
In this week's PDC article, we continue to provide greater ideological philosophical and practical proof of 

the Abolition of TAXATION in Barbados, and of the the unprecedented substantial growth and 

development that will be realized in the material production distribution and financial affairs of this 

country, with the removal of the said TAXATION, and the putting in its place of the right political 

material social structures and programs that will help to usher in such a magnificent transformation of 

this Barbados country. 

 

So, we will continue to do what we have been doing in the last two or three PDC article on here, by 

again employing examples of the operations of this very repugnant cost of use of money variable. 

 

 

This time, we will show how this variable exposes some of the underlying weaknesses and principles of 

this Multiplier Effect model that has been used in the so-called economics discipline in Barbados. 

 

 

The PDC will in this present article use some of the aspects of this same model to show that TAXATION is 

primarily being used by successive joke DLP/BLP Governments to exercise near totalitarian Bonapartist 

control over other social groups and peoples in this country, and to show that by exercising such control 

it is just as fearful of cocaine dealers as much as it fearful of private doctors, lawyers, educators and 

others achieving a greater level of social market power at its expense in this country. 

 

 

We will conclude this article by highlighting how by giving greater freedom and liberty to all and sundry 

from TAXATION, how with the right policies and programs replacing TAXATION how very many business 

organizations and others will take those greater opportunities to provide many more of the educational 

medical social and other needs that the government currently provides. 

 

 

 

 

Too, we have previously said on here and elsewhere that - in so far as we are dealing with this dreadful 

cost of use of money variable the asssumption - that -out of every dollar earned or spent in this country 

- 80-85% of it is made up of the relative cost to the incomes (transfers/payments) of the relevant 

persons,businesses and other entities in this country, and that is borne when money is used in the 

transacting of business commercial and  debt clearance in this country ( Such costs we have also said 

before involve interest rate costs, repayable loans costs, insurance premium costs, etc.) ( The remaining 

15 - 20 % reflects the productive investment worth of the relevant people, businesses and others in this 

country). 

 

 

We have also previously stated on here and elsewhere that this cost of use of money variable is very 

inflexible and very determining of particular costs, income, and output outcomes in this country in the 



long term, however much money is made available to the public for their own commercial debt 

clearance uses in Barbados. 

 

The PDC has also stated on here and in other places that the production and distribution of national 

income has been such that the current local and international political economic financial system has 

been made to be so dependent on money ( the money system), that the amount of money ( more or 

less ) that is in circulation at a given peroid of time can help to bring about a rise or fall in national 

income. 

 

 

Having regard to that fact, we have long stated that a future PDC Government will make sure that - even 

though the value of nominal national income will gradually fall under its aegis, from where it is said to 

be at this stage to what it  would be at that stage, in the final analysis the real quantum and quality of 

GDP will be so substantially increased and sustained in this country in the long term, that the 

achievement of growth rates of 8 - 10 %  will be certain, owing to such a government's nationwide, 

business cycle-busting fiscal monetary policy prescriptions and measures. 

 

 

Moreover, what can be deduced from the above is that a proper objective understanding of this cost of 

use of money variable and how it operates across many sectors in Barbados indicate that it provides a 

better understanding of the rise and fall of national income and output and expenditure than the 

multipier effect does in economics in Barbados. 

 

 

Dictionary.com defines the multiplier effect as "an effect in economics in which an increase in spending 

produces an increase in national income and consumption greater than the initial amount spent." 

 

Therefore, whereas the Multiplier Effect looks at how (much) the income variable of persons, of 

households, of businesses,and of sectors is so-called multiplied upwards or downwards at different 

proportions across those sectors of the so-called economy - as a result of changes ( increases or 

decreases ) in TAXATION, savings, investment, etc., , this cost of use of money variable explains how for 

each succeeding individual, household, business or sector using this money, they bear a greater cost ( to 

their incomes) of the use of the Barbadian people's money than the others coming before, as each 

portion of this cost incurred is passed on  - via the so-called buying and selling of goods and services - by 

the previous persons and entities, to the other succeeding ones to ownerships or uses of some 

properties or accesses. 

 

 

From that point of view, it is clear that the Multiplier Effect fails spectacularly to take into consideration 

that the only income that is really had is earned income - which is income that is earned through the 

market system. 

 



 

Hence, this Multiplier Effect principle glosses over the fact that all payments to individuals for work 

done in the government sector, in the financial sector, and in the public transportation sectors are not 

constitutive of income. Each of these and a few other sectors earn little of their own income, and, so, 

are only able to really spend so little of their own incomes. 

 

 

Therefore, contrary to what this multiplier effect model says, these unproductive transfers/payments  to 

individuals by the respective owners of the enterprises in the said enterprises are not incomes which are 

otherwise then multiplied forwards!!! 

 

So, the nearly BDS $ 1 billion that these workers/independent contractors get in transfers/payments in 

their respective sectors, must be netted out from total national income, since only about 10-15 % of 

national income at factor cost is really earned income. 

 

Another issue that the Multiplier Effect principle does not take into consideration when it presents itself 

is the fact that with the government providing transfers/payments to its workers, that the very 

productive aspects of the private sector must be in positions to absorb much of those transfers and 

payments and to use such transfers and payments - along with their own resources, assets and people - 

to help bring about significant vale added for the country. 

 

 

 

But primarily because the production base - Construction, Manufacturing, Agriculture, ETC. - is so small 

much of the money used up ends back or quickly ends up in the financial sector quicker than may be 

thought by the average person, or ends up in the government TAXATION coffers. In regard of the former 

it must be clear for one reason out of other reasons why it is said by some that the financial system is so 

awashed with liquidity, and why the financial services sector has been said by the Central Bank to be the 

second biggest ( economic) sector in the country. What a joke though!!!! 

 

 

Having said those few things about the Muliplier Effect, we must conclude this bit of analysis on it by 

saying that the said Multiplier Effect is mathematically unsound and invalid and full of academic 

arbitrariness. Hence to utter that the proportion  of income of an individual that is saved at a given time 

is 1/10 ( say, BDS $ 100.00), and that the proportion of the income that is spent is 9/10 (say, BDS $ 

900.00) and furthermore  to bark that this individual does a similar thing with another set of income, 

and that this and countless other cases of such mean that this and the other individuals incomes are 

being multiplied is pure illogic - plain and simple . 

 

 For, while it is true that MONEY is circulated during business and commercial transactions in Barbados, 

it is NOT true that portions of income are spent, and thus are being multiplied or circulated. What is 

clear is that INCOMES are being earned by the recipients of money spent ( As remarked on here times 



before money has to be used with other resources and assets and people's skills in order for products 

and services that are the results of such organizations and coordinations are able to help bring in 

incomes for the businesses concerned  - and even before any of the relatives of income - 

savings/investments etc. can be realized). 

 

 

So, the very logical question must be asked by the PDC as to how BDS % 900.00 out of an income of BDS 

$ 1000.00 per month, can really be multiplied by whatever to produce whatever else????? 

 

 

So, when the Government of Barbados goes and steals the relevant portions of the relevant incomes of 

the relevant people, businesses and other entities in this country (TAXATION), it clearly evinces that NOT 

ONLY is the principle of MONEY NOT MAKING MONEY/MONEY NOT COSTING MONEY BEING REALIZED, 

when government is evilly stealing such portions of income ( since it does not steal money to get more 

money  only incomes to realize money), BUT ALSO it is realized that government is coming by 

money/value already in the money system by juxtaposing the relevant proportions of the incomes, 

transfers, payments stolen with the said money/value. 

 

As a consequence of the practicing of those mythical elements  of the Multiplier Effect and as a 

consequence of the continued implementation of TAXATION, the government manages to help produce 

three almost irreconciable contradictions: 

 

 

1) That whereas income is as a result of money/value used along with other things in the productive 

market system, that whereas transfers/payments are as a result of money provided in respect of 

agreements struck between payers and payees in pseudo-market and non-market settings, these said 

incomes, transfers and payments are at the same time or later increasingly leading to moneylessness 

(debt). 

 

2) Whereas the government goes ahead and is still TAXING these said incomes, transfers/payments, and 

as a consequence is reducing the levels of money within the money market/productive/distributive 

systems, it at the same time is still going ahead and through its massive borrowing schemes increasing 

the cost of use of the people's money. 

 

 

3) Whereas TAXATION  helps to increase  the costs to the incomes of individuals and many others in this 

country for their having to acquire or use goods or services in this country, the M ultiplier Effect 

 principle helps to effectively lower the same amount of money spent on the same amount/variety of 

items/services utilized across sectors within the country. 

 

 

Whereas, the first contradiction is a primary condition of  money for money debt, or money for goods 



and services debt, the second is a primary condition of government abusing the money ( income) 

function, and the third is a fundamental condition of the cost of goods and services determining what 

income persons should get rather than what amounts or qualities of goods and services that are sold 

leased etc. detrmining what income is had by the particular recipients. 

 

 

Also, the government in stealing countless portions of the incomes, transfers, payments of others, has 

never been providing a material property production distribution basis for it false fictitious fraudulent 

expenditure income actions. DLP/BLP Governments over the years have never been providing the 

material property production distribution basis for such actions knowing full well that such a material 

basis is a basis for not only money usage but also income/revenue generation ( not for false fictitious 

fraudulent expenditure income actions). 

 

 

 

It cannot be gainsaid that these intellectually and political bankrupt DLP/BLP governments have not had 

the opportunity to know this. But they are hell bent on BRAZENLY STEALING portions of the people's 

income, not primarily as a means of getting money - which if they wanted to do so they would have 

already done so, but fundamentally as a means of using the people's assets, resources, and other things 

to control them beyond  what is necessary and to exploit them totally. 

 

 

It is the leaders and principals of these two parties that are are wont to continue with this evil TAXATION 

SYSTEM, this INTEREST RATES SYSTEM, this institutional repayable productive loans system, etc. so that 

they can make as many people as possible in Barbados poor or poorer, weak or weaker and more 

dependent. Whereas the capitalist economic finance exploiters of Barbados use the global capitalist 

system to assist in bringing about such conditions for our broad Barbadian masses and middle classes, 

the self-styled lazy self-centred democratic socialists use this parliamentary political welfare system of 

Barbados to do the same nonsense. 

 

 

The implentation of a financial money system that will be geared towards making sure that greatest 

levels of production and distribution possible in this country shall see also many more business and 

professional people capitalizing on opportunities for better competing with the government on a more 

level playing field and esp. in areas where the government has been able to reduce the participation of 

these people in sectors like education and health through draconian stifling fiscal financial and 

regulatory  measures and conditions. 

 

 

 

Finally, a future PDC Government will seek also to create a political trajectory for Barbados that will 

make sure that such a government has a material property basis for any of its future intended income 



revenue generating actions. Such a trajectory shall involve but shall not be limited to the following that 

has been previously stated on here, such as this future PDC  government drastically reducing the cost of 

use of money, whilst at the same time increasing the money available to the public to be used for 

productive purposes; such as this government seeking to substantially increase the quantity and quality 

of goods and services produced in Barbados, whilst at the same time helping to appropriately reduce the 

cost of such to the incomes of the final producers and consumers of such goods and services in the 

country. 


