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ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER
CONGRATULATORY CAB LES

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, I
received cables extending con-
gratulations and good wishes from
the following persous:

(1) The Chairman of the
General Council of the
Commonweal th Parliamen-
tary Association in the
United Kingdom;

(11) The Speaker of the
House of Representa-
tives in Kenya;

(111) The Presiding Elder of
the A.M.E. Church 1n
Trinidad;

(iv) Ex-Legislator, Mr.
Daniel Debidin, now 1n
the United Kingdom.

LETTERS OF THANKS

Mr. Speaker: I have received
letters expressing thanks for
messages of condolence sent to
the Parliament of Nigeria on the
occasion of the death of Sir
Abubakar Tafawa Balewa and from
Mrs. P.G. Lloyd-Still, daughter
of the late Sir Eustace Woolford.

2.10 p.m.
LEAVE TO MEMBERS

Leave has been granted to the
hon. Minister of Home Affairs
(Dr. Reid), the hon. Minister of
Finance (Mr. d'Aguiar), the hon.
Migister of Housing and Recon-
straction (Mr. Bissember), the
hon. Minister of Labour (Mr.
Merriman), the hon. Minister
of Economic Development (Mr.
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Thomas), the hon. Member Mr.
Chan-A-Sue and the hon. Member
Mr. Hamid.

WELCOME TO MEMBER

I want to say how glad we are
to see the hon. Member Mr. Ram
Karran back in his seat. I hope
he has fully recovered from his
illness.

PRESENTATION
OF PAPERS AND REPORTS

The following Papers were
laid:
(1) Annual Report of the Com-
missioner of Police for
the year'19¢5, _The Prime
Minister on behalf of
the Minister of Home
Affairs, |

(11) Public and Judicial
Officers (Remuneration)
Order, 1966 (No. 25)
made under section 5 of
the Public and Judicial
Officers (Remuneration)
Ordinance, 1962, on the
4th of May, 1966 and
published in the
Gazette on the 7th of
May, 1966. TThe Minis-
ter of Communications
on behalf of the Minis-
ter of Finance,]

(i11) Report of the Geological
Survey Department for
the year 1963. [The
Minister of Forests,
Lands and Mines,]

(iv) Report of the Director of

Audit on the Accounts
of the Georgetown
Mariners’ Club for the
years ended 31lst
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(vi)

Presentation

December, 1962, 31st
December, 1963 and 31st
December, 1964. [The
Minister of Trade,
Shipping and Civil
Aviation. ]

Minimum Wages (Quarry

Workers) Order, 1966
(No. 32), made under
section 8 of the Labour
Ordinance, Chapter 103,
on the 17th of May,
1966, and published in
the Gazette on the 21st
of May, 1966.

Report on & _—urvey of

Manpower Requirements
and the Labour Force,
British Guiana - 1965:

Volume I - Private Estab-

lishments,
Ministries,
Government De-
partments,
Public Corpo-
rations, Sta-
tutory Bodies,
Local Authori-
ties, etc.

Volume II - Human Resources

in Guiana.

Volume II1 - An Inventory of

-occupations 1in
Private Estab-
lishments with
descriptions.

Volume V' - The volume and
variety of Quali-

fied and Trained
Personnel in the
Public Sector.
CThe Minister of
Labour. ]

{vii) Guyana Industrial Devel-

opment Corporation
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(Amendment) Order,
1966, (No. 41), made
under section 34 of the
Public Corporations
Ordinance, 1962, on the
20th of May, 1966 and
published in the
Gazette on the 4th of
June, 1966. [The Prime
Minister on behalf of
the Minister of Econom-
ic Development.’]

MOTIONS RELATING TO THE
BUSINESS OR SITTINGS OF THE
ASSEMBLY AND MOVED BY A
MINISTER

The Prime Minister (Mr.
Burnham): I beg to move that the
Motion standing in the name of
the hon. Member Mr. Budhoo be
exempted this day of sitting from
the provisions of Standing Order
9(2), the implication of which
that you do not, at nine o'clock,
bring the business to an end.

Question put, and agreed to.

Standing Order suspended.

INTRODUCTION OF BIiLLS

COPYRIGHT (REPEAL) BILL

The Prime Minister: I beg to
give notice of the introductipn
and First Reading of a Bill in-
tituled: "An Act to repeal the
Copyright Ordinance. "
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Bill read the First time.
PUBLIC BUSINESS
MOTION

THANKS
FOR THRONE SPEECH

“Be it resolved that
this National Assembly direct
that an expression of its
sincere appreciation and
thanks be conveyed to His
Royal Highness the Duke of
Kent, G.C.V.0., for the
Gracious Speech addressed to
this Assembly on the occasion
of the State Opening of the
First Session of the First
Parliament of Guyana on
Thursday, the 26th of May,
1966." [Mr. Budhoeo.’]

‘ Mr. Budhoo:
the suspension of Standing Order
23(3) to enable me to move the
Motion standing in my name.

Mr.

Blair seconded.
Question put, and agreed to.

Standing Order suspended.

Mr. Budhoo: I rise to move
the Motion standing in my name.
In keeping with the tradition of
Legislative Assemblies patterned
after the Westminister parliamen-
tary system, there ought to be a
Throne Speech at each opening of
Parliament. The Throne Speech is
a statement prepared by the
Government of the day, in which
the Government outlines the
legislation it plans to introduce
before the House is prorogued.
The Throne Speech is read by the
Head of State and it is tradi-
tional that the Members of Par-
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liament thank the Head of State
for reading the Throme Speech.
The Motion before the House is in
line with tradition.

However, in asking hon. Mem-
bers to support the Motiom, I
shall ask them to casider care-
fully the broad policies which
the statement indicates it is
Government's intention to imple-
ment. On the 26th May, our dear
land of Guyana became a fully in-
dependent sovereign State and on
that day, and in this historic
Assembly, the Duke of Kent, on
behalf of Queen Elizabeth II,
handed over to our Prime Minister
letters patent conferring upon us
the dignity of independent state-
hood. As a result, Guyana is now
a sovereign state with full and
absolute respomnsibility.

The Ministers in the Govern-
ment, and indeed, all of us on
the Govermment side - 1 should
like to say all of us in this
National Assembly but experience
warns me to be cautious - are
guided by the spirit of the Con-
stitution which is based on the
principle of democracy. I should
like to make a few comments with
regard to the question of consul-
tative democracy and nonco-
ogeration of the Opposition. For
the sake of nationmal umity, it is
the duty of every individual,
whether he is in the Opposition
or the Government, to co-operate.
For the sake of the development
of Guyana we should all pull
equal weight.

2.20 p.m.

Consultative democracy does
not mean that you must do what
the Opposition says. It means
that you must see to it that
things go on according to princi-
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ples laid down by the previous
Government, and the Government in
power. Nomnco-operation of the
Opposition is a very serious mat-
ter at times. I agree that when-
ever the Govermment decides to do
things which are contrary to
democracy, perhaps it is the duty
of the Opposition to oppose. But
not in frivolous matters.

For instance, an hon. Member
just said, "Release the detainees
first." We would be happy to
release the detainees. Why
should we detain a man? "Mr.
Luck: "You can't answer that
quzetion!"] I am here to answer,
but I am not going to waste my
time. There are many types of
detainees, at least I know two,
political detainees and terrorist
detainees. What is a political
detainee? In 1953 there was a
suspensior of the Constitution.
Some of the political heads who
broke the restrictions of Her
Majesty's Government were in
prison. I quite agree that those
detainees were political de-
tainees. The present detainees
at Sibley Hall are contending
that they should have been tried.

Mr. Speaker, from my personal
experience, I know it is diffi-
cult to get witnesses. A man
attacked me with a cutlass in the
presence of over 40 people. We
could not get one witness to
prove it! That can be seen from
the police record. On many
occasions people have been pelt-
ing at my house. I am ashamed to
see that these things are going
on. It appears as if human dig-
nity is at stake. There is proof
of what I have said in the Black
Bush Polder area. You cannot
imagine how those poor, unfortu-
nate people in the Black Bush
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Polder area have to live. 1 must
lay blame on the previous Govern-
ment. I am not accusing any in-
dividual.

¥hen you play cricket there
are rules. There is the umpire.
He might say to the batsman, "You

are out." The bowler might say,
"How is that?" Or he might say

that he is not playing any more.
That is childishness. 1 am not
insulting anyone, but the members
of the Opposition act like small
children at times. I remember
when I was in the fourth standard
we used to play cricket. When we
were about to win, the other side
pushed the money in their pockets
and ran away. [Mr. Bemm: "That
is gambling."] Why? Because they
were scared they were going to
lose. That reminds me of the
present Opposition. It wants to
be in the Government forever. It
should be more sportsmanlike if
nothing else.

In 1961, when members of this
very Opposition won the Election
they had no time to tell anyome
"Howdy". What did the members
do? They motorcaded from Skeldon
to Charity with a set of hooli-
gans, who, I must say, were
trained for dancing, jumping,
loosening their clothes, ter-
rorising and abusing the people
who were then in the Opposition.
That was wrong. Of course, they
do not believe in Bod. According
to them there is no God. Their
duty was to administer the
affairs of the Govermment. They
tried, but we must be the judges
of how they administered the
affairs of the Government. In
short, for the past seven years
that they were in office, Guyana
was marking time, one step for-
ward, three steps backward.
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I am sorry that I must say
something — "Mr. )agam: "Yes,
you must say something."] I am
going to say something of vital
importance. It is about when
trade unionism started in the
sugar industry sometime around

19%8.
2.30 p.m.

I happened to be a member and
District Secretary of the M.P.C.A.
in 1942. Since then we have been
working very hard to build up

trade unionism in the sugar belt.
[Interruption. ] 1 am speaking for
the people in the sugar belt and
for nobody else. I gained a lot
of experience from then onwards.
From then to this day, I am
sorry to say, the poor sugar
workers are still being fooled
and dominated by political peo-
ple.

However, I believe that with
regional co-operation things will
improve in this country. Region-
al co-operation is always good,
and if we co-operate with our
neighbours we will achieve many,
many good things. If we can
establish good regional co-opera-
tion throughout the West Indies,
then our goods will be more
easily sold. Take for example
the Agreement made between
Barbados, Antigua and Guyana.
Quite recently we were told that
Jamaica has agreed to purchase $4
million worth of rice from
Guyana. Who will benefit from
the purchase of this rice?
Guyana will bepefit from it. As
a rice farmer, I am very happy
to find that we are able to sell
five times more rice to Jamaica
than the previous Government has
ever sold. This is one instance
of co—operation with our neigh-

21ST JUNE,

1966 Throne Speech 50

bours. [Mr. Luck: Iry and co-
operate with the people who are
throwing stones at your house."]
I am sure that our mneighbours
have started to see eye to eye
with us. I know that Guyana will
be fortunate and happy if this
act of co-operation continues.

I will now refer to roads.
The Leader of the Opposition said
on several occasions that the
Gavernment in power is wasting
its time and money im building
roads, and it has not given
enough employment to the people
of Guyana. It is rather unfor-
tunate that he has uttered such
words, because roads are very
important. Two years ago the
road from Rosignol to Georgetown
was very bad. If onme had been
compelled to travel omn that road
with a sick, delicate, patient,
1 am sure the patient would have
died. I had to push a vehicle for
as much as two miles ome day om
that road. My brother M.P., sit-
ting beside me here, left George-
town in a car at six o'clock in
the morning and never reached Ro-
signol until two o'clock in the
afternoon. [Interruption.”]

Mr. Speaker: Quiet, please!
1 am prepared to permit a little
bit of cross-talk but not too
much. This is the first meeting
of Parliament; we are no longer
an Assembly. We are a House of
Parliament, and I believe we
should endeavour to elevate our
standard of debate somewhat.

Please do not overdo this cross-
talk.

Mr. Budbhoo: Formerly it took
one about three to four hours to
travel from Rosignol to George-
town, and while travelling one
was likely to get a blow-out,
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broken springs, and so on. Today
one can travel in a car from
Georgetown to Rosignol in two
hours without having a puncture -
for the last 18 months I have had
few punctures. You can travel on
that road nowadays with even a
half-dead person in a car.

Mr. Speaker: Please direct
your attention to the Motion be-
fore the House.

Mr. Budhee: This is a matter
which concerns the development
of this country, and roads form
part of the development of this
country. When one takes two
hours instead of four hours to
travel from Rosignol to George-
town, one can do a lot with the
time saved. On the other hand,
tyres do not wear out as fast on
that road nowadays.

I said something earlier
about rice. Now certain members
of the Opposition are contending
that the people at Black Bush
have lostitheir rice crop because
the Government :did not supply
them with water. When this
Government took over the reins of
office in the latter part of
1964, the Springlands Bond alone
had over 50,000 bags of rice
since 1963 rotting on the stel-
ling. Thousands of bags of rice
were also stored at Stanley Town,
New Amsterdam, as well as in
Georgetown. The members of the
Opposition are also contending
that this Government cannot find
markets for the sale of Guyana's
rice. What happened to the 1963
rice crop? Why did not the pre-
vious Government sell it? The
members of the Opposition know
full well that there is very
serious competition in the world
markets so far as the sale of
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rice is concerned. If they feel
that this Government cannot sell
the rice, then there is no objec-
tion or nothing wrong in their
trying to sell it.

The majority of rice farmers
are members of the P.P.P. If the
members of the Opposition like
their supporters, why do they not
make an effort to sell the rice?
Why cannot GIMPEX sell the rice?
This Government says that it will
pay anybody who sells the rice.
The members of the P.P.P. know
that it is difficult to find mar-
kets in which to sell our rice,
but they are going around the
country fooling the people.

The people at Black Bush were
told to diversify their crops. 1
told them in September, 1965,
that we could not take off the
1963 rice crop much less the 1964
crop, and yet they wanted to
plant a second crop. I told them
not to risk it. They said they
had a lot of rice at the mills.,

2.40° p. m.

Members of the Opposition
told them not to plant rice in an
effort to kill the Government of
Mr. Burnham, but instead they are
killing the nation. They are
killing the Guyanese people, not
Mr. Burnham. Then the members of
the P.P.P. told them to plant a
second crop even though the
Government had advised them not
to do so. These people were
forced to plant and throughout
the drought there was a scarcity
of water even on the sugar plan-
tations. Even some part of the
first crops was lost.

I do not wish to take up much
more of the time of the House.
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There should be no controversial
argument on the Throne Speech. I
do not want to prolong the debate
on such a simple matter. The
good intentions of the Government
no one can successfully question.
I am very happy therefore, Mr.
Speaker, to move the Motion

standing in my name. [Applause.’]
Dr. Richmond: I rise to
second the Motion. May I first,

however, say thanks to you, Mr.
Speaker, for the very kind words
of welcome extended to me on the
occasion of my taking my seat
here at the opening of Parlia-
ment.

It is a great honour tc¢ be
here, but there is to me a degree
of sadness that I should be here
because of the death of our dear
friend and indomitable colleague,
Mr. Stephen Campbell. I take his
seat but I cannot take his place.
He was a noble gentleman. I
should like to think that he
would have approved that I sit
here on the Government side to
give some voice to the opinions
of my party, and I believe that
he would have been happy to know
that in my doing so there might
come ta be added new dimensions
to the structure of consultative
democracy. Consultative democra-
cy is, I believe, a very desir-
able and worthwhile objective
anywhere. In the circumstances
of our country it is doubly
desirable. Perhaps I should say
"trebly desirable’.

I do not believe that I need
to spend as much time as a cer-
tain Member did in seconding the
Motion on the opening day, be-
cause the things which this
speech presents are things which
men of goodwill everywhere must
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want. This Throne Speech says no
more than that we propose to live
in this way with our neighbours
and in that way with our fellow
citizens. It proposes that this
country should play its role in
theworld community. It should
begin to do this by joining the
United Nations, and having
pledged itself to carry out the
functions of the United Natioms
it would of necessity be most
friendly and most attentive to
those people who carry out the
provisions of the Charter of the
United Nations.

The Throne- Speech does not
offer the sterile concept of
standing aloof in what is called
neutralism. It sets out that we
will belong not only to the large
family of nations but to the
smaller, more compact and friend=
ly group, the Commonwealth, in
which we were a junior partner
and now become an equal one.

To come still closer home,
the Throne Speech states that we
realise that we have a responsi-
bility to our historic relatives
in the Caribbean. After all we
share with them a cultural and
economic heritage. It would be
foolish, indeed, if we turned
aside from them to make friends
with some people across the globe
with whom we have virtually
nothing in common save our common
humanity.

In effect, as T came here
today and thought of the efforts
of ‘our Government to build up the
Caribbean Free Trade Area and to
use this as a stepping stone to
the formation of a Caribbean
society in a meaningful way, I
could not help but wonder, as I
listened to the news from Lords,



55 Thanks for
[CDR. RiCHMOND]]

whether this might not inspire
even those who seem to regard
Caribbean unity as impossible to
take a fresh look to see what can
be done if people who have things
in common would work together.
It seems common semnse towork with
those we know and then perhaps
later work with those we do not
know.

The Speech from the Throne
having dealt with our friends and
the problems of our foreign rela-
tions turned to the selving of
problems in our country. It is
obviously true that though we are
better off than many comparable
countries there is much that is
to be done and that must be done.
To strive for equality we must
not drag everyone down to the
lowest level, as some people
believe it right to do, but must
seek to elevate the less fortu-
nate so that each persom in our
community receives a greater
share. As a step to achieve this
our Government has proposed a
Development Programme, which has
already been laid before you.

The most outstanding require-
ment which has been laid down in
this Throne Speech is the re-
quirement! that all citizens co-
operate if we are to move for-
ward. I might say that I do
believe that it would have been a
worthwhile and inspiring thing if
at the moment our nation began at
midnight - or was it five minutes
after midnight? - all of our
people could have taken part, and
if at that moment:all the leaders
who had been invited to London
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had all been there taking part in
this most significant event. I
cannot but feel that this might

have been inspiring, that it

might have kindled the feeling of
nationalism which in large
measure is absent.

. It is obviously true that
there were things yesterday which
were distressing and there might
well be things tomorrow which
might distress us, but no true
nationalist at that moment should
have been looking backward or
forward. He should have been
looking upward as our flag was
raised. 1 cannot believe that
any person worthy to be called
leader could have held himself
aloof and could have forced other
people to be aloof from so sig-
nificant a moment in our coun-
try's history. I realise very
fully that boycotts and nonco-
operation have become part of our
way of life.

2.50 p.m.

It would seem to me that
grave danger lies im this. If
boycott and nonco-operation be-
come the way of life for any sec-
tion of our population, the time
will surely come when the rest of
the population will take it for
granted that the boycotters are
no longer part of our community.
This would be a grave and tragic
loss to all sections of our coun-
try and I cannot too stromgly
recommend to those poor people
who are being misled to think
again and be wiser tham their
leaders so that they will very
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quickly once more take their
proper and honourable places in
our society.

As part of the local pro-
gramme, there remains to be set
up plans for local self-govern-
ment. I know, as well as you do,
that the implementation of these
plans has been delayed largely
because of the vast quantity of
legislation which is necessary to
bring them into operation. I
should like to express the hope
that this necessary delay has
been made use of by way of
educating the people into their
new responsibility.

The statement in the Speech
from the Throne, on the Amerin-
dian question, is one which draws
great pride to the members of our
party since this has been some-
thing for which we have striven
for a long time. It would seem

to us that no reasonable person
could fail to understand that it
was not enough to say that each
person here should have the same
rights, and be unaware of the
fact that there were special
‘deprivations from which our
Amerindians had suffered over the
years. It seems incredible to us
that we should have any argument
about this. We are, nonethe-
less, happy that it has now been
recognised as the policy of
Government that the Amerindians
should have their special rights
and privileges, and have the
rights to their lands enshrined
in law.

It was with satisfaction that
I noted that the Throme Speech
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promised to get on with the busi-
ness of rehabilitation of the
Obviously,
the Throne Speech can be no more
than a pledge, it can be no more
than a blue-print for what the.
Government proposes to do. It is
true that performance is apt to
be the stepchild of promise. It
should, however, be the function
and duty of all members of the
Government to dedicate themselves
to seeing that these promises are
carried out. Consequently, I
have great pleasure in seconding
the Motion. ([CApplause.]

Mr. Chandisingh: The Motion
before us serves a dual purpose:
first, to express thanks formally
to His Royal Highness the Duke of
Kent, for having been here to
read the Speech from the Throne,
and secondly - and more important
I think - to give Members of
Parliament an opportunity to dis-
cuss, debate, criticise and sup-
port the policy of the Government
for the ensuing period.

I expected a bit more - to
put it mildly - from the Speech
from the Throne. I noted that
the Speech itself was rather emp-
ty in many respects -~ from the
point of view of what was left
unsaid and from the point of view
also of what was said. I do not
wish to quarrel about the length
of the Speech. If one wishes, I
think one can get quite a great
deal into a short speech or re-
port. What I want to make issue
on is the content of the Speech.

I expected that the hon.
Mover of the Motion would have
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filled in the gaps, the omissions
in the Speech itself, and that he
would have followed his own open-
ing remarks when he said that the
Speech from the Throne is a docu-
ment in which the Govermment out-
lines the legislation it intends
to introduce for the coming ses-
sion. Instead of doing this, he
conce ntrated on a series of
attacks on the previous Govern-
ment's policy and on the actions
of the Opposition. He also di-
verted us into the realms :
motor-cars and spare parts, and,
judging from what he said, I can
only come to the conclusion that
perhaps we ought to recommend
that the hon. Member secures a
good motor-car, a Simca, from
GIMPEX and this would solve some
of his problems with respect to
motor-cars.

The seconder of the Motion,
the hon. Member Dr. Richmond, in
his first speech, was very re-
restraintinhis remarks. I
gathered from his remarks that he
was making an attempt to be quite
serious, to be sincere, but here
again I am afraid that unless I
missed much of what he said - I
tried to listen very carefully -
there was very little that ‘one
can grasp and hold on to in order
to debate.

The question that arises in
my mind is what, in effect, is
the Government's policy for the
coming period. I remember that,
on previous occasions when the
former Government outlined ite
policies in the House, it re-
ceived great criticisms from hon.
Members who now sit on the other
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side of the House. They com-
plained about the length of the
speech when, in fact, the length
was not relevant. They com-
plained that the previous Govern-
ment did not have a detailed out-
line of every little thing that
was to be done. I must submit
that what we have been treated to
here is a gross injustice.

I do not know how Members on
this side are expected to surmise
or guess what the Government in-
tends to do. Even the few points
that were made are not specific.
They do not show clearly what. the
Government intends to do. With
the exception of one or two
references - like the introduc-
tion of universal adult suffrage
for Local Government elections -
the whole tkhing seems to-be
riddled with vagueness, seems to
be vacuous and merely littered
with platitude.

3 p.m.

On the other hand we hear
fulsome remarks, sentences and
phrases which give the impression
that the Government is upholding
justice, that it is pursuing a
policy designed to show respect
for the rule of law, that it is
pursuing an intelligent policy in
international affairs overseas,
dividing the social product fair-
ly, abolishing exploitation, etc.
But when all is said and done,
and when one tries.to come to
grips with what the Government
really intends to do, one finds
oneself at a loss to get down to
Generally speaking,
it seems to me that the Speech
was like the attempt of a Public
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: Relations man to produce a glos-

sy document which says every-
thing and at the same time
nothing.

While Government states its
intention of pursuing an inde-
pendent policy, we know for a
fact that it is pursuing a policy
of dependence, of servility to
American and British imperialism.
While it says it wishes to pursue

4 policy which will divide the

shares equally, or words to that
effect, while it says that it
wishes to abolish exploitation,
we know that it is, in fact, pur-
suing a policy of giving the
juicy plums to the big busi-
nesses and foreign interests,
while it is offering the working
class of this country mere car-
rots. While it says it is pur-
suing a policy designed to pre-
serve and protect the rule of
law, we know that it is doing

exactly the opposite.

Having said that much, I
should like now to deal more
specifically with the reference
in the Speech which encompasses
the develoment of a strong and
econornically sound Guyana where
want, poverty and unemployment
will be abolished, and which goes
o: to state that the productivity
of our nation will have to in-
crease considerably, and the
fruits of this productivity fair-
ly divided. There will be place
neither for exploitation nor
sloth. This is the section which
I should like to touch on in my
main remarks.

First of all, let us consider
what is the policy for abolishing
unemployment. We know, by the
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various estimates, that unem-
ployment stands at something like
50,000 at the moment. The
Government has been in office for
over a year and a half. So far
what have we seen? We have heard
about Manpower Surveys, four
bulky volumes were presented to
this House. Well, I daresay this
may be a very useful exercise
because statistics are necessary.
Figures and facts are necessary
to analyse various trends. But
what -else have we seen the
Government doing to eliminate um-
employment which is, incidental-
ly, increasing rapidly? I know
of the recurrent exodus from the
schools which takes place at the
rate of approximately 8,000 or
maybe more per year. This is
adding every year to the already
existing unemployment figures,
and the Government should have
presented us with a well worked
out programme to show that it is
really tackling this problem in a
serious way. All it has done was
torefer to the seven-year
Development Programme which, we
are expected to conclude, will
solve this problem, or will make
a big inroad in the problem.

I do not wish to refer again
to the Development Programme
which has been thoroughly debated
and discussed in this House on a
previous occasion. I must remark
that the Development Proramme is
not an adequate solution to the
problems of unemployment and ex-
ploitation of the:working class,
in fact it does just the oppo-
site. It makes it simpler par-
ticularly for foreign exploiters
to continue to bleed the Guyanese
working class white.

What is Government doing with
respect to retrenchments that are
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now taking place on a wide scale
in private industries? What
about the sugar industry, the
stores, Sandbach Parker, and many
other firms? If the Govermment
does not bave a policy for that,
then what is it doing with re-
spect to employment in the de-
partments under direct Govermment
control? Why is it that the
Government is retrenching so many
people? Lately, we have seen re-
trenchment taking place at the
Transport and Harbours Depart-
ment - something, like 183 persons
were retrenched - and previously
retrenchment has been:going on in
other departments. While the
Government has done nothing about
this, it seems as if, like the
gallant knights of the type of
Don Quixote who tackled the
windmill, it is merely using
catch phrases in order to be-
fuddle people into believing that
this problem is really being
solved.

3.10 p.m.

We have been told about the
number of jobs provided for cer-
tain people. The figure given
some time ago was 10,000 jobs,
but when one boils this down and
rehashes it, one finds that the
jobs were merely given to certain
people for two days, three days,
or one week. If you multiply all
of the cases in which people have
been given such jobs, you can
naturally get a figure approach-
ing 10,000. Many of the jobs
that we are tcld were provided
were, undoubtedly, jobs for a
selected band of people. a small
number have replaced others who
have been retrenched. Many peo-
ple, we understand, have been
dismissed from their; jobs - dis-
nmissed not to make place for
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others on the basis of a rotation
system, but in order to male way
for the employment of & selected
few,

In the circumstances, the
Gcvernment's employm:nt policy
can be said to be mainlv con-
cerned with providing jobs - not
jobs for the boys necessarily,
but jobs for a few of the boys.
Some of the boys are getting
jobs. Obviously all of those
people who have supported the
Government and voted for the
P.N.C. are not getting thejobs,
but it is known that a small
number o f people who have served
in certain capacities faithfully
and diligently - people who have
served the major party in the
Coalition Government - are the
persons who are being pushed into
the jobs where others have been
displaced. Therefore there must
be grave dissatisfaction over the
employment policy of this Coali-
tion Government.

Another point to whichk ] wish
to refer on the same guestion is
the shocking reports, which have
become public, that in order to
qualify to fill a vacancy one has
to prove one's loyalty to a par-
ticular party. This is not an
isolated question, because sever-
al people have made reports
about %his matter. This is a
widespread practice, and the
Government should do something
about it if it wishes really to
seelt the co-operation of the
members of the Opposition as well
as the support of the people in
this country. This is a despic-
able practice.

I remember that when the mem-
bers on this side of the House
were sitting over there, tinc
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present Minister of Labour made
allegations of such practices
during the life of the previous
Government. It is quite clear
that quite often one makes accu-
sations and one accuses others
because one has the intention of
carrying out such practices when
one has an apportunity to do so.
I submit that the hon. Minister
of Labour should, if he disclaims
knowledge of this despicable
practice, assure this House that
the strictest investigation will
be made of this practice in order
to stop it.

The next point on which I
would like to touch, while on
the question of unemployment, is
to be critical of the way in
which the Government has handled
this question of immigration. I
wish to say quite clearly at the
outset that I do not begrudge
any one who comes to this coun-
try who may be needed here and
who, at the same time, may need
the sustenance which this coun-
try and its resources can pro-
vide. I do not begrudge any
outsider who finds it possible
to live here; therefore, I want
it to be quite clear from the
outset that I am not condemning
the fact that some people have
come here to seek emplovment.

However, what I wish to cri-
ticise is the way in which the
Giovernment has gone about the
question of immigration. Why are
ithe Prime Minister and other mem-
bers of the Government making it
known abroad at conferences and
so on that this country is a land
of milk and honey? Why are they
creating the impression that jobs
are here for everybody, when we
know that there are thousands of
Guyanese here who have no jobs?
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Thousands of Guyanese expect this
Government to do semething to
provide them with employment .
Why is this Govermment carryin
out this senseless policy? %
must regard such an irresponsible
attitude as not in keeping with .
the feeling of Guyanese wcrkers,
the question of Guyanese unem-
ployment, or in the interest of
those people who, mistakenly,
come here expecting to find jobs
waiting for them.

A boat-load of immigrants
came here the other day, we read
in the Press, and they had to
obtain accommodation at the
Salvation Army. Under what con-
ditions have they come here? Is
this the Government's attitude
regarding immigration at a time
when grave unemployment exists in
Guyana? The Gcvernment should
treat the Guyanese workers and
the potential migrant wecrkers
from the Caribbean with a greater
sense of respect and responsibil-
ity. On this question we hear
nothing, and we have read nothing
about it in the Speech from the
Throne. We have not had the
courtesy of an explanation from
the hon. Mover of the Motion.

Next, I wish to move on to
the second idea contained in the
paragraph, to which I have re-
ferred, where it is stated that
the productivity of our nation
will have to be increased con-
siderably and the fruits of this
productivity fairly divided. I
do nmot think that any one will
disagree that productivity in any
country is necessary as a factor
making for the improvement of
conditions of life. Productivity
is necessary, but productivity in
whose interest? That is the
question the people have to ask



67 Thanks for

™MR. CHANDISINGH ]

whenever they listen to learned
dissertations from economists or
politicians about the need for

productivity. Productivity for
whom and in whose interest?
3.20 p.m.

The Prime Minister bas become
famous in Guyana, perhaps he has
become world-famous, for his
celebrated advice to the working-
people of Guyana that they should
eat less, sleep less and work
more. 1 can have no {uarrel with
that if it means that by eating
less, by sleeping less and by
working harder, the masses of the
toiling Guyanese public would
create conditions to allow them
or their children to live better
in the future. But when the
working-people and the under-em-
ployed are seeing that their in-
creased labour and their in-
creased productivity result not
in their own standards rising but
in greater taxes being put on
them, on foodstuff, on railway
fares, #ith reduced steamer ser-
vices, how can they be blamed for
concluding that this productivity
that they are being asked to
raise is in the interest not of
themselves but in the interest of
a privileged section of the com-
munity, which is living on their
labour?

This advice to the workers,
accompanied by threats, is not in
the interest of the working
people. Therefore I camot lend
support to the appeals to the
Guyanese working people to pro-
duce more, to eat less and so
on. The only way in which the
working people of Guyana can
subscribe to this principle is on
condition that the results of
their productivity go back to
them, and on condition that they
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see that they are improving their
standards by way of higher wages,
improved eonditions of life and
so on.

Why should they produce more
to put in the pockets of a small
privileged class that lives in
Guyana, but, in larger measure,
in the pockets of a small class
of privileged people most of whom
have never seen Guyana and who do
not know where Guyana is but draw
their dividends every six months
or every year as the case may be?

This is wicked and it is
doubly wicked when a Govermment
that is supposed to be put there
to represent the workers casts
aside its mandate and decides
that it will serve in the inter-
ests not of the working people
but in the interest of the ex-
ploiters. What else can we con—
clude from the, exhortations to
avoid strikes and to co-operate
with management? We are told
that trade uniomns, the working
people, must co-operate with
management to create harmony and
conditions of social peace. "If
you go on strike too often," cer-
tain of the Minmisters have said,
"be careful. We will not toler—
ate this much longer. We stand
for socialism all right. We want
you to co—operate with the bosses
so that they can make more
profits out of your labour".
This is telling them that the
Government no longer stands for
socialism.

That is why I say that this
is doubly wicked and I will come
in a moment or two to the second
part of this seutence to show why
this is so. On the question of
productivity I should like to ex-
press the hope that the Govern-
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ment. is not intending to intro-
duce anything like an Incomes
Policy. I have heard the Minis-
ter make public statements to the
effect that an Incomes Policy
might be a good thing for Guyana.

An Incomes Policy, as we
know, is a measure designed to
help the bosses to make more
profits and to freeze the wages
of the workers. If I may just,
by way of anmalogy, draw an exam-
ple from the United Kingdom on
the question of Incomes Policy, I
would refer to the fact that in
the United Kingdom a Labour

Government has introduced a

National Incomes Policy. In
practice, however, we find that
this policy means that the in-
comes of workers remain the same
or do not rise by very much,
their incomes are kept down,
while the prcfits of the big
monopolists are allowed to sky-
rocket.. There is no brake, there
is no freeze, on profits, but
there is a freeze on wages.

The Government in this coun-
try tells the workers and tells
the trade unions, "Don't rush the
brush; don't press it too hard;
da't press for 10 per cent wage
increases, keep it at 4 per cent
so that we can have stability"
and in this way attempts to solve
economic difficulties by putting
the burdens on the shoulders of
the working-class.

I think this Government is
showing a certain inclination
towards this trend both with
respect to prenouncements about
consideration of an Incomes
Policy and also with respect to
the threats about anti-strike
legislation.
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Mr. Speaker: I am afraid you
have exhausted your time.

Mr. Ram Karram: I beg to
move that the hon. Member be
granted an extension of 15§
mimites to continue his speech.

Mr. Ally seconded.

Question put, and agreed to.

Mr. Chandisingh: We have
been very much disturbed by the
hints and threats of the members
of the Government that they will
introduce anti-strike legisla-
tion. We have not seen this in
the programme for the year but I
make reference to this because
undoubtedly this Throne Speech
can never be the full programme
for the year. If this is the
programme in its entirety well
then, perhaps the Government
should retire for nine months and
come to life for the last three
months when it will be able to
complete its business.

I should like the Minister of
Labour, particularly if he speaks
in the course of this debate, to
give us a clear indication as to
whether the Govermment intends to
introduce, directly or indirect-
ly, legislation which may be
deemed tc be restrictive of the
right to strike on the part of
the warkers. During a previous
debate I did urge the Minister to
get up and tell us this. Let me
assume that or that occasion he
was, perhaps, not able to get up
ort, perhaps, he had not comsulted
his colleagues. I am certain
that if this is his intention ke
would have this position clear by
now and, particularly at this
time when we are discussing a
major question of policy, the
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Minister should be able to tell
us something about it.

3.30 p.m.

We have heard that the T.U.C.
itself has expressed its views op
this matter om the occasion of
May 1st when it was stated that
the T.U.C. hLopes that the Gevern-
ment will not imtroduce any such
legislation. We know that the
working people of this country -
and of all countries where they
have won such rights - have the
right to strike, and they have
had to fight and struggle for
these rights. They have not
received them on a platter as a
gift from their employers or from
the Government of the day. They
have had to go on strike and wage
terrific struggles.

Therefore, I would wish to
have a clear statement from the
Minister, without any attempt at
varication, as to whether he
intends to introduce anti-strike
legislation. By this I mean that
he should tell this House whether
he intends to introduce legisla~
tion to the effect that workers
are not, in so many words , banned
from striking, or prohibited, by
law, from striking, but where
workers in several categories, in
order to go on strike, have to
underzo a cooling-off period - a
few months, I believe - before
thev can go on strike.

Muring this period, all the
machinations of the employers and
the Government - in other words,
all the agencies opposed to the
working people - will carry out
their behind-the-scenes ne-
gotiations, threats, pressures
and so on in order to play up to
the leaders of the working class,
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" the trade uniomns, to intimidate

them and, wherever possible, to
bribe them in order that they
will not go ahead with their
strikes and they will stop making
serious demands for better condi-
tions. This is what I regard as
anti-strike legislation, so I
hope that when the Minister
speaks he will not attempt to
beat around the bush and he will
give us a clear undertaking that
his Government will never, under
any circumstances whatsoever,
int roduce such legislation.

I go on to the other ques-
tions to which I should like the
Government to give clear answers.
Does the Govermment intend, and
if so how soon, to ‘imtroduce the
&4 per day minimum wage to all
workers in Guyana? When doeg the
Government hope to do this? When
will the Govermment pass the
necessary legislation .which has
been called for by the trade
unions of this country? When can
we expect this so-called working-
class Government to start fight-
ing in the interest of the work-
ing class? When? When can we
expect it to introduce severance
pay legislation so that workers
who are dismissed from employ-
ment, for any reason whatsoever,
can get severance pay? This has
been hanging fire for a lon
time. The P.P.P. Government ha
set the ball rolling, and up to
now this legislation has mot been
brought up. The Minister has
always been critical of the
P.P.P. Government. Here is an
opportunity for the members of
this Government to show what they
can do. But we are still wait-
ing. I hope that the working-
class jpeople will mot have to
wait too lomng.
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I wish to be rather critical
of this ambiguous statement here
which states:

"The productivity
of our nation will have to be
increased considerably and
the fruits of this produc-
tivity fairly divided."

"Fairly divided", what
does this term mean? This
is a term which has been used by
all sorts of people. At their
conferences, those who exploit
the working people talk about
fair shares and dividing the pro-
duct fairly. This is not good
enough for a Government that
claims that it is serving the
interest of the people.

We want to know how are the
working people going to get fair
shares. By what manner? Ry
what system of Government? By
what arrangement? How are the
working people going to get fair
shares? If the workers get 4 per
cent increase in their wages and
the big monopoly concerns which
dominate the country get 10 per
cent increase in their profits,
I cannot see how this is a fair
share. 1 cannot see how this is
a fair division of the product.
Neither can I see with the Prime
Minister when he talks about a
fair day's pay for a fair day's
work.

These hon. Gentlemen have
long regaled - not us, because we
know that they are not social-
ists, they do not have a social-
ist policy - the masses of the
people, the working-class people,
that they stand for socialism,
but let the Government be cate-
gorical about this. Can it be?
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I submit that it camnot because
it is not pursuing a socialist
policy and it does not have any
intention of doing so in the
future. This is the only way in
which it can be said that the
working people will get a fair
day's pay for a fair day's work.
They cannot get it under the
system of imperialism, of big
monopoly domination of our
economy. There can be no fair
shares under such circumstances.

For example, let us assume
that the workers at Mackenzie are
how getting 310 per day. Let us
take that as the figure. Is the
Government telling us - this so-
called "socialist"P.N.C. particu-
larly - that if the workers are
getting $10 per day it means that
they are getting a fair day's pay
for a fair day's work? Of course
not! To the socialist, the only
way in which a worker can get a
fair day's pay for a fair day's
work is when he knows that the
full value of what he has pro-
duced by his labour, his toil, is
given back to him either directly
or indirectly. So long as the
big monopoly concerns in this
country continue to make and
amass terrific amounts of profits
which are taken away from this
country, so long will the workers
be exploited.

Do not tell us that there
will be place neither for exploi-
tation nor sloth - "sloth", I
take it, means laziness. Only a
system of socialism can put an
end to exploitation and sloth -
sloth not of the working people,
because they are the people who
create the values in the society.
The only people against whom one
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can use the derogatory applica-
tion of the word "sloth" would be
those who do not work but who
live off the labour of those who

do the work.

I think it is rather unfair -
to put i1t mildly - to the work-
ing-class people of this country
to imply that they will get bet-
ter wages, fairer conditions, if
they are le-= lazv. This is an
insult to the working people.

3.40 p.m.

As I said before, as long as
certain privileged sections of
the community continue to live
off the fat producea by the
masses, so long will there be
exploitation. All that this
paper seeks to do is to throw
dust in the eyes of the working
people, to pull wool over their
faces. They are telling the
people that there will be no
exploitation, there will be fair
shares for all, products will be
divided fairly, but they must
work harder. When they work
harder who are the people who
will get the cream? Naturally,
not the working class but the
bovs at the top, the privileged
section which will continue to
get more and more of the cream.

In mv opinion, this is a
dishonest policy. Why not go out
and tell the people of Guyana
that you are pursuing a programme
of subservience to imperialism, a
capitalist programme, and that
you have no intention of trans-
forming the economy of this
eountry in the interest of the
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working class, that is, to a
state of socialism? These are
some of the criticisms that I
would wish to make specifically
on this question of employment,
productivity and exploitation.
With that, sir, I would urge the
Government to be clear and fair
to the people, to be less ambigu
ous because no matter how ambigu-
ous it tries to be, the working-
class people will find it out.
As a matter of fact, they are
finding out the type of Govern-
ment we have, not on the basis of
what is said, perhaps not even on
the basis of what we say in this
House - the fine speeches and
remarks made - but bécause they
know where the shoe pinches. The
economic and social shoe is
pinching the working people every
day harder and harder, and sooner
or later the working people will
get wise to this Government.

In conclusion I must say that
the Speech from the Throne is far
from adequate because of what it
does not state, because of the
programme which it does not
present, and also because it
tries, by using very vague and
sweeping generalities to disguise
the real state of affairs which
is not consultative democracy, or
a movement to eliminate unemploy-
ment or exploitation. It is, in
fact, a programme cleverly de-
signed to lead the people by
their noses to serve the big
businesses and the foreigm im-
perialists in our country.

Mr. Hubbard: I wish, like my
hon. Friend, the new Member, to
commence by offering you my con-
gratulations. I think you de-
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serve to be specially congratu-
lated, sir, for the efforts you
make always, and for the special
efforts you make from time to
time to give this Assembly which
is mow two things im ome - &
Parliament and a National Assem-
hly - some appearance of a body
which is bent on doing the -cor-
rect things in the interest of
ihe people as a whole. I think,
thowever, and for this I lay mo
blame at your door, that it was a
tragic mistake that on the most
important occasion in the history
of this Legislature, the day when
we assembled to receive the Com-~
stitutional Instruments which
were the writtem facts of our
existence as amn independent
society, those respomsible for
the organisation of events con-
nected with this ceremony should
have overlooked the realities of
our life to stch an extemt that
only Christian prayers were found
10 be appropriate for that
occasion when we are a multire-
ligious commnity. For the bene-
fit of all, I took this question
of the rights of others so seri-
ously that I did not participate
in those prayers.

This is a very simple Motionm
behind which there are many
important things. 1 em to make a
speech on a Motionm which asks me
to comcur, and which asks those I
represent to comcur with am act
performed by Royalty here om 26th
May, when the Duke of Kent read a
Speech which purported to be a
statement of the Government's
legislative policy for the par-
liamentary year. We learned out
of the incoheremcies of the hon.
M: . Budhoo, that the Govermment
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of the day, in its postures at
least, hopes to make itself
look like the Parliament of
Westminister, and I am particu-~
larly concermed with the last
sentence which appears im this
trifling document:

"My Government will
pursue with determination a
policy aimed at the preserva-
tion of law, the establish-
ment of true equality and the
enshrinement of justice.”

It is felicitous that this
afternoon we have with us in this
House, a returned exile im the
person of the homn. Attormey-
General, who is a gentleman
far as I
know, he possesses a degree which
makes him a Master of Law, and he
has been favoured by Her Majesty
in that she has made him ome of
her Counsel.

3.50 p.nm.

Bearing im mind the determi-
nation expressed in this document
regarding the preservation of
law, 1 am disappointed, I am un-
happy, I am deeply disturbed at
the prospect for our future when
a men, learned im law as the hon.
Attorney-General is, will bring
himself to sign an Order com-
mitting to prison & man who has
appeared before a court and,
according to the rules of law,
has been acquitted.

Your Homour, imstitutions are
no better than the persoms who
administer them, and layman as I
am ~ layman as you are, you know
the cardinal primnciples upon
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which the rules of law and the
enshrinement of justice rest.
You know the cardinal principles
upon which these things rest.
These instruments which permit
living together in peace and
harmony rest upon the cardinal
principle that when a man has
been put before a court of law
and has been acquitted, he is
free.

I am prepared to concede an
extenvation of the hon. Attorney-
General's grave judicial lapse,
for he was the servant of two
masters at the time: he was the
servant of those elements elected
by the people of this country who
had limited responsibility for
determining the affairs of
Government, and he was also the
servant of expatriate interests,
represented here by a South
African citizen who is responsi-
ble for the so-called "residual
powers" and who has overriding
authority in certain matters.
But we are now beyond that, and
we have severed the umbilical
cord with our "mother". The
Royal personage tame here and
performed the last little clip-
ping for us, and I hope that the
hon. Attorney-General will
attempt to rehabilitate himself
and his conscience among decent
people by doing now what he
should have done when it was
proposed to him that he should
sign an Order that debesed all of
the principles which he had been
taught to respect.

I begin at the end of the
Royal Speech, because at the end
is mentioned the very foundations
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ot our society. We know that
some Members of this House, par-
ticularly Members on the other
side, are blind to certain
things. The honourable new Mem-
ber Dr. Richmond spoke about co-
operation, yet he was blind and
could not see that on the most
important day in this House large
sections of our religious com-
munity were pushed aside and
relegated to obscure places.
That is one part of the matter.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member
is making a very serious state-
ment. I feel that the hon. Mem-
ber is impugning the honour of
this House.

Mr. Hubbard: Your Honour, I
am not impugning the honour of
this House. I withdraw the re-
mark. I, in my opening remarks,
referred to this responsibility.
The House had nothing to do with
it. The House was merely put
through the motions.

I refer now to another remark
that the honourable new Member
made about the Independence Cele-
brations. He referred to parti-
cipation at the symbolic moment
of our Independence, the Flag-
raising Ceremony. It was my
privilege on that evening to
walk, not drive, to the National
Park where this ceremony took
place, -and there I observed that
the masses of our people were not
permitted to participate in this
celebration, because they were
kept behind metal barriers. Many
of them slipped down into the
drain - they were kept away.
That ties in with what my hon.
Friend Mr. Chandisingh said
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earlier. The Government's activ-
ities are for the few and the
privileged, but the masses must
be kept at arm's length. The
masses must be refused participa~
tion; the big things are for the
big boys, and the crumbs are for
the little boys.

Mr. Speaker: This sitting is
suspended until 4.30 p.m.

Sitting suspended at 4 p.m.

4.30 p.m.
On resumption =-

Mr. Hubbard: There is some-
thing else of vital importance
which I do not find in this docu-
ment. I do not find anydeclara-
tion of the policy on trade. The
previous Government had a truly
neutral policy with regard to
trade and in relation to imports.
Merchants and industrialists were
permitted to purchase whatever
they wanted wherever they wanted
and this was of immense benefit
to the working people as can be
shown by the extent to which the
cost of living index remained
constant during the period of
that Government.

Today the present Government
is refusing permission to im-
porters to buy goods from certain
sources. We have had no state-
ment from the Govermment on its
policy in this respect. We have
heard the Prime Minister guessing
at his Press Conference as usual
and we have had the Minister of
Trade, Shipping and Civil Avia-
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tion ineffectually trying to
offer some explanation in this
House. I am disturbed at reports
that the Government intends to
introduce again a system of
quotas for the importation of
goods from certain countries.
Once we get upon this road we
give monopolies to certain per-
sons and the ordinary man suf-
fers.

It is competition on the
widest possible basis that keeps
prices down and I fear that the
Gover nment is embarking upon
a new policy of helping its
friends, the big business people
in Water Street. We are to have
quotas again.

It is important that ques-
tions of trade should be men-
tioned in the Throne Speech, and
I think the omission is strange
when there bas been controversy
even among Water Street merchants
on the question of Government's
policy in regard to trade. Where
are we going? Are we returning
to the days when only the big
merchants in Water Street could
import goods and the little shop-
keepers had to go to them and pay
through their noses to get some-
thing. My friend, the hon. Mem-
ber Mr. Hari Prashad, knows about
those days; he suffered, too, and
I am surprised to find him sup-
porting such a policy from this
Government .

There is also the very im-
portant guestion of finance.
What is the attitude of the
Government in regard to finance?
It is not stated in this Throne
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Speech what 1s the Govermment's
policy with regard to the many
nalions of the world, but it is
impliedithat the Government in-
tends to treat all members of the
United Nations alike. That is
the impression I draw from the
Speech, but one can draw almost
any impression he likes from what
is written here because nothing
is precise put much is suggested.

The Govermment at present
operates a mometary policy which
is highly discriminatory. Its
policy of Exchange Control pena-
lises non-sterling currencies in
favour of sterling. Anyone com-
ing into possescion of foreign
currencies must by law of this
land deposit those foreign cur-
rencies into a local bank. If
they are earned from export a
time limit is given and while the
earner of foreign currencies may
convert them freely into sterl-
ing, there is mno requirement
about the depositing of sterling
and its free exchange into for-
eign currencies.

The Govermment boasts about
its American friends. The
President of the United States
even gave the Prime Minister a
saddle. Why are the members of
the Government doing this against
their friends? Every American
dollar earned must be converted
into pounds sterling. Surely the
last splurge of "Sirs" and
"C.M.G.s" marked the end of the
period of this imperialism. It
is not our business to sustain
sterling.
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I must give a warning to the
public at large that all the
assets of the Bank of Guyana
which support our currency are
either in British Treasury Bills
or in British Gniana assets. If,
as may well happen, the pound
sterling is devalued tomorrow our
losses will be colossal.

We must use monetary policies
which are of advantage to us. In
all conscience the British have
had enough out of us. Let us get
away from that. Let us look
after our own interest rather
than promote the interest of the
British.

4.40 p.m.

This may be an oversight on the
part of the hon. Minister of
Finance and his subordinates. If
it is, I would urge them to do
all that is necessary, and do it
guickly, because no one kmows how
long sterling will remain at its
present value on the world mar-
ket. Quite recemtly, the central
banks of several countries met
and put up credits to sustain the
pound, but there is internal
strife in Britain which may well
lead to a situation where British
exports are held up and devaluna-
tion of the pound becomes neces-

sary.

I should like to suggest that
it would look well abroad if we
can say that our mometary policy
favours no one. It would look
well abroad if we can say that
our trade policy favours no omne
and, above everything else, I
object very strenuwously to the
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risk we are running by tying our
currency, as we have done, to the
British Treasury. I object to
sustaining the British for one
moment longer than is necessary,
and that moment has passed.

The hon. Member Mr. Budhoo
had some remarks to make about
rice. The Chairman of the Rice
Marketing Board had announced
that the R.M.B. obtained, from
Jamaica, a $4 million contract
for rice. It is a great achieve-
ment for the R.M.B. to sell a
large quantity of packaged rice.
But what he did not tell the
public was that, in consequence
of this increase in the sale of
packaged rice to Jamaica, there
is to be a decrease in the sale
of bulk rice to Jamaica.

Bulk rice is rice put into
bags, weighed and sent abroad.
The pricing of .rice is based on
that and the price for bulk rice
is highly advantageous to our
country. To sell this packaged
rice the R.M.B. has had to borrow
money at a high interest rate to
invest in a packaging plant. It
will have to send the Supervisor
of Packaging abroad for six
months to be trained in the
operation and use of this plant.
It will have to invest in new
packaging material and it will
have to undertake a very costly
advertising programme in Jamaica.

I understand that in spite of
the fact that a captain of con-
merce is now in charge of the
R.M.B., he has not yet worked out
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the relation between the promo-
tional costs and the benefit, if
any, that will be derived from
converting into the sale of
packaged rice from the sale of
bulk rice to Jamaica. This is
the quality of administration
that we hear our hon. Member
Mr. Budhoo extol to the skies.

If I may, I should like to
remind the hon. Member that the
R.M.B. was offered the services
of GIMPEX to sell rice abroad.
The R.M.B. could not accept those
services because it is tied by a
contract to selling its rice
through an expatriate firm, an
American firm, which is itself a
dealer in rice. This firm buys
our rice, the highest quality of
rice that one can get on the
world market, at the lowest world
price. The rice has to be
shipped in bags marked with the
firm's name, then it i1s converted
into packages and distributed in
the lucrative fields. I under-
stand that, quite recently, a
ship arrived to take some rice
but it had to be diverted because
the quality of rice was not
available.

The hon. Member, I assume,
bas not got the curious kind of
mind that leads to the grasp of
facts. He takes things for
granted when he knows that he
should inquire. I should like to
remind him - his hair is a little
greyer than mine, and he may be
younger — that he should never
take things for granted. Inguire
into all that is put before you,
as 1 did during the debate on the
Estimates when I pointed out to
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hon. Members that, in terms of
the Order that was presented
along with the Budget Speech, it
was not correct to say that salt
fish was not taxed. When the
hon. Minister came to pass his
Order, he had to amend it in
order to make certain that it did
what he said he wanted it to do.

Mr. Speaker: Time!

Mr. Luck: I beg to move that
the hon. Member be given an ex-
tension of 15 minutes to continune
his speech.

Mr. Lall seconded.

Chestion put, and negat ived.

Mr. Bowman: I have been
listening to the contributions
made on this Paper which is be-
fore the House. I must say that
what appeals to me is the brevity
of this Throne Speech. I have
said in this House, time and time
again, that I have the feeling
that we spend too much time, in
this country, arguing and, at the
same time, not looking squarely
at the problems which the country
faces.

When this Speech was read I
was in another place. I did not
have the opportunity of taking
part in the Independence celebra-
tions and I was not present when
the Speech was read.

4.50 p.m.

We have been trying to become
masters in our own House for a
long time, and I feel that the
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time has come when there must be
a change in the whole tempo, par-
ticularly in this House. We must
now start to act far more re-
sponsibly, and we must decide
in our minds what we should do to
move forward steadily. The docu-
ment before us has merely three
pages and I am not going to take
a lot of time this afternoon to
elaborate on it. I wish to read
from paragraph 6 which states:

"At home, a seven year
development programme has
been drafted, and approved by
the Legislature. This pro-
gramme which promises the
expenditure in the public
sector alone of approximately
$300 million is aimed at in-
creasing rapidly and signifi-
cantly the gross national
product and national income
per capita and laying the
foundations of a strong and
economically sound Guyana
where want, poverty and unem-
ployment will be abolished."

The last two lines are very sig-
nificant and I wish to quote
them:

"The productivity of our
nation will have to be in-
creased considerably and the
fruits of this productivity
fairly divided."

This is the burning question of
the day in this and many other
newly independent countries
throughout the world, the ques-
tion of the increase of produc-
tivity. But in our own case we
can only hope to increase our



89 Thanks for

productivity if we take a fresh
look at our problems, and there
must also come about a change of
attitude generally, attitude
towards work, attitude towards
each other, and most important, a
change of attitude towards devel-
opment.

We know for a fact that in
this country the people have been
accustomed to go at a certain
pace. We-have heard criticisms
time and again in this House as
regards, for example, the attitude
of workers who are engaged on the
Road Programme. We know that for
some’ time now there has been
quite a lot of disagreement in
the trade union movement, and the
general attitude has not been one
conducive to rapid development.
All these things will have to be
looked into. A new viewpoint
will have to be arrived at, and
with this in mind we will be able
to move forward.

We are now a free people.
What we must look forward to is a
period of economic take-off.
This should be onr primary objec-
tive. 1 am saying this because
only a little while before our
Independence Celebrations, I had
the privilege of being in the
island of Trinidad, along with
other ‘Members and the Clerk of
this House; it was a delegation re-
presenting this country. We were
taken to various industrial
plants from day to day. We were
shown everything of importance.
One of the points which I noted
was that, because there has been
a great degree of objectivity
exercised by the people in
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office in that island and by the
politicians generally, and also
because there has been in that
country a long period of tran-
quillity, they were able to pro-
gress. I made certain inquiries
and I became almost ashamed when
I took into account the fact
that, in a country as big as
ours where so much can be done,
we will still have quite a lot to
do - and I emphasise "quite a
lot" - in order to catch up with
Trinidad.

On the first day of our tour,
we were taken to an industrial
plant where automobiles, buses,
lorries, etc. are assembled. We
were told all that is being domne
in the plant, the number of per-
sons employed, the wages paid,
and so on. As a very old hand at
this sort of thing I made quite a
lot of inquiries on the side.
But the significant point came
when we were about to leave the
plant. We were told that the bus
in which we had arrived that
morning was assembled at that
very plant. We were surprised
because we travelled in that big
bus and we did not know that it
was assembled in Trinidad.

Then we visited a firm which
was called Metal Boxes. This
firm manufactures containers such
as cardboard boxes and tin cans.
We saw the names of some promi-
nent Guyanese business firms on
some of these cans, boxes, and so
on. We were taken on a tour of
the plant and we saw a huge
store-room, and when I asked what
was the marketing situation, we
were told, "Look we do not do
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very much business with Jamaica.
We are not so fortunate as ito be
able to monopolise that section,
but believe me, you people in
B.G. are the biggest buyers."

When it came to the question
of the empty grape-fruit gallon
cans, we were told that British
Guiana, a country in which --
(The Prime Minister: "Guyana.']
We were told that Guyana, a coun-
try in which we can grow all the
citrus necessary to carry on our
own canning, is again the biggest
buyer. This left me very uneasy
because 1 am one of those who feel
that if we all put our shoulders
to the wheel, quite a 1ot can be
accomplished. This paragraph 6
will mean very little if we do
not start to take a very objec-
tive view of the whole situation.

Now, we come to a very vexed
question. At the Conference I
made reference to the fact, in
the presence of the other West
Indian delegates, that Guyana is
very big. Somebody got the idea
that we were entending an invita-
tion to West Indians, and the
next day, we saw in the Trinidad
Press, a report to the effect
that I said that they should all
come to Guyana, that this country
is very big and we have plenty
of room.

5 p.m.

Last week a few West Indians
arrived here, and for many days
we were regaled in the Press with
the pros and cons of the matter.

.As 1 have said on former occa-
sions, and I want to stress again
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on this occasion, we are not go-
ing to solve our problems merely
by sitting down, or by going to
conferences and boasting about
the size of our country, or
teaching our children in the
schools that Guyana is a land of
many waters, that it is a big
country, regaling them with the
size of the country and what can
be done in it, and telling them
about this country's potential
mineral wealth and so on. We
must get down to doing something
constructive regarding the devel-
opment of this country. At least
if we cannot do anything signifi-
cant about actual development in
terms of capital and high techni-
cal skill, then we must start
seriously to do something about
the settlement of people in the
various areas in the interior.

It is true that we have a
number of problems to face. One
hon. Member who spoke before me
referred to the number of chil-
dren leaving school every year
and the number of unemployed
people in this country. All of
this is true, but we are not go-
ing to solve these problems by
merely talking about them from
year to year, or by criticising.
any Government which happens to
be in power. We know that the
Government has inaugurated a
scheme to stimulate industrial
development here and there so
that people may be employed.

We are at a stage where, per-
haps, the United States found it-
self a few years ago. We have a
big country, but we lack the
necessary piopeering spirit par-
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ticularly among the native
Guyanese. Let me give you an
example of what I mean. Let us
take the question of our border.
I am sure that there are many who
will agree with me that not one
inch of our land should be given
to anybody. Whenever the question
of the border claim comes up you
will find 99 per cent of the Guy-
anese people putting their hands
up in favour of not giving away
an inch of our land, but you will
not find many thousands of Guyan-
ese who have even a smattering
knowledge of this vast country of
which we often speak. Many of us
have never seen the entire coun-
try and yet we talk about it.
The time has come when we must
stop talking about it and do
something to enable persons to
see the country, because until
this is done Guyanese will be un-
able to appreciate what is worth
fighting for. ‘

There are a number of Govern-
ment employees who, when they are
sent to do a few days field work,
or are transferred to an ont-
station in the interior, make a
lot of fuss and some refuse to go

-there. Certain people feel that
they have absolutely no business
in the interior. I feel that the
Government must be very objective
in dealing with this matter.
When the Government has prepared
Scheme A or Scheme B and has in-
vited Guyanese to go into such-
and-such an area under conditions
clearly set out, it must see to
it that these schemes are proper-
ly advertised. The Government
must also see to it that every-
thing possible is done to en-
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courage people - especially the
young people - if possible by way
of pre-education to go into these
areas and establish themselves.
When all of this is done and the
response remains as it is today,
then the Government must go ahead
with a plan for its immigration

scheme. The Government must be
bold enough to state the reasons

for its pursuing an immigration
scheme.

Let me talk for a moment
about our frontier with Brazil.
You will find on the border on
the Brazilian side of the river
a number of villages - villages
populated by Brazilians. On the
Venezuelan side of our border,
you will also find a number of
villages populated by Venezuel-
ans. However, on the Guyana side
of the border, you will find very
few persons, if any at all,
living there. That does not mean
to say that large numbers of
Guyanese do not trek to those
areas. They go to the areas, but
they take a different attitude
from the Brazilians and the
Venezuelans. There is a big
difference between the attitude
of a Brazilian miner and a
Guyanese miner, and between the .
Guyanese miner and a Venezuelan
miner. The Brazilian miner and
the Venezuelan miner will take
their families with them to these
areas and settle there. On the
other hand, the Guyanese miners go
into the interior with the aim of
"making a few quarters”". A
Guyanese miner may spend three
months or a year in the interior,
but the day he gets a substantial
amount of money he leaves the
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area and he may not return there
for another four or five years.

When the Brazilian miners and
the Venezuelan miners take their
families to these areas, you will
find villages springing up and
they will remain in existence for
countless vears. I know of vil-
lages on the Brazilian side of
the border where 1 have lived.
Some of these villages were in
existence since 190, and the
people who live there come all
the way to Georgetown to buy
things and return. When Guyanese
merely go in for a short time and
come out without settling there,
then it means that we will never
be able to populate and settle
people in those areas. The re-
sult is that some of the people
on the other side are getting the
benefit of the best land on our
side. Those who know the areas
well will tell you that we have
the best grazing land on our side
of the river.
find the Brazilians using our

land for grazing purposes. The
Venezuelans also use our land for
the same purpose.

All of these debates in
this House will get us nowhere
unless we are prepared to do
something constructive. A lot of
us can talk because we have the
privilege to speak in this House.
We know about world problems and
we can regale the House with our
knowledge of them. We can offer
advice and say the other chap is
not bright and so on. All of
this politicking is taking place
over an area 270 miles long by
about HQ miles wide on the
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coastal strip of Guyana, while
the whole of the country remains
unpopulated and unattended and we
call ourselves a people in“pos-
session of a great country. We
fool ourselves that we are doing
a wonderful job.

5.10 p.m.

This country will only be
developed when we decide to get
up and get. If we decide not to
get up and get, then others must
be allowed to come in and do so.
We have to be objective; we have
to be brutally frank at times but
this is the situation. Others
must be allowed to come in and
develop the country. It is not
good enough to have a vast coun-
try and to boast about it all the
time and do absolutely nothing
with regard to moving away from
this entanglement, this suffoca-
tion on the coast, this over-
crowding, when this country is
large enough for each man to make
a living.

Our country is not unique
with this problem. The Brazili-
ans had this problem for a number
of years. When the Portuguese
occupation of that country ended,
the inhabitants tended to crowd
the coastlands and so the Brazil-
ian Government, after many years
of debate, decided to site the
capital of that country in the
Amazon. The capital city,
Brazilia, was built. At first
there were problems because there
was a reluctance such as we have,
particularly among the bigger
people, politicians, civil ser-
vants and what not, to live and
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serve in Brazilia, even though it
was & city constructed along
ultra-modern lines. Certain big
Government officials were content
to use army jet plames to fly
from Rio de Janeiro to Brazilia,
put in eight hours' work and fly
back in the afternoon. After a
while the Government clemped down
on this and many of them are now
residing in Brazilia.

The idea behind the construc-
tion of Brazilia was to emcourage
the people of Brazil to move in-
land. This must also be our
primary objective, to get people
to see this country and to know
what-it holds for them, to get
them to fall in love with it.
There are many Guyanese who can
speak of the wonders of Trafalgar
Square. They can tell you about
Soho and about the wonders of
Switzerland. Many of them spend
a year in England and when they
speak you will think that they
are cockneys, born and bred in
London.” Many Guyanese can speak
about the Alps but they have
never seen Kaieteur Falls, they
have never been to Orinduik, they
have never been to Lethem. I am
reminded that the Minister of
Labour has just returned from
Geneva. So there it is.

We have to be serious. I
think that rather than some of
the plans we have been hearing
about - though not officially -
the Government should start ount
with a primary objective, that
is, to prepare a programme for
internal tourism to get Guyanese
acquainted with Guyana. This
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should be donme rather than em-
barking on a grandiose programme
for attracting foreign tourists.
The latter is good but we must
start with our own people and
when we have children from the
high schools and colleges going
into the interior to see the
country and, as I said, falling
in love with it, then we will be
able to hope that in the future
we will have a generation of
people who know the country and
who are particularly interested
in it.

Again I say that this will
take some planning. It will have
to be started in our schools and
this has something to do with our
educational system. The educa-
tional authorities will have to
devise ways and means of imbuing
such a spirit in the children
that boys and girls will not
develop a bias so that each would
say, "When I - leave school the
best thing for me will be a col-
lar-and-tie job, some sort of
white-collar employment". They
must be taught to feel that as
technicians, engineers, farmers,
surveyors, they can make just as
lasting and valuable a contribu-
tion to the building of this
count ry as any white-collar
worker.

The youth clubs must also do
their part. The youth organisa-
tions, particularly those affili-
ated to political parties, must
do their share. I have been
speaking about this for years,
because I have noticed that while
the youth clubs and organisations
promote games and while the
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Y.M.C.A. in particular goes in
for camping occasionally, not omne
of these groups has so far
established a farm on which the
members of the club are en-
couraged to work and to produce.

This is where the youth clubs
can come in. Youth organisa-
tions, particularly, as I said,
those affiliated to political
parties must play a part. In
fact, they must be the pioneers
in this direction because more
often than not they are composed
of voung adults. The clubs must
furnish the young men who will
become the settlers in these
places.

We have at the moment two
schemes in this country. I speak
only of two, one on the Berbice
River and another further.up the
Berbice River at Ebini. I am
told that those two schemes are
practically closed because of the
reluctance, of which I speak,
of young people to go into
these areas. It is because
of this reluctance that these
schemes are nearly defunct.

Mr. Speaker: Time!

Mr. Bhagwan:
that the hon. Member be given an
extension of 15 minutes to con-
tinue his speech.

Mr. de Groot:
second 1it.

I beg to

Question put, and agreed to.

5.20 p.m.

The Government must make a
very bold effort to get these
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schemes going. The Govermment
must seek out young people, par-
ticularly in the country dis-
tricts, who would be willing to
go into these places and reside.
If and when this is dome, and it
is found that this reluctance
still prevails, then perhaps we
can use one of these schools as
an immigrant school.

"This whole question of not
wanting to hear about immigrants
into the country is so much "rot"
as far as 1 am concerned because
we are not going to move one step
forward unless we realise that we
cannot remain, from year to year,
merely talking about what we
have. We must get up and make
use of what we have. If we still
refuse to make use of what we
have, then persons must be in-
vited to come in, in the interest
of progress and development, and
be allowed to use up some of
these vacant areas.

I was amazed to see the great
use being made of lands which are
normally rejected in this coun-
try. In fact, I took many soil
samples during my two-day tour of
some of the areas in the Caroni
plain and other parts of Trinidad.
I am quite certain, with my
smattering knowledge of soils,
that those soils are some of the
Trinidad maintains these
very soils, which are normally
rejected in this country, for
agricultural purposes but the
trouble is that we have so much
to choose from that we can afford
to differentiate and condemn,
while the people in the islands
have to use what they have.
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There are no trenches, no huge
reservoirs; they have to depend
on rainfall.

Yet, in this country, we have
ro tomato industry comparable to
the tomato industry in Trinidad.
We do not grow as many water-
melons as Trinidad, nor do we
produce as many cabbages, and the
lands upon which these things are
produced in Trinidad, as I said
before, are lands which would
normally be rejected for agricul-
tural purposes by Guyanese
farmers. In this country, unless
the land is of a dark and loamy
nature, we refuse to grow any-
thing on it.

We have to look very objec-
tively at this question of re-
gional co-operation with other
islands in the West Indies.
Guyana is now highly esteemed in
the West Indies, not so much
because of political changes but
because of the fact that the
people in the West Indies are,
more or less, looking for a way
oat of their problems. The
Federation has been broken up and
they see ahsolutely no hope for
any sort of political union among
themselves for a long time to
come. They have very grave
problems. There is the problem
of space in which to live and
space in which to work. We have
plenty of space and yet we are
refusing to work.

If paragraph 6 of the Throne
Speech is to mean anything at
all, then we must all take
another look at this whole ques-
tion of settlement and develop-
ment. ¥e must look at it very
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objectively., If this is done,
then we will be able to find a
solution to this very pressing
problem.

Mr. Benn: I am sure that all
the Members of this House are
happy that we are today discuss-
ing matters of a national charac-
ter in a Parliament which is sup-
posed to have the final authority
to make decisions for the coun-
try. For a long time we had been
sitting in this Chamber - those
of us who sat in later years and
those of us who sat during the
past century - debating and argu-
ing at length, but when all was
said and done, we knew that there
was power at Government House or
in London to decide that what we
decided here was not law,

The most recent incident of
that nature was the attempt, by
1bhe previous Govermment, to pass
into law an Army Bill. That Bill
was passed after a great deal of
debate and, on that occasion, 1
believe that the Leader of the
Opposition and the members of his
party did not oppose the Army
Bill outright. They did not
oppose the Army Bill but yet the
power resided at Government House
or at Whitehall in London to say
"no" to all the efforts that were
put in. In that respect, we were
second-class persons - I would
not say second-class citizens -
as far as the imperialists were
concerned.

Today we speak in an inde-
pendent House and we have the
responsibility to so conduct our
affairs that we do not give some
of our independence to any for-
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eign power. he have the task of
carry ing on until the last
vestige of colonialism is removed
rom this country. Unhappily,
the pronouncement of the Govern-
ment as set out in the Throne
Speech, statements made by the
hon. Prime Minister subsequently,
and other acts of the Government
before and after 26th May, do not
give us hope that this effort to
rempve the last vestige of
colonialism will be successful.

5.30 p.m.

If we examine the Speech.
we are confronted with the fol-
lowing statement on page 2:

_"At home, a seven year
devel opment programme has
been drafted, and approved by
the Legislature. This pro-
gramme which promises the ex-
penditure in the public sec-
tor alone of approximately
$300 million is aimed at in-
creasing rapidly and signifi-
cantly the gross national
product and national income
per capita and laying the
foundations of a strong and
economically sound Guyana
where want, poverty and unem-
plovment will be abolished.
The productivity of our na-
tion will have to be in-
creased considerably and the
fruits of this productivity
fairly divided. There will
be place neither for exploi-
tation nor sloth.

The successful execu-
tion of this programme is
dependent upon the enthusias-
tic and intelligent co-opera-
tion of all sections of the
nation and community.'
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In these sentences which I have
read there lies a great deal of
contradiction.

If one examines the Development
Programme which was approved a
few weeks ago, and the subsequent
actions of the Government, one
will note that in spite of state-
ments about socialism on the part
of the Government, "the acts of
the Government camnot bring forth
any development that will lead to
socialism, or if the Government
prefers a less harsh word, "so-
cialisation". We were told that
this Development Programme would
raise the per capita income and
lay the foundations for a strong
and economically sound Guyana.
We know also that recently in the
Official Gazette it was published
that the Guyana Development Cor-
poration will have the responsi-
bility not of initiating but of
promoting industrial projects.
In other words, it is very clear
from the attitude and the state-
ments of the Government that the
policy to be followed is a policy
in which the means of produc-
tion - land and so on - will re-
main in the hands of a few people
in this country, in spite of all
the talk about socialism, and
this means a great deal to the
people.

On the one hand you say that
want, poverty and unemployment
will be abolished. ; But it is not
possible to abolish want, poverty
and unemployment if your policy
is a policy in which the means of
production, all the lands, all
the factories, all the banks -
everything that brings in large
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amounts of money - are in the
hands of a few people. There-
fore, it is no use telling people
that want, poverty and unemploy-
ment will be abolished. Want,
poverty and unemployment cannot
be abolished under capitalism.
Let the people understand that
clearly.

There has been no capitalist
country in the world where want,
poverty and unemployment have
been abolished. Therefore, you
cannot tell .the people that you
will remove from the Govermment,
control of everything that brings
in profit' so that there will be
an equitable distribution of what
goes out, and at the same time
tell them that they are going to
have the abolition of unemploy-
ment, poverty, and so on. It is
no use telling the people you are
socialist because it is more
acceptable if you say that.

According to the Constitution
which was drafted for this coun-
try, all the lands held by the
sugar companies which were held
During Her Majesty's Pleasure
will be regarded now as if they
are private property. For in-
stance, if the Govermment wanted
to resume any part of those lands
tomorrow, it would have to com-
pensate the sugar companies as if
those lands were their private
property. In other words, with
one stroke of the pen the Govern-
ment has proved that it is
against socialist ideas and prin-
ciples because it has given to
the sugar companies which have
dominated this country throughout
the years, all the lands which
form one of the most important
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assets in this country. We are
faced with these contradictions
in this document which, according
to what we were told by some on
the Govermment Benches, is an
excellent Speech, and that it
sets out Govermment's policies.

The Government has set out
its policies very clearly.
First, it has decided not to in-
tervene in any industrial or
trading projects of any serious
nature. Secondly, by the stroke
of the pen it has given to
t he sugar companies all the
lands that they held During Her
Majesty's Pleasure, and it will
compensate them if it has to re-
sume the  lands. :

If one examines the Govern-
ment's policy in the field of
agriculture and land, one will
discover that over the past four-
t een months there has been a
serious retrogression. The only
thing in this country that the
people control is the rice indus-
try, and this industry has suf-
fered severely. This has happened
because, as I have said before,
for one reason or another the
Government went in with & misun-
derstanding of what was going on
in the rice industry, and it made
a great deal of errors. But
apart from that, what is happen-
ing in other sectors of agricul-
ture? Over the past fourteen
months there has been no signifi-
cant advancement in any direction
in the agricultural front. Are
vou going to blame it on the
weather? How are you going to
establish a policy, if vou cannot
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The hon. Minister of Ecomomic
Develcpment said that for a long
time agriculture will be the
basis for development in this
countrv. He said what we were
saying for years. 1 want to say
very clearly that, in order to
gain political positions, those
who now sit on the seats of
Government had to make it appear
that the previous administration
was not giving all sections of
the people a fair deal, because
they were concentrating on agri-
culture. I am yet to see, in the
field of agriculture, how this
Government has changed the em-
phasis from one section to
another, if there was any empha-
sis on one section. Fourteen
months have gone by and I have
not seen any change.

In addition to that, I tabled
a Question regarding the amount
of land distributed over the last
14 months, and T am yet to re-
ceive a reply from the Govermmeut
Benches. Perhaps there are no
statistics available, but it is
necessary for us to understand
all of the problems in this mat-
ter. Those people who have been
focled into believing that milk
a- . honey would flow on the
assumption to office of this ad-
ministration must understand that
the policies, agricultural and
otherwise, of the administration
will not lead to economic better-
ment for the peopie of this coun-
iry.
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It was said that the previous
Government was helping only omne
section of the population; so
ihis Government is out to help
all sections of the population,
and, in its effort to help all
sections of the population, it is
embarking on the road to capi-
talism. On the road to capital-
ism, the masses of the people in
this country will remain toilers,
while the rich will get richer
from the energies of the toilers.
In the next six or seven years
the position in this country will
be worse, because the system this
Government is going to follow
will not help to improve the lot
of the ordinary man.

Go out of this House today
and ask any small man whether he
can get credit. The small man
cannot get enough credit, and he
has to continue buying things
dear. He has to continue working
for the big man. If there is to
be any change; if there is to be
the abolition of unemployment and
poverty, our policy must be such
as to put within the reach of the
ordinary man the facilities for
obtaining credit. There must be
a socialist policy.

I an sure that in the next
five or six years the same or-
dinary man will say that the
policy on which the Government
has embarked and the reasons for
which he supported the Government
are not the same reasons why
certain things have not taken
nlace. Look al these words:

"There will be place
neither for exploitatior
nor sloth.”
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I would say that there is
so much contradiction im this
paragraph that we are certain
that exploitation will continue,
and because the people will have
to escape from exploitation there
will be sloth in spite of the
hon. Prime Minister's talk about
eat less, sleep less, and walk
through the rain.

The economic position of this
country, based onthe Government's
policy, will be very serious in
the future because with the in-
crease in population, with the
large amount of children leaving
schools, with the amount of tech-
nological unemployment as a re-
sult of machines taking the place
of men, with retrogression in the
agricultural industry and the
refusal, failure, or unwilling-
ness of certain sections of the
population to go largely inmto
agriculture, the people will find
themselves in a serious position
in this country very soon. One
band of people in this country in
the next four or five years will
continue to own the means of pro-
duction and will enrich them-
selves, and those people who felt
at the assumption to office that
the new Government would bring
them milk and honey will have to
shake their heads and wonder at
what has taken place. They will
not have to wait too long to find
out what is taking place.

We understand that there is
going to be the building of roads
and that roads are being built.
A university is going to be
built, and these things will pro-
vide work for several people. It
is true that people will be em-
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Ployed on these projects, but
building the university and the
roads must come to an end at ‘some
time. This Government is giving
certain people an opportunity to
make use of whatever oil re-
sources thers are in this coun-
try. The major resources we are
supposed to have will be farmed
out to foreigners. Today large
numbers of people do not get work
because machines are doing most
of the work. Therefore a large
number of people will continue to
be hewers of wood and drawers of
water for a small elite.

What is going to happen in
this country in the next three or
four years is that we will have a
small band of local capitalists;
below them a large Civil Service
elite, and below them the masses
will be struggling to get up
there. This has been the case in
many developing countries. You
will have a large section of the
population finding difficulty in
obtaining jobs in industry, inm
commerce, and in the Civil Ser-
vice, and the people who have not
been fortunate in obtaining
higher education will remain at
the bottom and struggle in the
hope that God in his own time
will put things right.

According to this Throne
Speech, the Govermment will do
everything that is right. There
will be no exploitation, no
poverty, no unemployment, and no-
body will want for anything. We
hope that, in keeping with this
statement, the Govermment will be
willing to promulgate laws pro-
viding for the unemployed until
it is able to abolish unemploy-
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able to abolish unemployment,
then it should give some sort of
relief to the people until it can
find jobs for them, simce it in-
tends to abelish unemployment.

The next paragraph of the
Throne Speech states:

"The successful ex-
ecution of this programme
is dependent upon the en-
thusiastic and intelligent
co-operation of all sections
of the nation and com-
munity."

So you want the exploited
toco-operate with the ex-
ploiters im order to comn-
tinue with their exploitation.
That is what the Govermment
proposes here. All sections of
the community must work towards
this end, which is inevitable,
according to the programme which
the Govermment has set out. You
are asking the people who will be
exploited to co-operate with the
exploitation in the hope that at
some future date everything will
be fairly divided in this coun-
try.

5.50 p.m.

Apart from this basic con-
tradiction that the exploited
cannot co-operate with the ex-
ploiters, there is the other
problem which has to be overcome,
the problem of national integra-
tion. When I spoke on the occa-
sion of the Motiom for the
approval of the Report of the In-
dependence Conference 1 said that
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it was necessary for the Govern-
ment to speed up social integra-
tion in this multiracial society.

Social integrationm in a
multiracial society cannot be
speeded up under a capitalist
system. The seeds of divis-
ion have already been sown.
One section of the population

has been made to feel that
another section of the population

is getting rich. One section of
the population feels that the
Govermment is now helping another
section of the population. This
is the situation today. How is
social integration going to be
speeded up? Are members of the
Government going to use capital-
ism as their tool for the speed-
ing up of social integration?
Capitalism does not build the
ordinary masses of the people.
It destroys them. It canmnot
bring social integration.

The Government therefore will
have to grapple with .the economic
problems of this country with a
great deal of earmestnmess if it
is sincere in what it says it
hopes to achieve. The earnest-
ness with which it has to grapple
with this problem has to be an
earnestness that does not lead it
down the old beaten track, the
old capitalist road which it has
inherited.

Although we have our own
flag, although we have a Coat of
Arms and a National Anthem and
although the photograph of the
Prime Minister is in this Cham-
ber - it could not have been here
before, but now that we are Inde-
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pendent it can be here - although
we have all these things which
are symbols of our nationhood, we
can have our own flag, we can put
our pictures where we want be-
cause they are ours, yet there is
one problem that will continue to
face us. We will not be Inde-
pendent as long as we cannot
grapple fully with the economy
and as long as our economy con-
tinues to be dominated by foreign
interests.

Colonialism has gone, but we
have a new stage of colonialism.
We have decided that we are going
to continue to hitch our wagon to
the capitalist star, which is
pitching. We have decided to
take certain action, giving more
to those who have, like the sugar
producers. We have really de-
cided by governmental action that,
having got rid of the British
flag, we are going to have a flag,
but economically we are going to
remain a dependent territory.

As I said before, it is
necessary for the Govermment to
approach this problem with ear-
nestness. The Prime Minister is
reported to have laid down a
challenge to the Leader of the
Opposition quite recently and I
would like to read from a Release
from the Office of the Prime
Minister dated 4th June, 1966 :

“] am sure most of us would
like to see an end to the
strife, contention and ill-
feeling in our midst.”

Everybody would wish to see this,
but one can only see an end to
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strife, contention and ill-feel-
ing in our midst if two things
happened, namely, on the one hand
if there is a real effort to
grapple with the social and
racial problems in the country,
and secondly if there is an
effort to grapple with the prob-
lem of economic control in the
field of production in this coun-

try.

There will always be strife,
contention and ill-feeling in our
midst as long as the means of
production, the land, factories
and such things, are in the hands
of a few. There will always be
strife, contention and ill-feel-
ing in our midst as long also as
a large number of the people feel
that they are rejected and have
no stake in the future of their
country.

Apart from the economic
problem, as I have already said,
the Government has not been able
to point a way that will give us
hope, or that will give the in-
telligent hope that we will
abolish unemployment, poverty and
want in spite of these attain-
ments. There is also the other
problem which has to be tied up
with the economic problem. There
is no doubt that the United
States Government has its hand
very deep in the affairs of this
country, This deep interest can
be proven in many ways. There is
the action of the Government in
foreign affairs. I believe that
was referred to before, but there
is also the more recent tie-up in
economic aid and the policy of
so-called "neutralism".
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) I am not saying - indeed, I
would be the last to say - that
the Government should refuse to
try to secure aid from any coun-
try if the aid suits it, but what
is happening is that this aid is
being tied up skilfully, and un-
obtrusively sometimes, with a
form of military assistance,
which I spoke of some time ago,
and which I want to mention
again.

When some years ago the
President of the United States of
America, President Kennedy, spoke
in a message to Congress on
assistance to Latin'America, he
said this - I am gquoting from
International Affairs of Novem-
ber, 1964, page 26 and the message
was in March:

“Military assistance will 1in
the future more heavily em-
phasise the internal securi-
ty, civil works and economic
growth of the nations aided.”

6.00 p.m.

Let me read it more carefully:

"Military assistance
will i1in the future more
heavily emphasise the in-
ternal security, civil works
and economic growth to the
nations aided."

President Kennedy was here
laying down the law that when the
United States set out to aid any
country, it has to protect its
aid, and the protection for this
aid is a certain amount and a
certain form of military in-
surance. Now this military
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insurance for Guyana is taking
place.

Mr. Speaker: Time!

Mr. Khan: I beg to move that
the hon. Member be given an ex-

tension of 15 minutes to continue
his speech.

Mr. Wilson seconded.
Question put, and agreed to.

Mr. Benn: We know that the
hon. Minister of Home Affairs
(Dr. Reid) is not only staying
home to receive the military aid
but he is going to the United
States to get it.

When 1 spoke on one occasion,
I pointed out that a policeman
was sent to West Germany and that
the United States had been aiding
our Police Force materially and
technically. I mentioned, on
another occasion, that there was
no doubt in my mind that some of
the 300 American specialists who
are training military men in
counter-insurgency operations at
Fort Bragg, are also training
some of our men. When you get aid
from the United States it means
t hat there has to be a certain
amount of military insurance from

their point of view, and this
is = [Mr. Cheeks: "What about
the rocket bases?'] - from the

words of the President himself.

What does this mean to the
people? Does it mean that a cer-
tain set of people will not be
interfered with? Of course not!
This is like raim; it will fall
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on the just and the unjust. When
it started in Vietnam several
years ago the United States was
giving aid and there were many
military specialists. Indeed, up
to about a year or so ago, the
people whom they were supposed to
be fighting in Vietnam, to pre-
vent that country from falling
into the terrible claws of com-
munism, were technicians, they
were not soldiers. Today it has
blossomed out that there are
nearly 275,000 American soldiers
in Vietnam, and this started with
aid and military insurance.

When the trouble started in
Santo Domingo in the Dominican
Republic merely a year or so ago,
President Johnson said that he
was not going to sit down in his
rocking-chair and allow the so-

called "communists"” - the people
called themselves "constitution-
alists" - to take over. The

President said that he had
despatched those soldiers to
protect the American techni-
cians he had in the country. We
will find in Guyana that if any
section of the Georgetown workers
started to go on a long strike,
as they did in 1963, and things
became hot, then the United
States Government will have to
send soldiers to protect American
technicians in Guyana. This is
the logical conclusion of what is

happening.

These are the highlights of
this programme and I would sug-
gest that the people of this
country read this Speech careful-
ly. They should not read it in
isolation from the events in
Santo Domingo, Vietnam and, in-
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deed, the whole world. Let them
read this Speech in conjunction
with international events and
they will see it bodes a great
deal of ill for the people of
this country. Perhaps the mem-
bers of this Government do not
intentionally wish to bring ill
upon the people of this country
but then someone else must point
things out to them. If they are
deluded, then those who can see
should point these things out to
them. Now they know.

I hope that the people of
this country will persist in
their efforts, irrespective of
what the Government does, and
will fight to overcome the last
vestiges of colonialism. I hope
that the people of this country
will direct their efforts to
establishing a society which, in
the words of the Speech from the
Throne, will abolish want, pover-
ty and unemployment. That socie-
ty cannot be a society based on
the policies of the Government,
it has to be a society based on
socialism. I hope that the peo-
ple will unite their efforts and
so overcome the problems of in-
tegration, the economic problems
and all the other problems that
this country has to face.

[Pause.’]

Mr. Speaker: If there is no
other speaker, I will call on the
hon. Member Mr. Budhoo to reply.

6.10 p.m.
Mr. Wilsom: Mr. Speaker, I

had not the privilege of hearing
the Throne Speech because that
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was a Thursday, and I was engaged
in a very important matter con-
cerning freedom. To me, freedom
will always be more important
than Independence because Inde-
pendence should bring freedom to
people, but what sort of Inde-
pendence is it which does not
bring freedom to all the people
of the territory? On that day, I
thought it a more important duty
to spend some time with a col-
league, a Member of Parliament,
who has been incarcerated for
over a year now. I went to the
hospital where I kmew his room
was, and I stood there im vigil
at the time when the Nation-
al Assembly met for the first
time.

Independence, as I said,
should bring more freedom to all
the people. I would not have
believed that we would have gome
into Independence with emergency
and detention. I would mot have
believed it! One would agree
that under capitalism, a system
under which a few have to exploit
many, there is necessity for such
measures because, as we all know,
no group of people will forever
accept exploitation peacefully,
quietly and humbly. One should,
therefore, expect such measures
as emergency and detention under
colonialism, even in times of
peace, calm and harmony.

This Government has been
talking about peace, calm, har-
mony and stability - all these
are the adjectives it used - in
the country, while on the other
hand it found it necessary to
have an emergency, and fear of
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detention mow hangs over the
heads of ome set of people. It
wants people to live in fear of
the mighty power which the Prime
Minister boasts that he will use.
What kind of Independence is this?
I am sure that His Royal High-
ness the Duke of Kent must have
suffered great pangs of con-
science as he read this Speech.
As I subsequently heard the
Speech over the air, I could not
help but detect a sort of gur-
gling in his throat, which oc-
curred because he knew that he
had to say something that was not
true.

Now, these Ministers should
first decolonise their minds if
they really want to say that they
are Ministers to constitute the
Government of a truly Independent
Guyana. Other speakers have re-
ferred to neocolonialism so I
shall not dwell too long om that,
except to say I have as one of my
slogans, "Yes, we have Indepen-
dence, but without freedom". 1
do hope that the day is not far
off when we shall have real
freedom in Guyana, when ome set
of people would not have to live
in fear of police persecution,
when their homes will not be
searched, and members of their
families will not be takem to
the police station for ques-
tioning the day after they have
attended a P.P.P. meeting.

We see here in this Speech:

"In assuming their new
responsibility, my Ministers
propose to be guided at all
times by the spirit of the
Guyana Constitution, ..."
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What is the spirit of the Comsti-
iution? Spitefulness? Discrimi-
nation against one set of people?
Is that the spirit of the Comsti-
tution? We also see reference to
a Constitution which is based on
consultative democracy. Consul-
tative democracy my eye! You
called the Opposition for consul-
tation on appointments and yet
the consultation was on whatever
you had in your mind. The Prime
Minister went with his mind well
made up. There was no room for

discussion because whatever he
had in his mind, that is what was
carried out. No suggestion from
the Opposition was accepted.
There is proof of that. There
was no true consultation because
not even one appointment that the
Opposition recommended was made.
Yet it is stated in the Comstitu-
tion that for certain appoint-
ments, the Opposition is to be
consulted. The Opposition is
just called to be told what is
going to happen. That was not
the spirit of consultation that
this Goveroment called His Royal
Highness to speak about.

It is also stated in the
Speech that:

"The successful execu-
tion of this programme is
dependent upon the enthusias-
tic and intelligent co-opera-
tion of all sections of the
nation and community."

Fine words, but they are only
words! How do you expect ome set
of people to be enthusiastic, to
co-operate, when all power is
used against them to suppress
them, to victimise them, and to
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keep them in fear of detention, in
fear of police persecution? What
happened when Her Majesty was
visiting this country? Myself
and nine others were thrown into
detention. Why? Because Her
Imperial Majesty was coming here!
These people are talking about
being independent and wanting to
decolonise! They ought to have
their minds decolonised!

I wish to quote again from
this Speech:

"It is proposed by my
Government to re-organise the
entire system of local
government basing it on uni-
versal adult suffrage, ..."

6.20 p.m.

I challenge the Minister to
put into execution his time-table
for the Marshall Districts in
August. I understand that this
will take place some time in
October, but I know that nothing
will be dome about this matter in
1966. Anyway, I want to speak
mainly on the penultimate para-
graph of the Throne Speech, which
I will read before I make my com-
ments. It states:

"In pursuance of its
intention to bind up the
wounds which have been in-
flicted by recent difficul-
ties 1in our society, the
Government will pursue ur-
gently the rehabilitation of
displaced persons . . ."

I want to draw attention to the
word "argently". ([Laughter.]
What does the Government mean by
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the word "urgently"? These peo-
ple have been running the Govern-
ment for the last 16 months and
nothing has been done to assist
displaced persons.

WILSON_

Let me pose these questions
to the Government. I hope that
the Minister concerned will be
good enough to give me the
necessary answers. Is it a fact
that it is stated in the Report
of the National Rehabilitation
Committee headed by Sir Stanley
Gomes that -

(1) A great number of per-
sons have suffered and
are still suffering,
and many of them
have lost what they
possessed?

(2) There are large numbers

of displaced persons’

who are yet to find em-
ployment?

(3) The Committee under-
stands that a circular
was 1ssued to all
Departments of Govern-
ment asking officers in
authority to provide
employment, where pos-
sible, to persons dis-
placed in order to
effect speedy rehabili-
tation?

If these statements in the Report
are true, them the question which
arises is whether this circular
has been withdrawn. I would like
the hon. Minister concerned to
answer this question. The fact
remains that no special effort
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has been made to provide unem-
ployed displaced persons with
jobs. If this circular has not
been countermanded, then I would
like to know how many displaced
persons have been provided
with jobs since this Government
usurped office?

This Government placed a
terminological inexactitude into
the mouth of His Royal Highness
when he said that the Government
will pursue urgently the rehabi-
litation of displaced persomns.
We would like to see a White
Paper on this question in order
to find out what are the Govern-
ment's intentions regarding em-
ployment for displaced persoms.

There are some splendid
recommendations in this Report,
but up to now it remains a scrap
of paper so far as the displaced
persons are concerned. Is it
true that this Government is
secretly channelling aid to cer-
tain displaced persons who are
supporters of the two parties?
ASCRIA is the channel or .agency
for channelling aid for rehabili-
tation to certain displaced per-
sons, whilst the rest of the dis-
placed persons are left to suf-
fer. The areas on which several
people were squatting have been
flooded, but nobody is doing any-
thing to help take off the water
from those areas. No pump has
been sént there. This Government
does not appear to see the plight
and misery of some of these dis-
placed persons. I cannot agree
with this statement:

"the Government will
pursue urgently the re-
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habilitation of displaced
persons".

There is no sincerity inm
these words; there is nothing
but hypocrisy in this statement.

Of course, one does not ex-
pect anything better from a
Government that has got into
power .by violence against the
people who vwon power comnstitu-
tionally through the ballot-box.
One cannot agree with usurpers or
puppets of imperialism. We hope
that this Government will do
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"something tangible for the dis-
placed persons in order to re-
lieve them of the misery they are
undergoing.

ADJOURNMENT

Resolved, "That this Assembly
do now adjourn until Wednesday,
22nd June, 1966, at 2 p.m."

“Mr. Merriman.]

Adjourned accordingly at
6.30 p.m.
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