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PRAYERS

The Clerk read the Prayer.

OATH OF ANEW MEMBER
{i.) Election of Mr Basil Williams

The Speaker: Honourable Members, following the passing of Mr Hugh
Desmond Hoyte and my call upon the representatives of the People's
National Congress/Reform list of candidates, I have been informed that
the name of Mr Basil Williams was extracted from the list and that Mr
Basil Williams was, on 2 July 2003, declared to be an elected Member
of the National Assembty.

Before MrWilliams can take part in the proceedings of the Assembly,
he will have to make and subscribe the Oath before the Assembly as is
required by Article 167 of the Constitution.

As Mr Williams is present he can now make and subscribe to the
Oath which wili be administered to him by the Clerk.

[Mr Basil Williams made and subscribed the Oath of Office
which was administered by the Clerk]

(i)  Resignation of Mr Navindranauth O Chandarpal

Honcurable Members, Thave received a letter dated 26 June 2003
from Mr Navindranauth Chandarpal who was Minister of Agriculture,
resigning his seat as a Member of Parliament with cffect from 1 July
2003.

With Mr Chandarpal's resignation a seat in the National Assembly
pecame vacani. The vacanay is in accordance with Section 99(a) of the
Representation-of the Peopie's Act Chapter 1:03 to be filled by a person
whose name 1s to be extracted fromthe list of candidates from which Mr
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Chandarpal's name was extracted.

As Mr Chandarpal's name was exiracted from the Peopie's
Progressive Party/Civic's list of candidates I have, in accordance with
Section 99(a) of the said Act, called upon the representatives of the said
list to further extract from that list the name of the person who is willing
to become a member of the National Assembly to filf the vacancy inthe
Assembly.

(iii)  Election of Mr Neendkumar

Honourable Members, following the resignation of Mr
Navindranauth Chandarpal and my call upon the representatives of the
People's Progressive Party/Civic's list of candidates I have been informed
that the name of Mr Neendkumar was extracted from the list and that
Mr Neendkumar was today declared to be an elected member of the
National Assembly.

Before Mr Neendkumar can take part in the proceedings of the
Assembly he will have to make and subscribe the Oath before the
Assembly as required by article 167 of the Constitution.

As Mr Neendkumar is present he can now make and subscribe the
QOath which will be admitustered to him by the Clerk.

[Mr Neendioumar made cmid subscribed the Oath of Office which
was administered by the Clerk]

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER
{1). Congratulations to the new Members

Honourable Members, [ would like on behalf of all of us and on my
own behalf tc congratulate Hon Member Mr Basil Wilhams and Hon
Member Mr Neendkumar on their becoming Members of the National
Assembly. T welcome Mr Williams and Mr Neendkumar to the Assembly
and extend best wishes to them. [Applause]
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(i) Leave

Honourable Members, | would like to advise Members of the
Nationat Assembly that leave has been granted to the Hon Mr Rammnauth
Bisnauth for today's sitting, and to the Hon Members Mr Kbemraj
Ramjattanup to 29 July 2003, Mr Stanley Ming up to 4 August 2003,
Mr Andy Gouveia, Dr Dalgleish Joseph, Mr Jerome Khan, and Dr
George Norton for today's sitting,

PRESENTATION OFPETITIONS
{1).  PrivateBill

DEMERARA MUTUAL LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY
LIMITED

The Speaker: Hon Member Mr Cyril Belgrave.

Mr Cyril CL. Belgrave: Mr Speaker, I beg to present to the Assembly
a Petition from the Demerara Mutual Life Assurance Society Limited
seeking to have introduced in the Assembly a Private Bill to amend the
Demerara Mutual L ife Assurance Society Limited Ordinances, Chapter
211 of the Kingdom Edition of the [.aws of British Guyana, and [ move
that the Petition be read.

The Speaker: The Clerk will read the Petition.

The Clerk: Petition by the Demerara Mutual Life Assurance Society
Limited, 61-62 Avenue of the Republic and Robb Streets Georgetown,

1o The Honourgble Members of the National Assembly of Guyana:

THE HUMBILE PETITION OF THE DE\{ERARA MUTUAL LIFE
ASSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED RESPECTFULLY § UBN[[TS

That your petitioner is a company incorporated by the Demerara
Mutudi Life Assurance Societ'v Limited Ordinance Chapter 211 of the

Pk o TR |
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That your petitioner is desirous of promoting a Bili to amend Section
25(C) of the Principle Ordinance dealing with the disqualification of
directors and repeal Section 30 dealing with disqualification of women
durectors.

That the amendment of Section 25(C) is to include sub-paragraph
(vii) immediately after sub-paragraph 6 and which sub-paragraph is to
read as follows:

(vii) If adirector of the Society is no longer so employed
that the repeal of Section 30 is to remove this section which
says, no woman shall be eligible as director that the
objectives and reasons of the aferesaid Bill are primarily
to

(1) repeal Section 30 of the Principle Ordinance since
such a rule Is an anachronism, unconstitutional and
inconsistent with modern thinking,

(2) amend Section 25(c) of the Principle Ordinance su
that officers of  the society will cease to be directors of
the society if their employment with the society comes to
an end

That the amendment to the aforementioned Sections 23(c) and
30 of the Ordinance were approved by the company's Board of
Directors and passed by special resolution of the members at an
ordinary general meetings held on 21 June 2000 and 27 August
2002 respectively.

That a copy of the aforementioned Bill hereto is attached and
marked 4.

Your petitioner respectfully vequests that the National Assembly
be pleased to permit the intreduction of the aforesaid Bill in the
National Assembly and to pass the same.
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. WHEREFORE, your petitioner as in duty bound will ever pray.

Dated 10 March 2003, Georgetown, Demerara.
Put and agreed to.
(2) Private Bill
GUYANAFREE PROTESTANT EPISCOPAL CHURCH
'The Speaker: Hon Member Mr Belgrave.

Mr Cyril CL Belgrave: Mr Speaker, | beg to present to the Assembly
a Petition on behalf of the Guyana Free Protestant Episcopal Church,
secking the incorporation of the Church, and I move that the Petition be
read.

The Speaker:; The Clerk will read the Petition.

The Clerk: In the Matter of the Incorporation of the Guyana Free
Protestant Episcopal Church, Petition,

To the National Assembly of the Co-operative Republic of
Guyana, Public Buildings, Georgetown.

THE HUMBLE PETITION of the promoters of a Private
Bill for the Incorporation of the Guyana Free Protestant
Episcopal Church, viz,

Dr Roy Glasgow 42 Public Road, Nabuclis Village,
East Coast Demerara

James I Andrews 41 Public Road, Nabaclis Village,
East Coast Demerara

Letroy Cummings 41 Public Road, Nabaclis
Village, East Coast Demerara
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Mary W Glasgow Victory Valley Squatting
Area, Wismar, Linder,

E Glasgow 42 Public Road, Nabaciis
Village, East Coast Demerara,

A Wilson 193 Charlotte & Wellington Streets,
Lacytown,Georgetown

respectfully sheweih:-

1. That your petitioners are all adults and citizens of the

Co-operative Republic of Guyana.

2. That your petitioners are the trustees of the Guyana
Free Protestant Fpiscopal Church (hereinafter called ‘the
Church') whose address is 42 Public Road, Nabaclis Village,
East Coast Demerara, and which pursues purely religious and
charitable objectives.

3 That the Church is a Christian denominated body es-
tablished in 19635.

4 That the churchwas established by Charter (Ref No 03/
6/65) of Autonomy granted in 1965 by the Fcclesiastical Court
of the Free Protestant Lpiscopal Church and the Ecumenical
Church Foundation of England, which was itself established

in 1897 and registered at Somerset House, England, United
Kingdom. [ts registered address is St Andrew’s Collegiate
Church, StonebridgeRoad, Tottenham, London, N 15, England,

3. That the Guyana Free Protestant Episcopal Church
apart from administering (o the spirituc needs of its members,
who number approximately eighiy (80), perforins charifable
and social work in the communities in which it operates, prin-
cipally Nabaclis and Wismar, in the county of Demerara, with
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prospects of further expansion,

6. That in connection with the foregoing the Church has estab-
lished the Guyana Voluntary National Social Welfare Association
and given relief to hundreds of persons. The aims and objectives of
the said Association are:-

a.

1o be concerned with the relief of human
sufferings locally and nationally, charitable
and otherwise;

16 be concerned and to co-operate with the
improvement of social and economical con

ditions of everyday life;

To promote means for discussions of prob
lems of evervday life;

To promote friendship and understanding
among the family of the nation for better
community relations; and

10 do all other charitable objectives and to
co-operate with others legally 10 improve
soctal and economical conditions of the poor
and needy.

7. That the Church has also set up in 2000 through a
Deed 657/2000 a Seminary for the training of Minsters. who
qualify after a two-year course covering such subjects as (i)
thevlogy, (i) Homilitics, (ifi) Philosophy, (iv) Hebrew Chaldee
Scripts (v) Church History, and (vi) Practical Sermons.

8. That the Church considered other avenues open to it
Jor registration and/or incorporation and is aware of modern
trends thereto in Guyana, but in keeping with its Charter and
objects it hus resolved to pursue its incorporation by an Act of
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the National Assembly as being in its best interest.
Q. That your petiticriers have secured the co-operation and vol-
unifary services of Member of Parliament Hon Cyril Belgrave who
has agreed to present this Petition and Private Members Bill (copy

hereta attached) to introduce and pilot the said Bill in the National
Assembly.

10, Wherefore your petitioners humbly pray that the National 4s-
sembly will be pleased to accept their Petition and permit due proc-
ess for presentation of the Bill for the incorporation of the Church.
AND YOUR PETITIONERS IN DUTY BOUND WILL EVER PRAY.
Dated this 9 day of October 2002.
Put and agreed to.

PRESENTATION OF PAPERS AND REPORTS, ETC
By the Minister of Education

Annual Report of the Ministry of Education for the year 2002

By the Minister of Health (Chairman of the Special Select Committee on
the Pharmacy Practitioners Bill)

Report of the Special Select Commiittee on the Pharmacy
Practitioners Bill 2003 - Bill No 5/2003

QUESTIONS TO MINISTERS
The Speaker: There are four questions on the Order Paper by the Hon

Member Mrs Sheila Holder. Question Nos 1, 2 and 3 are for Oral
Replies and Question No. 4 is for written reply.
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Question 1 is for the Prime Minister.

Hon Prime Minister you may proceed.

Nol - FULFILING THE PEOPLE'S PROGRESSIVE PARTY/
CIVIC'S MANIFESTO PROMISE

Mrs Sheila Holder:

What steps have been taken by the Government of Guy-
ana since the last national elections to fulfil the People's
Progressive Party/Civic’s manifesto to introduce
competition in the telecommunication and information
technology sectors in the country?

Reply - The Hon Prime Minister and Minister of Public Works
and Communications

Hon Samuel AA Hinds: Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, first I
would like to say that this question before us today is very similar and
nearly identical to one I responded to some weeks ago.

The response is that in keeping with its promise to liberalize the
telecommunications sector in Guyana this government entered into an
agreement with the TDB as administrator of the Multilateral Investment
Fund on 18 August 2000 whereby a sum of some USS$1 1M was
provided to fund a project to reform and modernize the
telecommunications sector in Guyana.

As you may know Mr Speaker, the government provided some
corresponding funds. The government has committed some USS0.5M
alongside what was presented or granted. [Trterruption]

The Speaker: Hon Prime Minister, could you excuse me for one mo-
ment, piease?

Honourable Members, I have repeatedly complained and requested
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that cellular or mobile telephones be switched off during proceedings in
the National Assembly. Members on the side of the People's Progres-
sive Party/Civic have consistently and persistently disobeyed that re-
quest. I'would tike to advise you now that whenever I detect the owner
of a cellular telephone being sounded in the Assembly T will apply the
powers | have under the Standing Orders to name you.

Please be warned!
Proceed Hon Prime Minister.

Hon Samuel AA Hinds: Thank you very much, Mr Speaker. So a
programme was set up and funded and that project had some five
components, (i)a strategy formulation and implementation component,
(ii) a legal/regulatory framework component, (iii) a network modeling
and auditing component, (iv) outreach and training and (v) strengthening
regulatory capabilities.

This project has made some progress but it was put on hold by the
1DB when ATN introduced a suit against the Government of Guyana,
the IDB, and the US Government in Washington in July 2002.

The court in Washington granted a decision in favour of all of the
defendants on 7 March and we are now in negotiations with the D8 to
have this project restarted.

Honourable Members may recall that in the course of this project a
consultation paper was put out and consultations were held in a number
of places across Guyana. We are expecting that we can have this
programme initiated again and can proceed rapidly toward having an
open competitive telecommunication sector m Guyana.

The Sneaker: Thank you, Hon Prime Minister,
Yes, Mrs Holder.

Mrs Sheila Holder: From the Prime Minister's perspective has, in fact, -
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the Manifesto promise been fulfilled? Yes or no?

fon Samuel AA Hinds: Yes, I think very much se. [Applause]
No 2 - SNAKE BITES IN THE HINTERLAND

Mrs Sheila Holder:

Would the Minister: (i) Say how many hinterland residents were re-
ported to have been bitten by snakes during the last three years?

(1.} Please explain the reason why his Ministry does not provide
hinterland health centres/facilities with available dry antivenom?

Reply - The Honourable Minister of Health

Hon Dr Leslie Ramsammy: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The question
asked was:

()  How many hinterland residents were reported to have
been bitten by snakes over the last three years

{#) and could the Minister explain why his Ministry does not
provide hinterland heaith centres and facilities with avai
able dry antivenom?

Mr Speaker, T have detailed reports on the number of persons bit-
ten and [ will provide the Honourable Member with this written response
but for now let me just give the numbers. For 2000 there were 214
reported cases.

In 2001, 186 reported cases.

In 2002 there were 225 reported cases, Those reports are for the

country. For the breakdown in regions they are in a tabie and the Hon-
ourable Member could have that.

I need to note that these are reported cases. Cases treated pri-
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vately may not have been reported to the mimistry.

It should also be noted that many people bitten by snakes do not
seek medical assistance and deal with the problem locally, using tradi-
tional methods. Most snake bites do not result in optirnal venom injec-
tion and thus many persons recover without medical assistance. Be-
cause of this practice many people do not seek immediate medical at-
tention.

In terms of why we do not provide hinterland health centres and
facilities with available dry antivenom... [ am not sure what is meant by
dry antivenom but the ministry purchases antivenom and distributes these
to health facilities around the country.

In 2002 we purchased |50 vials of antivenom and so far for this
year 420 vials. In the second half of 2002 we provided 57 vials of
antivenom to the facilities.

For the first two months of 2003 we have distributed 32 vials mainly
due to requests from Lethem Hospital, Annai Health Centre, Kumaka
Hospital, Region 10, Region 6, Region 2 and GPHC.

[t should be noted that purchasing of antivenom is constrained as a
specific antivenom for the snake population of Guyana and is only available
from limited sources. Many of the anti-venom on the market would not
work in the Guyana situation.

Moreover, the use of antivenom is limited to certain medical facilities
and medical personnel as the side effects could be such that the Jocal
healthcare worker or the local healthcare facility may not be able to deal
with the side effects. Treatment with antivenoms couid result in severe
allergic reaction which itself could lead to death.

Thys, the Ministry of Heaith has to ensure that antivenoms are pro-
vided only to facilities where such personne] may be present.

Members of Pariiament are reminded, also, that healthcare deliver-
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ies in the regions are operated by the Regional Democratic Counsels.
‘The Budget is provided for this purpose.

The Ministry of Health's materials management unit provides cen-
tral procurement, drugs and medical supplies as requested.

However, each region s provided with a budget for drugs and
medical supplies and this allocation is intended to meet the needs of the
region complementing the drugs and medical supplies provided by the
Ministry of Hezlth.

The regions in 2002 received $251,107,000 in their budget for the
purchase of drugs and medical supplies. More often most of this is
returned to the Central Government. Ifregions believe that the ministry
is ot meeting their request for antivenom, the regions do have the budget
in their allocation to il their needs.

Thank you. fApplanse]

No 3 - REPORTED INCIDENTS OF MALARIA INAND OUT
OF GEORGETOWN

Mprs Sheila Holder:
Could the Minister

(1) say by Region, what are the reported incidences
of persons contracting Malaria?

(i say how many persons in Georgetown and ifs
environs have been diagnosed with malavia but
who have no history of going into the
hinteriand?

fiiiy  say what organized community prevention and

amimalarial programme is in place io counteract
the growing incidence of malaria in the hinterland,
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fownships and the cify?
Reply - The Honourable Minister of Health
Hon Dr Lestie Ramsammy: The questions being asked are about
(1) the reported incidences of persons contracting Malaria,

()  howmany persons in Georgetown and its environs have
been diagnosed with malana but who have no history of
going into the hinterland, and

(i}  what organized community prevention, antimalarial pro
gramme s in place to counteract the growing incidences of
the hinterland townships and the city

Mr Speaker, malaria is a major public health problem in Guyana, nota-
bly inRegions 1, 7, 8 and 9 though there are also incidences in Regions
2 and 10, and some reported cases in Regions 3,4, Sand 6.

Increased mining and logging activities in the hinterland regions have
been identified as part ofthe governmenits developmental programme to
sustain social and economic development for the country, but these are
also major contributors to the malaria problem.

The average number of malaria cases in Guyana annuaily between
1991 and 1998 was some 48,803, Qur efforts n 1999 and 2000 were
directed at reducing the endemicity to a reasonably siable level,

Simultaneously, our efforts were directed at preventing the
reintroduction of malaria to previously free areas, including the coastiand,
where 85% of the population resides. New drug schedules were intro-
duced in the latter half of 1999 to treat vivax and falciparum malaria

Cases,

The Government of Guyana has adopted the recommendations of
the WHO's Global Strategy for Malaria Control and the initiatives of the
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roll back malaria programme.

As g result of these efforts for 1999 we experienced a 48% de-
crease over the 1998 level, and a further 12% decrease in 2000 over
the 1999 level despite abnormal, though prime environmental condi-
tions, favouring sustained malaria transmission.

Of significance, in 2000, we achieved almost a 50/50 smearing rate
as regards active versus passive case detection. What that means is that
in the active cases the malania workers go out info the communities 1o do
smears, to find the cases, and the passive cases are the people who
come in, So there is an equal split in terms of the number of smears that
we did. Consequently the parasite reservoir is being systematically and
significantly reduced.

In mid-2002 we introduced & new antimalaria drug schedule for
falciparum malaria after extensive field studies. This is to combat a serious
nen-compliance and the interruptive treatment problem noted in 2001
As aresult of a one-day monotherapy treatment in the form of mefloquine
with primaquine was introduced in place of the previous seven-day
treatment.

For 2003 we are hoping after careful monitoring and evaluation to
implement a combination therapy antimalariat treatment schedule, which
is a state-of-the-art treatment. This is to prevent and reduce the
development of drug resistance which is plaguing many of the Asian and
African countries,

Further, the ministry has enhanced its already extensive and highly
successtul programme to train microscopists to be deployed at the level
of the primary health care chain. This faciiitates quick diagnosis and
early start of treatment. It also underlies the equity principle in the ap-
proach to heaith care by the Ministry of Healilt.

nthisregard aleo the Ministry of Health late in 2002 received some
13 new microscopes and these are being deployed in the hinterland re-
gionto sirengthen our antimalaris efort especially in the Amenindian com-
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communities.

Mr Speaker, a small number ofcases of malaria have been observed
inRegions 4, 5 and 6. Fewer cases were noted from Georgetown and
its environs. Epidemiological case mvestigations over the last two decades
have demonstrated only sporadic transmission on the coast. Although
the vector on the coast is a poor reservoir and a weak vector for the
parasite it is technically capable of transmitting the malaria parasite since
persons infected in the hinterland are frequently present on the coast
while carrying the parasite. Itis possible for transmission to occur.

The ministry therefore is constantly carrying out surveillance to
ensure that such transmission remams sporadic and do not grow into any
sizable amount, The entire thrust of antimalaria strategy with regards
malaria control are undertaken on the tenets of the primary health care
approach as previously noted. This is rooted in the principles of
empowerment, However it must be noted that 80% to 85% of all malaria
cases in Guyana over theast three years occurred in unstable mining,
and in-transit mining and logging populations.

A number of prevention measures are in place and others are to be
initiated in the second half of 2003. A viable health education and
awareness campaign is 10 be embarked on in the second half which will
mclude distribution of pamphlets and booklets on malaria, all aspects of
transmissiory, prevention, control and treatment. There will be talks,
discusstons and pictorial displays throughout the affected areas.

In terms of community participation and involvement a pilot project
between the Ministry of Heaith and UNICEF in Regien 9, South
Rupununi, was concluded in 2002. The project was described as highly
successfisl with a reduction of about 70%, and further funding is being
pursued to continue and extend this project in Region 9 and into other
reglons, especiaity Region .

The project's objectives were to achieve community awareness,
involvement in participation as a social responsibility regarding their
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monitoring, efficiency, effectiveness and quality of surveillance, prevention,
management and control of malaria by the community health workers.

Thereis a pilot net project on that which is expected to be expanded
throughout the hinterland areas and this will ensure that families begin the
use of impregnated nets in order to prevent the spread of malaria.

In terms of numbers I have a table here. All I can say right now is
that in the last ten years there have been 489,000 reported cases of
malania for an estimated man-day loss of $2.5M.,

In 1991 there were 42,000 cases for a loss of 211,000 man-days.
Andin 2002 that was reduced by 50% to 21,900 cases with 101,000
man-days lost,

Thank you very much. {Applause]
The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.

Question 4, as Tunderstand, & written answer, has been provided and
been circulated.

‘For Written Reply
No 4 - CURRENT COST OF ELECTRICITY PER KW HOUR
Mrs Sheila Holder:

What is the current cost of electricity per kW hour being produced by
GPL, and does the current cost of electricity to Guyanese consumers
compare to the cost to consumers in other CARICOM countries?

Reply:

AN

Effective I February 2003, GPL's average iariff projected
by the inferim return certificate was approximately G830
per kWh . This reflected an increase of approximately
16% over the rafes billed to consumers in December 2002,

16/20



Thursday 10 July 2603

The scheduled implementation of these raies from
1February was challenged in the court. The actual tariffs
for various classes of consumers implemented from 1 April
2003, after the challenge was dismissed, are presented in
the rable attached.

Revised electricity tariffs on bills issued from 1 April 2003
TARIFF CHANGES - APRIL 2043

In January 2003, following the procedures set forth in the
Electricify Sector Reform Act 1999 and GPL's licence, GPL filled
the 2003 interim return certificate (IRC) with the Public Utilities
Commission (PUC) and announced thai tariffs were due to increase
for bills issued from I February, 2003. 1hese changes were
temporarily stayed by the courts which have now determined that
the revised rates may be implemented.

Recent billed rates (prior to application of the IRC} are shown
in column C of the table below and rates arising from the IRC are
provided in column D.

As specified in GPL's licence, fuel and foreign exchange costs
for the first quarter of 2003 have been reviewed. Arising from this
review, a fuel surcharge of $6.07 per kWh is also chargeable on bills
issued from 1 April 2003. The fuel surcharge is shown in column £
and the aggregate lariff is shown in column F - which shows the
rates chargeable in accordance with the provisions of ESRA and
the licence on bills issued from 1 April.

The new GPL board of directors considered at ifs meeling on
11 April 2003 the revised rates and decided, in accordance with the
provisions of ESRA Schedule 1 Seciion 12 1o seek the approval of
the PUC to defer part of ihe increase due arising from
implementation of the IRC. The infent is 10 cushivn customers from
the coincidence of the application of the IRC rates (posiponed from
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{ February 2003) and the fuei surcharge.

it 1fs approval to implementing lower rates

se apply, and these are set out in column G

The PUC has give

than would otherw
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Portions of the calculated increases have been deferred in ac-
cordance with the provisions in the ESRA, pending the new board's
appraisal of ihe state of GPL.

Electricity prices differ for different classes of consumers.

Please see fable below which shows the toriff classification
and the rumber of consuimers in each class:
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For a comparison of electricity billing in Guyana with othey

CARICOM countries please see the table based on the 1 set of

Jigures provided by the Caribbean Electricity Utility Services Cor-

poration (CARILFEC). These figures are based on 1ariffs as at De-

cember 2002 for utilities operating in the following Caribbean coun-
tries:

Anguilla, Curacao, Bahamas, Belize, Bermuda, Barbados, Brit-
ish Virgin Islands, Cayman, Dominica, Martinique, Jamaica, St
Lucia, Monsterrat, Aruba, St Maarten, St Vincent and Bongire.
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at December 2002, USS

CARILEC 2002 Electricity Prices Survey - Bills for Sclected Consumers a3
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Tariffs for Trinidad and Tobago, and Suriname as at Decem-
ber 2002 were not available but are known 1o be much lower - Trini-
dad and Tobago rates being about one quarter af other countries
because of its huge natural gas and electricity production,

The prime minister notes that tariffs chavged to domestic con-
sumers by GPL are below the middle range when compared to other
Caricom, countries. It is 10 be noted thay GPL, purchases fuel, spares
and other raw materials, which account for about 80% of custs on
the international market as any other utility in the world and be-
cause of relatively small sizes and quantities would be paying a
higher unit cost thant the more developed and prosperous countries.

In addition, the majority of GPL's consumers lie in a sirip ap-
proximately 200 x 3 miles along the coast and the banks of the
magor rivers, a layout which could tend 1o increase costs.

A comparison of tariffs in Guyana and other selected Carib-
bean countries as at December 2000 is also attached.

COMPARATIVE TARIFFS IN THE CARIBBEAN

Please note that the estimates of units consumed and peak load
were nol specified but determined by the provider of the daia.
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Monthly Bills for Strted Customer Consumption Usage (USS$)

USSI = G3193 Residentiol Cammercial Industrial
USS 1S3 USS

Consumption (kWh) per ;

maonth 106 409 2,600 5,000 10,000 { 760,000
Peak Load (KVA) A N 5 10 30 278
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GUYANAELECTRICITY CORPORATION

ELECTRICITY TARIFFS 1974 - 1995

YN 1904fod $3nTf - aoass up ST I T

2

f 140 [ribet} ) ar M [ o kit 7t §§g%.:n. R_GN
res zier SOEME oLLrs ot =214
Iroes ey wsris [ FESIY RELIT [ Tr'err'ser'sy L
pix roor 2res oosCls '3 ] SIS Lreesr NO'000 88T MLTCH LTS 2234
£rot nes 6098 ooeris s e secer oo TS wirCEsTeIs L6t
frog Mo 5093 00sTIS Tr¢s [l . Or'Ig] ONVSET'EIES PORPLYSOE Y foar
bzt ©0os 1res orecs Y P ] aerosT POOTES'FirS GOD'LIT'REDS 0867
sres L0038 wos B it s [ L] KONBILCErS VoL LTS [ oidd

| et srye aors asrs oIy ey Irreres ey
s HE Boors s sosnLl 0TIy L84
orey azes IS neos os'aet STETLTCETE P61
ores aret ”"ys s Loyl [l g rdgs gy 3043
a0y ”"es (7314 st T eV rers rar
(14,4 (1) .+ [ 33 .9 [ 3" 0L THSRTE 3034
”"we [1e] [ 3] i1 f£:14
%1 Zes 5278 "er 85!
sros sres iy 2EWS oRar
Iros s 5578 Fig )] BL6F
008 003 SET rees SLET
oor et sETs HBT 2260
SHIGSTOS HWIATA LYT % r) LO={150 L2 LT o Ny [ 5] 15
+ LATHYL ARV L ALvy ARV a3 HINAATH |,
AVEIAY AGISANS AOVEMY | AT Ao EIRARIY ADHANT SRAEANS ALDLOTs Wl

This isan error - figures reflect MWh

16/28



Thursday 10 July 2003

If one looks through the comparison table relating to the De-
cember 2002 tariffs, at the smallest consumer end of 100 kWh/monih
metered and billed which inciudes about 72,000 of GPL's 125,060
consumers, the unit price in Guyana of USS$18.86/inonth is bettered
by five of the 17 couniries listed: Belize at US$13.25; Jamaica at
{78815.33,; Aruba at US816. 10, Barbados at US$17.86 and St Lucia
at USS17.96. There arell countries with tariffs above Guyana,
with Bermuda topping at US$31.32.

Al the level of industrial consumers using 100,000 kWh/month
Sor which GPL has less than 200 consumers, the GPL's charge of
US820,977.12 is less attractive than at the small domestic level
Bahamas is the lowest at US$10,183.05 with Jamaica slightly higher
at US811,129.17, six of thel6 countries analyzed at this level are
higher than Guyana (please note that industrial consumers category
is not applicable 1o Monsterrat). '

It should be nofed that Guyana’s tradifional social policy
position has been for a significant cross subsidy from the few large
consumers o the many small consumers. This issue was
acknowledged during the negotiations of the Quadripartite
Agreement and a slow rate of tariff rebalancing was implemented

Discussions on prices of electricity in Guyana would be incom-
plete if the issue of losses is not addressed. Total losses have been
high at 40% to 44%. Best estimates are that technical losses caused
by inadequacies in our 50- and 60-cycle generation, our frainsmis-
sion and distribution systems ove about 20% and commercial losses,
caused when electricity received by consumers is unbilled for any
number of reasons, are about 25%.

As aconsequence of the electricity wiility in Guyana being short
of financing from the early 19705, ransmission and distribution
systems horve been in poor condition, greatly overloaded, elemen-
rar'ﬁz in design and layout and the conversion of areas from 50- to
60-cvele has not been compleied. I has been projected that signifi-
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cant investments in money and manpower resources, approximaiely
up to US8200M over five years is requived to substantially rehabili-
lale the existing system and make new capiiai investments. Such
substantial expenditure would exert an uypword pressure on the tar-
iffs before gains are realized three 10 5 years later.

Lvidence of high losses, reports about illegal connections and
reconnections, and internal and external conspiracy, suggest that
many employees and consumers are engaged in things inwhich they
should not be. There is need for a great change in our attitude towards
the utility.

On the part of the utility there is need to lower error rates in
meter reading and billing to inspire greater consumer confidence
and 1o re-meter perhaps 70% of all installations. These
improvements require capital investment in an updated and efficient
billing system-and new meters.

Prime Minister undertakes to maintain steady pressure on GPL
fo progressively improve its operation; at the same time Prime Min-
Ister encourages all to use electricity frugally so that everyone stays
within their budget for electricity as well as work Jor continued
overall growth and development, so as we earn more, we can more
comfortably meet our needs.

REQUESTS FOR LEAVE TO MOVE THE ADJOURNMENT
OF THEASSEMBLY ON DEFINITE MATTERS OF URGENT
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE

Mrs Shirley J Melville: Mr Speaker, under Standing Order 11 and
12 1 beg to move the adjournment of the National Assembly on a defi-
nite matter of urgent public importance.

A sttuation of extreme hardship was created as a result of landslide
that caused the shutdown of the Mioca Moca Hydro Power Plant-in
Lethem, Region 9, last Sunday.
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Thank you.

The Speaker: Honourable Member, I am minded to allow the Motion
subject to leave granted by the National Assembly. Do | have your
leave Honourable Members? [Pause] No objection. 1therefore think
you have given your leave. The matter will stand down until 16:30H
after the adjournment for tea,

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS
Presentation and First Reading
By the Honourable Attorney General and Minister of Legal Affairs

1. CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT) (No 2) BILL
No 9/2003 - published on 4 July 2003

2. CONSTITUTION (AMENDMENT)(No3) BILL
No 10/2003 - published on 3 July 2003

By the Honourable Minister of Finance
SUGAR LEVY (REPEALj BILL 2003 - BILL No 11/2003
Mr Robert HO Corbin: 1 should have arisen earfier, Sir.

I heard these Bills being laid and read a first time, but I haven't seena
copy as yet. They haven't been circulated.

Are we getting them today?

Hon Deodnauth Singh: The Constitution Amendment Bili No 2 had
already been circulated but 1 see that tn the Notice Paper it says "To be
circulated’

The Speaker: Could you throw some light on the matter Honourable
Minister of Parliamentary Affairs?
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Hon Reepu Daman Persaud: Under Standing Order 45(4),

a Bill, whether presented in pursuant of an order of the Assembly after
leave given or without such order, shall be handed to the Clerk at the
table by the member who gave notice of the Biil. The Clerk shai then
read aloud, the title of the Bill, which shall then be recorded in the min-
utes of the proceeding as having been read a first time and, unless previ-
ously printed, order to be printed, without question put.

So it 1s appropriate to do it this way, but we will endeavour in the future
notwithstanding the Standing Orders to get the Bills circulated.

The Speaker: 1 gather they have been presented to the Clerk.
Any indication when they will be available to Members of Parliament?

Hon Reepu Daman Persaud: My understanding, speaking with the
Clerk. .. infact I made every attempt to see that these Bills are circulated
today. We are on the verge of having them donie on a photocopying
machine but the printers do not have it ready. They assure us that it will
be ready tomorrow. I have since spoken with the Clerk so the Bill will
reach alt the members by tomorrow,

The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member,
Mr Robert HO Corbin: Thank you, Sir.

Fwasn’t questioning the Standing Orders, 1just wanted to clarify for the
records because on a similar basis when the Procurement Bill was laid it
gave the public the impression that we received copies of that Bill the
same day it was read in the Parliament and capitalized upon in the debate
as though we had it already.

The Speaker: Thank you, Mr Corbin. That dcbate is over.

Mr Robert HO Corbin: { wasjust clearing the record.
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PUBLIC BUSINESS

MOTIONS

ITEM 1 - ADOPTION OF THE THIRD REPORT OF THE
APPOINTIVE COMMITTEE

The Speaker: The Honourable Minister of Culture, Youth and Sport.

Hon Gail Teixeira: Mr Speaker, I rise to table this Motion in my name
as Chairman of the Appointive Committee.

WHEREAS, the Standing Committee to address matters relating
fo the appointment of members of commissions established under
the Constitution appointed by the Committee of Selection on 4 April
2003, and pursuant to Article 119(C} of the Constitution and under
the provision of Standing Order No 704, met on five consecutive
occasions for the purpose of identifyving such bodies as appear fo it
to represent public officers or classes of public officers for
consultation in the nomination of two members of the Public Service
Commission to be appointed in accordance with Article 200(1)(B)
of the Constifution;

AND WHEREAS the Committee in its third report to the National
Assembly has reported that it has considered the following two proposals:

1. That the Public Service Union, the Public Service Senior
Staff Association and the Federation of Unions of
Government Employees be the bodies as appear to the
Commitiee (o represent public officers or classes of public

officers.

2. That the Public Service Union be the body as ap-
pears to it to represent public officers or classes of public
officers;

AND WHEREAS the Commiltee is of the view that Guyana
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Public Service Union is one of the bodies as appear 10 it to repre-
sent public officers or classes of public officers to be consulted:

AND WHEREAS the Committee has further reported that it
has failed to reach an agreement on the selection of the other
appropriate body or bodies as required by the Constitution;

AND WHEREAS it has referred the matter of its jailure fo the
Assembly for its consideration and guidance.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: that this National
Assembly determines whether the Public Service Senior Staff
Association and the Federation of Unions of Government Employees
are among the bodies that appear to represent public officers or
classes of public officers.

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED: that the Standing
Commitree proceed to consult with the body or bodies identified by
this National Assembly in accordance with the provisions of the
Constitution.

This Motion Mr Speaker calls for this House to refer to the Report
of the Committee which was tabled at the last sitting on 3 July. The
Report which was tabled in this House is now followed by this Motion
which calls on the House 1o make a decision. As you are aware the
establishment of this Committee was effected by a Motion in Parliament
and the Members appointed, as the Motion says, by the Parliamentary
Committee of Selection.

The Committee was faced with two proposals as is highlighted in
the Motion and after several attempts at consecutive meetings to reach
an agreement on the bodies to be consulted to make the nominations of
two persons, we were unable {0 reach agreement and therefore sought
guidance from the House on how io proceed.

This Motion which was drafted after secking Guidance from the
Hongurable Speaker on how to move procedurally on this matier, was
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discussed by the Committee and further amended to have greater clari-
fication and agreed to, and is now here for decision. The Report which
was tahled last week also had the agreement of the Committee.

We would ask this House to remember that the establishment of
the Public Service Comimission is critical to the appointments of both the
Judicial and Police Service Commissions as the Chairman of the Public
Service Commission sits on both and plays a critical role.

So despite the fact that at the last sitting of this House we agreed to
the nominees to the Judicial Service Commisston and the Police Service
Commission, and they have been approved and submitted to his
Excellency the President; that the establishment of these bodies cannot
be completed until this last issue is resolved.

This House is being asked to decide on whether the Public Service
Senior Staff Association and FUGE should also be consulted to make
nominations to the Public Service Commission. And Tdraw your atiention
in particular to the Clause in the Motion that says,

AND WHERFEAS, the Committee iy of the view that the
Guyana Public Service Union is one of the bodies as
appear v it to represent public officers...

The House is being asked in the penultimate resolve clause to make
a decision on the inclusion of the Public Service Senior Staff Association
and the Federation of Unions of Government Employees.

The decision that this House is being asked to make Mr Speaker, is
a judgment that surrounds two arguments that took place in the
Committee. Oneis of atechnical nature and that is the establishment of
the bona fides of which entity is to be consulted and also is based on a
premise of what is, or which body or bodics is the bargaining unit of the
public servanis, This argument i am sure will be presented but it is one
in which there are many areas that contradict the technical arguments
and so the proponent by one section of the Opposition in the Committee
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to have solely the Public Service Union.

The second argument, which is the governmeni=s arguinent, is based
on the principle that the constitution reform process, is premised on
mclusion and greater participation in the decision-making processes, hence
the establishment of Sectoral Committees, the selection of persons for
the Service Commissions and the Rights Commissions. The precedent
was set with the selection of persons through the consensual mechanism,
tabled in this House, on the establishment for the Ethnic Relations
Commission.

The interpretation is that the Constitution envisages a broader
involvement of various entities to be part of the consultation process and
to make nominations, The argument to include these two other bodies is
premised on the view that the inclusion in the process will do no harm to
the Constitution and, in fact, acquiesce its intention. That in the selection
of the bodies for the Judicial Service Commission and the Police Service
Commission this was the basis for the inclusion of the Berbice Bar
Association, the Women Lawyers Association and the Guyana Bar
Association, and in the case as I said, in the second body, the Police
Service Commission, it included the Police Association and the
Association of Former Policemen.

This indicates that the consultation for the nominees to the Rights
Commission again is based on a consensual mechanism to improve the
breadth of participation and the development of a culture of responsible,
inclusive decision-making.

The fact that we as a Committee adopted the consensual mechanism
to govern the Rights Commission to guide us in the selection of bodies to
be consulted it is the same consensual mechanism to be used for the
Service Commissions~Parliament as the custodian of the Constitution is
bemng asked to weigh these two argumenis. Tts ruling will have an effect
on the process of consultation for the other Rights Commissions and for
which, as I have said, we have used the Motion on consensual mecha-
nism to guide us in dealing with the Service Commissions.
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We sincerely hope that the Motion wilf receive the support of this
House in order to give & messaye to the larger population and, as I said,
to develop a culture of responsibility, and inclusive decision-making.

Thank you. fApplause]
The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.

Hon Member Mr Vincent Alexander - I notice that you are far away
fromme.

Mr Vincent L. Alexander: Mr Speaker, T rise to articulate my party's
position on the Motion which is before this House, the Motion relating to
the Adoption of the Third Report ofthe Appointive Committee. Mr
Speaker, Article 200 of the Constitution was amended to require the
Parliament to nominate two persons to the President for appomtment to
the Public Service Commission.

Mr Speaker, our understanding of this amendment of the
Constitution is that it is intended to ensure that there is a greater
involvement of the stakeholders in the process and that the President
does not have a monopoly over the process. As weunderstand it the
intention is that bodies identified, bodies as appear to represent public
officers or classes of public officers should be consulted in this process
by the Appointive Comumittee.

On the face of this matter Mr Speaker, we feit that the matter will
be easily resolved from the standpoint of a straightforward consultation
with the Public Service Union and the Federation of Unions of Government
Employees. This was our first disposition on this matter.

However Mr Speaker, we were caused to look at this matter n
greater dewail when it was proposed that the Public Service Senior Staff
Association should be among the bodies which should be consuited.
That forced us to take a second look at theissue and to arrive at very
concrete criteria by which we could determine what was meant by a
body that appsars to represent public officers or classes of public offic-
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ers. Inthe quest for an objective decision on this matter we, through the
Committee, sought information from a number of agencies, The two
which I would wish to refer 1o are the Ministry of Labour in the person
of the Chief Labour Officer and the unions themselves.

What did we discover when we sought the information? We
discovered that the Chief Labour Officer expressed the following in
relation to the three bodies,

The Guvana Public Service Union was certified by the
Trade Union Recognition and Certification Board on 16
May, 2000 fo represent workers in the public service
appointed by the Public Service Comniission,

Mr Speaker, T'made one little correction there. The actual letter
from the Chief Labour Officer said 2003 but I am advised that the
correction informarion is the year 2000,

In relation to the Public Service Senior Stafl Association we are
advised that they made an application on 23 May 2003 to the Trade
Union Recognition and Certification Board to be certified as the
recognized association to represent permanent secretaries, heads of
departments not under ministerial control, accounting officers and such
other members of senior staff as may be decided by the association.

With specific reference to FUGE we are advised that the Federal
Union of Government Employees is an association of unions comprising
the National Union of Public Service Employees, the Amalgamated
Transport and General Workers Union, Union of Agriculture and Allied
Workers, and the Guyana Postal and Telecommunications Workers
Union. These Unions, we are further advised, represent transport, postai,
skilled, semiskilled and unskilled employees in the various sectors of
govemnment. However, tiie empioyees are not appointed by the Public
Service Commiasion.

Mir Speaker, we came to the conclusion that noiwithstanding our
oW disposition toward FUGE, and given the information provided oy
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the relevant authority, the Ministry of Labour in the person of the Chief
Labour Officer, that the only body which we can say unambiguously
represents pubkc servants in the context and requirement of the
Constitution is the Guyana Public Service Union.

And from that perspective, Mr Speaker, we proposed then and
maintain now, that the GPSU is the only body which under the provision
of our Constitution should be consulted for the purpose of determining
who should sit on the Public Service Comimission given that we are dealing
with the parliamentary aspect of the consultation, not the entire commission
at large.

Mr Speaker, but more than that, when we sought turther and specific
information from these regions what did we discover? We discovered
that the Public Service Senior Staff Association which purports to represent
permanent secretaries, heads of departments not under ministerial contral,
accounting officers other than those in categones I and Ii, such ather
members of staff of the public service as may be decided by the secretariat
of the Public Service Senior Staff Association, that the officers of this
body are all, barring two permanent secretaries appointed at the behest
of the President.

The President is one Dr Dindyal Permaul, permanent secretary - at
the time we received this information - of the Ministry of Agricuiture.
The vice president was one Mr Keith Booker, permanent secretary of
the Ministry of Culture. The secretary is one Miss Jennifer Webster
who is permanent secretary, Office of the President. The assistant
secretary isone Mr Hydar Ally, former permanent secretary ofthe Ministry
of Education - deputy head of the Presidential Secretariat. The Treasurer
1s Mr Dohan Balkaran, treasurer of the Ministry of Fisheries.

The committee members are Pulandar Kandhi, permanent secre-
tary of the Ministry of Local Government, presently at the Ministry of
Health... sorry... /lnterruption] but he 1s still a permanent secretary.
Another committee member is Mrs Mitradevi Ally, former permanent
secretary, Ministry of Human Services, presently at the Mimstry of Le-
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gal Aftairs. Next committee member is Kenneth Jordan, permanent sec-
tetary, Ministry of Public Works. Another committee member 1s Sita
Ramlall of the Supreme Court, Registrar. And the last but by no means
least of committee members is Sasenarine Gendon, permanent secre-
tary of the Ministry of Agriculture.

Mr Speaker, the issue before us is identifying 2 body that repre-
sents Or appears to represent public servants.

Mr Speaker, under ihe guidance, under the initiative of'the People’s
Progressive Party/Civic the Parliament ofthis country passed a Bill 1o
provide for the recognition of trade unions, and it is only those trade
unions which are so-recognized are considered for the purposes of
collective bargaining to be the representatives of the bargaining agencies
and the workers who fall within those bargaining agencies.

The evidence is clear that this association does not fall into that
category. But, to make matters worse, this association has an executive
all of whom were appormted at the behest of the President and so if we
were to admit this association into that category what, in fact, we will be
doing is allowing the President through the back door to undo the intent
ofthe Constitution.

Mr Speaker, it is on those grounds that we object to having this
body be one of the bodies that we purport to represent public servants.
In fact Mr Speaker, all of the categories of public servants are represented
by the Guyana Public Service Union. fApplause] No category, under
the Laws of Guyana, and in the particular law, the Trade Union Recog-
nition Act, which was piloted by the PPP/C, specifies in the context of
representation which bedies can be, should be, and in fact will be, rec-
ognized. GPSU s the only such body in relation to the Public Service
Commission. Mr Speaker, we stand by our principles.

cont'd in Part IT
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As I said in the inception, because of tradition we were not indisposed
10 FUGE but on the ground of principle we have stepped back and are
contending that the only body under the Laws of Guyana which truly
represents public servants is the Guyana Public Service Union. There-
fore Mr Speaker, we find it very difficult, nigh impossible, to support the
recommendation or the first resolve clause in this Motion.

Mr Speaker, we have heard arguments about representation as a
philosophical category versus technical legal arguments. We are pre-
pared to argue on both counts, the philosophical count and on the tech-
nical legal count that the Public Service Senior Staff Association will not
qualifyunder either of the counts. And that in fact GPSU is the only one
that qualifies under both of the counts.

Mr Speaker, in this context, as I said before, we find it difficult to
support the first resolution clause. However, at the appropriate time,
recognizing that we did agree that this Motion should come to the House,
I propose to propose an amendment to the Motion.

1 want to make it clear Mr Speaker we are not saying that we did
not agree to have the Motion brought here.

We did agree.
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We did not agree to the content of the motion but we did agree to
have it brought here.

Having considered the matter in greater detail we now are of the
view Mr Speaker that the whole tradition of the working of these com-
mittees can be best served if the committee makes another attempt to
arrive at a Consensus.

In fact Mr Speaker, having put forward the argumentation we have
put forward, we are confident that the nation at large will agree with us
and we hope that those who are responsible for governing that nation at
large will be responsive to the view of the nation at large and will come
back to the committee and will do the ight thing; will concede that it is
only the GPSU that meets the requirements.

~ Mr Speaker, ] hasten to add that if by any chance next year or the
year after or some time in the future, notwithstanding all of these perma-
nent secretaries being the President=s persons - I am trying to be gender
neutral here - if they are able to gain recognition under the Trade Union
Recognition Act we will be prepared in principle to recognize them as
having the right to represent public servants. [Applause] But that time
1s not yet.

Mr Speaker, [ need to re-emphasize that it was only on 23 May
2003 that they applied for this recognition. The process of determining
their status has hardly been proceeded with so far, but here we have a
situation where they are being imposed upon us by the same government
which introduced and had passed the Trade Union Recognition Bill. The
rule of law should prevail, Mr Speaker, and more particularly the
Constitution should be upheld. And so Mr Speaker, we on this side of
the House stand here to support the rule of law, to support the letter and
spirit ofthe Constitution and call upon the entire House to accept the
guidance and leadership on this matter and to do whatis right.

Thank you, Mr Speaker. [Applause]
The Speakes: Thank you Honourable Meinver,

16/42



Fhursday, 10 fuly 2003

Hon Attorney General and Minister of Legal Affairs.

Hon Docdnauth Singh: Mr Speaker, ! rise to correct the view which
has been expressed by Mr Alexander with respect to FUGE.
[Interruption and laughter |

Since the Appellate Court has ruled in the court in the case of Yawh
and Correia you can be a public servant and not necessarily a public
officer. So that if the process requires a consultation with persons
representing public servants, then of necessity, the FUGE has to be
consulted.

The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.
Henourable Member Mr Deryck Bemnard.

Mr Deryck MA Bernard: Mr Speaker, I rise to support the argu-
ments of my Honourable colleague and I will be brief. T want to begin by
making a wider point,

Mr Speaker, these experiments that we in Guyana are attempting in
parliamentary governance and administration are things which we should
be proud of and these are experiments which redound their work to the
credit of both sides of this House.

Therefore Mr Speaker, it is important that on both sides of the
House we respect the spirit and intentions of the Constitution reforms.

Mr Speaker, it will be true to say that in the workings of this
committee the mood has usually been consensual. And that even when
there had been proposals that we on the opposition side of the committee
might have had some questions on, we were prepared to be generous in
understanding,

And [ would like to make afew comments about the debaie on this
particular proposal, that is, the proposal that the PSSSA should be one
of the bodies to make nominations to the Public Service Commission.
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When we were first told of this association in the debate someone
asked how long has it been in existence and what did it do? The first
response was Mr Speaker, 'oh, years and years.! Then as the debate
unfolded it turned out that the process of bringing this body into the legal
situation so that it can even be considered was happening almost in
parallel with the debate of this committee.

And Mr Speaker, that process and the documents emerging and
the registration process happening after we had started this debate is
unworthy of this House and unworthy of colleagues.

The second point 1 want to make is this, that there has been an
attempt by my Honourable friend the minister to suggest that there is a
parallel between the consensus that emerged when we talked about the
Judicial Service Commission and the Police Service Commission where
there were proposals - I believe, mostly from the government side, but
that is not important - to widen the representation. But in every case the
legal bona fides or the representational bona fides of the institution
suggested were never in question.

The same questions that we asked about the PSSSA were asked
about the Berbice Lawyers Association and they were satisfactorily
answered. '

But in this specific case Mr Speaker, the Constitution requires a
particular characteristic and that is that they represent the workers.

We note that the issue of FUGE is being brought in perhaps, to
create a little dust and cloud, but the letter from the Chief Labour Officer
of the Ministry of Labour was very very clear. He said of FUGE that
these unions represent transport, postal, skified, semiskilled and unskilled
workers in various sectors of government. However, the employees are
not appomied by the Public Service Commission.

So even though they may have some legitimate interest in the matter,
tf'we accept a strict legal interpretation only the Guyana Public Service
Union quakificd.
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Mr Speaker, we would like to make these constitutional reforms
work. We would like to evolve at a stage in which our discussions take
place with mutual respect, and when we make decisions we understand
each other+s thinking and we make decisions which would have
credibility, not only in this House but in the nation at large.

There 18 in the representation of public services a legitimate place
for institutions that speak on behalf of senior levels of the public service.
In many junsdictions those organizations exists.

And the position of the People's National Congress Reform is that
in Guyana there may be a legitimate place for such an institution and
when either the PSSSA or any other institution which emerges to have
the legal nght to speak on behalf of the senior managers of the public
service so establishes itself, whether it happens in a year or two years,
that 18 not our problem. Ifand when such a situation occurs we would
agree without question for such an association to do that representation.

But to attempt to foist the PSSSA on ourselves as a legitimate
representative is not only to do violence to the committee but, in fact, to
undermine the very purpose which is stated by that association and to
make us wonder whether their intentions have nothing whatsoever to do
with public service representation but to fulfil some narrow and unworthy
partisan objective,

Therefore Mr Speaker, it seems to us that the wisest course for us
to take particularly at this early stage of implementing these Constitution
reforms is for the committee to sit again on this matter and look at the
issues and to accept the judgment of that officer in the public service
who is qualified to talk on these matters, and to accept the strict and
legitimate rights of the Guyana Public Service Union.

therefore believe a lot of good will be done if we resolive this
matter in a way that respects the Constitution, and if we desist and pult
ourselves away from a position where we begin to introduce narrow and
I believe unworthy aims into the work of this committee.
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I want to suggest that no harm will be done. We believe that the
committee could do its work quickly and resolve this matter to
everyone-*s satisfaction so that we can have our Public Service
Commission in place and all the other commissions which spring from its
appointment.

Thank you, Mr Speaker. [Applause]
The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.
Honourable Member, Mr Cyril Belgrave.

Mr Cyril CL Belgrave: Mr Speaker, I rise to remove a perception
that is being pedaled in this Honourable House. It has to do with trade
union recognition and moreso it has been so much used as the Trade
Union Recognition and Certification Board.

[ was the first chairman of that body and trade union recognition
only comes when there are pending disputes between unions and the
employer's refusal to accept a trade union of the workers choice.

~ Ttisawrong perception that they pedal in this House; that the Trade
Union Recognition and Certification Board, which was passed and
assented to by this government becomes the Alpha and Omega in terms
of what must happen.

T am advising you; you are not attempting in any way to use the
trade union issues, you are using political issues. You are bringing politics
into this whole situation.

May I draw to your attention the fct that workers representation is
the right of an employer to accept particularly unions that they bope will
represent workers. You cannot tell this House that the Trade Union
Certification Board is the only body that gives the constitutional right to
the worker.

The Constitution says that workers must be represented by bodies
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of their choice. [Interruption] Don't worry with whether they apply.
Whether they apply or not did the employers say that this body in no
way will be accepted as the representative body of the workers? They
did not. You are wrong in your whole arguments,

Honourable Member Mr Alexander you have gone off course. You
are doing exactly what you have been doing all the years in your political
life. [Laughter] I am surprised that a former minister who sat for a
number of years representing a government, they say, will cometo this
House to say the things he has said. 'Don't tek no pressure for this thing,
buddy.'

Let the arrangements continue by which the body will meet and
represent people as they should. I don't know why it 1s that you are
having this division. And here what you are saying, consensus, and by
consensus you mean to put the 'political spoke' in the wheel of the body
set up. This is exactly what you mean.

You are putting in a ‘political spoke’, you do not want the body to
function as it should. It is the history of the PNC anyhow. For my 27-
28 years in Parliament I recognize that the PNC when they cannot get
control of something they destroy it. That is your culture.

If you are talking about a new dispensation, a new period of
development in this country, you must remove this perception from your
mind that you either control or you destroy.

Guyana needs togetherness and I am hopeful that you can see
wisdom.

The GPSU is a representative of workers; FUGE is a representative
of workers; the Public Service Sentor Staff Association is a representative
of workers and I would suggest that you accept this Motion so we can
mave on to get this body going sc we can look at the interest of this
country's development. Don't break it up, T know your behaviour.

Twaswith vou for a tumber nypnrc At one ctace Mr Spsa_l:er¥
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will go so far to say... [Interruption] T have 30 minutes.

The Speaker: I notice that you are having a long conversation with
your colleagues on the Opposition. Iam pleased that you recognize
that I exist and I am here all the time.

Thank )’Oﬁ.

Mr Cyril CL Belgrave: At one stage in this country Mr Speaker, do
you know what the PNC, as it was then, did? They divided the trade
union movement. I don't know how they have become representatives
now. They set up parallel bodies, paralle] trade unions. Today they are
talking about their rights. [Inferruption] (*“The man you are talking
about came out of the PNC, he was a YSM leader. and still is a
member of the PNC. So you have a right to represent that interest.)

You are talking about the permanent secretaries. Are they not
workers in this country? Are they not entitled to representation? Are
they not entitled to be on bodies to seek representation on their behalf?

I am surprised that the Hon Member Mr Alexander whom I know
for a number of years... we operated together in the TUC, we sat down
and discussed workers* rights; he was part of an education strategy in
the TUC. Today you are taking an anti-worker position because it suits
your political interest. [Applause] Iwould say let us get on with our
business for today and look after the interest of workers. /dpplause]

The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.
Honourable Member, Mrs Sheila Holder.

Myrs Sheila VA Holder: Mr Speaker, 1 rise reluctantly to add my voice
to this debate that I had hoped would return to this House. 1recall upon
the establishment of the Appointments Committee thai I stated then that
during the Constitution reform process it was said repeatedly by the
people of Guyana that they desired to see the element of independence
introduced in the appointments to institutions and commissions. This
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view was very emphatic. [t ran through many ofthe consultations lead-
ing up to the reform of our Constitution many years ago. Itis, therefore
for me, disappointing that we have returned to this House with an unre-
solved issue, that committee to appoint a member to the Cormmission
having been established.

It isalso disappointing from the perspective that I stated then that
this House had achieved what I described as a hallowed tradition; that
during the committee stage consensus rufed the day.

I regret coming back to this Honourable House with this matter we
have exhibited very early in the reform process, a failure that none of'us
should be proud of.

The fact is that the view was also expressed in the reform process
and contained I believe, in an amendment to Article 13 of the Constitution,
that greater consultation by citizens should be the new order of the day.
However, we are faced with a reality that the Constitution states very
clearly that the supreme organs of the state are in fact, the President, the
Cabinet and the Parliament.

Regrettably all three institutions fall under the authority of the
President, and perhaps therein lies the problem of distrust that has
surfaced in the Appointments Committee that has caused a lack of
consensus to arrive.

I express the hope that we will take this hallowed position of
consensus at the level of the Committee serious enough to return to the
committee with the challenge to resolve this issue.

Thank you. fApplause]
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Hon Minister of Health.

Hon Dr Leslie Ramsammy: Mr Speaker, we have listened to the
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arguments as to whether the GPSU should be the only body consulted
or whether we should consult with all the bodies that in one way or
another are associated with the functioning of the public service in Guyana.

Mr Speaker many of us were involved in the discussions, the
discourse and the consultations during the evolution of our reformed
Constitution and there was one overarching principle. In putting together
our new Constitution and in recognizing that it is a dynamic process and
that we will improve this Constitution as we move forward, the
overarching principle was that consultation, dialogue, increased
participation of stakeholders in the broadest sense would be what we
would want to make a reality.

Mr Speaker, ifindeed those of us who worked on the Constitution
reform process meant to limit consultation to the recognized union then
we would have so stated. In deciding that the appointments would not
rest solely on the President, and in deciding that the Parliament should
have a role, we included in our Constitution the provision that the
Parliament would make nominations of two candidates for the President
to appoint. And the Parliament in making those nominations would consult
with bodies that represent employees or classes of employees.

It never said a body that is a recognized union.

The Honourable Member Belgrave asked the question: Are the
permanent secretaries working in the public service of Guyana? The
answer 15 yes.

Are the accounting officers working in the public service of this
country? Theanswer is yes.

Do we have these personnel contributing to the welfare of the public

service? The answer is yes.

In this era that is evolving in which we want to expand the scope of
the participants in the dialogue and consultation, why is it that we are so
adamant in excluding any group that is associated? And letusnot try to
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deceive anyone. 1 have heard that the Public Service Senior Staff Asso-
ciation applied for recognition in May of 2002; the same letters that are
being held up in this National Assembly aiso say thai this orgamzation
was registered in May 2002 when the Appointment Committee of this
Parliament was not in existence and we seek not to mention that. So this
is not a new organization. That is the fact, Mr Speaker.

I hear several of the Members talk about broad, greater
participation, greater consultation and recognizing the role of stake-
holders. This is the attempt to broaden consultation, and this Parliament
will consult with all of the groups that are in one way or another involved
with the functioning of the public service.

And it is for that reason that we the Members from this side of the
House of the Appointments Committee insist that all of the relevant groups
be consulted in making the nominations to the President.

Mr Speaker, it is important for us to realize or to note that within
the Appointments Committee we could have voted but we decided to
bring it to the National Assembly so that we can air our views publicly. It
is therefore disingenuous for us to be now calling for it to go back to the
Appointments Committee.

We could have voted before we came here. We all agreed by
consensus that it should come here and, therefore Mr Speaker, [ say
having arrived here by consensus - and this was not disputed - that we
resolve the issue so that we can get the Public Service Commission in
place and working for the benefit of all those public servants who are
‘waiting for their promotions and so on. fApplause/

Mr Speaker, before [ take my seat at the appropriate time - I am
not sure whether this is it - we suggest that the Motion in the first resolve
ciause be amended and the word ‘whether’ be replaced by the word
that.'

Thank you. [Applause]
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The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.

Hon Minister of Culture, Youth and Sport.

Hon Gail Teixeira: Mr Speaker, it has been an interesting debate and
I'think it is one where a number of issues need to be made very clear.

In listening to the Honourable Member Mr Alexander it appears as
if somewhere in the Constitution it is written that the Public Service Union
is the only body that should be asked to have representation.
[Interruption] 1said it appears as if.

In Section 201(b), which I want to read for the House, it says that
two members appointed by the President upon nomination by the Na-
tional Assembly after it has consulted such bodies as appear to it to
represent public officers or classes of public officers.

That is what the committee was asked to address and that was
reflected in the Motion that was passed on 8 May asking the committee
toworkonit. Itisin that context where there is not clarity, no definition
that the committee sat and looked at the various entities.

However, the arguments surrounded a number of issues.
[Interruption: "If you continue I will ask the protection of the Speaker
because I don't have a big voice like my dear comrade behind me,
Mr Belgrave.']

Let us deal with some of the issues that have been raised by some
of the Honourable Members on the other side of the House.

First of all the constitutional issue left it up to the committee to
determine in its wisdom who were those bodies that should be consulted.
Inour attempts at the committee level we came up with two proposalsin
which in drafting the Motion we even agreed to put it that the GPSU was
to be one of the bodies. However, the second patt, which is the part we
are being asked to vote on here today, is saying that we are asking to
include the other two bodies.
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So it is not a Motion coming here today saying that it is GPSU on
the one hand and the other two on the other. We are misinforming the
people whe happen to be locking at some of this stuff on television.
[Applause] Let us be straight.

If our coming here to be... and all these grand statements about
hallowed hall and our behaviour, let us be truthful because the reports
make it absolutely clear what was the discussion going on,

Mr Deryck MA Bernard: Mr Speaker, on a point of Order, 35(6)...
The Speaker: Sorry, I did not get that.
Mr Deryck MA Bernard: Standing Order 35(6),

...no member shall impute improper motives to any member of the
Assembly.

It does appear to me Mr Speaker that the Minister is assuming that
some speaker on this side of the House is attempting to be deceitful by
suggesting a different interpretation from the Motion that is being debated.

The Speaker: Proceed, Honourable Member, and take note of the
objection.

Hon Gail Teixeira: Thank you Mr Speaker. Yes, Sir. I always try to
behave properly in Pasliament.

However I want to bring your attention to a number of things in this
Report. Twant to ask the House to look at page 3 No 6.

The discussion which ensued focused on various interpretations of
the content of the Chief Labour Officer's letter to the committee in rela-
tion to registration of a trade union 10 represent Workers viz-a-vis a

union's certification allowing it to be 2 bargaining unit.

The Trade Union Act Chapter 98:03 allows bodies to be registered
as trade umions, The Guyana Public Service Senior Staff Association
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was licenced under the Trade Union Act in 2002 as a trade union.

In 1997 the Trade Union Recognition Act talked about recognition
and certification.

If we had listened to the Hon Member Mr Belgrave there is a
distinction between when you are licenced to operate and therefore under
the Trade Union Act you areregistered and can thusrepresent the interests
of the workers versus when you are certified. However, the committee
examined a number of issues.

The Guyana Public Service Senior Staff Association had provided
documents, and, in fact, we shared the documents with the committee.
There was no cloak-and-dagger arrangement. The association, accord-

ing to the Report which you can see here, represents the senior staffina

number of areas and it is defined if we look at pages 4 and 5 of the
Report. Ifwe read them we will understand who its membership com-
prises and also what it is doing,

The fact is that FUGE in its letter pointed out on page 5, Clause 2
its purpose,

...[o ensure correct evaluation, assessment of open vote workers
for promotion by the Public Service Commission to the fixed
establishment.

SoFUGEhas aroleto play. Let us go back to the senior staff association.

First of all there is nothing to stop staff associations from representing
workers in this country. It was pointed out in this committee that the
GNCB Staff Association represented the workers at the time of the
privatization and was able to argue and represent them and to win the
severance package. But the GNCB Staff Associationis not recognized
under the Trade Union Act, nor is it certified under the Trade Union
Recognition and Certification Act. But in good stead they were
recognized as a group of people and a body that represents the interest
ofthose working there
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Secondly, my dear colieague on the other side, Mr Alexander, talks
about, again, the same issue... /Inferruption] The UG Workers Union,
the UG Staff Association represents the interests of the workers of the
University of Guyana. However, they are not either certified by the
Trade Union Recognition Act.

But ['want to go further, Mr Speaker, for the GPSU it is unfortunate
- T just want to make a comment - that in this House bodies that are
representing workers ofthis country are being pitted against each other.
Because the committee in its Motion here before this House says that it
recognizes the GPSUbut it is saying that there are others that should be
brought in to the ambit of consultation.

This motion is not about who is legitimate or who is not, who is
recognized and who is not recognized. It has to do with the process of
consultation, [Applause] That is the essence of what is going on. I
warned my colleagues on the other side of the House that when we
come, Mr Speaker, to the women and children’ s associations and we
want to see bona fides we are going to runinto trouble. So the spirit of
consultation, the intention of consultation, is what is being fought over
here, not a technicality.

Now, the GPSU traditionally has not been known to represent the
higher categories of the public service. The Public Servants Senior Staff
Association... fInterruption: 'Mr Speaker, can ] have your indulgence,
please? I have a terrible sore throat today and really have a difficulty
shouting above this level.']

The Speaker: Yes.

Honourable Members can we have some order, please.

Hon Gail Teizcira: Mr Speaker, the GPSU - and the record is there
for al! those who wish to look at them - has not traditicnally taken up

matters to do with the accounting and senior staff of the public service.
And that is understood because of their base and everything else.
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However, when the constitutional changes were made, when in 2000
and 2001 this House, this Parliament, made changes to the Constitution
which now puis the onus on public servants and public officers that can
be now summoned to sectoral committees, to come before various
constitutional bodies to answer as public servants and public officers,
and in which there is no present framework to protect them, because the
British parliamentary system actually has rules and regulations for the
sectoral committees, and all these other commissions that we are now
setting up, that they have had before, that makes it clear what are the
responsibilities/duties of public servants and public officers vis-B-vis
coming before these committees to answer questions in relation to the
operations and functions of Government,

So the point I am making is that the Public Service Senior Staff
Assoctation was created in the year 2002, It was registered under the
Trade Union Act. It wrote the President about the concerns of senior
staff, permanent secretaries, senior accountants and so on who would
now be summoned before these bodies and help to deal with what are
protection issues.

To talk about them being appointed by the President is a 'red her-
ring' because the issue has to do with the role and functions of public
servants, particularly permanent secretaries, who are chief accounting
officers under the Financial Regulations Act, under the Auditor General,
under the Accountant General, who can face serious consequences be-
fore the Public Accounts Committee and the Procurement Commission.
And, therefore, this is an issue that concerns all the civil services all over
the world and there are mechanisms put in place.

The Public Service Senior Staff Association brought this to the at-
tention of Office of the President as a concern and, in fact, it is an issue
that this House wil} have to address.

For exampie, in the sectorai commitiees if any sectoral committee
wishes to summon a public servant to answer questions there are rules
governing when they should do it and how they should do it and so on.
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The point ] am making, comrades, ladies and gentlemen, and Members
of Parhament, is that the process of consultation could not leave out this
body of senior staff'in terms of having some way of a consultation in the
process. The FUGE is clear.

There seems to be some fear on the other side of the House that if
you broaden and include these two other bodies, the GPSU may not be
able to have representation. But the Constitution makes it clear that
actually these two bodies will not be able to have representation on the
Public Service Commission, But why not then be part of the consultation
process?

As Honourable Member Mrs Holder asked in a committee meet-
ing a very serious question: What harm, what negatives would be
done to the Constitution were we to consult all three? There was no
answer from my dear colleagues on the other side of the House.

Indeed what harm, what violation is it? We have before that as a
committee consulted bodies.

The point is that we feel that it does no harm... And let me tell you
something; if I was the head ofthe GPSU, Mr Speaker, I would have
wanted to broaden the scope of consultation so that when my nominees
come to Parliament nobody could dispute the bona fides ofthat person.
And that is what trade unions like to do. But this has become an issue of
‘turfism’ and it isunfortunate.

At the root here is the principle that if we do not deal with what we
mean by consultation... because ultimately this same committee that we
belong to, the 11of us belong to, six on the Government, five on the
Opposition, if the three people meet and submit names and we in any
way disagree with the names, we have the power, through power of the
Committee, {o make them go back and start again or to seiect.

Let me give you an example, it is in the Report, sc it is public
knowledge now.
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When we dealt with the Judicial Service Commission, Mr Speaker,
three names came forward, the Berbice Bar Association put up one, the
Women Lawyers Association put up one, and the Guyana Bar Association
putup one. Three names from three organizations. If we were going to
go with the majority of the persons who were nominated it should have
gone to another person, but in our wisdom as a committee we adjudicated
over the three names, we judged of the three names which we felt could
best serve on the Judicial Service Commission. Was not that so?

1 challenge the members of the committee to say that is not what we
did.

So under this process of consultation there were different layers.
First, as a committee, who should we approach to consult?

Secondly, once the consultation 1s done it comes to us. When it
comes to us we have the ability as a committee to adjudicate, to make
nomination and where we are unable to do that to seek the overpowering,
overwhelming ruling of the Parliament because the Parliament is above
us,

We are a commiitee implementing what is a Parliament motion. So
that this committee can also, if for any reason any nominations were to
come to us in theory that were unacceptable, were problematic, were a
violation of the Constitution and the requirements for those who must sit
on these bodies, then obviously the committee can continue the process
of going towardsits second and third rung, There is nothing to stop that.
But, Mr speaker, we attempted to reach consensus, we 'agree' to disa-
gree=. I have sat in this House and hear this word consensus being
bandied around. Consensus can mean three things, (i) we agree to

-disagree, (i) we find compromise - we give a little and take a little and
we both come away with something from the table or (i), we come to
an agreement as if' we all have the same view, These are the three positions
Ofi CONSensus.

The interpretation of the word consensus in Parfiament is if you do
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not agree with them you can=t get consensus. Consensus means we
negotiate and in the committee we failed to reach a conclusion. We
therefore brought it to the House and we wiil vote on it because ultimately,
Mr Speaker, the Parliament is the highest body, so we bow to it and we
have the right to vote in this place. We have the right to disagree, to
decline, to vote against. We have a right to do that.

Sometimes when you fail at one level you reject that and move to
the next decision-making body which is Parliament, to make the decision.

The comment has been made about the PSs being appointed by
the government. The permanent secretaries are the chief accounting
officers and I would hope that anybody who is not on the Opposition
who would hope to be in government one day, would not have to re-
member some of the duress and comments made today about perma-
nent secretaries in this House because many of those permanent secre-
taries may have to function under you. So be careful with the very du-
ress and comments that are made here about permanent secretaries.

I believe Mr Speaker, that what is at stake in this motion is a prin-
ciple, not the technicality, because there is nothing in the Constitution
that says and gives clarity that it must only be the GPSU or any other
organization. When the Constitution wishes to make it clear it so does.

Under the Judicial Service Commission it makes it clear - Chancel-
for, Chief Justice, chairman of the public service and not less than one,
more than two put up by the committee.

The Constitution in relation to the Public Service Commission leaves
it open to such body or bodies that appear to represent. And, therefore,
the committee has done what is correct. It has gone through a process
asbest as it can. It has come to this House saying ultimately we will have
to vote on this 1ssue; that we have tried,

Up to Tuesday I discussed with one of my colicagues on the other
side of the House: “Any changes fo this thing, anything else,
anything? " ‘No, there is nothing.” So we come hese and we wiil be
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responsible members of Parliament exercising our right to choose and
that will then be returned, whatever way this Motion goes to the
committee to approach the body or bodies to be able to start the
consultation process. And we will return to this body with the names of
the persons that they so put up and what we agree to.

So Mr Speaker, it is unfortunate that in this debate it has made it
appear as if the Constitution makes it appear as if only one body can be
consulted. Istill hold the view that the Constitution writers and decision-
makers and all these people who are part of a process, if they wish only
the GPSU to be there they would have written it in.

Secondly, constitutions are not written for the moment. Tomorrow,
in ten years or five years time there may be a new set of unions on the
horizon and therefore those are the bodies that we will have to consult.

We are at that moment now when there are three bodies which do

‘no harm to the consultation process. In fact, it helps the consultation
process, it helps the involvement of bodies which have a concern over

the workers in the public service to be part of the consultation process.

I repeat the question asked: What harm is done, what negatives are
done? This question I thought Mrs Holder would have answered on the
floor and use the opportunity to expound her arguments which she gave
inthe committee. Therefore, T am giving those arguments because I
believe that they are strong.

This committee is asking the Parliament to make a decision to include
the two other bodies, not the GPSU. If you read the Minutes clearly we
are asking this body to support the inclusion of the two other bodies in
the consultation process to put up nominations to the Appointive
Committee based on Article 200(1)(b) of the Constitution,

Thank vou. [Applause]

The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.
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Honourable Members, I have received two amendments, one by Mr
Vincent Alexander and Hon Member Dr Leslie Ramsammy,

Honourable Member Mr Alexander do you wish to move the amend-
ment that you proposed? /Interruption] 1t is the amendment for one
word. If you were paying attention to Dr Ramsammy you would have
heard. Yes, Mr Alexander yours is first, could you proceed?

Mr Vincent L Alexander: Thank you very much, Mr Speaker. Irise
to move an amendment to the Motion before us. My amendment is
specific to the first resolution clause. It reads as follows,

AND WHERIAS, the committee has referred the matter
of its failure to the Assembly for its consideration and guid-
ance.

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED: that this National
Assembly gives guidance to the committee to assist it in
its determination on whether the Public Service Senior
Staff Association and the Federation of Unions of Gov-
ernment Employees should be among the bodies that ap-
pear to represent public officers or classes of public offic-
ers and that the matter be referred back to the committee
Jor making that determination,

1so move.

The Speaker: There is a seconder I assume. Would somebody sec-
ond?

Mr Deryck MA Bernard: I rise to second the amendment.
The Speaker: Thank you, Mr Bernard.
Honourable Members, I will have to put the amendment first. 1 there-

fore put the amendment that the words proposed to be left out be left
out, that isto say the resolve clauses, and that the words proposed to be
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inserted be there inserted, that is, the amendment as circulated.

Now those who are supporting the amendment I assume will say
‘aye’ because there is always confusion over this.

Those who support Mr Alexander’s amendment when I put it will
please say ‘aye,” and those who do not support it please say ‘no.’

Thank you very much.
[The amendment was put and negatived]

There is a second amendment. Dr Ramsammy, would you care to pro-
pose that?

Hon Dr Leslie Ramsammy: Mr Speaker, I ask that we consider an
amendment of the first resolve clause deleting the word ‘whether” in the
first line of that clause and substituting that word with the word ‘that’.

The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.

Please ensure that these amendments are circulated in writing so that
Members will have a full opportunity of looking at them.

Mr Carberry is quite particular about these things - quite rightly Mr
Carberry.

[The amendment was pur and carried]
[The first resolve clause as amended was put and carried]
[The second resolve clause was put and carried]

Honourable Members, I think this is an appropriate time for us to take
the adjournment,

On the resumption we will move to the Motion moved by Mrs
Melville,
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SUSPENSION OF THE ASSEMBLY AT 16:15H
RESUMPTION OF THE ASSEMBLY AT 16:58H
MOTION

SHUTDOWN OF THE MOCO MOCO HYDRO POWER
PLANT IN LETHEM - REGION 9

The Speaker: Honourable Members, we will now deal with the ad-
journment Motion moved by Hon Member Mrs Melville in relation to
the situation of extreme hardship which has been created in Region 9
due to the shutdown of the Moca-Moca Hydro Power Plant in Lethem
last Sunday.

Yes, Mrs Melville.

Mrs Shirley J Melville: Mr Speaker, I thank you for the opportunity
to bring to this Honourable House a matter of urgency as has been re-
quested by the people of Region 9. There has been a collapse of the
Moco Moco Hydro Power Plant within the past week and this plant has
been the main source of electricity for Lethem, our administrative centre,
St Ignatius and Moca-Moca Villages on a 24-hour basis.

There has been a landslide and the damage is massive. During an
on-the-spot visit yesterday, 9 July 2003 rocks were still shifting and
metallic sounds of the pipes moving could be heard. The residents were
informed that it would take a year or two for this damage to be fixed.

Over the past few years residents have taken a bold step forward
in gathering together their scarce finances to invest in all types of electri-
cal appliances such as freezers, computers, which are dependent ona
reliable power supply.

Mr Speaker, smail cottage industries have started up. Also the ho-
tels and guest houses have invested greatly in improving their services by
offering air-conditioned rooms now. But apart from that Mr Speaker,
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the RDC complex has a lot of modern technology, as well as the Lethem
Hospital which has now an X-ray department and there is definitely need
for the drugs to be stored properly.

Mr Speaker, Lethem has experienced growth and development.
There are a number of businesses which have taken out loans which
were made available only recently, since lending institutions such as IPED
have now started operations within the Region.

Mr Speaker, there are several questions I would like to ask our
Honourable Minister.

1. Could the Honourable Minister say if borehole was done to
ensure that the penstock was on solid ground?

2. Could the Honourable Minister say if the residents of Region
9 could be assured that fuel would be available for the stand-by
generator?

3. Could the Honourable Minister say if a bigger generator would
be supplied as the present stand-by generator will not be able
to handle the increased demand since it was last in operation?

Mr Speaker, meetings were held with residents as well as members of
the business community. There is the Rupununi Chamber of Commerce
and Industry. Twould just like to quote a bit of what they have said:

In the township of Lethem, which has experienced good growth
and development over the past few years, this has extremely serious
implications. Lethem is our administrative centre; many businesses have
invested heavily in business expansion and equipment such as deep freez-
ers and computers which do need a reliable supply ofelectricity. Those
nersons who have taken out loans will be in default if power is not re-
sumed very shortly. The Rupununi Chamber of Commerce and Tndustry
therefore would like to suggest that the government takes very urgent
steps on the following recommendations,
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1 Assist the local power company and the Region in
geiting the stand-by diesel generator up and running sai-
isfaciorily on a short-term basis. At the moment we are
standing by with our stand-by generator.

2. Immediately initiate an engineering study of the Moco
Moco Hydro Plant with recommendations on a course of
action which will result in the earliest resumption of op-
erations. This must be completed within a short space of
time 50 that long-term decisions can be made before very
serious damage is done to local businesses and future busi-
ness development.

Mr Speaker, Moco Moco Village is 14 miles from Lethem...

3. Immediately pursue with the Brazilian Government
and power company the possibility of extending their grid
in Bun Fin to provide permanent and adequate power to
Lethem at acceptable rates

Bun Fin is approximately five miles from Lethem.

The Lethem Power Company must be managed by a qualified en-
gineer,

The Rupununi Chamber of Commerce and Industry considers that
the third option should be aggressively pursued in any event. 1t could
prove an option that provides adequate power much quicker than the
second option and would also provide the township of Lethem with an
excellent permanent back-up supply.

As 1 said earlier Mr Speaker, the business community is very much
aware and concerned that the current stand-by generator will not be
able to handle the increased demand. Tt certainly is uniikely to be unable
to handle future proposed development in the Region as well.

Mr Speaker, in closing, they would like the government to treat this
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matter as a serious emergency, to avoid the collapse of much of the very
successtul developments, of the national and regional administrations,
and the Chamber of Commerce and [ndustry that have been accom-
plished to date.

Thank you very much. [Applause]
The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member,

Hon Prime Minister and Minister of Public Works and Communica-
tions.

Hon Samuel AA Hinds: Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, [ very
much want to agree with the Honourable Member about the development
that has been propelled in the Lethem area with the provision of electricity,

We in the government were very much disappointed and very much
regretful when the news came to us on Tuesday 8 May about midday.
This event as reported to us occurred sometime on Monday 7 and was
reported to us on the 8. Immediately on the 9, yesterday, we had Mr
O’lali travel up there. Mr O’lall s the head of the Guyana Energy Authority
and was a leading member of the establishment of the Moca-Moca Hydro
Power Project.

It was also reported to us that the stand-by engine which was in use
sometime ago when the water was short didn’t perform, or could not be
put in service; it had defects when they tried to put it into service. So
going in yesterday also were two technicians from the company
representing that equipment, MACORP. I spoke with them last evening
and got some initial reports.

We also have going in, out of discussions at the Ministry of Works
and Communications today, Mr Willis who is an adviser to the Minigter
of Works, the PS who is an Engineer, Mr Maxwell Jackson and Mr
Veecock, on Saturday.

We have spoken hoth with the regional authorities there, the I ands
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and Surveys Commission, to have the services of a survey crew so that
one can have started and maybe completed within four or five days a
survey of the situation as it is now so that workers can begin to look at
what should be done to restore the hydro power operation.

Certainly this is a great disappointment to us and one could end up
being somewhat dismayed about its occurrence. But we can take comfort
in the fact that we can get it fixed and will get it restored.

My colleague Minister Nokta will speak to what is in place, what is
in train and what are our expectations.

Honourable Member Melville spoke about their initial judgment of
a year to two to get it corrected. I think that is somewhat of a long
estimate for the hydro power station. I'would hope that we can get it
done well within a six-month period but we would have to wait for the
experts to go there and make their detailed survey and submit their re-
port.

In the meantime we are expecting that the diesel generating station
- will be soon in operation and yes, we know too that the demand has
increased beyond what that unit could supply by itself. So we expect
that we will have to work with the Lethem Power Company and make
arrangements for some additional diesel generators.

On the question of getting power from Brazil we are certainly not
against it. One would have to look at the estimate of what is involved in
moving power from Brazil to Lethem - there will be a cost in that
transmission. One has to bear in mind, t00, from what 1 have learnt, that
power inthat part of Brazil, as it so happens, is somewhat subsidized.
So there are issues; and I note that the Hon Member Melville spoke
about getting power at acceptable rates. So, one would have to make a
survey of that optioit.

On the issue of a qualified engineer, we do have a qualified engineer,
Mr Baharali, who is certainly treating this matter urgently. We recognize
fully its importance since it is an event to be regretted but it #lustrates to
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us, it has brought clear to us the significant improvements which have
come about in Region 9 area and we certainly wouldn’t want to loose
any momentum. We want to keep that momentum of'the developments
in Lethem and Region 9 - and all of Guyana - going.

Thank you. fApplause ]
The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.
Honourable Member, Mr Carberry.

Mr E Lance Carberry: Mr Speaker, it is very regrettable that the
people of Lethem and the surrounding area have experienced what we
in Georgetown and the people in Linden experienced in terms of the
breakdown and unreliability of power supply. The point is that the
availability of power is one of those situations that create its own demands.

I think some people may forget, but this programme was initiated
under the People’s National Congress as part of a longer-term pro-
gramme for the development of mini- and micro-hydro to support com-
munities that require it. It fact I must say that I had the distinction of
negotiating with the Chinese which led them into this project.

Well, it is really sad for me because I have visited this programme
(at my own initiative of course, my colleagues did not remember to invite
me) and I can tell you that there were extensive civil works done there.

It suggests to me, Mr Speaker, that there has been neglect in terms

of the normal checks and maintenance requirements of such a project.

' The fact that even the stand-by electricity system is not working, and

people did not know it wass’t working until such time as the hydro power

system broke down, tells you the level of complacency and neglect that
took place.

Now, here we have a community that has begun to recognize the
use of power and to expand the activities requiring power from the hydro
power scheme. And I think the Hon Prime Minister knows that Moco
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Moco s not the only area in that vicinity that is earmarked for develop-
ment. There was supposed to be a linkage of development in that area.

All of this has not been done but we have heard of the very com-
placent works and attitudes that have now resulted in a massive collapse
- 1 have seen the photographs. And a massive collapse of that nature
doesn’t happen overnight. It happens progressively. Therefore, if there
was adequate attention to the geotechnical aspects as well as to the
physical aspects of the penstocks we would not have had this problem.

The fact is that it has happened and therefore what the people of
Lethem need are assurances that efforts are going to be made very quickly
to restore power. But I musi warn them that the people of Linden have
had some experiences that don’t suggest too much optimism and we
who live in Georgetown are seeing it all the time: that the concept of a
reliable power supply is not one which seems to be well understood by
the Prime Minister - the Hon Prime Minister, I am sorry.

Now Mr Speaker, we really hope, and in fact I am comforted that
the government has seen it fit to send in people with the competence of
Morris Veecock and Maxwell Jackson. I am very happy that they have
seen it fit to send in people with that competence into this area to look at
this problem because I believe that the people of Region 9 deserve to
have the benefit of resources which are available to them. All ofthe sites
in that area have been studied in great detail.

Moco Moco was supposed to be stage #1 but since Mocoe Moco
there has been a relaxation, and a stepping back. Let us hope that the
results of Moco Moco will mean that the development of a mini-hydro in
that area is going to progress and move forward.

Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.

Hon Minister of Local Government.
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Hon Harripersaud Nokta: Mr Speaker, the subject in question is a
matter that is of great concern to the government and we on this side of
the House. And I want to assure the Honourabie Members who spoke
that on receiving information of a natural disaster, I don’t know who you
will blame. But, over the week we did have something at Block 22
Wismar also, but not on the scale of Moco Moco.

So it shows that natural disasters can happen; it has happened in
the past and no doubt in the future it will happen too because that is
nature. But I'want to assure the House that we regret that. Immediately
on receipt of information the Hon Prime Minister did inform me and
engineers were dispatched to Lethem.

I made contact with the REQ. He did not only tatk to me on
telephone but he brought out information to us including photographs,
and based on those photographs I did engage a press conference yes-
terday to highlight the serious situation. Be that as it may, I want to say
that [ am happy to learn from the Honourable Member representing the
Rupununi, Mrs Melville. Thereis a saying that only when the well runs
out of water then you miss il.

Before today I listened on very many occasions where some of
those same people in Region 9 would say that this government has done
nothing for Region 9. But in this House today it is admitted. [Applause]
What did they admit to now?

Growth and development over the past years - Lethem has an X-
ray department, expansion of housing, the regional administration
expanding and the Lethem Chamber of Commerce and Industry also
investing, Well of course all of those things were done because of the
initiative of the government, And the Ministry of Regional Development
will continue... But I am hoping that what this government has done and
what is being done will be appreciated and recognized.

‘Yhe Speaker: 1 do believe at some time we will get back to the busi-
ness here,
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Hon Harripersaud Nokta: Yes.

Not to mention more about regional development, especially in
Region 9, | wani to inform the House, and I have updated information
which I received today, we were concerned not only about power but
we felt that, okay, power generation has been affected, but I was
concerned about water supply, the communications system and many
other things,

But I want to say that receiving information about one hour before
I came to Parliament today, there is no disruption to water supply in
Lethem and there s no disruption to the communications system.

The Moco Moco hydro station needs technical assessment as to
cost and time for putting the system back into operation. Well, T have
been hearing the Honourable Member saying residents of Rupununi... [
must say as a Minister that I learned one thing and that is if you want to
know how many engineers live in a village start building a road. There
are so many engineers in Rupununi and all of them are giving their own
opinion, but we have sent in qualified engineers and are awaiting their
technical report and advice. '

The diesel generating set at Lethem has two electrical problems
that need to be rectified before it could be put back into active service.
A burnt-out coil for the alternator was sent to Brazil for rewiring and it is
expected to be brought back at 12:00 noon today. And the rectifier to
be replaced by MACORP has been flown in today, also.

So we are monitoring the situation hoping that very soon, through
the generating set which we have at Lethem, power will be restored to
the community. And if at a later stage that generating set is not capable
or adequate enough then this government will address the further needs
of the community and take appropriate steps to alieviate those probiems.
[Appiause

So [ want to assure this Honourable House that the government is
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doing whatever is necessary to bring back life in terms of power genera-
tion in Lethem to normalcy.

Thank you very much.
The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.

Before 1 call upon you, Mrs Melville, is there any other person who
wishes to speak? [Pause]

Yes Mrs Melville.

Mrs Shirley J Melville: Mr Speaker, I state to this Honourable House
now that the LPC (Lethem Power Company) does not have an engineer.
An engineer, Mr Baharali was there. Mr Baharali, the engineer, was not
there when the stand-by was started up.

~ And Mr Speaker, could the Hon Prime Minister answer question
No 1 please, which is was borehole done before the penstock was put
on solid ground.

Thank you very much, Mr Speaker.

The Speaker: I suppose this is a matter on which we can break the
rules.

Hon Samuel AA Hinds: Yes, because we are finished.
The Speaker: But do you wish to answer?

Hon Samuel AA Hinds: Yes, I wish to assure the Honourable Member
that T would ensure that the people who are making the surveys take this
matter into consideration.

My expectation is that all those things were done, As far as I know all
those things were done but will be reviewed during the current study,
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The Speaker: Thank you Honpurable Members,

The next item on the agenda is the Maritime Drug Trafficking (Sup-
pression) Bill.

The Hon Minister of Home Affairs will move the second reading of
this Bill.

BILLS
SECOND READING

ITEM 2 - MARITIME DRUG TRAFFICKING SUPPRESSION)
BILL 2003 - Bill No. 8/2003, published 21 June 2003

The Speaker: The Motion is proposed.
Hon Minister of Home Affairs.

Hon J Ronald Gajraj: Thank you Mr Speaker. I rise to present for the
second reading the Maritime drug Trafficking (Suppression) Bill 2003.

Mrs Sheila VA Holder: Mr Speaker, on a Point of Order. .
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member.

Mrs Sheila VA Holder: Mr Speaker, as you are aware and the
Honourable Members who sit on the committee are aware, that this Bill
was not published in the Official Gazette. Therefore, I would expect
the Honourable Minister to request a suspension of the Standing Orders
if he intends to proceed with the debate or indeed await its proper
publication in the Gazefte. [Applause]

Hon J Ronald Gajraj: Mr Speaker, I note with concernthe point of
order taken by the Honourable Member. [ do know that the Bill was
submitted for publication but I do not have a copy of the Official Gazetie
in my possession now and T cannot with 100% certainty say it was
published. On that premisc Mr Speaker, Twould respectfilly request
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guidance either from your good self, or from the learned Clerk of the
National Assembly.

The Speaker: The particular Standing Order which I am not finding at
the moment - my clerk will find it for me - provides that the Bill must be
published seven days before in the Official Gazette before the second
reading. It was pointed out at another place yesterday, and that was
confirmed, that the Bill had not been published in accordance with the
Standing Order. Standing Order 46(3) provides,

...that no Bill should be read a second time before the
expiration of seven (7) days from the date of its publication
in the Gazette and until it has been printed and circulated
to Members.

I gather it has been printed and circulated to Members, but I think
the clerk confirmed yesterday that it had not been published in the
Gazette... Tt was actually published with a date but it was not available
for circulation to members of the public within the seven days.

Hon Reepu Daman Persaud: Mr Speaker, vesterday when this mat-
ter was raised you will recall that the committee virtually agreed to go on
with the debate. We agreed on that yesterday. [Inferruption: ‘The
proposal was that we seek a waiver.’ “The Standing Committee s
responsibility is fo publish not to circulate; we can 't be responsible
for circulating. It was published, no one knows whether it was
circulated but all Members of the National Assembly got a copy of
the Bill the same day it was infroduced.”]

Mr E Lance Carberry: Mr Speaker, I am myself a bit uncertain about
the point being made by my colleague. Because if you read the same
Standing Order 46(3)

..no Bill should be read a second tine before the expiration
of seven (7} days from the date of publication in the
Gazette and until it has been printed and circulated to
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Members.

Now, the issue is whether it was published in the Gazerte. The fact
is that we have had confirmation that it was not. So therefore you cannot
satisfy the requirement of seven days after it has been published in the
Gazetie.

Hon Reepu Daman Persaud: My understanding yesterday was that it
was published but it was not certain whether it was circulated.

The Speaker: The Clerk advises me now and he advised me yesterday
that the Bill was not available for circulation to members of the public,
and he has now advised me that it will become available for circulation
today.

Hon Reepu Daman Persaud: In view of that Mr Speaker, I crave
your indulgence, and that is of the House, to suspend the relevant Standing
Order, if there is no objection, and proceed with the Bill. If it is not
agreed we can postpone. But I would suggest that we suspend the
relevant Standing Order and proceed with the Bill because it is not a
controversial Bill. /Pause]

[ would propose that the relevant Standing Order, that is 46(3) be
suspended, if it is agreed. 1am notimposing it or forcingit. I am requesting
Honourable Members to. ..

The Speaker: Honourable Members, the Standing Orders provide that
such a motion can properly be put once it is moved and without notice.
Now, I cannot put a motion on the basis of if it is to be agreed. Ifyou
have moved the motion and it is a proper motion then I will put it to the
House, and { can put it with a proviso.

Ifyou wish you can have a word with your colleagues on the other side
and then [ wil put the motion ... if you properly move the motion Iwill put
it.

MrE

t—i

ance Carberry: Mr Speaker, ifthis particular situation was an
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isolated occurrence one could understand but there seems to be a pat-
tern in that a number of Bills having... Now, L believe that one of the
benefits of the existence of the Parliamentary Management Committee is
that it gives us an opportunity to monitor things of this nature. For exam-
ple, we have had the situation of the first reading of. . [Interruption|

Hon J Ronald Gajraj: Mr Speaker, on a Point of Order.
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member.

Hon J Ronald Gajraj: The Honourable Member appears to be debat-
ing a motion and as far as 1 am aware the motion has not yet been put. I
am gratefis] for the suggestion by you, Mr Speaker, that it is possible that
both sides can have a word and whether there can be an agreement with
respect to the motion notwithstanding the indications that seem to be
coming from the other side. But at this stage a motion is not before this
Honourable House. My learned friend appears to be debating a motion
as to whether the Standing Order should be suspended or not.

The Speaker: Thank you Honourable Member.

Honourable Members, T invite you to move the motion and let us put it,
otherwise I will have to rule on the point of order made by Mrs Holder
and the matter will be determined one way or the other. /Pause]

There is no motion before the House. I therefore ruie that the Second
Reading ofthe Bill cannot be proceeded with, having regard to the fact
that the Gazette was not within publication in the appropriate time, based -
on the appropriate Standing Order.

Deferred

[The Second Reading of the Maritime Drug Trafficking
(Suppression) Bill 2003 - Bill No. 82003 published 21 June 2003
was noi proceeded with. |
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Honourable Members, we will proceed to the next item.

BILLS - REPORT FROM SPECIAL SELECT COMMITTEE
AND THIRD READING

ITEM 3 - THE PHARMACY PRACTITIONERS BILL 2003 -
Bill No. 5/2003 published 12 May 2003

The Speaker: The Hon Minister of Health.

Hon Dr Leslie Ramsammy: Thank you Mr Speaker. 1 would like to
move that the Report of the Special Select Committee on the Pharmacy
Practitioners Bill 2003 be adopted and that the Pharmacy Practitioners
Bill be read a third time as amended by the Special Select Commitiee.

The Speaker: Are you speaking to the Motion, Honourable Member?

Hon Dr Leslie Ramsammy: No, Mr Speaker. We met as a committee
and we had consensus on the changes which have been reported and 1
am asking that the National Assembly adopts the Report so that we can
have the third reading.

Mr Raphael GC Trotman: Mr Speaker.
The Speaker: Are you speaking to the Motion?

Mr Raphael GC Trotman: 1 will be grateful, Mr Speaker. I have
listened intently to the Honourable Minister’s brief presentation a few
minutes ago, the essence of which says that the committee met, that
consensus was achieved and that we are in total agreement.

Mr Speaker, the document which comes before this House this
afternoon, nicely bound and packaged, is a document that we have in
principle agreed to. However, there is one issue which the People’s
National Congress/Reform feels very, very strongly about and which we
feel couid derail the entire process - 1 am already hearing chauvinistic
statements coming from the other side - and it is this: that in the Bili we
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had counted 41 references to the male species and we feel that in the
21 century any legislation coming to this House should not have
references only to he or him, notwithstanding, Mr Speaker, the interpre-
tation on the General Clauses Act.

We feel that in accordance with the amendments to the Constitu-
tion that wherever the words he, or him appear in the constitution they
should be changed to he or she, or him or her. We therefore feel that this
Bill is offensive to us if it goes forward with 41 references to males only.

And Mr Speaker, it is a particular Standing Order which I heard it
referred to this afternoon that no improper motives be imputed against
any member of the House.

But I am surprised Mr Speaker, because every member of the
committee, whether it be of the People’s National Congress/Reform,
PPP/Civic or GAP/WPA, agreed that these references should be omitted.
Yet we are disappointed to hear this afternoon, the grunts and grumbles
coming from the other side in objection to what we thought was an
enlightened proposal; and an enlightened proposal could have. ..

The Speaker: Honourable Member, 1 think this matter should not en-
gage the kind of attention that you are devoting toit. Iwas consulted on
the matter [Inferruption] Honourable Members could you please pay
attention and don’t disturb me? I was consulted on the matter by Dr
Ramsammy and after extensive consideration I could not find any way
possible, for the concerns with which he expressed agreement or the
proposed amendment with which he expressed agreement, by which it
could be properly accommodated in our procedures.

I advised him at the stage at which the matter hasreached. There s
no way that what he wanted to do could have been accommodated. 1
urged him that at some future time an amendment could be made to the
Biil to take into accounit what he wanted.

I would like to read Standing Order 56(1) which says,
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On the third reading of a Bill no amendments may be proposed to
the question that the Bill be now read a third time and passed and the
question shall be put without debate.

So we are bound by the rules. And unfortunately, first what you are
saying is not quite accurate, on the basis of the communication I had with
Dr Ramsammy, that he opposed the proposal.

Secondly, I am afraid the rules do not allow me to accommodate you.

Mr Raphael GC Trotman: Mr Speaker, I am most grateful. Permit
me then to say that the PNC/R maintains its reservation and also, to say
on record, that the committee did, in fact, arrive at consensus and it was,
in fact, I would not say a pleasure, but it was good to have worked on
that committee - myself and colleagues. And we wish to commend the
staff for their good work and the other members who served.

Thank you.

The Speaker: Honourable Member, I am very susceptible to gratitude
being expressed to my staff and if you want to get on my good side you
do that as often as possible. [Laughter]

Honourable Members, I propose that the Bill be read a third time.
Bill read a third time and passed as amended.

This brings our business today to an end.

Hon Minister of Parliamentary Affairs.

Hon Reepu Daman Persaud: I move, Mr Speaker, that the National
Assembly stands adjourned to Thursday 24 July at 14:00H.

The Speaker: The National Assembly stands adjourned to Thursday
24 July 2005 at 14:00H.

Adjeurned accordingly ai 17:45H
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