Sir, that personal emolu- 
ments represent roughly 40% of the total expenditure for 
the period under consideration, and therefore that the 



rest is devoted to other charges to be spent on other 
projects, and that led me to think, Mr. President, that our 
concern is primarily how best we as a Government ought 
to allocate this sum of scarce resources among competing 
interests, because when we look at this whole question 
not as one of criticising individual departments or not as 
one of debating one's pet subjects but when we look at 
it in the context of the national interest, it comes down 
to how much money will be spent in the City, how much 
money will be spent in each parish in this Island and 
further how much money will be spent in each electoral 
constituency of this Island. 

We of course examine it under Heads and subheads 
as they are set out under various departments, but if one 
views it politically, one is looking strictly from the point 
of view of how much money will be spent in a particular 
electoral constituency and when these sums are taken to- 
gether, how do they benefit the country as a whole? Sir, 
against this background of the need to ensure that every 
parish indeed every electoral constituency must receive 
its fair share of the development infrastructurally and 
otherwise, we have to see how the relevant Minister 
sought to achieve his objective of seeking to bring to bear 
upon the 6nal result by utilising all of his financial 
genius, his social knowledge, his political acumen. We 
have to look to see how he has brou&t these - to bear 
upon the final result. 

My submission, Sir, is that we can only do it by 
looking at how the various departments set out to enable 
each electoral constituency to benefit materially and 
otherwise from the preparation and submission of the 
various Estimates. I have no doubt, Sir, that in preparing 
and submitting Estimates the various Ministers at times 
will be required to be cautious, perhaps over-cautious, 
sometimes they may be required to throw caution to the 
wind, sometimes they will be required to be cognisant of 
the need of accurately assessing priorities and sometimes 
of course they will have to subject priorities to  the 
national interest as a whole. If therefore, Mr. President, 
we in this Chamber are to make a sensible and con- 
structive criticism, be it critical or otherwise, to the 
composition of the Estimates as they are prepared and 
presented, then we need to be aware of all the social, 
economic, financial and political developments which are 
taking place around us. 

Against that background, Mr. President, I have 
examined the previous debates in this Chamber on the 
Estimates and I haw taken the opportunity to compare 
these debates with the debates as they unfolded in respect 
of the present Estimates which we are considering. 

I have noticed, Sir, that for the first time perhaps in 
five years, debate centred largely around four particular 
Ministries and when those Ministries were examined in 

detail by the various speakers, debates centred around * 
particular aspect of those Ministries. 

These Ministries I find were the Ministry of 
Finance, Communications and Works, Agriculture and 
Education. Community Services came in for a little treat- 
ment as well but I do not think that it was as exhaustive 
as the four first mentioned and when I analysed those 
contributions of other speakers I observed, Sir, that even. 
their debate was centred around the particular Ministers. 
They were so confined to certain specific aspects of the 
Ministries then debated as to  show that when all was said 
and done, and taking the overall view of the Ministries 
thus debated, that the Ministries could not be described 
as functioning otherwise than properly and efficiently. 

Let me give you an example, Sir. For the first time 
in five years the Ministry of Finance has come in for 
exhaustive treatment in this Chamber by Hon. Senators 
and even then, the only aspect of a very, very large ?I 

Ministry that was treated exhaustively and sometimes 
at all was the Department known as Defence and 
Security. 

Nobody concerned himself with the economy as a 
whole. Nobody concerned himself with planning. Nobody 
concerned himself with the methods of taxation. Almost 
every speaker who treated that subject, treated it from 
the standpoint of the Ministry of Defence and Security. 
It needs therefore to be put into a proper prospective be- 
cause when one look through the Estimates of the 
Ministry of Finance, one see there several and several large 
Departments. Yet, if Senators can only find one arm of 
that Ministry to  complain about, what that tells me, Sir, 
is that the Ministry as a whole is functioning efficiently 
and effectively and that is terribly important. 

It 'must not get around that because this Chamber 
finds it necessary to debate a particular Department of 3 
a certain Ministry that that Ministry as a whole is not 
functioning well. I do not say, Sir, that that would be 
deliberate or the intention of members contributing to 
the debate under that particular Head but if you are not 
careful that is how it has to come over to the public at 
large particularly so as the Media is unable to publish all 
the views of all Senators and, therefore, if this debate . 
is taken out of context one is in danger of being left 
with the idea that the Ministry as a whole is not 
functioning properly. 

Let me give you another example, Sir, the Mhistry 
of Education. That again is a Department with one of the 
larger, if not indeed the largest allocation under the 
Estimates. I believe it might be the largest allocation. Yet, 
when it received treatment in this Chamber the treatment 
it received was confined largely to not even a 

b 
Department, Sir, it was confined to a School falling 



within a Department that School being, of course, Dodds, 
the Government Industrial School popularly known as 
Dodds and so much debate was centred around Dodds 
that here again if one is not sitting in the Senate or one 
does not read the Senate Debates and of course, there 
are about three years behind hand, and, of course, the 
Media is unable to report the proceeding in their 
entirety, then one is in great danger of construing this 
to mean that the Ministry of Education is not functioning 
efficiently and effectively but that is not the. case 
because as I said, Dodds utilises a very small part of 
the Budget of the Ministry of Education. What happened 
with the whole Section? This is the whole Debate and I 
have no doubt that when the relevant Ministers are 
replying they will seek to put the whole debate into its 
proper perspective and in the manner that 1 have set out. 

Let me give you another example. Take the 
Ministry of Communications and Works and the fact that 
I had been given an opportunity to speak relatively late 
in this debate has also given me the chance to assess and 
analyse the contributions made by previous speakers. 
Let us take the Ministry of Communications and Works. 
This Ministry again has a very, very large allocation both 
Current and Capital under these Estimates. 

Here again this is one of the Ministries that came in 
for fairly exhaustive treatment but what aspects of the 
Ministry of Communications and Works were treated in 
this exhaustive fashion? So far as my recollection goes 
there were Transport Board and one or two other remarks 
about pot holes in the roads. Not a mention, Mr. 
President, was made about the good work that the 
Ministry of Communications and Works is doing. Not a 
mention has been made about that. 

Now I readily conceive that it is not the duty of 
the Opposition to highlight the good points of the 
Government and in fact, Mr. President, the job of 
defending its own position, of formulating its own public 
relations fall squarely and fairly upon the shoulders of the 
Government but in this Chamber one has come to 
expect, particularly prior to January, 1981 a fairly high 
and balanced level of debate. 

I remember our former colleague, the then Senator 
Connell, not only criticising the Government but giving 
the Government bouquets where bouquets were due and 
the other former colleague Senator Hunte was also of that 
mode. Indeed, I cannot remember a debate only if even 
in passing both Mr. Connell and Mr. Hunte, then Senator 
Connell and Senator Hunte, of course did not remark 
upon some achievement of the Government. 

The whole trend of debate today, Sir, has shown 
in my humble view a sad lack of appreciation of good 
work that has been done by the Government. I do not 

proposed to  stand up here and praise the Government 
or defend it at all. I will defend it elsewhere. 

I propose today to be fairly objective. I will leave 
the job of defending it, of rectifying to those whose job 
it is to reply. My function here at the moment is to draw 
the attention of the Honourable Ministers to this glaring 
omission fiom the debates so far, the fact that so much 
has been done, but the praises have been left unsung, as 
compared to the comments regarding what has been done, 
or what they think had been done, or what had not been 
done. 

Ministry of Communications and Works. Only trans- 
port and roads have come in for any criticism. Only two 
weeks ago, Mr. Connell writing in the Nation's weekly 
column remarked upon the beautiful work that has been 
done at the Halls Road roundabout. I do not think that 
anyone in this Honourable Chamber, or outside would 
disagree with him that it is a wonderhl job, the work is 
superb. It is a pleasure to pass there and I am not here 
commenting specifically, or otherwise on the gardening 
that the Parks and Beaches Commission has done on the 
roundabout at all. I do not want to take any praise my- 
self for Parks and Beaches, I am talking about the general 
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aesthetics of the area. For the first time in the develop- 
mental history of Barbados, so far as it relates to the 
construction of roads and mundabouts have we seen a 
complete and thorough job taking into account not only 
the fact of having a proper road on which we should 
travel, but also it shows that great thought that was put 
into the environmental changes that have taken place 
around the Halls Road roundabout. Soon, of course, we 
will be noticing a similar development on the Spring Gar- 
den project. 

I of course, must seize this opportunity to express 
the hope that when the roundabout is constructed at Six 
Cross Roads in St. Philip equal attention will be paid to 
the aesthetics of the area and I hope that that time will 
not be far away Mr. President and I do not necessarily 
require a reply on that score fiom the Honourable Min- 
ister today. 

If I should give you another example, I have dealt 
with Finance, MCW, take Agriculture. I do not think that 
any specific area of the Ministry of Agriculture was 
singled out for any kind of exhaustive treatment. The 
general consensus appeared to  be that agriculture 
probably as a whole needs some kind of rethinking, but 
even so, the absence of specifics tells me that certain 
things which are benefitting this country are taking place 

1 in the Ministry of Agriculture. I heard only a part of the 
speech of my colleague Senator Brathwaite yesterday. I ' gather that he was remarking on the fact that the person 
who has not observed certain agricultural developments 
would be a person who has just come from Italy, got off 



at the airport taken a helicopter, flown high above the 
land and landed in the Senate. I do not know if I quoted 
him correctly, but if that is what he said I agree with 
M. 

As a matter of fact Sir, today may be the most 
appropriate time for us to reconsidel the whole question 
of agriculture because I do not t h l k  any one of us, parti- 
cularly someone who like me lives in the country could 
go out there this evening and make a speech to those 
agricultural labourers, that we hope we will see the day 
when there would not see a cane blade in Barbados, not 
i o h y  and I thhk that you should know why you could 
llot say that today, Sir, because when I go home this 
evenifig so many cane cutters, loaders and what have you 
are going to be offering me a drink because of the sanle 
cane blades that 1 do not see a man with the heart who 
could go and tell them that he does not want to see a 
cane blade here. They certainly want to see it because 
they are benefitting materially from these cane blades. 
The whole question of back money still means a lot to 
these workers. 

I So that, when I compare the contributions in 
debate on the Estimates of former years to the contribu- 
tions this year Mr. Resident, I am left with the feeling, 
well the Govemmeil? has done so well, there is not much 
to criticise, so let us criticise what little we think there is 
to criticise and let us leave the praises unsung. Let us not 
mention at all the great achievements of this Government 
particularly as it may benefit the Government in an Elec- 
tion year. That is the trend of the debate as I picked it 
up. I do not think it was done in a manner of seeking to 
deprive the Government of its rightly won laurels. I think 
it was a question of one thinking that one had to come 
here and say something and not really setting out to bring 
a balanced view to the whole debate. 

What I now invite the Honourable Chamber to 
reflect upon Sir are the many achievements of the 
Government to date. When those are compared with 
what may generally be thought as the deficiencies one 
would come to no other conclusion than that the Govern- 
ment has done a very good job. What I now wish to do 
therefore, Sir is to give my own point of view about 
matters that have so far beer. raised. I will start with the 
Ministry of Finance specifically the department of 
Defence and Security. I feel Mr. President that the debate 
on this whole matter has not followed a logical course at 
all. I have not seen any report of the debate in the Other 
Place, where any Honourable Member debated speaking 
against it has made logical deductions and come to logical 
conclusions and with great respect, I have followed most 
of the arguments in here regarding the same item and I 
am unable to say that those making contributions on this 
aspect, speaking particularly against it have made logical 
deductions, or come to logical conclusions, or indeed 

started at the beginning because most of the debate sur- 
1, 

rounding this department started with the question, "Are 
we spending too much on Defence and Security?" 

I think Sir that that is the wrong place to begin a 
debate on an item such as this. If indeed we begin the 
debate on that item by asking the question, "Are we 
spending too much on Defence and Security?" What 
would happen if we begin debate on an area like the 
Ministry of Health in the same fashion, or indeed bn * 

Education, or indeed on the Judiciary, or indeed on 
Parliament? In treating the other Heads, I have not 
heard the debate begun in that fashion. Persons debating - 
these Heads always start by asking the question, "Is this 
particular thing really necessary?" Will it benefit the 
island as a whole" and the debate progresses from there. 
If it is a necessity and it benefits the island as a whole, 
then one goes on to consider what size it should take. 
How should it be taken in the context of a National 3 
Budget? What social, economic and financial areas it 
should occupy? Then and only then, finally what would 
be a fair and reasonable allocation under this particular 
Head? So that, when contributors to the debate are dis- 
cussing the Ministry of Education for example, the first 
question they also ask is are these schools necessary? Do 
we want these schools? Do we want more primary 
schools? Do we have enough places in our secondary 
schools? Do we need a university? Having come to a 
positive conclusion in that regard, the debate progresses, 
"How much should we spend on it?" How much can we 
afford to  spend on it? Similarly, with the Ministry of 
Communications and Works, similarly with the Ministry 
of Agriculture. But, when we come to the department of 
Defence and Security, the debate begins, they are taking 
the cow by its tail, "you are spending too much on it." 

Well, certain inferences can be drawn from the 
manner in which the debate under that Item begins. The 
first inference that can be drawn, Mr. President, is this, 
that most of us, if indeed not all of us, are satisfied be- 
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yond a reasonable doubt that a Defence Force of some 
kind is necessary. If that is accepted, then well and good, I 
can see us going on to debate the question of the 
quantum of the allocation, if we accept that is necessary, 
but there is another inference that can be drawn. The 
other inference is that it may not be necessary, but in so . 
far as we have it, or in so far as we cannot avoid having 
it, let us control the amount of expenditure that is 
allocated to it. 

If the latter is the case, then I think the debate 
should rightly begin with the merits or demerits of having 
a Defence Force in the first place. It would be unfair, un- 
reasonable and illogical to begin the debate by seeking to 
castigate the Ministry for allocating certain sums to it, 
sums which one may think are over and above reasonable 
expectations. One should, if one wants to be honest, * 
begin by debating whether or not we can in fact avoid a 



Defence Force, If one begins in that fahion, Mr: Preai. 
dent, one would have to u k  certain questions, What ir 
the primary function, for example, of a Defence Force? 
I have not heard this debated yet, Sir. Everybody who 
says we are spending too much money on it avoids asking 
whether or not there is in actual need for it hen.  They 
wil l  excuse themselves by saying they do not believe in 
Sydney Burnett-Alleyne, like if somebody is bringlng the 
Defence Force for Sydney Burnett-Alleyne. So far as the 
history of Barbados is concerned, he is more interested in 
mercantile banks, and we should be thinking about banks 
when we think about him, but we are not developing a 
Defence Force simply to control Sydney Bumett-Alleyne. 

One has to ask oneself what is the primary function 
of the Defence Force, and if the answer to that is that 
the primary function is to defend one's country against 
external attacks, then immediately the conclusion to be 
drawn would be that a Defence Force would be un- 
necessary in this country, because we can never have one 
big enough to defend ourselves from an external attack, 
except of course it comes from Patrick John, but that is 
not the only function of the Defence Force. That may be 
one of the primary functions of the Defence Force. 

In looking at this whole subject I have also had a 
look at the functions of the Defence Force in England, 
and I have found that the Army, the Navy and the A i r  
Force in Britain perform more duties of an internal 
nature than they perform of an external nature. In other 
words, they are equally as useful, if not more useful, as 
agencies, institutions, call them what you wish, for pro- 
tecting civil liberties and certain other aspects of our 
democratic life within the country as they are for pro- 
tecting it without, and this is an aspect of Defence and 
Security that has never ever received exhaustive treatment 
in this country at all. Senator Rocheford yesterday gave 
certain insights into this. He said that we were too de- 
fensive about it. He was speaking against the clock when 
I believe he thought that debate on this Bill would have 
ended last night at 7.30, but I have no doubt that had he 
been given the opportunity, as I have been given, he 
would have developed this argument to the conclusion 
that I hope to develop mine, because he started to set out 
the real benefits of a Defence Force. These are the.,argu- 
ments I want to see, because if we come to the 
conclusion that the country is yet to benefit from the 
provision of the Defence Force, and more than that, from 
the provision of a properly equipped Defence Force, then 
we can have no justification at all for arguing against the 
allocation, even though it may be slightly large in com- 
parison to certain other civil allocations. 

Now, I cited Britain. I was in Canada last year and I 
noted while I was there that the Army in Canada is also 
used quite a lot in internal matters. I further noticed 
from the various arms of the Canadian Defence Force - 
the Navy, Ail Force and Army -- that it provides a useful 

reserve of skills which are not only used in normal tlmsr, 
but more importantly, which llktllr a n  urd in b a r  sf 
emergency. I need not indeed have gone to Canada to 
observe that, because I am proud to say that after 
Hurricane Allen our own Defence Force, even with the 
limited skills at its disposal, was knmediately brought into 
use. I know personally of work that was done by the 
Defence Force, and even though that could and should 
only be regarded as a start, it should be enough to put us 
and tHe country on notice that there are uses to be ob. 
tained from the establishment of the Defence Force other 
than to protect the country from external attack. 

This reserve of U s  is of material importance. In 
some of our most important industries and utilities in 
Barbados, Mr. President, we do not have standby key 
men, as they are called, there are certain workers in 
places like Light and Power and Telephone, certain of the 
essential utility services in this country, and even out 
there in private industry, who if they go sick and some- 
thing goes wrong you have to  telephone them at home 
to ask them how to ccjrrect it. You think about it, think 
that if we have something serious going wrong with our 
key personnel in key industries and utility services that 
we have to wait until we can send to Canada for a 
suitable Barbadian or a suitable expatriate, or to England, 
and see what will happen. 

Theic is a strong argument for having high level. 
resourceful and skilled personnel in the Defence Force, 
and I will not entertain any counter argument that is 
a use of resources to just have them there, because you 
do not have to just have them there, Mr. President. You 
can use them, and I believe they are being use; cnder 
the Skills Training Programme. You can use t k ~ m  to 
teach people in the community, to teach such skl:!s to 
certain people in the community. There is no ham in 
opening the doors of the Drill Hall to  people of'? khe 
street so they can go up there and learn electdcai w,ciaig, 
plumbing and things of this sort; no harm wnar3casvcr, 
There need be no absolute rigidity that those peopk 
being taught trades by the Defence personnel will have to 
be Defence personnel themselves. I do not think that is a 
requirement at the moment, but if anybody thinks it 
should be, then there is no good argument why it should 
be. They can be used, and I am reliably informed that 
they are being used at the moment. That is another very 
strong argument. 

In Bri tah certah Barbadians joined the Army 
around 1962. They joined up here and went to Britain, 
and a lot of them have come out, have 'been demobbed, 
as you ca l l  it, I believe, as skilled men. We have people 
who learnt various skills, trades and professions in the 
British Army who have never fcugtit at all. I have a 
friend who all he did was stay in the kitchen, and now 
he is a big time chef. When he cooks a meal for you it 
makes your hxir curl, Mr. President. He would never 



haw acquired that sklll had he been around Barbados, 
he learnt it in the Army in Britain and he has nebr  
fought a day. I doubt he could slope arms as well as I 
can, and I did not even manage to get a stripe in the 
Cadets. They did not consider me for a stripe at all. 

He can cook beautifully. There is nothing wrong 
with that. I think he is at La Toc in St, Lucia. That 
is the last place I heard he was. He is a good chef. 
The army also, Mr. President, provides certain employ. 
ment opportunities for a large number of persons in 
this country, particularly persons who are vulnerable to 
rapid social development which sometimes they find 
difficult to unravel and to understand, and if anyone 
states that an army ought not to be used for the 
purpose of employing persons, I will say he is wrong or 
she is wrong. I see nothing ill at all about having a 
defence force that employs a large number of persons of 
a certain age group who perhaps would otherwise find it 
difficult to obtain a job. They do not have to sign up in 
the defence force for life. I do not even have to advocate 
a compulsory programme of national training, but it 
should be made attractive enough, the salaries and wages 
and what have you should be good enough, the terms of 
employment or whatever you call them in the army 
should be attractive enough to encourage persons of a 
certain age group who would normally find it difficult to 
obtain employment to join up, and I see nothing wrong 
with that at all. In fact I can well foresee that if con- 
ditions are attractive and favourable enough, persons may 
wish to  do a couple of years in the defence force before 
they go on to University or before they go into the 
normal working system, and I am not guessing this be- 
cause in my day when only certain of the older secondary 
schools as they were then called had cadet corps a lot of 
my friends who were not fortunate enough to be 

admitted to these schools used to go and join the 
i Regiment simply to get the training. 

1 It is still an attractive thing for people, particularly 
males, - I notice quite a lot of females in the Defence 
Force here now at the Ganison - it is still a very 
attractive thing for them to put on uniforms, do drilling, 
be carrying arms and to be taking part in ceremonial 
parades, and I see nothing wrong with that socially, 
culturally or economically. I do not see any argument 
against that. It should be encouraged. I am not going to 
advocate a compulsory system. Even if it becomes 
necessary I would not be the one to advocate it, but I 
am stating and I want to state it most forcefully that the 
conditions should be made so attractive and advertised 
that young people would be encouraged to join. That is 
another benefit of the Defence Force, and make no 
mockery of its benefits as a body that takes part in 
ceremonial parades and things of that sort, because 
whether you like it or not, whether it is an indigenous 
African trait or not, whether it is European or not, the 
ceremonial aspect of a defence force is much liked and 
enjoyed by all  and sundry. 

Mr. President, you only have to have a parade * 
and you will see people thronging wherever the parade 
is to watch it, The last parade that I attended I heard 
a parent tell a child "when you grow up you have to 
go into the Cadet Corps." She did not say "the cadet 
corps"; she said "the Cadet Force and then if they accept 
you, you have to go in that; I like it." Of course the 
days when parents could persuade children to join up 
because they liked it are all but gone, but that just shows 
the type of impact that these ceremonial parades have . 
on the populace at large and we ought not to scorn or 
sniff at the benefits to be derived from that. I do not 
want to be too historical, but certain countries that 
lack economic resources have made use of parades to - 

keep their people happy. Indeed in Africa people kept 
themselves happy by and large by playing music, beating 
drums and dancing. In the midst of poverty, they still 
found a little oasis of happiness and they did it by 
playing the drums arid that sort of thing. Having an 
army and having ceremonial parades is just a develop- * 
ment of that sort of thing. I t  is a military development 
and there is nothing at all wrong with a country providing 
such a cultural aspect for its nation albeit one that is 
largely associated with European culture. I see nothing 
wrong at all with the benefits to be derived from the 
ceremonial aspect of the Defence Force. 

Mr. President, when I was a boy scouting had a 
lot of practical and physical aspects to it. You could see 
the physical contributions of the scouting movement to 
the Island. The Girl Guides, even the Church Lads' and 
the Church Girls' Brigade were productive in a sense when 
I was a boy. Nowadays these organisations are largely 
ceremonial. You certainly do not have bob-a-job week. 
I think they have something called "Job-a-Day" or some- 
thing like that, but I do not see any scouts coming 
around on job-a-day because I would be glad to give one 
or two a job. They like the dressing up in uniform and 
there is nothing wrong with that. It helps to instil a 
certah amount of discipline and that is the benefit to * 
be derived. There is absolutely nothing wrong in dressing 
up just for a ceremony. That is what carnival is all about; 
it is a cultural explosion. I do not see anything productive 
about carnival except its benefit in terms of tourist 
dollars which it brings in. Culturally it is beneficial and it 
is another form of dressing up and parading. Look at 
Kadooment down here in Barbados! Look how many 
people we never thought would go into the streets and 
jump up were jumping up! I am developing this argument 
to emphasise the benefits which can and do in fact derive 
from the ceremonial aspect of a Defence Force, and they 
are not to be scoffed at; they are beneficial to the 
country at large. I do not say we ought to spend $13 
million on the Defence Force simply for certain kltural 
benefits to accrue to us, but all' the same, we are not 
so spending $13 million. Of course the great and univer- 
sally accepted benefit of any defence force is the 
discipline it instils, and here I would like Mr. President, 
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to compare it with the church as an institution, I would 
U e  really and seriously to compare the Defence Force 
in the manner of discipline in its members and ultimately 
in the community at large with the church as an institu- 
?ion in at least instilling moral if not religious discipline, 
because the church used to be the bedrock on which 
certain disdplines were based in this country, I know 
they are doing their best and I trust it will not be long 
before those responsible pull it up by its bootstrings 
and restore it to the former podtion which it enjoyed 
in the society because it is people of our class - and note 
Mr. President, four years ago I used to regard myself as 

. being a young man comparatively speaking, but I am 
now speaking in the context of the Senate as a whole. 
Now I am saying "we"; I am placing myself on that plane 
among other Senators. I have now gone over the age 
of 35 and am not now legally entitled to regard myself 
as a young man anymore, so I am speaking about "we", 

2 Mr. President. In our day the Church was responsible by 
and large for instilling in us certain disciplines. 

Now if you compare the Defence Force, there is 
no doubt, there is no argument, there is no question at 
all that its strongest point, its strongest civil merit is 
that the Defence Force serves as a useful body for 
advising, creating, instilling and maintaining certain 
patterns of behaviour in its members, and why should 
those members pass on those disciplines so instilled in 
their offspring and right down through the line? 

It follows therefore that if we have a large enough 
Defence Force we may just manage to instil enough dis- 
cipline into the people that it wil l  filter right through the 
society and who knows that perhaps we may either have 
no need whatsoever in this Island for the development of 
Rastafarianism or at the very midst it may someday, 
some how, be regarded as some separate discipline under 
the aegis of the Defence Force. I would not go so far as 

3. to advocate that we put prisoners in the Defence Force. I 
think that idea is probably absurd and going a bit too far 
but I believe that it has spread it tentacles to such an ex- 
tent that it might embody what we now regard as certain 
extreme sections of this society and that is a positive 
benefit of the Defence Force. 

Now if we accept that those are just some of the 
benefits of a Defence Force per se. What are we then left 
with? We are left with the question of the cost of running 
the Defence Force. Not only the cost of running it per se 
but also the cost of running it in the context of National 
Development. That is when you compare with the re- 
qui~ments  of the Ministry of Community Services, the 
Ministry of Health, etc. To put it in economic terms I 
think the Economist would say that the opportunity costs 

P, 
that the Defence Force has, are the other things you have 
to forego so that you are back to square one. 

What you have to do now L that if you ray that 
the opportunity cost of running the Defenca Form, for 
example, the Community Centre that you had to forego, 
we have to look and we if that Community Centre L a 
priority or if we can forego it  now in preference to  the 
Defence Force and bring the Community Centre later, It 
becomes an economic question then and if it becomes an 
economic question we also have to look at the cost of 
acquhlng Capital now in bulk as against the cost of 
acquiring it gradually and ultimately against the cost of 
acquiring it In toto at a former date, perhaps much h r -  
therc in the future. Those are the things we have to  look 
at when we are considering the economic cost of running 
the Defence Force. 

My humble suggestion, Mr. President, is that we 
either have a Defence Force or we do not have a Defence 
Force. I hate pretence. We should not pretend that we are 
having a Defence Force so if we are going to have it let 
us stock it now. Let us buy the equipment that it is 
necessary to have now. Even though it may mean having 
to forego a Community Centre here and there. Even 
though it may mean having to forego a School here and 
there. Even though it may mean having to forego a 
Health Centre here and there. Let us have it now. 

While criticism will come if the Budget of the 
Defence Force in succeeding years continues to  exceed 
Budgets in other essential Ministries. If next year, for ex- 
ample, the ratio of money being spent on Defence and 
Security far exceeds the amount of money still being 
spent on Housing then that should give some- rise 
for concern. If a year after the allocation for 
Defence and Security is not reduced below the allocation 
for Housing, that is a small amount going for Defence and 
Security than for Housing, then we should all stand op 
here and protest and protest as loudly as we can but now, 
Mr. President, with great respect is not the time for great 
protest. 

I am sure that when certain projects were started in 
this Island, certain projects that were not regarded as 
essential projects as others a bigger allocation was made in 
respect of those projects than was made in respect of 
those that were nonessential but it was regarded as a 
necessity to  make the allocation then in order to get the 
thing off the ground, make it then and be finished with it 
and the benefits would accrue later on. 

When it was decided to build the Deep Water Har- 
bour no one could say that that was as profitable as 
giving the people food although it  allows us to bring in 
food more quickly but you must have large allocations with 
new projects. What we have to do is to be weary in the 
hture so as the Jamaican would say that the debate on 
the question of the allocation for Defence and Security as 



it prooecrbd particularly from the lip of the Opposition 
Senator wan previour, I think they were a year or two in 
advance, They nhould have waited. 

They haw not stated that we do not need a 
Defence Force and the moment they accepted implicitly 
or otherwise that a Defence Force is or can be useful 
when they have to accept as a corollary to that that we 
must spend some kind of Capital in getting it off the 
ground and in any event, in the final analy 'is, Mr. 
President, it will be the public that would determine two 
questions, (a) The question of the necessity of the 
Defence Force and (b), the cost. 

I think that this Government has rightly analysed 
the mood of the public in this regard. The public is 
with the Government underneath for a Defence Force. 
I think that once it is treated properly the public will 
also accept the arguments of the Government that the 
opportunity cost of having the Defence Force is well 
worth it. When it reaches the situation that the public 
thinks that too much is being spent on Defence and 
Security per se, and they think that too much is being 
spent when compared with other items of Expenditure, 
the public at large will rebel and the Government will 
be thrown out on that alone. At the moment, as I said, 
the arguments are previous. 

Let me therefore move on to the next item that 
was a slow point which gave rise to much debate, the 
question of Transport under the Ministry of Cornmunica- 
tions and Works. Here again, the subject was treated in 
the fashion not that the Transport Board is totally use- 
less. I think it was generally accepted that it performed 
a useful function. The consensus seems to have been that 
the Transport Board could be improved as Senator 
Franklin said vhether by Management, expertise or 
resources. He thought it could be improved so that no 
one is saying get rid of the Transport Board. Hive it off. 
Do like Mrs. Thatcher in England. Give it back to Private 
Concessionaires. I think that idea was mooted in the 
Other House but not so in here. 

In here the debate proceeded along the basis that 
the Transport Board could be a more useful Institution 
to this Island and in discussing the question of the 
Transport Board speakers touched also on the question 
of mini-buses, a subject which is dear to my heart if for 
no other reason that I was involved in the present 
Organisation of the mini-buses practically from its 
inception when the illegal operators, as they were then 
called, kept their &st Meeting at the Globe Cinema. They 
invited me to address them to speak with them and then 
they, hardly in a professional capacity and I was involved 
with them from that point. I conducted a lot of negotia- 
tions on their behalf. I made certain suggestions of their 
obse~ations that I am now happy to  see have been 
implemented, 

I haw detected a feeling that if it gives momentum 
may not lead to the demise of the mM buses, but may 
severely restrict their operations. A lot of people use the 
fact that they crowd the Fairchild Street Market as an 
argument that the operation should be severely restricted. 
I do not subscribe to that at all and my notice will be, 
hands off the mini-buses. It will be necessary to control 
the numbers, it will be necessary to control the 
operations, but not to so severely restrict them that they 
flnd it uneconomical to operate. In particular, if those 
restrictions are primarily designed to make sure that the 
Transport Board makes a profit. 

About three years ago, I asked in this Honourable 
Chamber that mini-buses be allowed to run so that they 
drive the Transport Board to the maximum efficiency. 
Shortly after, provision was made in the Budgetary 
Proposals for giving legitimacy to the operations of what 
was then regarded as the illegal operators and I am 
grateful that that was done. I am happy to say that on 
the routes where they operate, there is a greater amount 
of efficiency than on the routes where they do not 
operate. I still think that the mini-buses can be used to 
drive the Transport Board to maximum efficiency and it 
is no answer to ban them from the Fairchild Street 
Market at all. It is no answer to restrict them in a corner 
where commuters cannot reach them except by walking 
long distances. The answer is to accommodate them and 
integrate them fully within the transport system of this 
island and I am going to be relentless in my pursuit of 
this objective. I want to see those mini-buses 
accommodated and integrated within our transport 
system. 

I suggested in another place at another time that 
some of them could and should be made to run the un- 
economic routes. There was a large measure of agreement 
among the operators of the mini buses that if they were 
asked to run the uneconomic routes, they would only 
require one of them to run an uneconomic route 
probably for one day every week and they could afford 
to do that. That is an avenue that has to be explored and 
if possible exploited. I see no reason why one who has 
been given permission to run Grazettes should not be 
asked one day a week to run the Route 10 to Bayfield, 
St. Philip even if they lose money on that trip. What he 
loses there, he will gain on the roundabouts. I know, I 
have worked for the mini bus men and I know their 
potential and they can afford to run one of the un- 
economical routes at least one day a week and in fact 
about 95% have said to me, I have it in writing that they 
would be prepared to run the uneconomic routes because 
that is one of their problems. The poor Tr'ansport 
Board has to ply all the uneconomic routes, up to Bay- 
field and back, down to Pie Comer and back. No wonder 
we find that the service falls down in those areas some- 
times. On the short routes, the mini bus men make the 
money. 



cFhe anlwer ir to accommodate and integrate them, 
bring in legIdation that will compel them to tun the unn 
economic route one day a week and the penalties for not 
complying codd  be h p l e ,  You haw not run the u n a  

economic route tMs week and you haw not uked  one of 
your p&ners to do i t ,  you wM not be d o w e d  to run next 
week, and you d a p  a aim on the bus, "Net d o w e d  to 
run" and the penalty for breaking that sign $5 000 or 
$10000. That is what you have to do, it can be done, . but they must be integrated and they must be accom. 
modated, I do not know where we can put them, apart 
from the Fairchild Street bus stand, I have been looking 
around myself and I know that several mini bus men 
have been looking around, but I know that for the 
parishes on my side of the island, they wil l  need to be 
near the Fairchild Street bus stand and for the areas on 
the northern side of the island, there will need to be 
some other place perhaps, but it cannot be beyond the 

,* ingenuity of this Government to find some place near 
the heart of the city to accommodate them. I am 
anxiously awaiting the day when they are fully accom- 
modated. In passing, I want to compliment the Honour- 
able Minister for giving them some limited, but welcomed 
accommodation in the market square and the Fairchild 
Street market. It shows that he has his fmger on the 
pulse, he is aware of the problems and he is seeking to  
rectify them. Problems such as there are have never been 
rectified in one day. 

Now, apart from the congestion that it is alleged 
they cause, the other cause for complaint Mr. President 
is that these mini buses take certain revenue that other- 
wise goes to  the Transport Board. My answer to that Sir 
is that the charges they pay in terms of permits and 
things of that sort ought to be paid directly to the Trans- 
port Board. Do not have it paid to  the Ministry of Com- 
munications and Works because i t  gets lost in the general 
revenue account. Pay it t o  the Transport Board, so that 

d. 
it will help subsidise the uneconomic routes which the 
Transport Board is called upon to  run. Work out a sen- 
sible figure, so that when all is said and done the 
Transport Board does not come out the loser on un- 
economic routes, either take a percentage of each fare, 
that may call for a lot of policing. I have not thought it 
out to its logical conclusion, or in detail yet, it could be 
done though. But, we can insist that the mini buses pay a 
certain amount of money directly to the Transport Board 
which said money could be used to buy rolling stock for 
the uneconomic routes of the Transport Board, permits, 
tax and this sort of thing. 

If you have to provide parking area for them, let 
them pay to  park so that you recover the cost of the 
parking area and you can also recover the cost of the up- 
keep of the parking area and you are also getting some 
revenue which can go into the Transport Board. Place 

, the parking areas under the direct control of the Trans- 
port Board and let them pay to park. I am not here 

latting out to pendim the mid bwer, I WN probably ttrc: 
Rrrt ptrron to argue for their exirttna and 1 am rtlll 
here arguing that they rhould be accomrnodated and in- 
tegrated, I want that to be reported properly and 
accurately, But what I am raying 1s that if they muat be 
integrated and accommodated, there are certain dutier 
that they murt perform, No one ever p t r  a right, except 
upon you fa placed a correrponding duty and the mini 
bus men in t h i 8  regud would be no exception, They must 
apprdciate that if I am t o  argue for certain dghtrr on their 
behalf, they have to diucharge certain dutier as well, They 
have to pay for parking, I will charge a fee for parking 
not every trip they do, it could be weekly, monthly, or 
yearly. Yo do not have to  have a man out there who 
takes ten cents every time you come in with a trip, that 
would be nonsense, Let all that revenue go to the Trans. 
port Board, all of this spin-off revenue could go to  the 
Transport Board. 

I daresay, Sir that several of the drivers need a 1st 
of training and I am not confining myself to training as 
drivers. They need training in how they conduct them- 
selves, how they dress themselves, this sort of thing, how 
they use the roads, they need to be taught how t o  respect 
other people's rights. Some of them behave like the taxi 
men in England. You are driving behind a mini bus now 
and all of a sudden, barn, he stops like that, he is moving 
off, he thinks that he has got a right to stick his hand out 
when he is moving off, he does not know that that only 
tells the driver behind that he intends to move off that 
does not give him a right to move off. He cannot move 
off until it is clear. You are driving behind him, yo11 stop, 
you overtake him, then he sticks out his hand and he 
moves. He needs discipline, he needs training. 

Develop a training course at the -Transport Bodrii 
make it compulsory for them to go through a period 01 

training every now and then, do not stop the tiajl~ing. 
They do two months of training spread over +igli, dif- 
ferent months during the year and if they d )  noq g ~ t  
their certificate of training, they are not allowed to m v e  
the mini buses. Pay the mmey  for training into the 
Transport Board. These spin-off benefits can accrue to 
the Transport Board. The task of testing the brakes and 
things like this to make sure that they are in good order 
do it more than once a year. I t  is a public service vehicle, 
it is running the route every day, make sure that they are 
tested about once a month. Again, utilise the mechanics 
at the Transport Board and let them pay the money to 
the Transport Board. Let them run according to properly 
drawn up schedules and timetables. Let those schedules and 
timetables be prepared by the Transport Board, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 

More than that, Mr. President, give the Transport 
Board a fleet of minibuses. I see no valid argumeni 
against that. I do not even want to  hear the Minister's 



reply on that, I think there in no rebuttal to it,  Then in 
no logical nuon why the Transport Board should not 
have ita own minibuses - economic, personnel, social, 
there is no reason at all - and I do not even want to hear 
the Minister's reply on that particular point that I made, 
Let him not jot it down, Sir. I want to sde the Transport 
Board have its own m h i b u ~ s  so that they can operate 
on a competitive basis, even if you have to pay the 
drivers a commission in addition to salary. It is not 
beyond the ingenuity of the Workers' Union and the 
Transport Board to come to some suitable arrangement 
~ g a r d i n g  that. 

I am getting a signal, Sir, that it is getting a bit late, 
and I am going to get ahead. 

The next thing, of course, that attracted some mea- 
sure of treatment was the question of potholes in the 
road. For a long time now I have seen these potholes in 
the road. I t  is probably because the previous Government 
changed with some degree of rapidity from Mr. Smith to 
Mr. Sandiford to Dr. Caddle and back to Mr. Sandiford 
again in terms of the Ministry. They did not allow any 
one Minister to come to terms with the problem. I 
remember very well the incumbent Minister referring to 
Mr. Smith as the Minister of Tar Roads. I think he could 
more appropriately have been referred to then as the 
Minister of Potholes. This is not a new thing and that 
does not justify it. 

What I really want to say on this point is this. I do 
not understand if the allocation in the Ministry of Com- 
munications and Works in respect of roads is divided into 
two or not. If it is not, I would like to suggest that this 
allocation be divided into a certain sum for what we call 
main roads, and a certain sum for tenantry roads. I do 
not mind a pothole or two in a main road, once it is not 
so bad as to cause your car to break up when you drive, 
but I want to know that when the doctor is called to 
people in Harlington, St. Philip, when the doctor is called 
to people in Gemswick, St. Philip, when the doctor is 
called to people in Diamond Valley, St. Philip and March- 
field, St. Philip that the doctor can -@in and get out, 
and you, Sir, you are a doctor and you would know the 
difficulty when doctors used to visit with more regularity 
than they do today. I want to know that the doctor can 
get in and get out. When rain falls there is no way, you 
have to send a stretcher into the house for the people to 
take them to the doctor. I want to know that the money 
is divided into two so that we can concentrate in larger 
measure on tenantry roads. 

Now, I know of the achievement of the present 
Minister in this regard. I know he has managed to 
construct and/or repair a larger percentage of miles of 
tenantry roads than previous Ministers. I am not saying 
he has not done a good job, because as I said earlier, the 
debate is proceeding in this Chamber as though the Gov- 

emment or the individual Ministers have done nothing * 
worthwhile. He has an achievement to his credit and you 
can see the large number of  tenantry roadr that have been 
repaired, especially if you go through the back roads in 
St ,  Joseph, That is neither here nor there, He has done a 
very very good job on some tenantry roads, but what I 
want to see is a separate allocation, We do not have Local 
Government, but I would like to know that we have X 
number of dollars for Six Cross Roads, we have a certain 
amount for Harlington, Gemswick, Diamond Valley, ~ o r i g  
Bay and these areas. That is what I want to see, so that 
the representative for the constituency can ring or write 
the Minister and say, this road is bad, you have X number 
of dollars, could we have it repaired. Right now when . 

you ring the Minister the Minister is in a difficulty, 
because no particular set of money is earmarked for any 
particular area, and the money runs out. 

I want to see our money set aside and see if it will 
operate better that way. I have no doubt, however, that a + 
study may have gone into it, and that is a point perhaps 
if the Minister has an opportunity he can check later. I 
will check it myself with the Minister anyway. 

I am going on to Agriculture, Mr. President. The 
only point I wish to make about Agriculture at this 
present time, even though I am being paid to  stop talking, 
concerns the BMC, Sir. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: We have up to  Monday. 

SENATOR H. R. LINTON: Thank you, Sir. In any 
event, Sir, in the days when lawyers had a little pouch at 
the back this would not have been enough. One cent is 
not enough. 

I want to talk about the BMC, Sir. For about three 
years I have been asking for the construction of a BMC 
Depot. at Six Cross Roads in St. Philip. I am going to ask 
for more today, Sir, I am going to  impose upon the Min- 
ister of Community Development, and I will forewarn 
hini that if a letter is not on his desk at the moment 
from me, he will be getting it by 3 o'clock this afternoon, 
so he need not say that I have not spoken to him per- 
sonally, I am going to forewarn him. Because I am not 
only today asking for the construction of a BMC Depot 
at Six Cross Roads, St. Philip, I am going to go on and * 

ask for the construction of  a community centre, but 
when I deal with community centres in a short while I 
will deal with that. 

I think St. Philip needs a point where small farmers, 
like my former colleague, (Senator) John Connell, could 
dispose of their produce. If you only have 100 pounds of 
carrots, 50 heads of cabbage and this sort of thing, you 
do not want to be driving to town in order to dispose of 
them, or to drive around to every supermarket. (ASIDE). 
The BMC will purchase them, yes, I am not criticising 



" 
them in that regard, but you have to him a vehicle and 
drive to town with them, Put one at Six Roads, More 
than that, I have compared the pricer at BMC super. 
market with certain prices prevailing elnewhere, and I am 
satisfied that quite a lot of the prices are lower than 
prices elsewhere, but St, P u p  people are not going to 
pay 45 cents down and 45 cents up, then buy a lunch for 
four or five dollars, a snowcone and a package of nuts 
simply to save seven dollars on a basket of groceries. Put 

. the depot for the supermarket at Six Cross Roads, St. 
Philip. I have been saying for three years that we have a 
market that does not function, put the depot up there, I 
did not know at the time, but we sat down and allowed a 

' private concern to buy the old Telephone Exchange and 
now it' is a thriving supermarket. I am happy for the pro- 
prietor, he is my good friend and I would be a fool not 
to be happy for him, but I think that is an opportunity 
the Government lost to purchase a suitable building at a 
suitable location at which to place the BMC Depot. My 
next suggestion is that they purchase the existing market, 
and here again I have a letter going off to the Minister of 
Agriculture and the Chairman of the BMC. We could in 
fact do it, there is a lot of room up there in the building, 
and we want these things up there for the small people. 
St. Philip's people are poor, particularly those living in 
St. Philip South, and they want these things up there so 
that they will benefit like everybody else too, and this 
apparently is falling on deaf ears, except that recently I 
heard the Chairman of the BMC speaking at a meeting 
stating that he was aware of the request and that he was 
giving it some kind of consideration. That in my view 
means that it has been put on some file and stowed away. 
I do not want that, Sir, I want to see a depot, preferably 
before June this year, that will please me greatly, Sir. 
(ASIDES). 

I am going away in June, Sir. I want to let the 
Minister know in terms of community centres that I have 
a long letter coming to him, because I have considered 
all the areas in St. Philip, all the parishes in the island 
and of all the parishes St. Philip is the most poorly placed 
in terms of community facilities. For example, I do not 
think that one could pinpoint a Government community 
facility in the area of St. Philip South, and I have dis- 
cussed this with the Minister before. 

I have discussed this with the Minister before and 
he pointed out to me Chapel, Kings Park and those areas, 
and I told him that whereas they are on the border, they 

. are not in St. Philip South, but Six Cross Roads concerns 
me largely because the only meeting point up to about 
four or five weeks ago for the residents of Marchfield, 
Six Roads, Four Roads and the Farm Housing area was 
the snackette in Six Roads, and now that has been closed 
down. If you pass through there you will see large groups 
of people around the two petrol stations or on the street 
itself. There is no meeting point. The youth group from 
that a e a  recently wanted to hold a meeting and they 

had to ark me to wrlte a letter to tho W t r y  of Educa- 
tion and one to  the Headmuter requerting the use of 
the school. That is a priority, Mr. Proddent, and I hope 
that the MMster will ray in hir reply that of the money 
allocated to hi8 department he propaed to conrtruct a 
centre, He will probably wish to tell me fint that he has 
to wait ori the MMstry of Lands to acquire the land, I 
would like it just above the EMO petrol rtation, 
Everybody knows Six Roads, and I would like him to  
acquire the area of land immediately to the left of the 
Esso petrol station for the purpow of conrtmcthg a 
Community Centre at Six Cross Roads in St. Philip, 

Of course I am going to  require these centres in 
places like Gemswick, St. Martins, and areas that are too 
far from Kings Park. Only Sunday I was in the Crane and 
I was flabbergasted to find that young people have to 
walk from the Crane to Kings Park, a distance of about 
four miles in order to play football. It is true that the 
Parks and Beaches have made Kings Park a very pleasant 
place to be, but that is no reason why people should 
have to walk four miles in order to play a game of 
football, and I am now in the process of identifying an 
area of land where I hope to have the Minister construct 
a little pavilion and a playing field to service the Crane, 
Rices, Pounders, Cave Land and an area like that. St. 
Philip South needs to receive some kind of priority in 
terms of community development, and I know that the 
Minister has promised me that when I have spoken to 
him in greater detail he will give it active consideration, 
and I forewarn him now that there is no need to  reply 
unless he is going to tell me that Six Roads can get its 
community centre before June. If he is not going to  
say that, then he can discuss it with me privately. I just 
want it in the record that I have asked for those h g s .  

Just to refer to two small points; one in respect 
of health made by Senator Franklin and one in respect 
of the meeting of the courts at night made by Senaior 
Boxill. On the question of health and the trucks dropping 
off debris before they reach the dump at Mangrove in 
St. Philip, that is a sore point with me. Not only do 
I want the trucks discharging rubbish before they reach 
the dump, I do not even want them discharging the 
rubbish at the dump. I think it is hazardous to the 
health of the people of St. Philip, particularly the people 
in the immediate environs of the dump itself, and I want 
it removed. I have served notice on the Minister of 
Health thdt this is a sore point with the people of St. 
Philip and it must be closed off. I was glad, not from a 
political standpoint, but from a personal and parochial 
standpoint that the National Union of Public Workers 
shut it dowrk, but it turned out that they had acted 
illegally. I was glad that they shut it down. I wish they 
had the power to shut it down for good to tell you the 
truth, because I do not want it in St. Philip. I was the 
most unhappy man when it turned out that the police 
had the right to go up there and move the rock stones 



that they had put there to block the entrance to it, We 
do not want it in St, M p ;  we want it shut down, and 
when the flll h a  rettled and it ir porrible to conrtruct 
a building thereon, I want a building conrtructed wfthauut 
any delay whatever, 1 tMnk it L a gent place, a goo d 
point for a community centre in that part of St, PMLIp, 
Technfcd difficultfeu may prevent the cmrtruction of 
a building for a year or two, but I want to see the Nling 
in completed and a groper community centre erected 
at that point, That would remove the question of trucks 
dumping their debris on the roads, 

The final point I want to mention, Mr. President, 
relates to the point raised by Senator BoxU when he said 
that he would like to see the courts meeting at night, I 
do not think, Sir, that he gave full thought to the ques- 
tion at all. Lest it attracts national attention, let me here 
and now nip it in the bud. I do not see how it would 
work at all. Senator Boxill obviously did not give thought 
to the supporting personnel, because to have the courts 
work at night there is the question of transportation for 
personnel, the question probably of the Registry being 
open at night, all the supporting infrastructure must be 
open to accommodate the courts, and I do not under- 
stand why Senator Boxill wants the judges to work at 
night. He obviously does not recognise that like a doctor 
it is necessary for a lawyer even more so to do a lot of 
research, and most of us use ........... (Asides) I do not want 
to say much more m deference to the President, but since I 
have been goaded into saying much more, I will be guided 
by the Leader of the Senate in his asides. We need some 
time to prepare, not to talk about having the Registry 
open and this sort of thing and the difficulty of security 
and protecting important prisoners, perhaps all prisoners 
at night. It is just not workable. In any event, the entire 
world except for ce~tain areas of industry where it is 
deemed imperative, is moving towards a system where we 
confine our working activities to the daylight hours, 
except I repeat it is imperative in a particular industry or 
you want 24 hours' use of machinery that would other- 
wise be left idle. There is not any great mechanisation in 
the courts of Barbados. There is practically no need for 
it and consequently there is no need to save these re- 
sources. I do not think the idea is workable at this point 
in time. 

Perhaps, Mr. President, it is a good time for me to 
state how much I have enjoyed the debates on the Esti- 
mates in this August Chamber and although I do not 
envisage sitting in this Chamber for another term, one 
way or another, I think that if I do not get the chance to 
sit elsewhere I can look back some years from now and 
be very thankful to yourself and my colleagues for allow- 
ing me an easy passage as a green recruit into a life such 
as this. Thank you, Sir. 

SENATOR 0' B. TROTMAN: Mr. President, I am not 
going to  follow the lead given by Senator Linton. One 

tMn8 that rtnrek me about MI speech war the lrtrange * 
kind of friend he ir, He anfahed by raying that he war 
not going to be in thir Chamber for another flve yerrr 
and I thoufit that rince he came from the rame pr r lh  M 
one of MI friendr from the other corner who ir going to 
be here for another five yervr that he would want to stay 
and keep his company, but apparently he is going to 
abandon his parochial friends m d  go remewhere elre, 

Now it is very distrersfng, Mr, President, to h d  
that the Opposition is not represented in terms of large 
numbers in the Senate, I mean on paper they do not have 
big numbers, and then they come to what must be the 
most important debate of the year, ask long parliamen. * 

tary questions in place of speeches, ramble about the 
place and then walk out. So whereas we could have all 
gone home last night, we encouraged busy business people 
to come here today to do the replies to the Opposition to 
find that they do not take their business seriously and 
they are not seated. d" 

They presence in this Chamber, Sir, reminds me a 
bit of a cricketing matter of a few years ago when Kerry 
Packer started his World Series Cricket and teamed off all 
the test stars of the Australian Team. The Australian 
selectors decided they would have to get a new team of 
promising youngsters to be led by an outstanding veteran. 
The Leader of the .Opposition apparently wanted to 
follow this example. He found then, Sir, that he had no 
promising youngsters nor an outstanding veteran and so 
we will frnd what we have. 

Now Senator Boxill, Sir, spoke about the need for 
Price Controls in Barbados again. He does not seem to 
understand, Sir, that the people of Barbados are fmished 
with that foolishness. They made their point clear in 
1976. The Price Control Board writing orders everyday. 
One day the price of Corned beef, it is X, the next day it is 
X t l ,  the third day you write a new Order on the price of 
Cheese. That foolishness has come to  an end and inspite ;*D 

of the message that the electors of Barbados gave his 
Party, he still comes back in here talking about Price 
Controls. 

His Party is one of Price Controls and when his 
Party was at its height of price controls, prices rose in 
Barbados at a pace which we had never seen before or - 
since and when the consumers complained about rising 
prices during 1973 to 1975 in Barbados, the answer 
which the then Minister of Trade had was that it was due 
to the Oil Crisis. 

I have taken time, Sir, to .check the increases in 
prices in other countries during the period 1973 to 1975 
when there were doing all the great Price Controls in 
Barbados and just for reference, Sir, let me say that the 
information I got came from the United Nations Bulletin 
of Statistics so we do not get into any mischief. 



I did a sample, Sir, of 36 countries chosen at 
random to find that between 1973 and 1975 prices went 
down in Guatemala by 1%, Nicaragua they rose by 7% 
Venezuela 19%, Honduras 19%, the United States of 
America, one of our trading partners; 21%, Canada, a 
trading partner by 22%. It goes on, Sir, Australia by 32%; 
the United Kingdom by 44%; and then we get into the 
countries that were having difficulties. Jamaica had their 
problems with IMF. They were at war with IMF and they 
went up by 40% and then we went into Costa Rica, 
52%; Columbia 52%; Brazil 62%; and Barbados 67% in two 
years, Sir. 

That is the kind of Company we were keeping in 
terms of controlling prices so that out of a sample of 36 
countries which I took at random, Sir, Barbados placed 
31 out of 36, right at the bottom of the countries which 
were trying to fight inflation. That must be something 
which they must learn. The answer to controlling prices 
in Barbados has nothing to do with a Minister sitting 
down in his Office and saying you must sell microphones 
at X dollars. You must sell books at Y dollars. That is a 
whole set of stupidness which has been abandoned once 
and for all. 

On the local scene, Sir, to be specific, during that 
Price Control period, between 1971 and 1972 because 
they won the Election in 1971, the Oil items indexed in 
Barbados rose by 11.6%; between 1972-73 by 19.4%; 
1973 to 1974 by 40%, Sir, and it is important that we 
see the highest rise was during the time of highest 
control of prices by the Minister in Barbados but 
Senator Boxill, I do not think was here at the time. He 
was somewhere in Canada hearing about Courts opening 
at nights so he does not understand that the consumers 
in Barbados were struggling with a 40% increase in 1974. 

For the period 1971 to 1976, Sir, five years before 
they were voted out of Office, prices rose in Barbados 
according to the Oil Item Index by 128.6% and they, 
around here quarreling about rising prices everytime 
there is an indicator that prices in Barbados will go into 
double figures and tell us that the answer to that is to 
have more Price Controls. 

They tried to say, Sir, that because of the 
Consumption Tax Food prices would go up and the poor 
will suffer and they forgot, Sir, that food prices in Bar- 
bados between 1971 and 1972 went up by 16%; between 
1972 and 1973 by 19%; between 1973 and 1974 by 
46%; and between 1974 and 1975 by 20%, a total move- 
ment, Sir, for five years of 149%.They almost made 150%. 

Now I mentioned, Sir, the question of the Statistics 
from the United Nations Bulletin and somebody said to 
me that all of the countries that were doing over 50% 
were at war with somebody or another. Who were not 
having internal wars were having some war with some- 

body. Even poor Jamaica was having a war with IMF and 
how it is that Barbados got into that group of countries 
when we were not having a war but my friend was wrong, 
Sir. We were having an internal war too. The houuwives 
and the consumers on one side were waging a war against 
the then Minister of Trade which they won in September, 
1976 but Senator Boxill tells us that we must go back to 
1974. We must go back to the 40% increw per year in 
food prices in Barbados. 

The rest of the speeches they made, Sir, were really 
long Parliamentary Questions and I believe, Sir, the only 
reasons you allowed them was because you knew they 
were coming to the end of their time and you were being 
generous otherwise you would have indicated to them 
that the correct thing to do was to Table Parliamentary 
Questions and the particular Minister would have replied 
giving them all the information they wanted because it is 
not good enough to speak at length in Parliament 
when one does not know what one is speaking about. 

The freshman Senator, Sir, started off by saying - 
not the ex-Minister, ex-representative, exeverything else 
- the freshman. He started his criticism of the Ministry 
of Agriculture by saying that there was a big down- 
grading in Agriculture because when he looked through 
the Estimates he saw the Post of Chief Agricultural 
Officer not under General Administration but with the 
professional staff and I would have thought that if that 
meant anything it would have meant that the place for 
Technical people would be with the technical people. 

But, it is not a matter as simple as that, it has to 
do with simple budgetary organisation and it is no 
indication of the authority of the Chief Apcdtural  
Officer, it is no indication as to who has authority over 
what, as to whch goes into the Estimates. The Chief 
Labour Officer does not show in the personal emolunlents 
schedule next to the Permanent Secretary, bur he 1s 

still the Chief Labour Officer in Barbados. diit that 
is the sort of big no point which Honourable Senators 
can feel free to come on the Floor of Parliament and 
have people report it and then expect not to be here for 
another five years, but when he is staying here Sir with 
you, he is not going to have a lot of us with him, he has 
other places to go to. 

Senator Franklin said Sir that one of the big 
problems in agriculture was that we could not get good 
quality piglets from the agricultural stations in Barbados 
anymore. Senator Brathwaite answered that yesterday 
for him and he could have foulid out that by calling 
the Chief Agricultural Officer, who would have told him 
that there is an ongoing programme of importing stock 
from Jamaica and St. Vincent for the purpose of up- 
grading the local stock of pigs in Barbados. That has 
nothing to do with the former Regime, that is entirely 
a matter to  do with the present Honourable Minister 



in his efforts to upgrade pig production in Barbados. 
But, instead of tabling a proper parliamentary question 
Sir, he comes in here saying that there are no good 
quality piglets available and goes on and on. 

Then, continuing on his platform of ignorance in 
the sense that he does not know, he says that Sayers 
Court is closing down, Haggatts closing down, Bullens 
closing down, Jerusalem closing down. When I turned 
to the officer that was here advising on Agriculture, he 
said to me, but, Haggatts is being strengthened, Bullens 
is being strengthened, Jerusalem is being strengthened. 
Again Sir, the Honourable Senator could have stayed at 
home called the Ministry of Agriculture and got the 
information. Sayers Court is not closing down. Sayers 
Court is being handed over to the Ministry of Labour 
for their Skills Training Programme and it is quite clear 
Sir, why it is more important to have a Skills Training 
Programme Centre at Sayers Court, than an agricultural 
station because when that station was established Silver 
Sands, Enterprise and Pegwell Boggs used to be an 
agricultural community. It is no longer that Sir, it is now 
part of the suburbs of Bridgetown. 

I believe that building regulations will not allow 
housekeepers in Goodland Gardens to keep pigs. There 
are regulations which will not allow people in Ealing 
Park to keep cows and the plots are not big enough 
certainly to grow canes. So, it would be pointless having 
an agricultural station to advise on agriculture in Sayers 
Court. There is no more point in having an agricultural 
station in Sayers Court, than there is for having one in 
Swan Street. 

Senator Boxill said Sir, that this Party accused 
his Party of taking on persons for electoral purposes 
and then he went on to charge that somebody in the 
Ministry of Agriculture was taking on large numbers of 
persons at Haggatts. One telephone call to Haggatts and 
I did what he could have done. One telephone call to 
Haggatts and there is no excuse for not using the 
telephone because telephone calls are free in Barbados, 
as long as you pay the standard monthly rates, you could 
make one hundred telephone calls, it does not matter. 
One telephone call to Haggatts Sir revealed that fifteen 
men from Haggatts left Haggatts to go and work in the 
sugar crop which is normal and in their places nine 
women were taken on. Fifteen gone to the crop and nine 
taken on and that is what is interpreted by the expert 
Senator as taking on large numbers of persons for 
electoral purposes. 

Senator Franklin Sir on Agriculture also spoke 
of research for research sake, there is no co-ordination 
of research, the Ministry could not justify research. 

Agriculture sits down at Graeme Hall and dreams up + 
some scheme of researching mahogany trees because he 
U e s  mahogany wood to make tables and chairs. Research 
is done only on request and in collaboration with the 
farmers of Barbados and that has always been the policy 
of the W t r y  of Agriculture, We have this problem 
Sir of people feeling free to use Parliament to talk strange 
things which outside they do not do, When he made his 
only point, he said that there was some decline in cottoh 
production in Barbados. 

In Barbados, there has been a decline of cotton 
production because of diseases to the industry and 
because of problems in reaping the crop. As a result of * 

problems with pest, the Ministry of Agriculture has sent 
an officer to study cotton diseases. I understand he is 
back from his training and he is now having consultations 
with the ADC who in fact is the largest producer of cot- 
ton in Barbados and it is hoped that when he has got 
himself together properly, he would be able to pet us *' 

back on the road to cotton production on the marginal 
lands of Barbados. That might have been a valid Parlia- 
mentary Question if it were properly tabled Sir. 

Then Senator Franklin drifted on about veterinary 
services of the Ministry of Agriculture and he suggested 
that the services were outside the reaches of the farmers, 
in terms of the farmers having to pay. All of us who 
know anything about the veterinary services offered by 
the Ministry of Agriculture know that the services are 
free. The first time that I heard that farmers cannot afford 
to pay for something that is free is from Senator 
Franklin. The Ministry of Agriculture has just completed 
resting 2,065 cows for tuberculosis using 128 sites all over 
Barbados carrying their officers to the sites so that 
farmers would not be inconvenienced, free of cost to 
farmers. That has only started three years ago, so there 
cannot be any question of putting down of services. 

Then, Senator Franklin tried to suggest to us that & 
there was a crisis in the production of vegetables in Bar- 
bados. He chose one, or two items which have been on 
the decline to try to prove his point. There is a booklet 
put out Sir, by the Agricultural department, which has six 
pages and would you believe Sir that Senator Franklin 
thought that all he had to  do is use the one page of six 
pages which showed that there was some decline in the - 
production of beans. He made a big show, there was a 
decline in the production of beans, then, there was a de- 
cline in the production of vegetables in Barbados, so 
beans mean vegetables and vegetables mean beans accord- 
ing to Senator Franklin. I took the same booklet because 
I wanted to see what happened, and I decided to look at 
it and found that in 1974 Sir, Barbados was producing 
281 000 kilograms of beets. 

Would you believe Sir that the only research done by 
the Ministry of Agriculture was research requested by 
the farmers of Barbados. Nobody in the Ministry of 

In 1979, the last available figures, Sir, that had gone 
up from 281,000 kilograms to 830,000 kilograms of 



beet, but Senator Franklin would advise us that there is a 
decline in the production of vegetables in Barbados. h 
1974 Barbados produced 953,000 kilograms of carrots 
and by 1979 that had increwd to 2,l  million kilograms 
of carrots. Senator Frankh says that there is a decline, 
because if there is a decline in beans there is a decline in 
vegetables; end of matter, That is the kind of research 
that corner is capable of producing, and then they do not 
come back to hear the rest. Cauliflower production went . from 4,000 kilograms in 1974 to 19,000 kilograms in 
1979, and that is what is described here as a fall off in 
production, Cucumber production went from 985,000 
kilograms to 2 million kilograms between 1974 and 1979, 
and that is also a fall off in production according to our 
statistician in the corner. In 1975 there were 36,000 kilo- 
grams of eggplant, as compared with 68,000 in 1979, 
and that is the general pattern, Sir, but because there is a 
fall off in the production of beans Senator Franklin 
advises the Senate and the country that there is a crisis 
in agriculture. 

I think Senator Brathwaite handled the poultry 
question yesterday for his benefit. Purely for information, 
Sir, Senator Wickham requested some information which I 
shall give him for the records, in terms of subscriptions to 
international and regional organisations. He wanted to get 
a breakdown of certain contributions. 

The contribution to the World Meteorological Or- 
ganisation was $15,240, Caribbean Meteorological 
Organisation $43,209, Caribbean Meteorological Institute 
$440,000, Operational Hydrology Institute $22,000. The 
other big contribution, Sir, is FA0 $46,000 and the Inter- 
American Institute for Agricultural Science $35,000. 

Senator Franklin - back down in the comer, Sir - 
but you see the difference is that Senator Wickham asked 
for information because he wants information but they 

..+a 

create facts and hope to get responses. The black belly 
sheep programme, which has been run down according to 
the representatives in the comer, there were 27,000 black 
belly sheep in Barbados in 1971 and it has gone up to 
35,000 in 1980 despite exports of large numbers from 
Barbados. In addition to the pure breds, Sir, there is a 
programme of cross breeding the black belly sheep with 
other local breeds in an effort to improve the quality of 
meat, and the reports are encouraging, that some of the 
meat is now being compared with the lamb which we 
now import from New Zealand and other places, so that 

, programme despite the lack of information by the 
Senator is going well. 

When Senator Franklin was making his attack on 
MCW, the other Senator, the ex-representative, or ex- 
Minister, or whatever was saying that the whole Ministry 
is bad, and in an undertone he said that the Minister was 
falling down on roads, he was falling down on transport, 
they want a new Minister. 

One of the other speakers on thtr rids two dayr ago 
spoke about the increased paslenger movement of the 
Transport Board, and merely to remind UI, Sir, I want to 
say that the Transport Board has more than doubled tho 
number of passengers it mows around in Barbados since 
1976, In a matter of just four years the Transport Board 
has been able to increase its passenger movement from 
some 17 to 18 million to 41 to 42 d o n ,  and then we 
say we have a crisis in transport. If there are difficulties 
in ge4ting buses to get to work, it is not because the 
Transport Board is inefficient, it is not because the 
Transport Board is any less efficient than it was before, 
but if more people are working, and by all indications 
some 14,000 more people have jobs in Barbados than in 
1976, if they have to move around mornings and evenings 
then they need more buses to do that. 

Prior to 1976 the Government of that day had a 
policy of buying 12 buses per year, and the ex-representa- 
tive used to be the ex-Minister then too, Since 1976 this 
Government has bought 48 buses in 1976 after the 
elections, 67 buses in 1977, 33 in 1978, 36 in 1979, 30 
in 1980, and we have another 30 in the Estimates we are 
debating now, so that whereas the rolling stock at the 
Transport Board was 147 in 1975, at the end of last year 
they had 293. We just cannot add the new buses on be- 
cause we have to take the old ones out of service as well, 
so that he as an ex-Minister of not buying buses is in no 
position to come in here and talk about people who 
should buy buses. 

To make sure that there is room on the buses for 
workers, the Ministry of Communications and Works does 
not think in terms of the Transport Board as public trans- 
port, as Senator Franklin would have us believe, the 
Ministry believes that the transport system in Barbados is 
made up of buses, taxis, minibuses, tour coaches mind self- 
drive vehicles, and we need not get excited about the 
workers not going to work in taxis, because i f  taxi: are 
available for other people to use, then the workers ciui use 
the buses to go to work. If tour coaches are available for 
the tourists, then the buses are available for workers, and if 
the self-drive cars are also available for the tourist industry, 
then the buses are available for the workers. 

Since 1976, Sir, because the Ministry is aware of 
the fact that one has to look at the entire transportation 
problem and not just the Transport Board, the Ministry 
has increased the number of taxis operating in Barbados 
by 290; the mini-buses the problems of which we have 
heard from the representative of mini-buses, by 30 tour 
coaches for tourists, and by 2,628 self drive vehicles for 
tourists to drive around in Barbados, and that takes 
some of the pressure off the Transport Board. 

As I said, we have heard the undertones from 
Senator Boxill about falling down on roads, and I want 



to do some comparison of roads as well. In 1971, Sir, 
since the then Government had to face an election, it 
rushed and constructed 3.8 miles of new tenantry roads 
in Barbados. Having won the election, they went back 
to their old ways of not building tenantry roads in 
1972-73 they built 1.26 miles of road. In 1973-74, an 
election was far away and they built 026 miles of tenan- 
try roads. In 1974-75 moving towards the election again 
they eased back up to 1.6 miles of tenantry roads and in 
1975-76 they managed 7.5 miles of tenantry roads for 
the election, and they come in here and talk about 
tenantry roads. 

The present Ministry of Communications on the 
other hand in 1976-77 constructed 6.2 miles of tenantry 
roads, in 1977-78, 8.3 miles; in 1978-79 11.7 miles of 
tenantry roads; in 1979-80 10.5 miles of tenantry roads 
and in 1980-81 10.7 miles, a matter of 49.4 miles in five 
years compared with 11 miles in four years, and then 
they have the courage to go on the platforms at night, 
prevent people from going to sleep early and talk foolish- 
ness about road construction in Barbados. They talk a lot 
of foolishness at night. 

In MCW too Sir, the Waterworks Department has 
been extremely active laying pipes and giving water to 
houses that never had water before. For Senator Boxill's 
benefit when he read it in the records, and I hope the 
records come out hefore the election so that he would 
not talk foolishness in St. Thomas, the roads at Allen 
View and Canefield in St. Thomas alone have been fured 
in the last financial year. In terms of water White Hall 
and Applewhaite his ex constituency got water for the 
first time, and the Ministry of Communications and 
Works which is also responsible for Light and Power got 
lights for the first time in Lewis Village, Lion Castle, 
Vaucluse Village, White Hall Village and Russia Village all 
in St. Thomas. Bagatelle got houses, Welchman Hall got 
hard courts made by MCW, Holy Innocent got hard 
courts made by MCW and St. Thomas got a new Post 
Office. 

I say all that, Sir, to say that when the hon. mem- 
ber was Minister of Lights, they got no lights, he was 
Minister of Water, they got no water, he was Minister of 
Roads, they got no roads; he was Minister of Post Office, 
they got no post office, and then he gets in here and talks 
about which Ministries function and which do not func- 
tion, and when he was Minister of Labour, they got no 
jobs, and we now have an industrial estate in St. Thomas. 
Enough for him, Sir. 

There are other matters to do with the general ques- 
tion of the national debt and that sort of thing which 
they talked about, but I am not prepared to go into that 
since they are absent, but only to repeat that it is 
unfortunate that they sought not to be here today, and 
really if the Governor General was advised earlier this 

year that two Senators had deserted their dudes, there 4 
must be an announcement outside the gate of Govern. 
ment House tonight that two more Senators have 
abandoned their duties in this place and we will have two 
more for next week's session. Thank you. 

SUSPENSION OF SITTING 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I think the sitting will be sup 
pended at this point for 45 minutes. 

On Resumption - 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The Sitting is resumed. Senator ' 

Don Blackman. 

SENATOR THE HON. D. BLACKMAN: Thank 
you, Mr. President. On this occasion the opportunity 
is afforded Senators or I should say the legislators to 
discuss social policy in Barbados in a fairly comprehensive 4 

way. There is every reason to believe based upon Reports 
in Hansards and from other media that speakers in the 
Other Place tend to have little interest in social policy 
and that is why we are singularly fortunate, Mr. President, 
to have in this Chamber persons who have had enormous 
practical experience in social affairs in this country and 
who can add a new dimension to discussions in the 
legislature by addressing themselves to  questions of social 
policy and we were fortunate yesterday to be present 
while Senator Enid Lynch delivered her brilliant tour 
de force followed by the pungent exposition of Senator 
Adel Lynch interspersed, by the incisive comments made 
by Senator Marjorie Blackman, another brilliant contri- 
butor of social policy questions in this Chamber. 

I shall not st:jrt on social policy first and in passing 
I would also share the strictures that Senator O'Brien 
Trotman made when he criticised the absence of the two 
Opposition Senators. Senator Franklin in particular is 
profoundly innocent of social questions and his presence L 
might have afforded him the opportunity to get some 
enlightenment which would no doubt give some measure 
of truth and wisdom to any pronouncements which he 
might make in this Chamber on social questions in the 
future, but more on that. 

I wish to address myself to some of the comments 
that Senator Boxdl made when he sallied forth into the 
area of external relations where his colleagues in the 
Other Place, perhaps wiser, never ventured to go. In . 
his rather incoherent presentation on the question of 
external relations, these few things he could be under- 
stood to be saying. 

He excoriated the Government for vigorously 
taking an anti-communist stance even though he himself 
admits to be an anti-communist and professed to express k 
concern that some figure was not demonstrating in 



dtrcuutng que~tlons relating to apartheid in South Africa 
ed st the m e  time to council the Covernma~t to 
bllirt from purauirrg a rabid Pra*AmePican h e  and when 
b $avo voice to the slogsn which wtu auppoaed to incapie 
&late the Damwratic Labour Party's comnon poUcy, 
nmely ,  "Pdends of all and aateUtes of none'" He was 
suppaned to be advlplrag the Government to desist from 
havin~ a satellite of the United States in America, 

What the Qppodtion Farw has never fatled to make 
a mirtake about is that a Foreign Policy Statement i s  
not the fame thing as a Foreign Policy and Senator 
BaxlU'r statement is not even really a statement at all 
but a mere slogan but even If we imparted the meaning 
ta the slo$an that the Barbados Government under the 
Demeeradc Labour Party in its external relations was not 
a satellite of the United States of America, then Senator 
Boxill will have to explain the following things to this 
Honaurable Chamber and to this country. 

Why is it in the face of overwhelming opinion is 
the Third World which he advises Barbados to rejoin, 
the Barbados Government under the Democratic Labour 
Party voted for the omission of China, the most populous 
country in the World from the United Nations, who do 
they bring shame and disgrace to Barbados from other 
Third World Nations by not taking this particular 
position, A little investigation would reveal that it was 
a rabidly ProAmerican position. 

Why was it that the same Government under the 
Democratic Labour Party stopped Cuban planes from 
refuelling in Barbados at the time the Cuban troops 
were assisting Angola in removing the Portuguese 
imperialism in their country. You will see that it was 
an order given by the American Government to the 
Government of Barbados not to co-operate with the 
Cuban transport to Angola. 

Why is it that the Government of Barbados, the 
then Government of Barbados whose spokesmen are 
now shedding crocodile tears about Southern Africa 
refuse to vote for Resolutions condemning Israelis colla- 
borations with Southern Africa? 

Why is it that they tolerated a project here called 
Harp which was designed to further the development 
of arms and other things in the apartheid country of 
South Africa? Why is it that the Democratic Labour 
Party sought to  show up the racist South African regime 
by giving hospitality to such a project in Barbados and 
I can go on but I do not want to tire Senators to 
indicate that this kind of advice comes very, very strange 
from the representative of an administration with that 
kind of record. 

In the simple mind of Senator Boxill, he had 
difficulties in reconciling Barbados' conversion of totali- 

tariarn regime@ rutd Barbados taoehp, with rush rcghbo. 
Qur policy in the m@sn i s  on0 of ideeloglcal plumlirm. 
We believe in Ma Gwommont h 8 very damwratio 
aooiety when Govomrnenta ue ohawn by the wW of 
the people and we reoagniw that they are people who 
tive under other kinds af regimes arrd to that extent 
that tka people of tMa country choow and wcaept that 
way gf life that i s  endrely their caarcarn and wr respect 
their wlshas, 

We are for peaoafla1 co.exleteno with people of a 
different politicd per~uitolen from our~lvew, But to  say 
that we subscdbe to the prlnciplea sf peaaeful coaxis* 
tence i 8  not to commit eurselves ta a period of perpetual 
sflenee in matter$ of wrong doing Involving those counq 
tries, In saying that we will live peacefully with all people 
no matter what their politicid porauadon, we are not say- 
ing that we abandan our obligation to defend the funda. 
mental human rights of all people. 

He himself wandered again in w slrnple analysis why 
the United States of America criticiaed the Soviet Union 
and yet traded with that country, The answer again is 
that a commitment to peaceful co+xistance is not a corn. 
rnitrnent to perpetual silence. You can trade with people, 
you can co-operate with them, but you also have an obli- 
gation to tell them that they are wrong, especially when 
their conduct is such as to have practical consequences 
for your own people. So much for external affairs. 

Senator Boxill again essaying into waters that were 
much too deep for him exhumed the hoary argument 
about the Cubana airline. He wondered why the Guvem. 
ment of Barbados did not see fit to apprehend the people 
suspected of bombing, or placing bombs on the airliner 
while at the same time, we could tow Biggs into this 
country and lock him up. I believe the independent Com- 
mission headed by Mr. Justice Williams long ago gave tile 
answer to this question and therefore it seemed very 
strange to me that Senator Boxill could see fit to res::r- 
rect the issue which I long thought was dead. Mr. Presi- 
dent I am reminded that Senator Boxill was living in 
Canada at the time and could not reasonably be expected 
to know much about what was going on in Barbados at 
that time, but be that as it may less there were persons 
impressionable enough to believe that the points that 
Senator BoxiU made in this connection had any validity, 
it is necessary for me succinctly to restate the facts. 

The facts are that the aeroplane went down outside 
of Barbados' territorial waters which at that time was a 
distance of three nautical miles from the shore whereas 
Biggs, contrary to what Senator Boxill said, I believe he 
said, Mr. President that Biggs was towed in from eighteen 
miles offshore. I am assured that his yacht was intercep- 
ted when i t  was 3.4 miles off Barbados. Subsequent to  
the Cubana Airline crash new legislation was introduced 
which became effective on the 1st January, 1979 to  



extend Barbados' territorial waters from three miles to 
twelve miles offshore. This was done partly as a result of 
the Cubana Airline crash and partly, it was done to estab- 
lish uniformity with the provisions of the draft Interna- 
tional Convention of the Law of the Sea. 

During this time intensive discussions were taking 
place within the United Nations for the development of a 
regime of the sea to ensure that its resources were ex- 
ploited in a way whch would bring equitable returns to 
all the countries. One of the provisions in the draft Con- 
vention of the Law of the Sea was that all countries that 
were not landlocked should extend their territorial 
waters to twelve miles offshore and to establish an exclu- 
sive economic zone, 200 miles away from their shores, 
except in cases where the distance between several coun- 
tries were less than 200 miles, where a medium notional 
line would be drawn to give equal area to both countries. 
T t ~ t  Government of Barbados therefore had no jurisdic- 
tion to try or to seek the extradition for those persons 
suspected of planting a bomb on the Cubana Airline. 

In the same airy-fahy irresponsible manner MI. Presi- 
dent, Senator Tioxill proceeded somehow, or other to  link 
the Hyacinth Goring business with the Cubana Airliner 
crash and the B i g g  affair. He wanted to know why 
Hyacinth Goring was ncit brought back to Barbados.1 d o ,  
not believe Mr. President that when the explicit answer 
was given by the Honourable Attorney-General in re- 
sponse to this problem, I do not believe the excuse can 
be made for Senator Boxill that he was not in Barbados at 
the time. He was in Barbados at the time and as a person, 
who is interested once more in seeking the suffrage of the 
people of Barbados, one would have expected that he 
would have been cware of the definitive response that 
came from the Honourable Attorney General at  that time. 

I summarise it only for the benefit of those who 
might be misled into thinking that the point made by Sena- 
tor Boxill had any merit at all. It is that several 
approaches were made by the Government of Barbados to 
the Government of the United States of America, in order 
to secure the person of Hyacinth Goring to give evidence 
before the Malone Commission. 

These were unsuccessful because it is contrary to  
the law of the United States of America to extradite a 
person unless that person is convicted of an offence or 
charged with an offence. The function of charging persons 
with criminal offences in this country is that of the 
Director of Public Prosecutions. That is the constitutional 
authority and responsibility that he exercises. He keeps 
his own counsel and cannot be instructed by a political 
head such as the Attorney General' to initiate criminal 
proceedings against anyone. It was felt that in the interest 
of justice and in the protection of the rights of people of 
this country from unfair harassment that this office 
should be insulated from politics. 

Whatever one may think of the politics of the Pele' * 
business, I believe that this principle is basically a good 
one, and that the Attorney General was absolutely 
correct to withstand the short term pressures of 
attempting to vitiate this important principle by yielding 
to political expediency. So much for Senator Boxill. 

His colleague exhibited diligence and industridus- 
ness. That much I can say for Senator Franklin, that he 
takes his Senate work seriously and he works hard in 
order to be able to make his contribution, but 
unfortunately his mentors are people who subscribe to 
the credo that impressions but not truth are what is really , 
important in politics, so the protege as a protege of per- 
sons who are not committed to the pursuit of truth in 
politics, it was not surprising therefore that Senator 
Franklin when he ventured into the area of social policy 
brought the debate on these questions to a new low. 

* 
When social policy is discussed, certainly in this 

Senate, we have come tc; expect very high levels of 
debate, and Senator Franklin, I believe innocently and 
through no fault of his own, unwittingly dragged the 
debate down to a new low. He worked hard, he gave of 
his limited best, and I believe that that is as much as we 
can expect from a man of integrity. He, however, is 
influenced by people who operate on principles that are 
totally at variance with a commitment to truth in 
politics, and that is precisely why he found himself in 
such difficulties in discussing social policy. 

Mr. President, Senator Franklin adverted to a public 
display of disgruntled welfare workers that took place in 
some part of Bay Street a few weeks ago and he ma& 
inferences from this public display that the rights - he 
even had the temerity to use the word "professional" 
- the professional rights of such persons were being 
interfered with, presumably by the Minister, and that led 
to their public display. Mr. President, it is necessary for 3 
me to set the record straight. 

You will have noted from reading the newspapers 
that during the period of confusion and the welter of 
superficial comments that it excited that I chose to  
keep my peace and not to participate in an altercation 
with people who are posing as trade unionists. We have in - 
this country today people posing as trade unionists and a 
situation where boys are being asked to  do a man's job. 
Mr. President, you h o w  the difficulties that arise when 
boys are sent to do the job of a man, but be that as i t  
may, the problem arose out of a statement I made which 
was a repetition of several statements concerning the way 
in which the public in Barbados is treated by welfare 
officers. This has been a problem, contrary to what the 
public has been led to believe, that has been discussed 
within the Ministry of Community Services between the 
Chief Welfare Officer, the Permanent Secretary and my- * 
self. For the past 18 months we have discussed this 
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problem in the face of mounting complaints brought to 
Ine by people who believe that they were discourteously 
treated or unfairly treated by welfare officers. 

One of the statements which I made at that time, 
Mr. President, is that transfers might be a part of the 
solution to the problem between welfare officers and the 
public. I would like to point out that this proposal is not 
my own, it is the proposal of the Chief Welfare Officer, a 
proposal which he started to implement last year in one 
particular case, but that welfare officer was not 
transferred, because the welfare officer appealed to me on 
the grounds that such a transfer would cause hardship and 
I asked the Chief Welfare Officer not to persist with it. 

Subsequent to the furore which was raised, the 
Chief Welfare Officer has taken the initiative without any 
prompting or advice coming from me to carry out whole- 

r' sale transfers within the Welfare Department which will 
take effect from 1st April, and at their meetings which 
came out of discussions with the Head of the Civil 
Service, it is my information that the said Welfare 
Officers who made a public display admitted that all was 
not well with them in their relation to the public. So 
much for display. 

I will now get to the other serious question about 
ministerial interference. It is one that has been flung 
about by people wanting to pillory Ministers with wild 
abandon. Mr. President, the National Assistance Act 
confers on me authority for administering all national 
assistance in Barbados. All national assistance I am 
responsible for the administration of and I cannot 
promise anyone that as long as I am Minister of 
Community Services, responsible for national assistance 
that I will abdicate those responsibilities in order to 
please any civil servants. My prior responsibility is to 
the 28,000 people that the Welfare Department has to 
deal with every year. My prior responsibility is to the 
28,000 members of the public who get national assistance 
and not to 24 Welfare Officers, and if this greater public is 
not satisfied with a service for which I have responsibility, 
then I intend to act. People can kick and scream and 
villify as they may, but as long as I have this ministerial 
responsibility, I will act regardless of the consequence. 

I have a number of letters in my possession from 
hurt and insulted old people, defenceless old people, 
cripples who have complained about the mistreatment 

+ that they have got at the hands of our workers. What 
kind of representative would I be to stand idly by and 
do nothing in the face of these public protestations? It  
would be a serious and reprehensible abdication of my 
duties as a Minister when I solemnly took the oath and 
swore to cany out my functions in the best public interest. 
If I do nothing about i t  to please 24 civil servants, I will 

" never do it. I will never do it no matter what the conse- 
quences may be, no matter how people howl and scream, 

and Mr. Resident, I want to put dl concerned who do 
not like my actions on notice that I intend to clean the 
mess up as long as I have legal responsibility for taking 
care of this mess. When there are problems in the Welfare 
Department, the Minister gets blamed. The Minister has 
to defend expenditure and programmes of the Welfare 
Department in this Chamber, at parliamentary meetings, 
at Estimates Committee meetings, in the Cabinet, and I 
am not going to  let anybody reduce me to an adrninis- 
trativfi eunuch in order to  have a peaceful life by 
formulating policies which are my brainchild, and then 
seeing them implemented in a way which is contrary 
to what I want. I am not going to permit this to happen. 

Mr. President, a Minister must not be reduced to  
the  level of an administrative eunuch for fear that he will 
be accused of interfering. A Minister is responsible for 
policy; he is responsible for their implementation and if 
they are not being implemented in accordance with his 
wishes, this Minister will intervene and deal with the 
situation. As long as this person is Minister, either my 
policies will be carried out or I will not be Minister 
anymore; so any person working in the Welfare Depart- 
ment or in any part of my Ministry who is thinking of 
subverting the policies of this Government cannot expect 
me to stand quietly by and permit this to be done, nor 
can they expect the frenetic screams of irresponsible men 
to stop me from my transcending objective, and that is 
to ensure that the rights of the people that my Ministry 
serves, the poor, the oppressed, the dispossessed and the 
disinherited are recognised. The vulnerable groups with 
which the Welfare Department deals, the old, the sick, 
the halt, the lame, the blind, the weak, the faceless, 
these people cannot defend themselves and I will defend 
them because it is my responsibility to  do this. And if 
anybody wants to fight me for defending them, well 
then there will be a fight to the very death. That is my 
commitment to the poor people of this country, and no 
political mal content will stop me from executing this 
commitment. 

Quite apart from this, Mr. President, the issue which 
erupted in this foolish exhibition by wdfp offu;srp a 
much more fundamental one. ;" a .% 

Since I assumed the responsibility for the Ministry 
of Community Services, I have tried to inject in the 
philosophical thinking into the delivery and the content 
of National Assistance. I have moved away from the 
meaner, baser and more negative aspects of the prevailing 
philosophy that I am waging an unrelenting war against 
which I call Welfarism. 

Welfarism inculcates in man a poor law mentality. 
This, perhaps, was the most pathological expression 
during the days of the socalled Vestry. People who were 
poor and incapable of feeding themselves were made to  
feel like mendicants. People were routinely ill treated and 



inwlted and people were expected to be masochistic 
anough to adore the people who were ill treating them. 
What I have tried to do is to expunge &am the Depart- 
men@ of National Asristance in this country this 
pmacious poor law mentality that warps the human spirit 
and redurn people to th@ level of animals. 

Counter to that has been the Social Development 
hogramme which is aimed at rehabilitating individuals, 
restoring their dignity and ensuring that they live at 
minimal levels of material comfort conaistent with a 
Civiliw society. 

, 
One of the fvst things I found resistance on was a 

social development as it applied to a Housing Welfare Pro. 
gramme. 

In the past when houses were repaired, one or two 
pieces of boar& were thrown on to a old house and the 
occupant still continue$ to be exposed to the elements 
but was suppwd to demonstrate tapable gratitude to the 
politician who requested that two pieaes of boards be 
placed on the house. 

The fundamental change was a policy which insisted 
that repairs ought really to be repaired, that whenever 
the repairs of a house were completed that that house 
should be wind and water tight the occupant would still 
not be placed in a situation where he is cowering from 
drafts of wind or dodging drops of rain. 

The poor law mentality resisted this. The poor law 
mentality said that it was too expensive and too much 
money to spend on the house. They could never be too 
much money to spend on a simple, modest chattel house 
to ensure that an old man or an old woman is no longer 
exposed to the elements. 

I myself then saw something else that when you 
had pieces of unpainted raw board next to other pieces 
of board with fading paint that the result was a mon- 
strosity. We believe that recipients of National Assistance 
ought to be as proud of the appearance of their homes as 
other persons in Barbados. Further resistance from those 
with the poor law mentality came when I implemented as 
part of the new social development policy, when I 
ordered that these houses should be painted, every single 
one of them, the poor law warriors mounted a campaign 
which was taken into the Ministry of Finance in order to 
have funds cat to prevent this programme, a humane, 
civilised programme from being carried out. If we are going 
to deal with the housing of poor people, we must deal 
with it properly and when we are finished with their 
houses, they must be proud of the appearance of their 
houses. 

The third problem came when in accordance with 
the new social development thrust which has as its central 
tenet the restoration of the dignity of the dispossessed 

~ l d  the dilinhedted that the house must bs properly 
+ furnished. I was told that the Welfare Department, @ye 

people a bed or a chair but not both, a bed or a ~tove, 
but not both and things Wce that. 

I rode rou? $.yh,;i over this prrraimonious approach, 
an approach whlch keepe people living in a stab of 
indignity. I wm accused of spending too much money on 
poor people but I believe that the very bait thin@ th$t 
we can do for the poar people in Houslng ia to ensure 
that they are comfortable with these housas, 'This ia s a 

radical departure from poor law abninistrntion where you 
put two boards on a house, you leave the boards 
unpainted, force the man to take a choice between a bad a 

or a stove but never both, leaving him continuowly in a 
condition of suffering. 

National Assistance is designed to ensum that peo. 
ple live at a minimal level of material comfort and not 
engaged in a Sisyphean struggle of ever trying to reach -@ 
that minimum but never receiving sufficient help from the 
sources in Government that are responsible to give him 
this help and therefore always living at w level that 
destroys his dignity. This is the very antithesis of eooial 
development. 

Mr. President, I see that Senator Franklin has 
arrived. Unfortunately, I cannot repeat what I have said 
although I told him in a summarised form in the corridor 
what sJme aspects of my thinking on this matter were 
but I will repeat certain things for his benefit. 

It is this Sir, I believe you are an honest, well mean. 
ing man who ....,. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Who? 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: Mr .Presi- 
dent, I believe Senator Franklin is a honest, well meaning 
man who works industriously and diligently, but there is h 

one basic flaw Mr. President, Senator Franklin's mentors 
are people who are committed to impression and not the 
truth and they are therefore sending forward their protege 
to do battle in which he was not adequately armed, there- 
fore, I am sorry that he has missed the earlier part of my 
lecture because this presentation is as much for Senator 
Franklin's enlightenment and education, since fellow Sena- - 
tors would have heard me in two years' presentation on 
the Estimates go over many of the old things before, but 
we are so conditioned by the Poor Law mentality that it 
is necessary to restate time and again what the new 
philosophy of social development is and how it differs 
fundamentally from the old Poor Law mentality .which 
the philosophy of welfarism has influenced in the delivery 
of national assistance in Barbados. 

What I am saying is that at the base of what seems 
to be a dispute dealing with administration w i h  the 



" Welfare Department is a fundamental, philosophical 
cleavage between the Minister on one hand and the Wel. 
fare Department on the other hand because the Minister, 
Mr. President is attempting a new, radical, different 
approach to  the delivery of national assistance, whereas 
within the confines of the Welfare Department, you have 
Poor Law practices which still continue to prevail and 
which I believe erode and destroy the dignity of indivi- 
duals. It is absolutely necessary to understand that there 
are serious philosophical differences because people find it 
difficult to adjust to new approaches, especially, new 
approaches relating to social questions. 

I know it to be a fact Mr. President, that when poli- 
ticians speak, there is a tendency for those who listen to 
them to dismiss what is said as the empty vapourising of 
people who speak for effect only, but without any partic- 
ular meaning. This is why I was particularly gratified 

tw' 
when the Association of Social Workers called me up 
some day last week and asked me if I wanted to see a 
copy of the minutes of my first meeting with them in 
which I actually predicted all of the problems that would 
arise from the implementation of a new philosophical 
approach to the delivery of national assistance in 
Barbados. 

The process of education has to continue, education 
is often painful. I do not subscribe to the heathenistic 
view of education that if you do not feel pleasure in 
learning that there is something wrong with the teacher. 
We know that sometimes learning is pleasurable and some- 
times it is painful. When one has to make fundamental 
shifts in thinking, it can be a most uncomfortable opera- 
tion. So that has to be understood that there are serious 
philosophical differences in the process of educating 
people to a new social development theory is often some- 
thing that causes travail. 

3- Senator Franklin then went on to mouth of course, 
information which he had received without doubt from 
Poor Law administrators that there were professionals in 
the Welfare Department, he read out the categories, I 
could have told him 24 Welfare Officers and conse- 
quently, Child Care, Foster Care and Adoptions should 
not be put under the National Assistance Board. Mr. 
President, I have to point out that it is not the intention 
of this Ministry to put Foster Care and Adoption under 
the National Assistance Board. Foster Care and Adoption 
will be placed within the confines of the Child Care 

" Department which operates under the aegis of the Child 
Care Board and the Child Care Board is a different Statu- 
tory Body from the National Assistance Board. 

Let me explain for the edification of Senator 
Franklin why this was done. Prior to my becoming Minis- 

r ter of Community Services, there was a severance of the 
section that deals with Child Care Services from the Wel- 

fare Department and a new Child Care Department was 
set up. Part of the reason I understand for thia was 
concilable, personal differences between officers in that 
department. There was serious internecine warfare and 
there was a fear that the delivery of these services to the 
public would be seriously impaired by officers fighting 
with one another. That is one of the reasons why the 
Child Care Department was called into existence early in 
1978. 

The Child Care Department deals with all matters 
relating to child care, except adoption and fostering. 
When I came into the Ministry, I tried to apply the prin: 
ciples of social development to the structuring of the par- 
ticular departments and I came to the conclusion that 
administratively and conceptually, it made sense for the 
Child Care Department to deal with all aspects of child 
care that involved delinquency in parenting. The Child 
Care has under its aegis children's homes of the mass 
variety, or a smaller group homes and children are placed 
in this residential care, as a result of the absence of 
biological parents or having incompetent parents. 

The question therefore of child care always has as 
its genesis some defect in parenting. The necessity there- 
fore for fostering and adoption has the same source, and 
therefore by parity of reasoning the transfer of foster 
care services, a new radical, different foster care service, 
will be implemented under the direction of the Child 
Care Department as soon as the necessary legislation is 
passed, as well as the new Adoption Act. That is the 
rationale for the transfer. We transfer it to  where people 
deal with the same basic problem which is inadequate 
parenting, and where people have the same kind of 
specialised background in social work. This is precisely 
why it was done, it is not transferred to the National 
Assistance Board, as Senator Franklin claimed. 

I will deal with his other comments with respect 
to the home help service. He claimed that the home 
help service was taken away from professionals, or was 
taken out of the way of professionals, and put under 
the National Assistance Board. Mr. President, Senator 
Franklin is uninformed. When the concept of home 
help was developed with particular reference to Barbados 
by me, I called in the Chief Welfare Officer and told 
the Chief Welfare Officer that I wanted him to run the 
programme. The Chief Welfare Officer said that neither 
he nor anybody else on his staff had any competence 
in home help and that it would be necessary to  send 
a welfare officer on a training course to the United 
States of America before we could have a home help 
service in Barbados. I listened to him and he unfolded 
a scenario to  me which suggested that it would take 
two years before a home help service could be imple- 
mented. I listened and thought, because I too, this 
Minister too, has had his professional experience in the 
social area. 



For 18 months when I was a university teacher 
I conducted special rehabilitation programmes for 
students, for inmates in Ryker's Island prison, and advised 
the City of New York, the New York Department of 
Foster Care, so that when people come to me with 
bogus stories I can easily see whether it is an evasion, 
an attempt to delay, or whether it is nonsense. The 
Welfare Officers and the people in the social development 
area are not dealing with a Minister who is a novice in 
this area, this is a Minister who in many respects has 
more experience in the social area than they themselves. 
This fact must be stated, not boastfully, but it must 
be made known when people start to fling about the 
word "professional" which is often used as a term to 
conceal the fact that people have no argument and 
there is no clear thinking on a particular matter. There 
are certain fad words that from time to time we use 
and abuse, and "professional" is one of them when 
certain people in certain areas are pressed to explain 
their actions, the word "professional" is sneaked into 
the conversation to mystify, to mislead and to confuse. 

I ask myself, Mr. President, what was the purpose 
of a home heip programme. The answer is this, in this 
new social development thrust, the home help programme 
was going to be devised in order to end the inequitous 
practice of sending basically healthy people to live in 
the almshouse. I have come across numerous people who 
were healthy individuals who have been placed on waiting 
lists by welfare officers to go into the almshouse. They 
look at these people who may not be as energetic as 
any of us in this Chamber and believe that they should 
be confined to the almshouse. I believe it is an illegal, 
inhuman practice to send basically healthy people to 
the almshouse. The home help programme therefore 
was designed to ensu-e that community care of a certain 
kind would keep these people in their own homes in 
which they could live out the rest of their lives in dignity 
and not to be subjected to an institutional existence that 
was degrading, humiliating and disgraceful. 

This was the purpose of the home help programme 
and it represents again another concrete manifestation 
in the new constructive, progressive theory of social 

regular basis for themselves would have their meals pre- 
pared, that their clothes would be washed, that they 
would be bathed. All of these things are necessary to 
minimal standards of civilised living. All of these things are 
absolutely necessary, Mr. President, and it is not necessary 
to do it in an institution. As a matter of fact, this policy 
is not only more humane, more dignified, it also costs the 
taxpayers of Barbados less. It costs the taxpayers of 
Barbados $5,000 to keep an old person in an almshoud. 

I call them almshouses, Mr. President, I know the ' 

euphemism is to describe them as district hospitals, but as 
long as they serve purposes of lodging old people who are 
basically healthy, it is a misnomer to describe them as 
hospitals, because a hospital is by definition a place where 
sick people are looked after, and where these people are 
not sick they have no right in such an institution, and 
such an institution functions as an almshouse and not a 
district hospital. 

T 
It is the declared objective of the Ministry of Com- 

munity Services, an objective which we are close to 
attaining, to ensure that the aspirations of the Ministry of 
Health are fulfilled in making these institutions bona flde 
district hospitals, and very shortly we will have moved 
every last old person out of the district hospital, who is 
not sick, and put them in a house properly furnished, 
properly painted and have the needs of those old people 
looked after to the tune of $500 per capita as distinct 
from $5,000 which it will cost the taxpayers of this 
country to keep an old person in an institution. 

It is not only more humane, it is less expensive as 
well. There are some hardheaded financiers who always 
ask where the money is coming from, but a social de- 
velopment theorist who is committed to rehabilitating 
individuals and restoring dignity to the poor and dis- 
possessed is also committed to creative solutions, and 
what I have been trying to instil in the officers of the 
Ministry is that they must move away from the Pavlovian 4! 
reaction every time-a proposal is made for better services 
there is the assumption that it necessarily entails more 
money. 

Knee jerk social workers look at an old man or an 
old woman and can think of nothing better to do than to 
send the person to an almshouse, a social development 
theorist rejects this categorically. We believe that the 
person should be restored to a situation of dignity and 
live in their own homes. The home help service therefore 

development as distinct from the poor law administration 
which characterises welfarism and which must be fought 
and destroyed, root and branch. 

by the bane of a poor law mentality have demonstrated 
that you can come up with creative human solutions 
superior to the solutions of the concept of welfarism and 
yet not entail any more money. It entails more thought, it 
entails more activity, more commitment from the Welfare 
Office, but no more money from the taxpayer. 

I do not believe that throwing more money at 
problems necessarily solves those problems, and we 
development theorists as distinct From those burdened 

was designed to ensure that the basic material needs of 
people, old people, were met, that their houses were 
properly 'leaned, because did not have the energy 
to do it every day. That those who could not cook on a 

I asked myself, Mr. President, if it was therefore 
necessary to send a trained welfare officer to the United 
States of America to look at their home health 
progr-e in order to decide how we are going to or- & 



ganise a programme which involver looking after the 
domestic needs of old people. Do Barbadians need to go 
and be trained as to how to organise a programme which 
deals with cleaning houses, washing, cooking and so 
forth? The utter absurdity of the proposal then obtruded 
on my consciousness when I posed the questio~n in this 
way, Mr. President, and I pose, Mr. President, to Senator 
Franklin and ask him if he would accept the kind of pro- 
fessional advice that this Minister was given to send a 
person to the United States of America to be trained to 
organise something which involves washing people's 
clothes, cleaning their houses and cooking for them. I 
thought not. I thought professionalism in this sense is . nothing more than pure and simple obfuscation; that is 
all professionalism could mean in this sense, and so I used 
the hardheaded approach of commonsense that has 
brought Barbados and Barbadians a long way. I said if the 
professionals believe that extensive and irrelevant training 
is necessary, then I will have to go with ordinary people 

" until I can do better and by a process of trial and error 
develop a home help programme that is  effective in 
Barbados, but I was not prepared, Mr. President, to 
permit any old person to suffer a day longer going with- 
out a bath, or being hungry or living in a dirty houw, lor 
staying in an almshouse. I was not going to permj t that 
burden on my conscience to be there by bowing f,o this 
bogus professional advice. 

We therefore set up a home help program le under 
the National Assistance Board because the National 
Assistance Board over the years has become enlasculated 
of its powers under the Act which involves ailvising the 
Minister on every aspect of national assist.ance. The 
members of the National Assistance Board hzs  been inti. 
midated by the professionals into not functi.oning; they 
were told that they were political hacks arid that they 
would not be there for very long, and so I found 
members of the National Assistance Board not perform. 
ing their statutory responsibilities. Giviiag them this 

3. responsibility not only ensured that the Belard functioned 
as it was required by statute to do, but it also assured the 
programme of community input. 

We .started off last year with $100 000 which was 
voted for this programme. The success of the prop amme 

. has been so outstanding that I was able to persuade my 
colleagues in the Cabinet, and there are some hardheaded 
financiers in the Cabinet as well, substantially to increase 
this sum of money, and thig year we are now having, I 
am pleased to report, the allocation of $380 000 for the 
home help programme. Last year with our meagre budget 
we were able to extend this progrunme to ten parishes in 
Barbados, caring for 750 old people and in the coming 
year we expect possibly to treble this in terms of the 
number of people that it reaches. We do n o t  wrve 
parishes; we serve people. 

9 

Another misstatement w ma& by Senator 
Franklin that the housing welfare programme was taken 
from under the central administration of the civil service 
and put under a statutory board like the National 
Assistance Board and that the Hational Assistance Board 
and Statutory Boards do not run things as tightly and 
efficiently as central administration. In fact this pro- 
gramme came into existence in 1969 and from 1969 until 
1976 it was run by a statutory board. It was run by the 
National Housing Corporation. Of course in the seven 
years of its existence they built about fifty houses and re- 
paiqd about 300, and when I talk about repairs, Mr. 
President, they are not repaired in the social development 
sense of repaired; they were repaired in the poor law 
sense. 

On the eve of election lorries laden with lumber 
would go through districts and throw off two or three 
pieces of board at an old lady's house as if you were 
throwing scrap to a dog. It is the humiliation of a pro- 
g r m e  of welfarism. It is the pernacious thinking of wel- 
farism, the poor law mentality that is a sign that turns 
people into things, that alienates the old in this country 
and which dehumanizes the poor. 

Do you imagine the scene at Election time, frantic 
politicians who did not service thier constituencies for the 
4% years of 4 years and 9 months in the three month 
before the Election sending men through a district on 
trucks throwing pieces of lumber at old people? Do you 
imagine a more undignified scene than that? That is what 
I am seeking to rescue the old people of this co~-.ntry 
from and I am not stopping as long as I have respon- 
dbility for this Ministry. I will drag all of those people 
who resist kicking and screaming into the modem arena 
of social development as long as I have responsibility for 
it. Let juveniles scream. I intend to clean the mess up, as 
long as I have responsibility for it. 

Senator Franklin said, Mr. President, thst it v ~ i s  
then taken from the Welfare Department. It was trans- 
ferred by this Government to the Central Administration 
believing, as Senator Franklin believed, that it would be 
better administered there. It was transferred from a 
Statutory Body to the Central Administration by his 
Government. 

I believed a score of complaints about unfair 
practices and the like, and houses not done properly. 
I believed that it was necessary in a programme such 
as this to have community input. I therefore transferred 
it to the National Assistance Board so that that Board 
could fulfil its statutory functions all the better and 
aince it has been transferred to the National Assistance 
board productivity has increased, and there are fewer 
complaints arising out of unfairness than I have heard' 
when it was under the Central Welfare Administration. 



This program was restarted in 1978 and in two 
years, Mr. President, we had built 141 houses. We have 
built 141 houses in two years as opposed to the 50 or so 
that they built in about seven years and repaired in the 
social development scheme and the welfare scheme, about 
four times as many houses and not only did we repair 
them properly, we have also painted all of them to en- 
sure that people are proud of the appearance of their 
houses. 

Mr. President, I do not know that there is any- 
thing else that I need to respond to. I have information, 
Mr. President, which makes the poor law performance of 
the Democratic Labour Party even more shameful than I 
thought it was. The propamme was not a programme 
designed for social development but a naked crudely run 
political operation. This information says that lumber was 
taken back from people in St. Thomas when it was dis- 
covered that they supported another party. In Christ 
Church too? 

Mr. President, this is what I mean abollt the poor 
law mentality. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, since I have talked 
long enough, I really intended to speak only for about 
half an hour but now that I have looked at the clock, J 
have gone over that by a little. Mr. President, I really 
want to say that the SenatR Debate, generally, reached it 
usual height and constructive level on the Estimates this 
year. There were some low points that I alluded to. The 
low points reached in Senator Franklin's address, I 
believe, were not done out of malice. I believe that he 
irought conscientiousness to the debate but in this 
C'lamber, Sir, conscientiousness is not enough. I believe 
Sil, that after he has listened to me and I will speak to 
him outside of the Senate Chambers ifhe deigns to 
listen then I believe that he will be better prepared to 
participate in these debates, eqecially in the work relat- 
ing to the Ministry of Labour and Community Services. 
I think that when you are dealing with the Ministry for 
which I have responsibility, the first thing you have to 
recognise is that there is a new philosophy at work. I 
know that many people believe that theory and 
philosophy are nebulous airy-fairy things that have no 
relationship to the concrete. 

Senator Franklin rose. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: What are you rising on? 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Just a matter of 
information from the Honourable Minister. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Are you trying to elucidate some- 
thing. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Yes, Sir. Mr. 
President, I am sorry I was not here earlier, but I do not 
know if the Honourable Senator made any mention of 
the Meals on Wheels programme with the Red Cross, 
whether he has any plans to incorporate it, or any grants 
to the programme, or what. 

SENATOR THE HON. D.G. BLACKMAN: Mr. Presi. 
dent, I have received a request from some officers of the ~ e d  
Cross to help in any way to expand and improve the 
service. I received this request some months ago, but . 
unfortunately, I have not been able to meet with them as 
yet. I propose to do so in the next couple of weeks. One 
of the reasons why I have not met with them as yet is 

a 

because I gleaned from the letter that they were interested 
in some funds as well, which I was in no position to help 
them with. At the dawn of the new Financial Year, I 
believe that I would be in a position to help them a little 
and to harmonise their activities to the extent possible 
with the activities of the home help service. k 

Mr. President, I have been informed that I ornit- 
ted to deal with certain points which Senator Franklin 
raised relative to housing. I really do not think that I 
need dwell too long on any of the issues that he raised. I 
agree with him that the ability to mortgage chattel houses 
now would increase the already heavy demand for service 
lots provided by the Ministry of Housing and I want to 
assure him that a very dynamic sites and services pro- 
gramme is underway and planned for the future. Both 
underway and planned would be sites and services pro- 
gramme, partly service lots and partly rental at Bonnetts 
in Britton's Hill, the Ivy, partly rentals and partly sites 
and services, the Ivy is in my constituency, it is mine - 
Valerie, Britton's Hill also partly rentals and partly service 
lots, service lots at Clarke's Land, My Lord's Hill, Zion 
Hill, Orange Hill, the Glebe and the urban development 
programme at Bellairs. 

I believe that Senator Franklin would be pleased to 4 
know that this kind of development with respect to satis- 
fying the demand for service lots which is established in a 
proper infra-structure is very much in progress and very 
much in the forefront of the thoughts of persons, who 
are in the Ministry of Housing and Lands. 

Mr. President, 1 thank you very much for your fore- - 

bearance. In my enthusiasm, I am inclined to trespass 
upon your tolerance, somewhat. I thank you very much 
for your forebearance and the forebearance of other , 
Honourable Senators. (APPLAUSE). 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Bmow: 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. Presi- 
dent, this debate has been extremely instructive. It is a 
debate in which I thought I had learnt so much and I was * 
not going to be able to take in any more and then, just 



C 

before my colleague sits, I discover that we have an 
Honourable Senator with a constituency. 

However that may be, I am taken back to a few 
hours Sir to a conversation which two or three of us had. 
I think it was over tea it might have been over dinner 
yesterday, in which we were talking about what the 
Senate was like at the beginning of this Session in 1976 
and the fact that some people tended to predominate, or 
perhaps one might say to dominate the debate and one of 
the things which gave us a measure of good cheer and a 
sense of achievement is the fact that we have moved so 
far from that stage that it can be said and it could cer- 

1 tainly have been said with absolute honesty a couple of 
months ago that almost every contribution made on the 
Floor of the Senate was a contribution of substance and a 
contribution of reasonably high standard. So that, it is no 
longer possible for a couple of us, who came in here with 

. a little bit of parliamentary experience initially which 
others did not have to behave as though we could do 
whatever we wanted on the floor of the Senate and get 
away with it. That Sir to me is something which I can 
feel comiortable with about. I feel that everyb dy has 
worked to try and make this period a success and if this 
Session should last for another six days, another six 
weeks, or another six months we will not be able to lose 
that significant achievement. 

T 

But more than anything else Sir, yesterday after- 
noon I was both extremely gladdened and saddened at 
the same time. I am going to tell you first why I was 
saddened. I was saddened because I was predicting that in 
all that was going on, the coverage which we were getting 
in the news would bear about as much relation to what 
went on, as the reason in here for the demand for a life- 
guard station in St. Thomas, or St. George. As I listened 
yesterday to one of the most brilliant speeches I have 
ever heard, a speech made by Senator Enid Lynch on 
education in which there was compassion, there was wit, 
there was such a store of knowledge to which we became 
exposed and the speech had style. She had balance and 
was relaxed and really for one who was sleepy and who 
did not keep my eyes too open for a lot of the debate, I 
found myself sitting forward and not being able to nod 
not for a moment and speaking for other Honourable 
Senators, I realise that this was an experience we a l l  
truly shared and yet, to hear the news, or to read the 
news reports, there was absolutely no indication as to 
what was the real high point of this year's Senate debate. 

I believe Senator Lynch will have to take comfort 
in the fact that her colleagues appreciated what she said 
and for that reason Sir, I do not propose to take my 
reply in terms of who made what point first, but I want 
to take my reply in a point raised by Senator Lynch, in 
respect of the School Attendance Officers. There were 

9 points made yesterday about education and as I recall, 
apart from this speech of Senator Lynch's which took 

into account a point raised by Senator Marjorie 
Blackman, the other points were made by Senator 
Franklin in his contribution the previous day. 

The point I really want to make is the fantastic 
contrast between the two speeches, in that I was not sure 
whether Senator Franklin was being critical or not. I 
think he sounded as though he wanted to be critical, but 
then I ;ecognised so much of the subject matter of what 
he was saying as being a little bit too close to a speech 
made recently by Minister of Education Tull, which itself 
was informed by the exclusive provision in the 1966 
Manifesto of the Barbados Labour Party advocating 
zoning, that I was sure that in the end whether he wanted 
to be critical or not, Senator Franklin was not being 
critical, but in fact in so far as he was advocating 
anything he was advocating what is clearly established 
Barbados Labour Party policy. It is that we must bring 
the schools up to a certain level, and that when we have 
brought them up - in other words, it is not a matter 
of levelling down - but ensuring that all the schools 
are of a reasonable quality, then we can tell the people 
about zoning, and if you are going to try to deal with the 
few equal and the many unequal, then you cannot talk 
about zoning in any serious sense. 

Senator Lynch talked about the role of the School 
Attendance Officers, and the Ministry of Education has 
advised me that the new Education Act will no longer 
give merely an advisory role to the School Attendance 
Officers, but that these new powers will authorise Scl~ool 
Attendance Officers to enter the premises and make such 
enquiries as might be necessary to determine whether 
section 39 is being complied with in relation to any child 
of compulsory school age whom he has reasonable cause 
to believe to be residing at or employed at the premses. 
This is where during echo01 hours the School Aftendance 
Officer sees a child on premises outside of school 
obviously. 

Any such child may be detained, once the child 
appears to be of compulsory age and is not at school. He 
may ask the child questions concerning his age, his name 
and address, the school at which he is registered and the 
reason for his absence from school. If the child does not 
give a satisfactory reason for his absence, may take the 
child to his home or to the school and shall report the 
absence of the child from school to the Chief Education 
Officer. In other words, the same kinds of things which 
Senator Lynch advocated so strongly in her speech, I 
am happy to say have found their way into the minds 
of the advisers and policy makers in the Ministry of 
Education. 

Since I am dealing with a couple of points raised 
on the Ministry of Education, let me at this stage dispose 
of the point which I could not quite understand when 
Senator Franklin made it. When he talked about the fact 



that we an saying that nobody in the Government 
Service is working for less than $500 a month and yet 
them are people working in the School Meals ServIce for 
$ 5,064 per annum. What Senator Franklin apparently 
does not know is that these School Meals'semers are not 
eight hour a day employees, they are working five hours a 
day, they are working from 10.00 am. to 3.00 pm. 
during term, and what they earn over the year is $5,064 
per annum. That is a slightly different matter. 

In much of Senator Franklin's address he was 
calling for improvements in the staffing. It is quite clear 
that as more and more university graduates become 
available the secondary schools, including the newer 
secondary schools, will obviously become completely 
or nearly completely staffed with graduates, but at 
present there is a graduate to non-graduate ratio of one 
to two. 

Senator Franklin asked about a regrading of the 
teachers' salaries, and I hope my note is wrong, because 
I could not understand what he was asking for, since all 
teachers' salaries had only just been regraded. He is 
indicating, Sir, that that was not exactly what he meant, 
but at the time I made the note and I am happy to 
recognise that he must have made a slip. 

Since he is here and Senator Boxill is not here, and 
since Senator Franklin is here, I really would have wished 
to have just taken official notice and give a reply to any 
point which he had made, but it would seem, Sir, that in 
so far as I have been able to follow him, what he said 
in relation to Education, give uniforms to those who 
failed the Common Entrance also, his call for,zoning and 
for the building up of the comprehensive schools, and then 
he dealt with the School Meals Sewers. 

The way in which the uniforms have been intro- 
duced obviously reflects a planned approach to the thing. 
We are phasing it in, we will take each crop as we go 
forward, and as expansion becomes possible school uni- 
forms may become a reality for all school children, but 
you do not start a scheme by simply operating with every 
child within the system in every school, all at the same 
time. I believe Senator Franklin would understand more 
clearly what I mean if I referred to the fact that the 
School Meals project was started as a pilot project and 
indeed for a long time after that scheme did not reach all 
the schools in Barbados. Even after the scheme had been 
in operation for nearly 15 years the 10 cents, which 
would only be a nuisance, because really collecting 10 
cents could serve no useful purpose, it still had not been 
found necessary to remove it. Or we might go to the area 
of educational broadcasting where a pilot project was set 
up in the 19603, which pilot project has remained a pilot 
project for all time, apparently and which is something I 
hope the next Labour Party administration will be able to 
turn its attention to and do something quite positive 

about, What is wrong is letting things remain pilot pro- $ 
jects, not in starting them as pilots. 

The points raised by Senator Bodll about Dodds 
were disposed of by Senator Lynch, and I do not think 
there are other points within the area of Education which 
are really points that merit notice. 

I would only like to' say one thing, Sir, that within 
the context of policies relating to whether nationals or 
non-nationals occupy positions of authority, I think we 

. 
ought not to allow ourselves to be carried away with any 
enthusiasm on the point, because while it is clear that 
national interest will demand that nationals fill available * 
positions where they are qualified to do so, our laws like 
the laws of other countries recognise that people have 
spouses for example, recognise that sometimes a person 
who speaks with an accent may be a Barbadian born out- 
side of Barbados. In other words people who ultimately 
may make their home here would have to be treated with * 
the same sense of entitlement, and therefore I would 
caution that before we make the point we, first of all, 
establish whether we are talking about people who are 
non-nationals in any true sense. That is merely with 
regard to one particular point. (Asides) I nearly had 
another illustration of the point. 

I think we just have to be careful because if we are 
working in a particular institution and we seem to be 
saying that in that institution there are jobs of any 
responsibility, any seniority of going to non-nationals, we 
can in fact result in misleading the public not because we 
mean to do so but indeed because we have ourselves mis- 
interpreted the situation and misinformed ourselves. 

Sir, the next point that I think I shall take in re- 
lation to the points raised in this debate is a point which 
has been dealt with not in great detail but at times at 
some length by other speakers, and there is very little left * 
for me to say about it, but what I do have to say I 
believe to be of some significance. It  is a point concem- 
ing the Defence Force and $14 million. Senator Boxill 
and Senator Franklin could have saved us a lot of trouble 
if they had both got up and at least in respect of this 
topic spoken at one and the same time and sat back 
down, because they each of them followed the other and " 

was here when the other was speaking, really said the 
same thing, and I would like to believe that on our side 
we would not get up and inflict the same mouthing on 
this Chamber one after the other. The fact of the matter 
is that if we are talking about the Defence Force, .lit us 
deal with it at the level of credibility. The people who 
started the Defence Force were the people who went up 
and down the country criticising the Defence Force, and 
when it became clear that they had put their credibility 
on the line, a few months ago they started back tracking B. 
particularly after it was seen how helpful the members of 



the Defence Force had been to the community after the 
hurricane. 

If you will notice, Sir, as of that time the attitude 
of the Democratic Labour Party to the Defence Force 
became a different one, especially since one of the more 
vocal critics suddenly discovered that in the constituency 
of St. Lucy which he represents a lot of the membership 
of the Defence Force happens to come from there. And 
make no bones about it, Sir, I do not have to stand up 
here and go over what the Defence Force personnel did at 
that time. I believe that everybody in Barbados knows; 
but as of then they have been singing a new tune. Up to 
then they were even making statements about who was 
training in what and who was accustomed to shooting 
down people and all the most slanderous and vicious non- 
sense. Now when they see the item Defence Force they 
still seem unable to look at the thing and decide that 
perhaps the wisest course to follow is to keep my mouth 
shut. So they get up and they say, and it is one recital - 
if you listened to  them in the Other Place you heard it, 
if you listen on the platforms you will hear the same 
thing and now you are getting it in here - "I am not 
opposed to the Defence Force, but you are spending too 
much money on it." 

It is a fact, Sir, that the bulk of the allocation for 
the Defence Force is for the Coast Guard. That is what 
it is for, and if only for that reason the Opposition 
should shut up because there is no intention on the part 
of this Government to build a Coast Guard on the beach. 
It is also not the intention of this Government to equip 
the Coast Guard with the kind of boat that if you put it 
in river water you might do all right. We do not have 
rivers in Barbados. Ask those who had to come from 
Grenada on the George Fergusson; ask the people who 
came up from Grenada; ask Al Gilkes about the ride; sick 
all the way up.They are not worth it. George Fergusson is 
not something that we can use. But the problem with the 
Coast Guard is that the Democratic Labour Party is going 
to force this Government to reveal to the public what 
proportion of the money spent by the last administration 
on the Coast Guard was not wasted. You see, sometimes 
you talk about not spending so much money, but some- 
times then you do not spend enough and what you spend 
is wasted; so you spend enough, but you spend it badly; 
the same effect. 

There is one thing for which this Government has a 
good reputation and which it is going to keep a 
reputation for; it is that we recognise that you cannot do 
something cheaply, and we try to create savings by 
managing the project with maximum efficiency. That is 
what we are in this business about and it is always a 
costly business. Any aspect of defence is always a costly 
business and we must not confuse Defence Forces with 
the policing operation in the sense of people going out 
and doing a certain kind of patrol. Although there is an 

element of policing in a Defence Force, and if so, what 
we should be looking at is, can we make the kind of p ro  
vision that is adequate for the policing of our economic 
zone, the 200 mile limit that we are talking about? There 
is no point in going and sitting down and talking about 
Law of the Sea Conferences and talking about conference 
of significant and economic import and saying that a 
nation is to be able to enjoy the economic resources 
available right outside its shore and then not making any 
provision to police that zone. It just does not make sense. 
If you are going to be in serious business, you have to 
put your money where your mouth is. 

Others have spoken, Sir, about the skills which 
people derive. People have talked about the necessity for 
a Defence Force but I am speaking only against a very 
limited background. I have defined my area very 
carefully. They recognise the need for a Defence Force 
and where they put their thrust was with the Coast 
Guard. We recognized the need for a Defence Force. 
Where we put our thrust is also with the Coast Guard but 
we recognise that if that job is going to be done it would 
be costly and we therefore had to take a decision whether 
we would spend that money or not. 

You cannot stand up and tell people things which 
you yourself know possibly you cannot believe and I am 
sure that if Senator Franklin's advisors would give him a 
proper briefing he would not come in here and repeat 
these points because he would not believe them either. I 
believe that the mistakes which the Senator comes in here 
and makes are entirely the function of political inference, 
entirely. 

We are aiming to provide the following, Sir. The 
development of the capability to police the exclusive 
Economic Zone of some 50,000 sq. miles in order to 
protect Fisheries 'and other Marine Resources and to 
carry out the Air/Sea Rescue Missions as required. That is 
why you will find that we have to have a patrol boat of a 
certain kind which costs money. It is true we are borrow- 
ing money to buy it, but it costs money. This is why we 
are getting some kind of aircraft capability and it costs 
, -money but if you hear the Opposition, you would believe 

them to be trying to claim that what you are trying to do is 
to buy bullets. 

Senator Boxill was sitting down there - sorry, Sir, 
he was not sitting, he was standing and talking about 
obsolete arms. I mean, Sir, what are we hearing I believe, 
Sir, that even if we can excuse Senator Boxill, Senator 
Franklin at his age cannot afford to be found to saying 
much the same thing. He cannot. Senator Boxill has no 
future even in the Senate. I would like to  believe that 
Senator Franklin has a future in the Senate. 

If, Sir, we were to look at a little bit at the 
professional advice on which these decisions were based, 



it is necessary and it is our responsibdity t,? ellsure tiiL 1 
freedom of that area from pollution, by oli atid othei 
substances and can you tell me exactly how wallke, joi> 
know, gets us back into the men afid d1m:luniuons 
argument, Sir, pollution? I believe, Sir, that everybody n 

i 
here knows about oil slicks and I kheve that everyboujr 
in here get concerned sometimes when off the Mo~gar, 
Lewis Beach there seem to be substances whidi we are 
never too sure if there are dischaged frdr11 r u l  od eaiker 1 

i 
or what it comes from but there IS from tune to  unle 
evidence of pollution in that area. ! 

I 
I 

Ever so often and we are not the onlb people wiic 
have that problem. As long as we are an Island people wt- 
have to recognise that thls is one of the problems arid it 

is one of the expensive things that we have to deal wlth 
Because of our Economic Zone, if meaningful patrols 
were to be carried out on the perixieter, it would bL 
necessary to buy boats with displacement house whici 
would be very seaworthy, though slow, or plane boat5 
which would be much longer than the ones cu~rently m 
use. It was on that advice that the 37.5 metres fast patrol 
boat which Senator Boxill called a washer. it is on that 
advice that that boat is being purchased. 

In addition, two trawler type boats are being 
refitted and are expected to be delivered shortly. At first. 
Sir, I just did not refer to that part of my note because it 
is my belief, and I am pretty sure that that information 
has already been made public and i t  is for people in 
public life not to know about it and if the Senator is not 
aware of what is going on, we can advise h of ii 

number of people whom he can go to and get serious in- 
formation, not coming in here and throwing in things 
about spending too inuch money and so on. 

Imagine Senator Boxill was a Minister in the last 
Government. When he sees $14 million down under 
Defence and Security, for the first time it dawned on 
him, Sir, that it could build a Chddren's Hospital. All the 
time he was in the House from 1961 to 1971, the DLP 
was in Government and they did not build a slngle 
Hospital. The nearest they came to buildmg a Hospital 
was when they started at Warrens with the building of a 
Crematorium and even that did not get off and all of a 
sudden, he discovers that we should build a Cltldren's 
Hospital. Are we tallung seriously? I understarid peoplz 
who can make criticisms and made p ~ o p o d s  that cari be 
taken seriously, but not just standing up and talk, and 
talk and talk. 

You see, Sir, we will have to decide whether we ale 
going to have a Coast Guard with a fast patrol boat and 
two trawler boats and adequately staffed in the interest 
of protecting our fishermen, in the interest of pohcing the 
Economic Zone or whether we are going to  invest in ar j  

unseaworthy vessel like the George Fergusson. You h o w  
how glad I was when I picked up the Newspaper and saw 

sometiuig that kc: George Fergusson had actually done. $ 
I was very glad when 1 saw that it went down to Grenada 
after the Revolution to pick up the fellows, the same 
h i i g  they siud that A1 Gilkes could tell people about. Do 
you know, Sir, it had to put in at St. Vincent an the way? 
It could not make the whole trip back to Barbados, and 
people who could spend money buying foolishness like 
that, could consider themselves competent to tell yau 
how you sflould spend money and what is worse, the 
gnllernen in the colirse of delivering his words of wisdom 
also went on to tell us that what we should have done 

. 
was to keep the North Point. 

I tbought that it had already been established that a 

the only thing the North Point was good for was to  
carry shells to South Africa which is the only reason the 
Harp people offered to lease it or buy it from the 
Government after 1976 because they obviously had a 
reasonable expectation that if the Government had not 
changed they would neither have needed to lease or buy b 

it untll they were able to use it for that purpose 
established, since it has now been so clearly established 
that that was the real business that Dr. Jerry Bull and his 
other Harp Colleagues, and Mr. Carlton Brathwaite and so 
on were in to, close, close friends of the last 
ad~ninistration. 

I think, Sir, that if Senator Boxill had been here at 
the time when the Duffus Commission was going on, he 
would have understood. I am sure. I have known him a 
long time, Sir and he would have understood what they 
were really saying about the Nortli Point and I think that 
somebody is going to  have to eve him a crash course in 
order to fill him in with all llie information that he 
missed fromthe time he went to Canada in the days when 
they did not consider him good enough to be put in the 
Senate up to 1977 or so when he came back. 

But my caution is really that Senator Franklin must 
not allow himself to fall into that kind of trap. You see 6. 

Sir, we may look at the ramblings of Senator Boxill 
kindly because after all he is retired, I mean I thought so 
at least in 19'71, But, at his age, Senator Franklin cannot 
regard himself as having retired, even if he does regard 
himself as being retired, it is going to be difficult for 
him to get us to regard him as being retired. . 

Setldtor kiewitt, Senator MacKenzie and by way of 
a single sentence, Senator Marjorie Blackman touched on 
the bu.sir~ess of the public debt. Since I am no economist, , 

it shouId be very clear that I wdl be speaking merely 
against a background uf advice. The last time th'at this 
point came up in here Sir when 1.was without the benefit 
of any Public Service advice, what I did was t o  try t o  
get hold of the Balance of Payments situation, I got some 
figures and at that point I could see a little bit that made 
sense to me, although 1 knew it was not the full picture. 
The point is Sir that if we are talking about the national 



debt, if we are going to express concern, it must be 
concern as to whether we can continue to service the 
debt. I believe that nobody considers debt a problem, as 
long as servicing the debt is not causing any particular 
difficulty. There are problems of course which can come 
because you might have more than one loan going and 
you may have to retire a number of loans at about the 
same time if you have not planned it well, or if you have 
not been able to get a proper amortisation scheme. 

I But generally speaking, if you can plan this so that 
you do not have these difficult years as in 1974 I believe 
it was when too much had to retire at one time. 
Generally speaking, I believe we can look at the level of 
our debt servicing and look at our old foreign exchange 
earnings and therefore determine whether there is a 
problem to face. Mr. President, I am making the point 
in this way because I believe that even trained economists 

- are not going to speak very positively in relation to this 
matter, because there are too many variables. In the first 
place we talk about capacity to service a loan and this 
must depend to some extent on our ability to read the 
information and interpret it properly, as to whether our 
level of exports is likely to keep up. Therefore, there 
are a number of factors which the economists would 
take into consideration which might escape the attention 
of the layman. But it is good enough for me if I can 
understand that these things need to be qualified. It is 
good enough for me to accept a shorthand definition of 
whether everything is O.K. and everything is O.K. 
according to that shorthand defmition, when you are not 
paying out by way of servicing your debt too high a 
proportion of your export earnings. You have to export 
to earn foreign exchange and it is the foreign component 
of the national debt that really causes the problems. 

I know Sir, that in some countries, Caribbean 
countries too, you h d  that something like 30% of the 
earnings fiom export might have to go to service the 
foreign debt and what we have found in Barbados is that 
although the indicators are that even though the tourist 
industry may not be growing as fast as it grew a couple 
of years back, there would still be substantial foreign 
exchange earnings from tourism, although sugar prices 
are high and therefore, there will be substantial foreign 
exchange earnings from sugar and although there is a - lot of growth activity in the manufacturing sector all of 
which are good indicators for our exports continuing to 
grow, still Mr. President, when we talk about a foreign 

. debt of $500 million today, we are not particularly 
perturbed because the notable component of that debt is 
$332.9 million approximately $333 million which 
includes ways and means advances from the Central 
Bank to the tune of about $25 million and a foreign 
debt of $167.1 million because it is costing us 2.6% of 
our export earnings to service that foreign debt. Senator 

,, Truss had said 2.4% and I am advised that when you are 
talking about two point something percent, it really 

does not matter if you say two point two, or two point 
eight because you are well within what you can afford 
to service. 

A lot of people looking at the economic indices 
in Barbados would have not been perturbed if you were 
spending 10%. We are a more conscious Government 
however. The point is that we keep way down below 
the Ceiling. So when we are talking about the national 
debt I believe Sir, that we should recognise that while 
you have to watch these things very carefully there is 
really no need to panic. 

The other point within this strict fmancial area to 
which I have to move is a point which was raised by 
Senator Franklin. I remember Senator Hewitt's speech 
particularly Sir because Senator Hewitt went to some 
length to explain for the benefit of the Chamber that 
Senator Franklin had absolutely no point, when he said 
that the shift was taking place from Direct to Indirect 
Taxation because Senator Hewitt referred to  the 
economic data available to all of us to show that the 
taxes on incomes and profits expressed as a percentage of 
total revenue reached the high of 43% in 1974-75 and 
again in 1976-77 and in 1979-80 the low of 38%, in 
1980-81, it was around 41% and so on. In other words, 
you are talking about a situation which is going up and 
down between 38% and 43% which cannot support the 
argument that there has been any such shift and I 
thought of what Senator Franklin had said because I 
recognised that if the basis for an argument has been des- 
troyed, then perhaps we should look to see whether this 
is a peculiar argument in which there was something left 
standmg after the basis had been destroyed. 

What I have found, Sir, was that he had in fact 
made no argument, he had merely made a statement 
which turned out riot to be correct. He went on, and in 
an unconnected though at the time apparently related - 
again I discovered it was related only in time - he made 
a statement that even though the economy seemed to be 
doing better, and thankfully I must say for him that he 
did not challenge that point, that the benefits were not 
flowing on to the people. Sir, that is a very serious state- 
ment to make, especially when a man is making the point 
that the shift is taking place from direct to indirect taxa- 
tion. I thought when he was saying that that he was going 
on to speak against the relief in direct taxation which has 
been given over these years since the Labour Party 
formed the Government of the country, and that is why I 
said I was looking to find the point he was making and 
alas I found no point. 

The forecast at the time of the new Consumption 
Tax Act was that it would have an effect between three 
quarters of one percent and one per cent on the cost of 
living index, and as far as I am advised - and I did ask 
for advice on the point - all the information so far 



lumrb tkar tke efPoet Ir bttlieen t k ~ e  quu&m of one 
percent, urd me preen€, 'Pke penon who groduod tkL 
ravfiM goor en to rate tkst there w a  s ndueUon of h= 
e r n e  tax by rt lelrst 3% of to td  beeme for Vlftudy dl 
taxpayers, so that thy a t o l d  stiil be better off by 496, 
wkiek w d d  tend to null!& the eonrumpdon t w ,  

New, just let me m h  the p o h t  that 1 do not 
quite ffieept that reuoftiag RJ strrd&t fa rrll that, see, 
but just let me mrrke one point, Sir, h ira economy 
where wagas are riring and there ir no indexing, if you 
do not actually by law adjust your income tax rates, 
evey single manjack in the economy who even goes out 
and works for half day and comes back at some modest 
wage will soon find himself paying income tax. It is as 
simple as that. As wages rise the income tax bracket will 
absorb everybody eventually. 

Now, substantial relief has been given in order to 
reverse this regressive trend which had not merely set in, 
in fact it had become quite the feature of our situation in 
Barbados, because not since 1968 had there been income 
tax concessions. It meant that everybody who was earning 
a little more had to face the fact that quite a lot of it 
was being eaten up by inflation, and on top of that he 
was being forced more and more into a high tax bracket. The 
effect of the income tax concessions was to restore that 
purchasing power, knock all those people under a certain 
amount - if you consider that some of those people 
qualify in other words for allowances, I think it was more 
than one third of the tax base - just knock them out, 
take them off the roll, Sir, for all intents and purposes, 
and in the face of that with wage increases over these 
same years, in some instances like the last settlement in 
some categories as high as 38.3%, generous wage increases 
taking place over the.:e past few years, how can anybody 
talk about economic benefits not flowing down to the 
people, Sir? Senator Franklin would have to come in here 
and bring a mass of economic data, not just what he calls 
economic figures, in order to persuade me that in the face 
of the facts which I have just given him - I know these 
are facts and everybody else in here knows these are facts 
- that people are not financially better off today. 

There is no way, Sir, that wages can rise substantially, 
income tax relief be given so substantial that i t  would have 
taken more than three tax free months last year to eat up 
the concession. I am nothing now to do with any benefits 
which the State is producing or anything, let us just deal 
with the man going to work, the man getting a bread, the 
man coming home. I t  is nothing but economic lunacy to 
argue that that man is not better off, Sir, and indeed I 
would make one point. If the Senator doubts what I am 
saying, what he must do, do not wait for the bell to ring, 
start now and go in a rum shop or two in St. Philip North 
and he will find out when he talks to the fellows. Do  not 
wait until election comes, go in now and you will find out 
that those fellows are a little better off, and in some cases 

P lot h t& r  QB wlih money, The trouble is, l i r ,  b t  my j 
friends tell me f b t  the $enator mi&t net $8 able to stsy 
h h i e  wry 1m~, ~BBIIUY it ha @me up to bnndy now, 

The o t b i  p o h t  of t&r noft is where betaator 
P r a W  stumed me aetuttlly, because he arrid tht e i t b r  
we were h for a neestion, whieh he did not believe, or 
that the revenue figures were understated, 1 rememl$er 
that very wel,  Sir, It turtle out that what Senator 
Fratlkltn was doing waa comparing utlltke things, You see, 
the $395,1 million for 1980-81 war the e r ighd  estimate ' 

and did net therefore inelude any budgetary proposals, 
What you have to  compare this year's $483,7 million with 
is that $395.1 million, because that $483.7 million is also 
an original estimate, and you will see that something like 
a 22% increase in revenue is being forecast, What the 
Senator compared with the $483.7 million was the 
$447.9 million figure, which is the revised revenue figure 
for 1980-81, not the original estimate. We have to com- 
pare original estimates with original estimates. ? 

You can compare a reasonable estimate at the 
beginning of one year with actual performance at the end 
of that year so that you can say that you performed by 
so much better than your estimate, but you cannot pick 
up a revised figure for one year, take the original estimate 
for the next year and say that you are not forecasting 
enough for increase in revenue. You cannot do it. Now if 
you take these Estimates after Tuesday, then you can 
start doing a completely different set of economic pro- 
jections on them because after Tuesday - when is the 
Opposition's reply to the Budget'? 

A VOICE: All Fools Day. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Well after 
Wednesday, Sir. But anyhow, I think I have made the 
point. You compare like things; you do not compare 

, unlike. 

Senator Hewitt has made his usual point and as 
usual, Sir, I think he has something of a point. He knows 
the point I am referring to. Every year you come in here 
Senator Hewitt is down on this Capital Estimate as 
though he expects you to forecast exactly what you 
know you can spend. Anyhow, that is another point. The 
point which the hon. member makes relating to indexing 
where he suggests you should try and get your income tax 
rates to a certain point and then index, obviously that is 
not a point with which we can disagree, because I think it 
is clear if you look at the old age pensions and the way 
Government has been treating them, that in so far as we 
can see what the economic implications are, we are 
certainly not opposed to the idea. It is a matter of when 
we can reach the point where we can with confidence 
start the indexing operation. 



i A$& the h a ,  member is eritied about tb imen. 
tivctr @wn to errec~urape inwstmerrt, ad if you lwk at i t  
tR tkPt pnctrB1 sense, t b r e  is udoubtody o point, If you 
bok  at it h t b  r n r  of eneounghg some putieipatien 
by workers In the ptaees where they work, then evidently 
the sirn of that prwidon ir a little different from tb 
wider purpose wM& Senator Hewitt is redly t&ng 
a b u t ,  

f think Senator Trotmim dedt pretty firmly with 
I 

the whole question of ptiee control, and f wu going to 
make a point about them, but just let me reduce my 
point to this,' we operate a society which does not have * the same diversity of economic interest as large societies 
and it does no t  have the kind of buffers-that large 
societies have, and we have to be extremely careful that 
we do not talk about operating and implementing a 
system of price controls just because it sounds good. We 

7, have had the experience already of operating limited price 
controls, operating price controls across a larger area, 
and we are now back to  operating limited price controls; 
so it is not as though we do not have price controls. 
There are price controls on a selected number of essential 
items, but it had been the case that when the price con- 
trol policy waq at its height in terms of implementation 
and administration in this country, the people who felt 
the pressure and got forced out of business were the very 
small shopkeepers. What sort of economy are we running 
if it were going to revert to  a policy that pushes the small 
man out of business? 'That is what the Democratic Labour 
Party must address i ts  mind to, that the price control 
policy wMeh it followe:d prior to 1976 drove small people 
out of business. It also1 kept unemployment unnecessarily 
high and it seems therefore a much wiser policy to use 
the commercial activity of the BMC, to use the consumer 
information which is made available to the GIS 
programmes to which the hon. member referred, to use 
this kind of mechanism in addition to a small number of 
selected items, and to use whatever moral suasion you 
can; sometimes what wit also use is the threat that if we 
do not bring down the price, we will put a control on it, 
and that sowtimes brings it down. 

Mr. President, it is better to use those methods and 
let little ~ o p l e  stay in business and let people generate a 
sufficient revenue that they can employ Barbadians. It is 
not in our interest to  see Barbadians walking the streets 
and standing on the stree t comer at 10 o'clack in the 
morning with nothing to dt l  and also Sir, the bulk in the 

- unemployment is among yc lung women. A lot of those 
same jobs are the jobs that t.hey fill. I cannot see how we 
can possibly talk about pricc: controls as though there is 
something sacred about theri? and as though a case for 
them has been made after the  years of their application. 

Mr. President, I have disposed of most of the topics 
>raised. There are a couple c ~ f  points raised by Senator 

Woeheford E I R ~  by Sen~ltof Wlekkm wltkh the oreo for 
wkiek I keve responsibUty, In relation to lenater 
Wiekkmb poht ,  jurt let me say that we h e w  and 
u n d e n t ~ d  the problems h e h g  tho Ubrary, It 1s net 
somethhg, that we look %t a d  s d e ,  but rrs he kfiows, we 
have set up a ComiriJion to design rr national system and 
1 believe that it muet have been the Committee that the 
Senator was on, looked at the existing plw for expan. 
den gf the Ubiary md felt that my plw for expwrion 
must -be harmonired with the arehiteoture already there, 
h addition to which I run advised that it ir the feeling of 
the Committee that plans for the physical expansion of 
the library would be more appropriately made after the 
Commission gives in its report later this year. 

When I became Minister responsible for libraries, 
there was a token provision for expansion of the library, 
so I mean it is not a point which we now have to go and 
persuade people. It is unfortunate that it is not something 
that it was deemed wise to do while you were stdl trying 
to work out the implications for the library with the new 
National Information system. 

In relation to the printing of the debates, I have 
what I regard as good news, because only a month ago 
you could not even get the Official Gazette and we were 
in serious trouble, because we were in danger of laws 
being challenged for legal validity. 

The Printery became responsible to the Ministry of 
Information during the month of November. It did not 
take us too long to establish that the principal problem 
with the Printery was a Management problem. On the 1st 
of March a Special Assignments Officer was put in and a 
number of thmg he has been able to manage. The 1st of 
March, he went in there, Sir. Would you believe, Sir, that 
last week Monday the Official Gazette was suddenly 
up-to-date for the first time in God knows how long, Sir. 

There was a printing machine on the floor of rhe 
Printery. There were two like it. One was working and 
the other one we were told could not work. Would you 
believe, Sir, that we got that working and that is a 
machine that is vital to the printing of the debates and 
after it was parked for three years it has suddenly now 
started to work. 

There was a folding machine in the Car Park. This 
was not there for three years, Sir. This was there from 
1977. I believe that is four years. Apparently, Sir, it was 
there for four years that I know about but apparently it 
was there for another two that I do not know about. 
Anyhow, at this level four or six years would not make a 
lot of difference. There was no space in the Printery al- 
though there was equipment condemned and dismantled. 
You could not get it out. We got out that equipment. We 



found some space. We have that in place now and next 
week we expect that to be working. 

Work used to come in and if I was the man in 
charge of production it would come to me, Sir. If you are 
handling the first stage it would go to  you, Sir, and 
Senator Wickham if he were handling the second stage it 
would come back to me, Sir, and then it would go to 
Senator Wickham. If Senator Hewitt was handling it in its 
third stage it would come back to me then to Senator 
Wickham and so on. That has been straightened out. 
Meetings with the Senior Staff have been started on a 
weekly basis so that communications within the establish- 
ment have been improved. 

In the Official Gazette which came out on the 25th 
of March, debates of the Senate Meetings held on the lst ,  
20th and 27th June, 1979 and the House of Assembly 
Debates for the 10th and 17th of June, 1980 appeared. 
In the Gazette due to come out on Monday the 30th 
of March, the Senate Debates wiU be brought up to  the 
end of December, 1979 and, Sir, in the Official Gazette 
of the 2nd of April we will find the Senate Debates for 
the 23rd and 30th of January and March 5th, 1980 and 
the House Debates for the lst .8th and 22nd July, 1980. 
All of a sudden the Printery under very capable and re- 
sponsible Management of Mr. Grey Forde a Senior Civil 
Servant has become very productive. 

I can say Sir, that those of us who immediately 
guessed that what we needed in there was a Senior 
Officer of competence has turned out to  be completely 
right and we can now confidently look forward in the not 
too distant future to debates being up-to-date but, Sir, 
there is a proviso because my Researchers also revealed 
that the last debates which are t o  be found in the hands 
of the Governrrient Printery or the Special Assignment 
Officer looking after the Printery are the Senate Debates 
of the 4th February and the House Debates of the 3rd 
of February and these the. Printery received on the 9th 
of March. 

In other words, it takes five weeks for a debate to 
get from Parliament to the Printery. I know the Printery 
is a little far. I believe that if the Clerk finds he does not 
have the staff to deal with it that he had better analyse 

1 the position and get some prompt proposal in so that if it 
is necessary Parliament should appoint an Editor of 
Hansard but this is the time and place for me to issue the 
warning but as things are going now the Government 
Printery is likely to be ahead of the Clerk in relation to 
the debates. When he get off his backlog, the business of 
Parliament is t o  ensure that within a day or two of the 
conclusion of a debate that debate is to be with the 
Printer. We would like to  see a situation where within 24 
hours of a debate it is printed. 

If we can get it down to five or six days to start 
with, we would not have done too badly seeing that we 

are accustomed to  something like five or six years so if at 
our end we are going to work full steam on it,  I believe 
that at his end the Clerk is going to  have to ensure that 
he is equipped to  work full steam on it. 

The other and final point relates to the Caribbean 
Broadcasting Corporation. The Corporation has been in 
the news again. It is a Corporation that even likes to  be 
in the news or the publishers of news like it to get into 
the news and in other places people come, serve three or 
four years, one or two years and go and it does not 
make the news. In this particular case it is regarded as 
something which must be made heavy weather of. Just 
let me make one point, Sir. 

The Nation Newspaper telephoned me over the 
recent resignations. I had nothing to  tell them and I 
still have nothing to  tell them. However, I have always 
taken the position that where one was discussing the 
business of the Corporation in relation to its capacity 
to perform its public function, that is a different matter 
but I have no intention of operating at the character 
assassination level nor of getting into any sort of public 
scuffles with anybody. I believe, Sir, that anything I 
have had to tell the people I have stood up and told 
them to their faces. I will continue like that. I cannot 
change and I do not intend to  try. 

Now, Senator Roche ford's question, as I understand 
i t ,  relates to  the change that up until very recently it 
had appeared as though we would not have been able 
to televise the Budget Debate which begins on Tuesday. 
I am happy to say that at the last moment a number of 
manoeuvres were made, enquiries were made and we were 
able to locate adequate equipment for the performance 
of the Budget and with the co-operation between the 
Ministry and the Corporation - indeed, I think it was 
last Monday I had a Meeting with Senator Lynch and 
other 'members of the.Board and after funds were released 
which made it possible for the Corporation to buy the 
equipment which had been located and which makes 
this broadcast possible. 

And having said that, just let me make a couple 
of points Sir. In 1975 the auditors found that there was 
no inventory of assets and it was not until this time last 
year that it was possible for an inventory to  be compiled 
and what it does show is that a great deal of the equip- 
ment in the corporation is obsolete even though a lot 
of it is not like the television outside broadcast equip- 
ment which is not only obsolete but past 'utility by this 
point. 

So that, in any redevelopment programme and that 
is something that I have been urging for some time a 
redevelopment programme there is going to  be a great 
deal of re-equipping, that is inevitable. But the fact is 
that people are doing something about it and therefore 



1 think the corporation has to be borne with while it 
gets its house in order, After all, it is not the fault of any 
of the current persons, if for all those yean the corpora. 
tion had not emp1oye.d the services of a qualified 
engineer. I do not believe that there has been a qualified 
engineer in the corporation since about 1961 and you 
cannot expect to operate in an industry of high 
technology, where the technology is always moving, 
always changing and is very expensive, keep apace with 
modem developments, unless you have certain resources 
on the staff which can deal with these matters. 

There is a broadcast engineer now, he is on con- 
tract, but recently, I think there are two persons who 
have been recruited with good engineering qualifications 
and sent out for training and therefore, you can see 
that steps are being taken for the corporation to equip 
itself with the necessary resource. These things take time 
and they take a lot of consistent effort and consistent 
energy. So I do not think that Senator Rocheford, or any 
of us need fear that the corporation is going to break 
down. I hope 1 am not speaking out of turn. 

I think Sir that those are all the points which struck 
me that I needed to respond to and I see all of my notes 
have been consumed. Standing Order 59 provides that 
where there is a money Bill, that we may indeed not 
necessarily go to Committee and it has been now a 
practice of the Senate over these years not to go into 
Committee on the Appropriation Bill. 

Accordingly Sir, after the Second Reading, or a 
motion has been put assuming Sir that it is in the affirma- 
tive, I intend to  invoke Standing Order 59. 

Thank you. 

The question that the Bill be now read a second 
time was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. 
President, I beg to move that this Bill be not committed. 

The question was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. 
President, I beg to move that this Bill be now read a 
third time. 

The question was put to  the Senate and agreed to. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. 
President, I beg to move that this Bill do now pass. 

The question was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

SUSPENSION 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am proposing to suspend the 
Sitting for twenty minutes and then resume with some of 
the 5ther items on the Agenda. This Sitting is suspended 
for twenty minutes. 

On Resumption:. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The sitting is resumed. 

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE COMPULSORY 
ACQUISITION OF LAND AT ORANGE HILL, 

ST. JAMES FOR THE PROVISION OF 
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: With 
your permission, Mr. President, Orders Nos. 3, 4 and 5 
which stand in my name are being taken care of by 
Senator Trotman, and there are two Orders which were 
circulated yesterday also to do with acquisitions. What 
I would wish to ask the Hon. Senate is that we take 
these three and those other two Resolutions before we 
move back to any Bills. 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Mr. President, 
I have taken the liberty to circulate the map relating 
to this acquisition. The land is being acquired as set out 
in the Schedule to the Resolution, Sir, for the purpose 
of providing recreational facilities in the Orange Hill 
area. 

In the last couple of months we have gone through 
this exercise of acquiring various lands for the purpose 
of establishing community centres and playing fields, 
and indeed, Sir, I believe that this is the second one 
which we are doing in relation to an area in St. James 
so far for 1981. As I understand it, Sir, we acquired 
some 1.618 hectares or four acres of land which should 
provide adequate facilities in Orange Hill. There are 
no difficulties with the owner, so we need not excite 
ourselves too much, and I do not propose therefore 
to make a speech on that matter, Sir. 

I beg to move that the Senate do now concur in 
the Resolution. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, 
just a small point. Having a look at the acquisition map 
that was given me, it appears from the contour layout 
as if the site could pose some problem in the preparation 
of a playing field. I do not know if the site immediately 
south, which I am seeing, was also considered, since the 
contours are much leaner and from a cost point of view 
would have been a much better site for the acquisition. 

I only raised this to find out from the Senator if 
the selection of the site was limited due to the difference 



of owners or what, because the site just to the east, 
however you look at it, of the one being acquired is a 
much nicer site for that type of purpose and would have 
been much cheaper in preparation for recreational 
purposes. 

I SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Mr. President, 
I must confess that I am not aware of the cost of 
developing the land for playing facilities. I was checking 
my notes to see if there was any such indication, but 
there is only a note that the site has been visited, and 
I would assume that the representatives of the Ministry 
of Lands would have taken the Senator's point before 
the recommendation was made. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, unless 
there was some peculiar reason why the parcel - and un- 
fortunately this does not even have north and south, but 
I am familiar with this type of map - unless there is 
some peculiar reason why the parcel to the south of the 
portion which it is proposed to acquire was not available, 
it seems to me to be a very bad selection by the techno- 
crats of this particular site, since looking at the contour, 
the topography of the site to be acquired, you will notice 
that there is a ridge that runs right up the centre of the 
site, and over on the eastern side it falls off quite rapidly 

i there to a ravine. While if you took the site to the south 
which is bounded on three sides by some type of road 
structure, the contours are much easier. Looking at it 
quickly, it looks like a type of fall from the north to the 
south OK about 1 in 40 or so, which should be a lot easier 
gradient, and in this type of work it could be very expen- 
sive grading and preparing for playing fields, and the selec- 

i 
tion of the site could well mean the difference between a 
very expensive recrtational facility and a cheap recrea- 
tional facility. 

I would invite the Senator to enquire if there is any 
particular reason why the site to the south was not con- 
sidered for acquisition. 

SENATOR O'B. TROTMAN: Mr. President, I will 
promise to have the necessary enquiries made in the Min- 
istry of Lands on behalf of the Senator. 

The question that the Senate concur in the Resolu- 
tion was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

RESOLUTION TO LEASE LAND AT PRESCOD 
BOULEVARD, FONTABELLE 

The Fourth Order of the Day was called - to move 
the passing of a Resolution to approve of the lease of 
land at Prescod Boulevard, Fontabelle, St. Michael, to  
Bookers Agencies (B'dos) Limited. 

SENATOR O'B. TROTMAN: Mr. President, over the 
last year or so we have been considering Resolutions to 

do with the leasing of land at Fontabelle, and we have 
passed similar Resolutions to do with the leasing of land 
to other companies, the Nation, the Advocate, N. E. 
Wilson, Chefette and several other business places, and I 
suppose Sir, that as the negotiations are completed with 
the various business places, we shall have to consider this 
one to be one until the entire area is taken up by com- 
mercial business. It does take some time to negotiate the 
question of rents and conditions, and the Ministry is con- 
sistent that on no account must any entrances be made 
on the Prescod Boulevard, and therefore we are trying to 
keep the leasing of the land to those existing businesses 
which have exits and entrances on the other side of the 
land. There is nothing we can add to  this which was not 
said about the other leasings. 

I beg to move that the Senate do now concur in 
this Resolution. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, just for 
information from the Senator, I wonder if it is the Gov- 
ernment's stated policy that the properties in this area 
would only be leased. The reason why I ask the question 
is that if my memory serves me rightly, there was an out- 
right sale in the area to Chefette. If this is so, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I wonder if the Senator can enlighten me whether 
the difference in policy in that particular sale is proper at 
this time, and more so what is now more important, if it 
is now the policy of the Ministry that lands in this area 
would only be leased and there would be no further out- 
right sales to any individual or company. 

SENATOR J. WICKHAM: Mr. President,just one small 
question. In the Schedule to the Resolution, condition (2) 
about the rent payable, presumably that figure represents 
an annual rent. It does not quite say. It says that "the 
rent payable would be at the rate of ......." 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Mr. President, in 
reply to Senator Franklin, Sir, the Government has no 
objection to the sale of the land, but in the case of 
Chefette they offered to purchase the land. So far none 
of the other businesses has made such an offer and they 
seem to be prepared to settle for the question of leasing. 
The whole policy of the Government releasing itself from 
the responsibility of maintaining these lands is that if the 
lands are not properly maintained, they will only 
probably contribute to the explosion of the rat popula- 
tion in that part of St. Michael, not to mention the 
problems involving debushing and other e n v i r ~ e n t a l  
problems. It is therefore Government's intention that that 
area should be kept clean and we'are therefore seeking to 
enter into agreements with business people to have them 
take the land over mainly for this purpose. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President ,........ 



Mr. PRESIDENT: Just a minute. The Minister has 
replied to the debate, Do you want some more infonna- 
tion? 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: On a point of 
elucidation, am I right in thinking that the Senator said, 
that the Government's policy is that they would sell the 
parcel of land if an approach was made? 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Yes, that is so. 

The question that the Resolution be concurred in 
was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

RESOLUTION TO COMPULSORILY ACQUIRE 
LAND AT BEACHMONT, BATHSHEBA 

The Fifth Order of the Day was called - to move' 
the passing of a Resolution to approve the compulsory 
acquisition of land at Beachmont, Bathsheba, St. Joseph, 
for the establishment of a Community Centre. 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Mr. President, 
now there used to be a community centre in Bathsheba 
some time ago when this Party was in charge of the 
Government, Then there came another Government who 
thought that Bathsheba was not part of Barbados and the 
Community Centre at Bathsheba was allowed to collapse, 
and what we are seeking to do is to offer a community 
centre for yet another time t o  the residents of the 
Bathsheba area. I should draw to the attention of the 
Senate that the Schedule to the Resolution which you 
are reading is not exactly the same Schedule which was 
passed in the Other Place. I believe that your Schedule 
says that the land is estimated to be three hectares or 
thereabouts and the Resolution which was passed in the 
Other Place had an area of land of 1,500 square metres. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: That is the Resolution I have in 
fiont of me. 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: I will explain 
what has happened. The correct Schedule should be three 
hectares. The owner of the land was approached for the 
purchase .. .... . 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just a minute. Are you ready 
to proceed? 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Yes, Mr. Presi- 
dent. For the benefit of Senators, Sir, who did not benefit 
fiom our private discussion, let me explain. The Resolu- 
tion in the hands of Senators was prepared because of 
Government's early intention to  acquire part of the 
property from Miss Charles. The lady made representa- 
tions to Government that when that portion wis acquired 
the portion of land remaining with her would have been 

useless to her and after some negotiations Government 
decided to acquire the entire property so as to prevent 
her from being stuck with a portion of land with which 
she codd do nothing. 

The Ministry responsible for Community Centres 
then decided that the entire property could be used and 
it is now decided that the entire property of three 
hectares will be acquired. In the meantime the House 
passed a Resolution with the Schedule as it was written 
in the original intention and did not take in the amend- 
ment. It is my understanding, therefore that this 
afternoon we have to amend the Schedule and then 
return the amended Resolution to the House for its 
concurrence. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: I am a little bit worried about 
that. I have to consult the Clerk. Does this mean in 
effect that the House passes a Resolution for acquiring 
a certain amount of land and then presumably that 
cost a certain amount of money and then the Senate 
amends a Resolution to acquire more land which would 
cost more money, is that in order? 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: In view of the 
foregoing therefore Sir, I beg to move that the Schedule 
as circulated be deleted and the new Schedule which I 
will read be substituted. 

"All that certain piece or parcel of land the 
property of Winifred M. L. Charles situated at 
Beachmont, Bathsheba in the parish of St. Joseph 
in this island containing by estimation three 
hectares or thereabouts abutting and abounding on 
the Barbados Government railway line to the 
North on lands of J .  L. Goodman and L. Jliorrell 
to the east and. the public road to the south and 
west or however else the same may abut and 
bound." 

I beg to move, Sir, that that be substituted for 
the Schedule that was circulated and I beg to move, Sir 
that the Senate do now concur in the Resolution as 
amended. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: It is proposed that the Senate 
concur in the Resolution as amended. I am advised that 
the amendment is merely in the description of the 
parcel of land and does not involve any Constitutional 
problem as far as the House of Assembly is concerned, 
but the questions of money and the prices and so on 
are still to be dealt with by the parties concerned. I 
am therefore advised that this Amendment is in order. 
Senator Franklin. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, I 
requested to see if possible the original portion of 
1 500 square meters which would be about 1 600 



square feet which was the intention of the Ministry to 
acquire in the first instance for the construction of a 
community centre. 

Two things here bother me slightly Mr. President, 
in this. The first one is that I cannot seem to agree 
that the taking off of the 1 500 square metres would 
have affected the property so much by way of 
severance as to make the remainder useless. Be that as 
it may, in the amended Schedule, the Schedule reads: 

"By estimation three hectares which is 
approximately 6.6 acres." 

The Plan that has been sent to me shows that there is 
now a balance unless there is some other property of 
about four acres, two roods the property which is con- 
tained in this which is just about two hectares, unless 
this is not the completed plan, the Schedule was not 
very accurate. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Barrow. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. 
President, very briefly the point is that Government 
prefers where it has legitimate use for a property not 
to cut off piece of the property and go ahead with that 
part, especially I think Senator Franklin would be one of 
the first to realise that depending on what part of a 
property you take, even though it may just be a small 
part of a l a rg  property, you may substantially reduce 
the enjoinment of that property. Let us take as an 
example, property that is very long and very narrow and 
you go and you take off the beachfront part of that 
property, I believe Senator Franklin would agree that, 
that, if it is a good beach would certainly amount to the 
reduction in charae of the property. 

The point about it is that Government could use the 
whole property and since we can use the whole property 
and the owner was desirous of dealing with all or none, 
so to speak then it became a matter of convenience. 
The second point Sir is again Senator Franklin would also 
appreciate that at the time when these matters come to 
Parliament so that it may be able to do all that is 
necessary legally or to enter for the purposes of surveying 
it is not absolutely essential at that point for the 
description to be 100% accurate. It is after the survey 
that the accuracy becomes the important thing. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Rocheford. 

SENATOR H. F. G. ROCHEFORD: I just want Mr. 
President to enquire whether the building which is on the 
property still remains in good condition and if the 
Honourable Senator has any idea whether it is going to be 
of any use. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Senator Blackman. 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: Mr, 
President, the purpose of the acquisition Resolution and 
the input from the Ministry of Community Services came 
as a result of a deddon on the part of that Ministry 
which was approved by the Cabinet and the Planning and 
Priorities Committee to establish a social centre on a part 
of the land at Beachrnont. 

After a considerable amount of delay, my Ministry 
was informed that a suggestion had been made by the 
owner of the land that it would be in the interest of the 
Government to acquire the entire property in view of the 
expected disfigurement of the area, to use the expression 
transmitted to me, by the acquisition of a part of the 
property. To the best of my knowledge there has been no 
decision made as yet with the Government as to how the 
rest of the property is disposed of. 

The Ministry of Housing and Lands is the executing 
agent in the acquisition process and once the Ministry 
of Housing and Lands has acquired the property, the 
remainder of the land, that is, the land other than that on 
which the community centre will be built, as well as the 
building, or buildings thereon will have to be subject to 
discussions among all of the Ministries which may be 
competing for the use of the property. Then, ultimately 
it is the recommendation of the Ministry of Housing and 
Lands which is communicated to the Cabinet. 

I believe it is premature for me to comment at this 
point since the Ministry of Housing and Lands has not yet 
completed the acquisition process and has not yet 
approached my Ministry for any proposals as to how the 
pruperty could be used. 

The question that the Senate concur in the Resolu- 
tion as amended was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The Clerk will take the necessary 
steps to send the amended Resolution back to the Other 
Place. 

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE COMPULSORY 
ACQUISITION OF LAND AT WESTBURY 

ROAD ST. MICHAEL 

To move the passing of the Resolution to approve 
the compulsory acquisition of land at Westbury Road, 
St. Michael for the construction of a drain. 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Mr. President, 
the construction of the drain has to do with the con- 



struction of the Spring Garden Access Road Project. It 
has now been discovered that the designs fi.1 the Spring 
Garden Road made very minimal arrangements for 
flooding which is likely to occur because of the Indian 
River, I think it is called. The new designs, therefore, had 
to be done to accommodate probable flooding in the 
Spring Garden Access Road, and as a result it is necessary 
to acquire five properties for the purpose of providing 
adequate drainage to the Indian River. 

As far as 'the Spring Garden Road itself is 
concerned, I arii advised that the road from its junction 
with Fontabelle to where it comes out at Exmouth will 
be paved and ready by May, and the rest of the road will 
continue for another year or so under construction; but 
we should have total use of the road from Fontabelle to 
Exmouth by May thi: y t p .  

I beg to move that the Senate do now concur in the 
Resolution. 

The question was put to t@ Senate and agreed to. 

RESOLUTION TO APPROVE THE COMPULSORY 
ACQUISITION OF LAND AT MASON HALL 

STREET, ST. MICHAEL 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Mr. President, 
first of all let me say that there are no plans for this par- 
ticular acquisition ready, so I cannot circulate that. 

The land is described in the Schedule, Sir, and the 
purpose as stated in the Resolution is . to provide some 
playing area for the St. Mary's School which at present 
has really little or no playing area. 

I beg to  move that the Senate do now &cur in the 
Resolution. 

SENATOR H. F. G. ROCHEFORD: I was trying to  
find out from Senator Trotman, Sir, which one of the 
schools on Mason Hall Street is the Infant School, 
because they are both on Mason Hall Street. I want to 
know whether it is the one near to Baxters Road or the 
one near to  St. Mary's Church. 

SENATOR O'BRIEN TROTMAN: Mr. President, to 
be quite honest with you, I do not know Mason Hall 
Street that well. I will investigate the matter and report 
to the Senator. 

SENATOR J. C. W. WICKHAM: For what it is 
worth - I would not like to presume to  be answering on 
behalf of the Senator - but I am fairly sure that the In- 
fants School is the school which both Senator Rocheford 
and myself shared the honour of having attended. 

SENATOR W. 0. FRANKLIN: Mr. President, I 
would like to enquire from the Senator about the policy 

of acquisition for playing fields, because at Beulah in St. 
Philip there is a school there with absolutely no playing 
facilities, and there is a nice idle piece of land next to 
Beulah, by the Church, and it is a very ugly sight now 
because it is overgrown by trees and shrubs, and 1 would in- 
vite The Senator to enquire if the necessary acquisition of 
this parcel of land can be carried out. It would provide 
these facilities as well as remove what is now a hazard to 
traffic, because the grass there is quite high, and for the 
buses taking that turn the sight line is impaired by the 
growth on the parcel of land. 

SENATOR THE HON. D. G. BLACKMAN: Mr. 
President, the policy of the Ministry of Community 
Services with respect to the location of playing fields is 
largely predicated upon information being brought to tlie 
attention of the Ministry in the appropriate way by 
persons interested in the development of sport and re- 
creation in the area concerned. 

The Minister of Community Services is not a 
magician, he cannot sit in his office and utter the words 
"ABRA CADABRA" and then locations where there is a 
demand for a playing field would invade his con- 
sciousness, and consequently we rely to a large extent 
upon parliamentarians, would-be parliamentarians, social 
workers and other people withn the communities to 
bring these matters to our attention. 

Within the particular electoral district for which 
Senator F r a n k h  has expressed his concern, the Ministry 
of Community Services has been very active over the past 
few years in matters relating to sport. We have completed 
a pavilion at Chapel, and the present representative of the 
constituency about two years ago. took me to a place 
called Supers and identified an area. We were subse- 
quently advised that this piece of land might better be 
used for agricultural purposes, and another piece of land 
in the Thicketts area was identified, and the Cabinet has 
just approved this area in Thicketts for acquisition. 

Also, about 18 months ago it was brought to our 
attention that six acres of land at Bayleys, St. Philip - I 
believe also in the same electoral district - would be 
available, and this also is in the process of acquisition. 
Also, East Point - I believe that is in the same electoral 
district - there were requests made with respect to  the 
development of a sports and recreation centre for the 
youth in East Point. A derelict building owned by 
Government was identified and we were told that the cost 
of renovating it for the use of the youth in the East Point 
district would be $30,000. 

The Ministry of Community Services has decided to  
release this money in three phases. During the current 
frnancial year they spent $10 000; during the financial 
year which comes into being next week another $10 000 
will be allocated for them, and hopefully the year there- 



after the third $10 000. The youths are doing the work 
themselves on this particular building near the lighthouse 
and they have made great progress in the development of 
the area. All of these projects, the pavilion, the improve- 
ment of the playing field at Chapel as well as the 
Thicketts Land and the land at Bayleys together with the 
East Point community centre as well as the projected 
development of a building in the area for a skills training 
programme are needs which were brought to the attention 
of the Ministry .of Community Services either by the 
representative or people who were concerned in the area. 
And now that Senator Franklin is aware of the procedure 
which we normally use, we look forward in the Ministry 
of Community Services to entertaining his requests as 
long as they are reasonable and can be fitted into our 
scheme of priorities. Thank you, Mr. President. 

The question that the Senate concur in the Resolu- 
tion was put to the Senate and agreed to. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: Just before the Clerk calls a new 
order of Business, there se1:ms to be some question as t o  
whether these Bills or som: of them have been circulated 
to Senators. My understanding is that the Government is 
ready to deal with two Bills, the Offshore Banking Bill, 
the Shipping Bill is not to be dealt with, and the other 
one is the Administrative Appeals Tribunal Bill. Have 
members got and studied those two Bills? 

SENATOR H. F. G.  ROCHEFORD: I got my copies 
from among House of Assembly papers, not from amongst 
Senate papers. They have not been circulated as Senate 
Papers. I got them as papers that come to us in the course 
of receiving House cf Assembly papers. 

Mr. PRESIDENT: The whole point of course of 
that procedure is tkat it does give members a chance to 
know what is going on and if possible to start reading 
these Bills, but we have gone through this point before 
and members have declared that even though they are 
aware of the existence of the legislation, they do not 

necessarily settle down to studying them until they get 11 
their own papers. In view of that fact, I think the 
Minister is prepared to let us adjourn and come back 
another time to deal with all the other matters. The Min- 
ister is not ready for the Shipping Bill. 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. Presi- 
dent, I understood from the Central Bank that they 
wanted to get the Offshore Banking Bill. They telephoned 
me during the week to ask about the chance of getting it 
and I told them they should be able to  get it on Friday. 
At that time I was not in a position to  know that the 
arrangements which would appear on the surface, simple 
arrangements for circulating papers to members, could 
have broken down, and that even if they had broken 
down that they would have been discovered only at the 
end of the third day of sitting, and I would really like to 
appeal to the Clerks to ensure that they set in train such 
procedures as would not frustrate members who really I 
am sure would have welcomed the opportunity to get 7' 
through as much of the business as possible and not have 
to schedule a meeting for 8th April. In the circumstances, 
Sir, with the budget debate taking place next week, I can 
see no alternative but to adjourn until Wednesday, 8th 
April. fb 

ADJOURNMENT 

SENATOR THE HON. N. A. BARROW: Mr. Presi- 
dent, in moving the adjournment, I would like to urge 
very strongly on the Clerk's office that they try to get all 
of the relevant documentation to members and to get 
them to them as early as possible, please. 

I therefore move that the Senate stand adjourned 
until Wednesday, 8th April, 1981, at 2 3 0  p m .  . 

The question was put to  the Senate and agreed to, 
and Mr. President adjourned the Senate accordingly. 
6 3 0  pm.  3 




