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2.22 p.m.

PRESENTATION OF PAPERS
AND REPORTS, ETC.

The following Keport was laid
on the Table:

Annual Report on the
Treatment of Offenders (Pro-
bation, Essequibo Doys’
School and Prisons) for the
year 1961. (The Parliamen-
tary Secretary, Ministry of
Home Affairs).

PUBLIC BUSINESS
APPROPRIATION BILL
BUBGET DEBATE

Mr. Deputy Speaker: The As-
sembly will now resume the debate
on the Motion for the Second
Reading of the Bill intituled:

"An Ordinance to appro-
priate the supplies granted
in the current Session of the
Legislature.”

2.25 p.m,

Mr. Jordan (Upper Demerara
River): We have once again been
subjected to what, perhaps for
want of a better term, we have to
call a Budget Speech. After
perusing it very carefully I have
come to the conclusion that for
the sake of discussing it we
could best divide it into two
parts. The first part is crudely
irrelevant and the second part is
grossly inaccurate, [Opposition
Members: '"Hear, hear!"] And it
is the Minister himself who ad-
mits of the irrelevancy of the
first part. In trying to excuse
himself in his first paragraph he
clearly accuses himself. I
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" .1 shall devote more at-

tention than usual to matters
other than financial and

economic - matters by no
means irrelevant in this con-
text ..."

While the Minister was being
irrelevant and while he was being
inaccurate I saw it in this wise.
In the first part he chose io
bury his head in the sand and we,
as men of the world, kuow that
when your head is buried in the
sand and the rest of your anatomy
is exposed what you must of
necessity expect. In the second
part, the Minister chose to throw
dust into the eyes of Guianese
and that is what concerns me at
the moment. Let us ask our-
selves at this time what is meant
when the Minister says:

"At the outset, let me
quickly end further specula-
tion and put Honourable Mem-
bers in the frame of mind
which one expects at this
holiday season by announcing
now that this year’s Budget
has been balanced..."

[(Dr. Jacob: "To your regret."]
Now, we are going to examine
exactly what the People's Pro-
gressive Party means by a bal-
anced Budget, and we have to ask
ourselves: "Is it sufficient in
a country like this for a Govern-
ment by under-spending and under-
collecting, through its own
fault, to come here in a country
with a rising population and,
without a doubt, with rising
expectations with this Budget?"
We want better health facilities,
better housing, better sanita-
tion, better education and this
Government, which calls itself
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should be called "retrogressive",
is satisfied to budget at .the
beginning of a year for $67 mil-
lion and, through its own pig-
headedness ends the year with a
revised expenditure of a mere $60
million and then comes before
this House to say that it has
balanced its Bndget. What in
fact and in truth has been the
case? The Government has been
completely out of step with the
people of this country and, be-
cause it has been, the position
is tbis: I quote from page 20 of
the Budget Speech:

"With the fall in in-
comes and consequently in the
demand for less essential
goods and services, the ef-
fect of the disturbances on
production for home consump-
tion and on imports has been
more severe, "

Who says there were disturbances?
Let me ask the hon. Minister to
panse for a while. When the his-
tory of this country is written,
tell me, in the name of all that
is good and horest, which histor-
ian will refer to those glorious
days as disturbances? Those
eighty days will go down in the
history of this country, in the
history of tbe West Indies and in
the history of the world as the
effort of a valiant people fight-
ing for their liberty. Anmy his-
torian who describes them as dis-
turbances, as the Minister does,
thinking that he will do anything
to sully the pages of history
that are yet to be written, is
sadly mistaken. They will go
down as great days in the history
of this country, when the people
rose and fought against a would-
be sawdust dictator.
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2.30 p.m.
I continue from page 20:

"With the fall in in-
comes and consequently in the
demand for less essential
goods and services, the ef-
fect of the disturbances on
production for home consump-
tion and on imports has been
more severe. Imports this
year are expected to total
$125 million - 85 million
less than the 1962 level
which had itself been de-
pressed below the high level
(about $147 million) of 1960
and 1961, for similar rea-
sons.,

The data are insuffa-
cient to make a good estimate
of production lost as a re-
sult of the interruption of
work . . ."

The interruption of work! The
general strike.

" in those sectors of

the economy producing for
home consumption. But the
loss appears to be of the
order .of #$7 million.

The total loss of pro-
duction this year in all sec-
tors of the economy is there-
fore probably of the order of
$22 million - 8 per cent of
the projected total produc-
tion for the year."

Mr. Speaker, what is the hon
Minister trying to say there in
trying to excuse himself? It was
the time when Guianese workers
were writing their own Magna .
Carta - not against some old-
fashioned King John, but a
modern dictator Jacan.
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It is tlhe duty of a good
Government to find monmey. 1In
ordinary parlance we hear it said
that "a bad workman always blames
bhis tools" and it is very bad for
this Government-that has promised
Guianese the world and has not
delivered auything, to come be-
fore this House and complain in
these terms:

"The expectations, when
the 1963 Budget was intro-
duced, of a high level of
economic activity this year,
were rudely disappointed.”

The Government should not come
before this House and talk
in these terms when it has done
everything to prevent prosperity,
when, in spite of all the warnings
it has received from the right,
left, and centre, it chose
to take in April last, the
course it took that led this
country to the brink of terror -
the Premier of this country
shooting like a cowboy in High
Street! That is what I mean by
terror. The people are let loose
-in this country all because a dic-
tator wanted to have his way. 1
said that it is the duty of a
Government to find money, and
taxation is only one source, and
it is limited. People can be
taxed so far and no further, but
there is something more than
that - confidence is an even
greater source, and it is limit-
less,

This Government, on its
own admission, has been unable to
enpender any confidence in the
local investor and it has been
able to engender even less in the
foreign investor. If it has been
able to engender confidence in
the local investor, let it tell
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us why it has found it necessary
to prevent people moving funds
from British Guiana across to
Trinidad. Let it tell ns why its
best supporters have been smug-
gling money out of this country.
Let it tell us why, since it
has come to power, foreign in-
vestors have given this country
the wipe-off.  Let it tell us how
many industries it has brought to
this country while our neighbonrs

have started to flourish. [Mr.
Bean: "Who? Surinam? ']
I know for a minute the mem-

bers of the Government may be
tempted to say — and I have heard
some of them already beginning to
say - that tbere is sugar, so
many millions have been spent in
putting a factory here and there,
and Demba's talkof building brid-
ges across the Demerara River. I
do not believe any member of this
Government would be so naive as
to believe that these things are
done because of the P.P.P. If
any member had been so naive,
let me disillusion him now
and tell him that it has not
been because of the P.P.P., it
has been in spite of the P.P.P.
(Br. Jaceb: "Talk about fin-
ance.M]

Mr. Speaker, I am not being
irrelevant; even if I am only
talking on the background to fin-
ance, | am not being irrelevant.
Mr. Speaker, when this Govermment
comes here and talks of a re-
stricted Budget, it says in these
words — and perhaps I will have to
pause a while to explain what
this is going to mean in terms of
everyday life to Guianese. This
is what the Minister says on page

24:

"Works votes (for mainten-
ance, replacement, etc., of
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public works) must therefore
bear the brunt of any cuts in
expenditure necessary for
quick adjustment of expendi-
ture to the needs of a fal-
tering revenue. Dut in the
past two years (when expendi-
ture was about $2 million per
annum lower than now pro-
posed) deferment of mainten-
ance and replacement have
been carried as far as pru-
dence will allow."

"Prudence" as a word has never
been more misused. Mr. Speaker,
do you know what that means? It
means that this Government is
allowing buildings to run into
disrepair, and those of us who
wander around this country would
see Government buildings crying
out for repair. I have never in
my life seen Govermment buildings
in the state of disrepair that I
am seeiung here today. The Peo-
ple's Progressive Party is saying
that, in order to balance the
Budget of this country, it is
letting public property go to
rack and ruin. Bridges are in a
state of disrepair, and worst of
all, Mr. Speaker, are the people
who do the repairs to these
buildings. They are carpenters,
painters, masons, tinsmiths,
labourers - most of them too
intelligent to support the
People's Progressive Party -
and the People's Progress-
ive Party takes the easy way out
to balance its Budget by victi-
mizing these people.

These are the hard facts as
they exist today, whether you
like it or not. [Mr. Wilsonm:
"Race, again?"] This is not the
first time in the history of man-
kind that men have been willing
t0 sell their hbirthriaght. and the
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P.P.P. seems capable of tinding
so many of them so often.

On Government's own admis-
sion, Mr. Speaker, it says that
taxation so far is at its hilt
and it is not that the members of
the Opposition had not warned
ikem., We had told the members of
this Government but there are
some people who only learn
the hard way. Some people
can be advised, some people
can be coaxed, but others can
only be coerced. This wvear
Government has not put on any
taxes because it is benevolent to
the citizens of this country; it
has nothing further to tax. So
to come forward and say that this
is tax free and that is tax free
is just so much nonsense, What
could you tax? There is nothing
left for the Government to tax.
What , in fact, is needed now to
make this country better would
be to introduce industry, intro-
duce something more, but there
has been nothing to tax and the
Government admits it on page 22
of this Budget.

2.40 p.m.

This Govermment does not kmow
what every channa vendor knows.
If you make the price of channa
too high, people will eat some-
thing else; and if you make the
measure too small, the people
will turn to peanuts. That is
why it says at page 22:

"The higher prices of excis-
able liquors since the higher
rates were introduced in
1962, and the lower consumer
incomes which the events of
1962 and 1963 occasioned,
have curtailed the demand for
alcoholic liquors and induced
a rednction 1n stnerkse <n thatr
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excise clearances were se-
verely depressed in these
years."

This Government has been so stu-
pid on so many occasions as to
believe that, if it carried up the
tax, it would automatically col-
lect more revenue. As I have
said before, every seller knows
that if he makes the measure too
small, the people will buy some-
thing else. [“The Premier: "What
about saw-milling?"] I will tell
you about that later.

The only new industries that
have flourished since the P.P.P.
took over are 'choke and rob" and
the "Bushie trade". We have
never had so much "Bushie' in
this country! Where the Govern-
ment could have collected more
revenue by imposing a reasonable
tax, it was stupid ernough to put
the price of rum beyond the reach
of the poor man, and it has
driven him to make "Bushie" omn
which no tax can be collected. I
do not kuow--perhaps the Govern-
ment wants to have things that
way .

To come to the real, hard,
facts of the Budget, in 1963 the
Estimated Revenue of this Govern-—
ment was $67# million. Im 1963
the Revised Estimate was $603%
million - a difference of §7
million. In 1964 the Estimated
Revenue is $69% million. Now
what are the Revised Estimates
going to be? Which ome of us can
believe that in the space of a
siugle year, in the context of
this country as it is today, the
revenue is going to be increased
by 39 million?

The hon. Minister of Finance
must be either naive, dumb, or

P R | Naotxravr 29 +hae heotAavyr ~ £
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this country has the revenue
risen by asmuch as $9 million, as
is mentioned in this Budget
Speech. 1 wonder whether it has
been put before us in homesty and
truth! Does the hon. Minister
really believe that in a single
year, if he does as badly as he
has done in the preceding year,
some magician will wave a wand
and he will get $9 million? This
is where I believe that the hon.
Minister of Finance has attempted
to throw dust into the eyes of
the Guianese people, and has
buried his head in the sands.
I Dr. Jacob: "If you do mot loot
and burm, it will be collected."]

The 1968 Estimates of Expen-
diture was put down as $67.7 mil-
lion, and the Revised Expenditure
as $60.4 million., The hon. Min-
ister would have us believe that
1n 1964 he proposes to expend
$67.7 million! Neither he nor
his party has dome anything to
geuerate the confidence of the
people, and, it some measure of
confidence or stability has re-
turned to this country in recent

weeks, neither the hon. Premier
nor the hon. Minister of Finance

can lay any claim to it. It has
returned in spite of their rant-
ings and ravings, and it will
stay in spite of what they have
to say. 1 have been careful mot
to say "do", because I know what
they can do.

To say that 1964's Estimated
Expenditure is $69.3 million — if
that is what the hon. Minister
expects, he must be a dreamer.
If he is not a dreamer, he must
be a great stranger to the truth,
or perhaps a lineal descendant of
Ananias. To talk about $69.3
million expenditure in 1964 is
plain eye-wash, and the hon. Min-

actaoar VbrnAawe +hat he cannat ~A)
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lect that amount. In the context
of Guiana today, there cannot be
a rise of $9 million in revenue
over what the amount was last
year. [An hon. Member (Govern-
ment): "Wait and see.™]

There are a number of people
in this country who still have no
confidence in the P.P.P. If the
members of the P.P.P. feel that
the people have confidence in
them, let the hon. Minister of
Finance raise the ban on people
who desire to send money out cf
this country. [Am hon. Member
(Government): "Why should people
send money out of this country?™]
The hon, Minister of Finance
konows that he must have his Cus-
toms Guards to make sure that the
people do not smuggle money out
of this country. Why? Because
some of the same people who sub-
scribe to the P.P.P. — [Inter-
ruption. | It has been brought to
my attention, and I have heard
that the hon. Ministers are send-
ing money to Switzerland; but,
perhaps, that is their preroga-
tive and the prerogative of
rascal—politicians. [The Premier:
"Let us have something sensible
now."] [Mr. Ram Karramn: "You
should say -that cutside.']

Talking about $69.6 million
being collected this year - the
hon. Minister of Finance knows,
and history will prove what I am
saying is true, that no suth sum
of money can he collected this
year. [Mr. Wilsoen: "Repeating
that does not make it a fact."]
Somebody is trying to fool some-
body, and this i1s a flagrant
attempt to fool the Guianeses peo-

It is going to take a lot
o laml mxrnm 41 anlloent the RAN. 2
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million the Government anti-
cipates.

2.50 p.m.

To go back to the 1964 expen-
diture, this is what the Minister
says on page 23 of his Budget
Speech:

"The 1964 Estimates
call for provision of $69.4
million - §1.7 million more
than was provided and $9 mil-
lion more than was expended
this year. The only signifi-
cant increases are under the
Annually Recurrent and Non-
Recurrent votes of the Minis-
try of Works and Hydraulics
(an increase of $0.7 million)
and under Education votes of
the Ministry of Education and
Social Development (an in-
crease of $0.7 million). The
increases under the first are
inescapable, The harsh eco-
nomies. that were forced on
the Government in 1962 and
1963 have inevitably tended
to fall disproportionately on
these votes. . ."

I wonder why the Minister chose
the passive voice. Who forced
those economies on the Govern-
ment? The Government plunged it-
self into i1t, as we shall see
later when we go through the Es-

timates in detail.
Mr. Deputy Speaker: Time!

Mr. Correia (Mazaruni-
Potaro): I move that the hon.
Member be allowed a further 15
minutes to continue his speech.

Mr. Joaquin seconded.

Question put, and agreed to.

Mr. Jordam: When we go
+hrnnirch 4 he Fetimatecec 91+ Aetad]
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-we will discover how this Budget
was balanced: short work in the
Public Works Department, less
rations at the hospitals, less
repairs in every Government De-
partment. The Government is so
conscious of it that the Minister
of Finance writes: "defer-
ment of maintenance and replace-
ment have been carried as far as
prudence will allow.® Prudence
is not an exact term, but I won-
der what is prudence where the
P.P.P. is concerned. Is it
waiting for the steps of Govern-
ment buildings to fall down?
#hen is it going to fill va-
cant posts in the Civil Service?
Our roads are tnrning into
marches. The only decent road is
the road from Georgetown to
Atkinson Field. There are mil-
lions of dollars ou the Esti-
mates, but they are just figures,
for instructions are given to the
engineers not to proceed with
certain works. The engineers
must of necessity be frustrated
because they are not given the
necessary funds to carry out the
works, and the taxpayers lose in
two ways because the Minister of
Works must know that if there are
no labourers in the field his en-
gineers have to sit in their
offices twiddling their thumbs,
and money goes down the drain in
two ways, all because of the
P.P.P. Is this how the Govern-
ment balances its Budget? If a
shopkeeper balanced his scales
this way the Inland Revenue De-
partment would charge him for
using false scales.

We have had some idea of what
the P.P.P, Government calls pru-
dence: allowing Govermment
buildings to go to rack and ruinm,
allowing men and women to be out
of work. I say that in putting

~-= ~ Dwwdmat+ +ha V1oact a Ravern—
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ment should do is to attempt to
ensure that all the people of the
country - men, women and chil-
dren - go to bed at night with
full stomachs.

There has been other:talk
about spending. I emphasize the
word "talk" in order to show how
much reliance we can place on the
Finance Minister's figures. I
wish to quote from his Budget
Speech for 1963 at page 12 where
he said:

"The 1963 Development
Estimates as presented to the
Assembly, call for expendi-
ture of $25.5 mn. The main
provisions are for sea de-
fences (1.7 mn. ), drainage
and irrigation works ($5.6
mn,), land clearance ($1.0
mn.), roads ($1.6 mn.), rail-
ways, steamers and harbours
($2.0 mn.), posts ana tele-
communications (0.6 mn.) |,
credit for industry and agri-
culture ($3.5 mn.), public
buildings, including a build-
ing for the Credit Corpora-
tion and the proposed Bank of
Guyana ($2.0 mn. ), schools,
including the .proposed Col-
lege of Liberal Arts ($0.9
mn.), housing ($1.4 mn.),
health schemes ($0.4 mn.),
water supply ($0.6 mn), pub-
lic parks and swimming pools
(0.1 mn.). It is proposed
to develop the area now occu-
pied by the Gol f Course into
a public park and playground,
and to construct public swim-
ming pools in Campbellville
and ‘Albouystown.™"

That is what the Minister of
Finance said in 1963. On page 26
of the present Budget he says
this of the Development expendi-
tnre in 1062-:
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"Development expendi-
ture this year should total
$12.3 million. Of this,
about $4 million was spent on
the two major drainage and
irrigation projects - the
Black Bush Polder and Tapaku-
ma; $1.2 million on sea and
river defences; about $1 mil-
lion on agricultural and land
development schemes; $1 mil-
lion on roads, railways,
steamers and airways; $1.3
million on the Dritish Guiana
Credit Corporation from the
I.B.R.D. loan (which is now
closed at $1.6 million);
nearly $§1 million on geologi-
cal, hydrological, topogra-
phic and other surveys of the
country’s resources; $1 mil-
lion on housing and rural
water supply schemes; and
nearly $0.7 million on health
and educational institutions
and surveys."

It is quite clear that last year
the Development expenditure was
to have been $25.5 million. This
year the Minister tells us that
it was cut to $12.3 million, a A0
per cent cut! I have no gquarrel
with the Minister for cutting his
spending, but what I want to kmow
is whether the Minister or the
Government was so stupid that
they did not know what they could
do or what they could not do; or
are they seeking to deceive the
public? We can place absolutely
no reliance on figures put up by
the P.P.P." Government, because we
have waited one year to find out
that the Development expenditure
proposed for 1963 was cut by 70
per cent. The Minister of
Finance, on page 27 of this Bud-
get, puts it this way very
euphemistically:
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"All but $11 million
(sufficient to cover the firm
commitments and the unassail-
ble priorities) of the pro-
posed provision is to be re-
served pending the procure-
ment of additional funds to
support the other schemes"..

3 p.m.

The Minister must be wasting
somebody's time when he knows
that he only has $9 million. He
comes and wastes the time of Mem-

‘bers of this House; he is wasting

the time of people, who would have
been more productively employed,
by preparing a Budget calling for
$20 million when he only sees $9
million. Let him say that more
than half of it is not in sight
and therefore nothing like what
is mentioned in the Budget can be
dome.

Perhaps this is the way of
the People's Progressive Party.
This has shown that these gentle-
men have no love for truth. What
is more, in spite of all we have
told them, in spite of all that
has happened in this country,
they further go on to say this on
page 27. I quote:

"The Parika-Bartica
Road will also bring further
contractor-finance, but not
until 1965, since the pre-
vious payments on bonds and in
cash to the contractors are
some $2.7 million in advance
of work done."

We knew that a long time ago.
This was told to them a long time
ago and again they persist with
this. In the report of the Di-
rector of Audit for the year
ended 81st December. 10A1. oan
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page 12 at paragraph 106 a criti-
cism was made abovt this kind of
contractor-finance, yet these peo-
ple for some reason perhaps only
Inown to themselves seem hent on
returning to this system. This
criticism must have been made
very early in 1962 and yet
these hon. Gentlemen make this
plan for 1945. I shall read
paragraph 106:

"Contractor-Finance
arrangements. After pro-
tracted negotiations, the
Government formally entered
into a contract in December,
1961, with a foreign con-
struction firm under which
the latter undertook to build
and largely finance, under
certain terms and conditions,
an all-weather road 36.45
miles long, referred to as
the Parika-Bartica Road, for
the sum of $8,333,333. Ten-
ders had not been advertised
for, but bids had been in-
vited from a local firm and
from six outside firms. Only
two bids were received, one
being the local firm’s, and
the Governor-in-Council de-
cided in favour of the for-
eign firm. The Government
undertook to pay to the Con-
tractor the sum of $75,000 in
cash on the date on which the
contract was signed and, as
the work progressed, a fur-
ther sum of $2,583,333, in
cash instalments, and to
i1ssue to the Contractor ne-
gotiable interest-bearing
bonds, maturing between two
and ten years from date of

issue, to a total nominal
value of $3,000,000, in re-
spect of the remainder of the
contract sum."

We all know what happened. The
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virgin forest had begun to invade
it. ([Mr. Bemn: "How could it be
virgin forest? You mean secon-
dary growth."] The virgin forest
had started to invade it again.
People, who know, state this: the
condition in which this road now
is, the Govermment is faced.with
the loss of most of the $3 1/3
million already spentand, commit-
ments to incur debt to the extent
of a further $7 million in order
to complete the work. This in-
volves an increase ot $2 million
above the original estimate on a
contract similar to the first.
The Goverument was misguided and
unlucky, but these are the in-
herent dangers of this form of
contractor-finance.

This happened when the
Government did not have the
kuowledge; but it knows now and
makes another attempt at contrac-
tor-finance. The members of the
Government must either be incom-
petent, stupid or pig-headed.
That is the state of affairs and,
for what reason I do not know,
they include it in *his Budget
Speech. It is something that any
self-respecting Government would
have put out of the way and kept
out of the way, but this plague
which inflicts this beloved coun-
try of ours holds on.

Now, there has been a great
deal of crying because of short-
age of funds, but we have always
been told that if we make the
best of what we have we will al-
ways be certain to receive more.
I admit that so far as the spend-
ing of development funds is con-
cerned, this Government has in-
herited an unfortunate traditionm.
It has done nothing to change the
tradition and the trouhle is that
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JorDANT]

[Mr.

follows a similar pattern, will
continue to be plagued by it.
Much of this has been unproduc-
tive expenditure.

Mr. Depnty Speaker: Time!

Mr. Correia: I beg to move
that the hon. Member be allowed
another 15 minutes to continue
his speech.

Mr. Joaquin(Fitty) seconded.
Question put and agreed to.

Mr. Jordan: The Government
has on other occasions, in this
House and outside of it, been
warned against what is called un-
productive expenditure but, as I
said, it dinherited a tradition
and it has chosen to exploit it
because, as a certain Minister
said in this House, when 1t
spends money in that way it buys
votes. 1 remember very well
hearing that remark. This is now
a millstone around the necks of
taxpayers in this country. I
quote paragraph 82 on page § of
the same report of the Director
of Audit for 1961;

"Development Pro-
gramme - Unproductive expen-
diture. Large sums have been
spent since the beginning of
the Development Programme in
1954, on certain-projects
which do not appear to have
produced the desired results
or to have yet served satis-
factorily the purposes for
which they were intended."

The Govermment has no right to
cry. This is of its own doing.
What, headaches it has are all of
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is that we, the inhabitants of
this country, have so far suf-
fered for the misdeeds of this
Government. [Mr. Bam Karran:
"What about Hamilton?"]] We can
talk about that in the lobby; I
will give you the answer. The
Govermment wants to look benevo-
lent and on page 31 of the Budget
Speech under "Tax Concessions" we
read:

"...I am now able to
announce that the Government
proposes to withdraw the min-
imum income tax on 2% of the
turnover of manufacturing,
mining and mercantile busi-
ness (inserted as section 14A
in the Income Tax Ordinance,
Chapter 299), subject to such
related amendments to other
provisions as may be neces-
sary, "

2,10 p.m.

I do not think any of us
believe that the Govermment has
suddenly taken shopkeepers to
heart. I do not believe that
the Govermment has not collected
any revenue from this 2% tax;
it has collected. Well then,
Mr. Speaker, why is it that
the Government is so anxious to
withdraw this 2% turnover?
One cannot help wondering what
is the truth. 1 challenge the

Government to deny it!

We all know in this House,
that during the eighty-day
strike, the Government's right
arm — GIMPEX - imported, into this
country, several million dollars
worth of stuff and with this 2%
turdover tax, GIMPEX is go-
ing to be hit very hard. The
Government, in its own self-inter-
est, has taken this step and is
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tants of this country, to
let them believe that, be-
cause of representations it is
willing to forego this 2% turn-
over. The Government is saving
its own skin and it knows
it. Deny it when the time comes.
GIMPEX has imported several mil-
lion dollars in this country and
the Government knows that it should
deduet the income tax. I do not
want to be too caustic, but how
could it deduct the 2% turn-
over? If this is not politi-
cal chicanery, I want to know
what is. The Government with-
draws the tax because GIMPEX
is going to suffer. That
is the typical rascality of
the People's Progressive Partiy
Government and it wants Guianese
to believe for a minute thas it
is making a zift of the 2% tax.
What gift? Gift, my eye! You
will hear more about it, but that
is the truth.

Mr. Speaker, as I said be-
fore, thereare limitsto taxation,
but there are no limits to the
confidence that the Government
can engender in this country.
Financial confidence has long
left this country and when
efforts had been made by the
P.P.P. to shackle it, to tie it,
it has still, like love, found a
way out. Throughout the Minis-
ter's speech, he has not hesi-
tated to say that he has con-
fidence in this country and that
people have confidence in this
country because they are spending
money. But what I would like
very clearly to point out is
this: that the confidence in
Guiana today is quite distimnct
from confidence in the People's
Progressive Partiy.

If people in this country.—

and I include the best supporters
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of the P.P.P. - knew that their
futures rested solelyin the hands
of the P.P.P., we would see just
how much confidence is in Guiana
today. But people in this
country, alive and awakened, know
that there is more to it than
that. All of us have our dif-
ferent reasons, but we all know
that the future of this country,
for certain, does not lie in the
hands of the P.P.P.

In spite of the dispute about
whether this country is bankrupt
or not - I am not going to go in-
to that today - all is well with
the finances of this country, if
all is clear and above board, if
there are no skeletons in the
cupboard, if this Government is
not seeking to hide rotten bones,
why hasn't the Govermment brought
to this House a Motion that was
not tabled, but retabled on the
30th July, 1963, in the following
terms?

“Whereas the Report of
the Director 'of Audit on the
Accounts of British Guiana
for the year ended 31lst
December, 1961, reveals an
alarmingly unsatisfactory
state in the administration
of the Colony’s finanges:

Be it resolved that
this Legislative Assem-
bly recommends to the Govern-
ment the immediate appoint-
ment of an Independent Com-
mission to hold a Public
Enquiry into the administra-
tion of the Colony’s fi-
nances."

This Motion was retabled on
the 30th July, 1963, after the
ignoble end of the last sessionm.
Not a word has been said about it,
it has been in cold storage. Let

P
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us find out! Air it in public!
Can your finances stand the light
of day? We will know who is
lying from who is telling the
truth. There will be no argument
about what will come ount of it
then. But because this Govern-
ment has run away fromthis Motion,
we can only arrive at one conclu-
sion. The People's Progressive
Party never loses a propaganda
opportunity - we know it tco
well - and if this would have
shown it im a pretty light,
this Motion would have been talen
the next week. But becaunse it
will show it in a trme light,
because the country and the world
will know it for what it stands,
it will keep it for the next
prorogation of the House so
that the totion will again lapse.
That is typical of the P.P.P. If
all is well, let us have it out
Elections year, let us have
a public enquiry irto the fi-
nances of this country, and see
what will happen. I dare the
hon. Minister of Finauce or the
hon. Premier to bring this Motion
before the House at any time
and pass it. The Government
has the votes so let us have a
public enquiry. It always wants
commonwealth commissions and this
and that commission. Bring it be-
fore the House and bring down an
independent firm of accountants
and auditors and let us put some
>eople in front, who, after their
contracts had been ended, sup-
plied Government with goods and
paid Govermment funds to the
P.P.P. It has happened in the
Ministry of Communications. Yom
have them here. Let us see if
all is well.

Mr.

Speaker, you know
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you? If confidence is in
the air of this country today,
it is because Guianese are people
who do not lose hope easily.
(Guianese in this country have
faith in the People's Nation-
al Congress. They know only
too well that they could never be
enslaved as lomg as this party is
in existence.

The Minister concludes, he
says:

"Guianese are not im-
pressed by the rhetoric of
the cold war, nor do they
wish to become pawns in any
rivalry between giants,"

I am not disposed to go into
that, but let me tell you this:
as far as this country is con-
cerned, if there never was Jagan,.
it would never have known any-
thing of the cold war for it is
clear that it was brought by him
and it was crude of the Minister
to mention that here.

Mr. Speaker, we all have con-
fidence in the future of Guiana
for different reasons. 1 have
confidence because I lknow that
thée thousands who support my
party will continue to support it,
and I have confidence that the
good sense of many of the former
supporters of the P.P.P., who
have awakened ont of their night-
mare, must prevail in this
country and that is what 1is
worrying the People's Progressive
Party. 1t has been able to
fool all the people some of the
time. 1t has been able to
fool some of the people all the
time. It has not been able to
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3.20 p.m.

Confidence in this country is
well placed, but there is a big
difference between people having
confidence in Guiana and also in
the P.P.P. Guiana has to do more
than balance its Budget. It will
balance its Budget and have a
surplus when the P.P.P. is out of
the wav for all time; when this
country is truly free, when this
country is threatemed by no
menace, and when all men in this
country again live like brothers.

Mr. Jagan (Suddie): Having
listened to the hon. Member for
Upper Demerara (Mr. Jordan), who
is supposed to be the "Shadow
Finance Minister of the P.N.C.",
I wondered what would have been
the state of this country's
finances, if the People's Nation-
al Congress had formed the
Government? [Mr. Jordan: "Very
good."] I have listened to the
hon. Member's speech, but there
was no constructive criticism in
what he said about the Budget
Spéech. Throughout his speech he
kept harping about the lack of
confidence in the Government, and
stressed that because of the
alleged lack of confidence there
were no new industries, and so
on.

Before the People's Progres-
sive Party came into power in
1953, where were the local in-
vestors? Were they afraid of the
people who governed the country
at that time? The P.P.P. cannot
be blamed for the lack of confi-
dence in the Government prior to
1953. The hon. Member has stated
that the Budget was bzlanced
merely because of under-collect-
ing and under-spending.

When the 1963 Budget was
approved it was based on & reven-
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ue yield of $67.7 million. The
expenditure, therefore, for that

period was zalculated on the

basis that that amount would be
collected. In the course of
1963, the Government realized
that $67.7 million could not have
been collected and, therefore, as
a very prudent Government would
have done, it had to under-cut
proposed expenditure. The reason
why the amount was not collected
was due to either disturbances,
strikes, or lockouts. [Mr,
Jordan: "Strike".] The hon. Mem-
ber takes objection to the word
"disturbances", but whether there
was a strike or not there were
disturbances throughout this
country. No one can deny that
fact.

I would not put the blame on
any ome here for what occurred
during 1963. The hon. Member re-
ferred to the workers fighting
for their liberty I would say
that the strike was poiiticaily
inspired, and that cannot be de-
nied. Mr. Willis, who came here
on the invitation of the T.U.C.,
has stated that the strike was
politically inspired. Be that as
it may, because of the stoppage
of work due to strikes or distur-
bances the production of sugar,
bauxite, and a few other mimor
industries had to be curtailed.

As we all know during 1963
the price of sugar was very high
in the world, and if this country
had supplied the estimated amount
of sugar, which it could have
done if there had been no stop-
page of work, then there would
have been a greater collection of
revenue by the country. But
apart from the exportation of
sugar, during the stoppage of
work for a few months, there was
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hardly any importation of goods
into thiscountry. As a result,
the commodities which would nor-
mally have been imported were not
imported, and no import duties
were collected.

The hon. Member said that it
is impossible to raise an extra
39 million within one year. He
also said that the hon. Minister
of Finance mentioned in his Bud-
get Speech that the revenue for
this year would be $69.7 million,
and it was impossible for him to
raise that amount in a year. As
the "Shadow Finance Minister of
the P.N.C.", I am surprised at
his logic and reasoning - [Mr.
Wilson: "That was not logic."] -
because if the expected yield of
import and export duties were
realized in 1963, then the amount
collected would have been $67.7
million, and there would have
been a difference of $2 million
only. The hon. Minister of
Finance has estimated for an in-
crease of $2 million over the
amount which could have been col-
lected in 1963, and it is this
extra.$2 million which, in fact,
is estimated to be collected
during 1964 over the 1963 Ap-
proved Estimates.

If the hon. Member had read
pages 20 and 21 of the Budget
Speech, he would have seen the
details set out therein. He read
a. part of page 20, but he omitted
to read the relevant part which
dealt with sugar and bauxite. He
also failed to refer to page 21.
If he had done so, he would have
realized that the amount of $69.7
million with the excess of $9.2
million over the Revised Esti-
mates 1963 could be raised within

ﬂ
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one year. The hon. Member has
stated that the Government cannot
raise finances abroad.

3.30' p.m.

But we have stated that it is no
use taking loans, even if it is
possible to obtain loans, at such
high rates of interest as 6 and 7
per cent per annum. Our Debt
Charges rose from $1.7 million in
1953 to $10 million in 1963, and,
as the Minister of Finance has
said, by 1968 il will leap to $18
million. What is necessary is
for the Government to obtain
loans, if possible, from coun-
tries at low interest rates or
without any interest at all.
[Laughter.] From what we have
seen with respect to other coun-
tries, this is not impossible.
CAn hen. Member: "Cubo"?7] My
hon. friend has mentioned Cuba,
but I do not have Cuba in mind.
I have in mind countries that are
independent but which were de-
pendent not so long ago, like
Ghana, India, Ceylon, Malaya and
Singapore. Before those coun-
tries became independent, partic-
ularly India and Ghana, they also
suffered from lack of develop-
ment. The amount of money they
could have raised by loans was
limited. The interest charges
were very high, and it was only
after they became independent
that they were able to borrow
money at very low rates of in-
terest, in some cases at 24 per
cent and in other cases interest
free.
large development schemes were
opened up in those newly inde-
pendent countries by loans ob-
tained after Independence.

This is one of the reasons
why the People's Progressive
Party has always demanded Inde-

It cannot be denied that
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pendence for this country. My
hon. Friend for Ruimveldt (Mr.
Burnham) has stated that he does
not care where the money comes
from, and that he would borrow
from the devil so long as it is
beneficial to this country. But
the orly way we would be able to
borrow any money from those coun-
tries is if we become indepen-
dent. This cannot be demnied.
Before the advent of the P.P.P.,
which is today being blamed for
everything in this country, loans
were difficult to obtain. The
hon. Member for the Upper Demera-
ra River (Mr. Jordan) has stated
that local investors and foreign
capitalists have no confidence in
this country. ie said that the
Demerara Bauxite Company and the
sugar companies who have extended
their holdings and invested a
large amount of capital since the
P.P.P. came into power, have dome
so, not because of the P.P.P. but
in spite of the P.P.P. How can
one answer this type of logic?
If those firms did not invest
.capital the P.P.P. would have been
blamed for preventing them from
investing. Now that they have
invested more money the sugges-
tion is that it is not because of
the P.P.P. but because they
wanted to increase production and
profits.

Before the P.P.P. came into
power there were industrialists
in this country and people with
money, but how many of them in-
vested their money for the bene-
fit of the working-class people
in this country? How many of
them opened wp industries sg as
to employ the working-class peo-
ple of thi- country? We have had
very few of them. In 1953 the
British Government declared that
the P.P.P. was a Communist Party,
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Constitution was suspended. But

the hon. Member for Ruimveldt
campaigned in England and India
against that allegation. Those
things were dome because the
British Imperialists and the
local capitalists, who used to
exploit the working-class peo-
ple in this country, tried
to divide the working-class
people who had come together for
the first time in 1953. They
were not satisfied with just the
suspension of the Conmstitution,
because they realized that the
working-class people of the coun-
try had been politically awak-
ened, and the mere suspension of
the Constitution would not pre-
vent their forward march. Since
1953 to the present day, although
in the intervening period there
was a split in the ranks of the
P.P.P., the British Government
has spared no pains in its effort
to divide the working-class peo-
ple of this country.

It is not due to lack of con-
fidence in the present Govermment
that there are not more indus-
tries in this country, or invest-
ment of foreign capital. The
British Govermment, in league
with some people in this country,
would be happy to see the work-
ing-class people divided.:

3.40 p.m..

The disturbances during last
year and 1962 were most unfortu-
nate. Only if the working-class
people of this country are umited
will we be able to move forward.
During the period of the strike
and disturbances in 1963, I was
happy to see that the people of
this country used so many differ-
ent types of goods which were
produced here. It is true that
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because of the lack of imports
the country lost a certain amount
of income, but it would be far
more benmeficial to us if the in-
habitants of this country could
use the products of this country.

My hon. frienc¢ also stated
that he cannot rely on the
figures supplied by the People's
Progressive Party Government. I
have seen in today's Guiana
Graphic that an editorial ap-
peared in the London Times yes-
terday and from the report it
would seem that even the London
Times accepted the figures that
were submitted. It was stated in
this newspaper that from the
Budget Speech there was a ba-
lanced Budget and if the London
Times came to that conclusion
then it must have, in effect,
accepted the figures that were
given.

The hon. Member attacks us
also for withdrawing the 2 per
cent turnover tax, but even mem-
bers of the P.N.C. opposed this
tax from the time it came into
effect and agitated for the re-
peal of this provision. It is
strange that when the Govermment
promises to repeal this measure-it
should be accused of trying to
help Gimpex. The hon. Member has
stated that Gimpex will no doubt
try to evade the payment of in-
come tax; or he implied that. He
has stated that Gimpex imported
most of the goods that came into
this country. The Inland Revenue
Department will know how much
profit Gimpex made. I cannot see
how Gimpex can evade taxation.
The Government not foo long ago
was accused of bringing goods
into this country, handing them
over to Gimpex and letting Gimpex
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collect the money. If that is
so, then the amount of money
realized from the sale must be
easily ascertainable. I do not
see how Government can be blamed
for this. The hon. Member for
South Georgetown (Mr. Hugh) is
one of those, I think, who have
always agitated for the withdraw-
al of this tax.

The Government has been
accused of under-spending and the
hon. Member has referred to in-
stances of lack of work in the
Public Works Department, disre-—
pair 1o buildings, lack of repair
to roads, lack of facilities in
the hospitals. It is very easy
to make general statements. My
learned friends would substan-
tiate that. When the Govermment,
as any prudent ome, - my friend
took objection to the word 'pru-
dent' - realized that the amount
which it thought would kave been
collected could not be collected,
it decided, as any prudent
Government would have done, to
cut down on proposed expenditure.
No doubt a building here and
there might have fallen into dis-
repair because of that, but it is
not the Govermment to be blamed
for that. CTMr. Burmham: "It is
the P.P.P. "] It is the trade
unions to a certain extent. My
learned friend cannot deny it.
Even Mr. Willis, who came here at
the suggestion of the T.U.C.,
said, in no uncertain terms, that
the strike originally might have
been industrial but toward the
end it was definitely political.
(Mr. Wilson: "The P.N.C. jumped
on the band-waggon."’]

The fact that revenue was not
collected because of the fall in
production is the fault of the
people who were responsible for
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the strike, the persons who took
part and those who instigated the
workers to remain out on strike,

The hon. Member has stated
that supporters of the People's
Progressive Party have taken this
money out of the country. [Oppo-
sition Members; "True, truel"”
That may be so.

3.50 p.m.

But, sir, the People's Progres-
sive Party cannot be blamed.
(Pause. ]

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Proceed.

Mr. Jagan: Even if the money
had remained in the country,
would it have dome this country
or the working-class people any
good? If money was taken away
during the period from 1961
to the present day, what differ-
ence would it have made had it
remained here? Most of these peo-
ple who have taken away their
money are afraid. [Mr. Bornham:
"What about your family?'] I do
not-know of any of my family. My
hon. and learned Friend no doubt
has a certain person in mind, but
I do not regard that person as a
member of my family. [Laughter.’]

As 1 have stated, the lack
of confidence referred to by
the hon. Member, throughout
his speech. is not due to the
People's Progressive Party. In
fact, many people whose premises
were burnt down during the
disturbances, are afraid to
rebuild because of hooliganism
and violence. This is not due to
the People's Progressive Party.
It is due to misguided advice
by members of the Opposition
and so-called trade union lea.-
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the working-class people of
this country. Sir., I have always
appealed to members of the Peo-
ple's National Congress who claim
to represent the working class
people — I know that the P.P.P.
represents the working-class peo-
ple — that if they claim to repre-
sent the working-class party,
then the only way —
Mr. Deputy Speaker: Time!
Mr. Burnbham (Ruimveldt): I
beg to move that the hen. Member
for Suddie be allowed a further

15 minutes to continue his
speech.

Mr. Joaguin seconded.

Question put, and agreed to.

Mr. Jagan: Your Honmour, I
must thank my learned and hon.
Friend because I think whenever
I speak . he always moves a
similar Motion.

Sir, in conclusion -~ [Am
hon. Member: "What! Already?"]

M¥ hon." Friend said that I should

speak until tea time and that is
only 5 minutes more. Sir, as I
was saying, the only way this
country could progress, the only
way the working-class people
could benefit, is to have the
parties that claim to represent
the working-class people come
together, and the leaders to for-
get petty differences and form
one united party to lead the
working-class people.

Sir, as I have stated earl-
ier, before 1953, when the people
were divided, this country was
run by a certain privileged
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Mr.

class only, and that is why,
since 1979, not only the British
Government, but other capitalists
in this country, have tried to
divide the people in order to
exploit them. They would always
try to divide the working-class
people and keep them separate and
apart.

JacanT]

Your Honour, the disturbances
in 1962 and 1963 ~— [Mr. Merrimam:
"Strike."], Whether there was a
strike or not, there were distur-
bances also. The disturbances in
1962 and 1963 were most unfor-
tunate because it was the work-
ing-class people who were fight-
ing each other and that should
never have happened in this
country. What we want here,
is to have the working-class
people, regardless of race, to be
united so that they can fight the
common enemies - the imperialists
and the capitalists - who intend
to continue to exploit them. I
thank you. [4pplause.”]

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Hon.
Members I think this is an ap-
propriate time to suspend the
gitting.

Sitting suspended at 4 p.m.
for half an hour.

4.40 p.m.

On resumnption --

Mr. Deputy Speaker: 1 take
it that the hon. Member for
Suddie (Mr. Jagan) has concluded
his contribution.

[The hon. Member for Suddie

was pot in his seat, ]

Mr. Carter (Werk-en-Rust):
After our experiences in 1962 and

1963, I had expected that the
members of oul Govermment, with
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these experiences behind them,
would have made the occasion of
the Budget Speech ome for the
cementing of national unity. I
hoped that this would have been
an opportunity to change the
image which they have presented
to people in this country and
abroad. I hoped also for a
change in their attitude to the
Opposition Bench and in their
attitude to their traditional
friends of British Guiana.

This occasion, to my mind, is
an opportunity to malke a change
in the approach to our Overseas
friends and to effect some sort
of reconciliation with the Oppo-
sition in the hope of gaining
early independence, and also to
achieve national development at a
pace commensurate with the in-
crease in our population and com-
mensurate with the aspirations of
the people in this country.

4.47 p.m.

Indeed, when the Minister of
Finance started his Budget Speech
on New Year's Eve I thought this
was going to be the theme, be-
cause on the first page he refers
to co-operation and goodwill, and
on the next page he speaks of "an
atmosphere of high hopes that the
country would be permitted to
move forward constitutionally and
politically.” But then in the
next paragraph the normal theme
arose again. We heard about
"conspirators against progress".
Then we were reminded of the dis-
orders of 1943 which, we are told,
prompted British intervention,
¥Well, this is cant and dissimula-
tion of a type I have never be-
fore seen, because what I think
happened in 1963 was that the
Premier of this country requested



743 Appropriation Bill

the British Government to send
troops to protect himself and his
colleagues. That was the posi-
tion. It was not a question of
prompting British intervention.
How could it be interpreted as
British intervention when this
Sovernment appealed for British
troops for its own protection?

4.50 p.m.

These British soldiers were
not stationed at the homes of
members of the Opposition; they
were stationed at the homes of
the Premier and members of the
Govermnment. So, if it was
British intervention, the British
intervention was in favour of the
Government. Now that tension
has eased the British help which
was sought by the Govermment is
referred to as "British interven—

tion". Then we read of "another
year of infamy", "the rape of
democracy in Guiana", "gerryman-

dering of constituency boundaries
in 1957 and 1961", "foreign-in-
spired and financed plots and
acts of sabotage". We read of
the attempt of the British Tories
to secure the election to power
of known "agents of imperialism".
[Dr. Jacob: "That is true."] (n
page 3 we read of "British im-
perialism".

Now, after all these attacks,
which are presumably directed
against the Opposition, we have
this striking sentence in the
second paragraph on page 9 where
"all Guianese" - presumably the
arsonists, the rapists, the
looters and the conspirators all
included - are appealed to "to
forget the unhappy recent past
and to live and work together as

one people." [Mr., Benn: "You
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advocate it, but is tLhis the way
to make an appeal?

On the same page the Minister
states: "Many former colonies
are now independent". He con-
fesses this, but he does no
analyvse why British Guiana, which
was so far ahead ten years ago is
now so far behind that other for-
mer British cnlonial territories
have come and passed us and have
secured their independence. How
can this be attributed to Rritish
imperialism. [Interruption.] 1
did not sign; I did not ask Mr.
Sandys to impose a solution. How
can you talk about British im-
perialism and at the same time
admit that other British terri-
tories have gained their inde-
pendence. To any sensible and
reasonable person this could-only
be interpreted in one way: that
for some reason, peculiar to Bri-
tish Guiana, independence has not
yet been granted, and that reason
can only be found in the People's
Progressive Party Government.
Nkhrumah has achieved independ-
ence; Sierra Leone, and other
British and French colonies are
independent. Who are the people
who could have led us to inde-
nendence? Nkrumah started with
internal self-government and
other leaders, Eric Williams and
Bustamante, had internal self-
government just as we had it and,
because of their competence and
their capacity, they have led
their countries to independence.
So how can the Minister speak of
British imperialism in this con-
text? Does British imperialism
only apply to British Guiana?
[Mr. Bemn: '"Read the next sen-
tence.”" ] The first ten pages con-
sists of many inconsistencies,
half-truths and misrepresenta—
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On page 4 the Minister again
speaks of "plots, sabotage and
other treasonable acts promoted
and financed by internal and ex-
ternal agents of imperialism".
He does not mention whether this
is Russian imperialism or British
imperialism or both. After
speaking of these agents of im=
perialism he goes on and speaks
of "engendering co-operation and
spurring economic and social
changes", At this stage one
would believe that he would
appea' to the better natures of
the members of the Oppositiom.
But what happens? He speaks of
"sordid schemes contemplated to
prevent these changes"; he speaks
of "the treachery of willing
colonialist politicians". [Mr.
Benn: "Like you."?] He mentions
the "phoney rhetoric of dema-
gogues and the wicked propaganda
of the privileged and the foreign
cold warriors".

After calling all these
names — presumably in an attack
on the Opposition - the Minister
in the next paragraph once again
appeals for nationazl unity; he
says -"all should learn to live
and work together for the common
good". Does one inspire national
unity by calling other people all
these names, "agents of the capi-
talist imperialists, racists" and
so on and then come back and say
that "all should learn to live
and work together"?

One would believe that this
was the end of the attack on the
Opposition forces, but the Minis-
ter once again speaksof imperia-
lists executing "subversion in
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concert with local opponents of
the Govermment". Here again he
refers to members of the Opposi-
tion as persons who "execute sub-
version", but this is supposed to
be an appeal for national anity.
This is the manner in which the
Government appeals for mational
unity and if my Friend on the
dther side cannot see that this
is a most awkward way of doing
things, well no one can help him.

He speaks of forgetting the
past, but does he forget the past
in the first ten pages of his
Budget Speech. I would like to
see unity; I know my Party would
like to see national unity in
this country, but the members of
the Government pretend they want
national unity. It is either
that they do not wish to see
national unity or they do not
know how to go about achieving
national unity because, although
in that paragraph the Minister
appeals for national unity, he
also speaks about "the powerful
machine at home and abroad geared
to the dissemination of vicious
political and racist propaganda",
Then he speaks of the "foreign
and a few native exploiters, but
at the top of page 6 he hopes "to
recapture the spirit, unity and
comradeship” that once existed
and he is fortified in his belief
that the "innate commonsense and
increased political wisdom of the
Guianese" will make for national
unity. Imagine this: the
Minister castigates people, calls
them all kinds of names, and
then says all the people, all the
rascists, the arsomnists, the
agents of foreign powers who want
to subvert the Government, will
move toward national unity be-
cause the Minister so asks.
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5 p.m

Then we go on to hear of an
organized conspiracy to overthrow
the constitutional Government.
We have heard this ad nauseam. 1
would have thought that in 1964
we would have forgotten the
Government's catch-phrases which
have been used like gramophone
records and that the Government
would have made a general appeal
for national unity. The Minis-
ter again makes referemnce to
the conspirators and then he
says - at last one breathes a
sigh of relief:

"It 1s vitally important,
therefore, that the unhappy
events of this year be for-
gotten, and that everyone
think clearly and act ration-
ally now and in the future.”

Good; we are with him entirely.
But in the next four lines he re-
fers to the vicious racist prop-
aganda disseminated by agents
supported and being financed by
imperialism, and them a little
further on he makes another
reference to national unity.

The hon. Minister devotes
the next two or three pages
to the: very good, trusted
friend of the Premier Mr.
Duncan Sandys. Well, now, all
that is passe. He goes on tp
denounce what he calls "the cyni-
cal and unpatriotic attitude of
those ‘who, in their mad drive for
political power, are heedless of
the hamful consequences of their
actions to their native land and
their countrymen.” Now this is
an appeal for national unity, and
this is how he does it. Then in
the next line he refers to Oppo-
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sition Members as political neu-
rotics and political psychopaths.
What an appeal for unity! After
referring to the Opposition in
these terms, in his next page he
says:

"I am confident that all
Honourable Members will agree
that the defamatory statement
made by the Right Honourable
Duncan Sandys, M.P., should
be withdrawn forthwith."

The Minister 1s now ap-
pealing. Now that he wants
backing against- Mr. Sandys,
the Opposition Members are no
longer '"political neurotics and
psychopaths.” The same political
neurotics and psychopaths, onthis
side, are now asked to support
him against Mr. Duncan Sandys.
You see what a brilliant way the
Government has of doing things?
The Minister refers to disloyal
Guianese, and then suddenly after
being "political meurotics," we
all become "Homourable ‘Members".
He wants all Honourable Members
to support him against Mr.- Duncan
Sandys.- The Minister must take
one. line, he cannot take two

‘lines.. If the Opposition Members

are political neurotics, well,
do not ask them to support you
against Mr. Sandys - they camnot
move both ways. If the members
of the Opposition are racists and
imperialists stooges, let them
remain racists and imperialist
stooges. Do not call on them
for any help, that 1s not
the way to call for national
unity. Before it can redeem
others, the Government has
got to redeem itself and the
P.P.P. Govermment is beyond re-
demption, there is no hope for
it.
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I have mo quarrel with the
Minister's exposition of the Mal-
thusian thecry, nor with his
theories on the under-developed
countries. These are obviously
taken from some well-knmown work,
but at the bottom of page 11,
there comes out of the mouth of
tbe Minister of Finance, the
greatest indictment of his
Government. He says:

"In British Guiana
(st1l] colonial), economic
grewth was slow over the last
decade.”

A decade is a period of ten
years, This Government has been
in power for the last seven
vears, that is since 10R7. For
7 out of 10 vears an the last
decade. the economic growth
has been slow. Do you want any
greater indictment of the present
political party in Govermnment, an
indictment which comes out of the
mouth of the so~-called Minister
of Finance?

We have had excuses for 1962
and 1963 - there have been
strikes. What about the period
between 195% and 1961? There
were no strikes then, nobody went
on strike. VWhat steps has this
Government taken to accelerate
the economic growth in this coun-
iry in the last decade? Why has
its economic growth been slow}
CAn bon. Membher: "Independ-
ence."] I heard a whisper about
Independence. Independence is
not going to be a cure all.
Trinidad was able to advance even
before Independence during a
period of their internal self-

government. It has been admitted
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Premier, that 1lndependence, mere
Independence, is not going to
bring a millennium. Mere Inde-
pendence is not going to be a
vanacea for all the ills and all
the problems we have in this
country, but {1his Govermment bhas
admitted here that the growth has
been slow aver the last decade,
and, as it has been in power for
seven-tenths of {1hat period, the
blame must fall squarely upon the
shoulders of the Govermment Min-
isters,

Thefi, of course, irrelevan-
cies are brought in. We are
treated to a long statement on
Latin America. What have we got
to do with the owners of capital
in Latin America and T.8. im-
perialism in Latin America? This
might have been an oblique at-
tempt to attack U.S. imperialism,
but when did the Government dis-
cover that U.S. imperialism
exists? [Mr. Bemn: "We always
talk about it."] '"We always talk
about it," says the Minister of
Agriculture. If the Govermment
always knew there was 0U.S. imper-
jalism, why did the Premier go
cap in hand, in 1961, to the late
Mr. Tennedy begging him for
financial aid? And then this
Government turns around and-calis-
tne Americans imperialists. Do
you mean that this Government was
going to subject this country
knowingly to U.S. imperialism?
Is that the answer? You say they
are imperialists. This is the
nonsensical thing which, I suppose,
catches votes, but does not fool
any sensible person. But even
the people are beginning to find
‘his Government out. So we are
treated to this long treatise
about foreign exploitation in
Latin Awerica; this was al: quite

mmm——n A A D eber
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This Budget Speech could have
been recorded in ahout 14 pages,
with facts and figures which
speak for themselves, instead of
being set out in this off-hand
manner* with an ohlique appeal for
national unity, which, in effect,
is no appeal for national unity.
It was more in the nature of
abuse than an appeal.

5.10 p.m.

If this country is to move
forward; if this country is to
develop economically, the Members
of this Government must realize
two things - theré are others,
but these are two important-
things: First, they have to seek
foreign aid - their attempts so
far have failed - foreign aid not
only from official sources and
Foreign Govermments, but from in-
vestors. It is sometimes diffi-
cult to understand what the mem-
bers of the Government have in
mind on this particular point.
They say that they are not
against private investment. If
they are to secure foreign aid,
either from a foreign Govermment
or from private investment, then
it is necessary for them to show
some sort of responsible image
You cannot call people Imperial-
ists at one stage, and at another
stage go cap-in-hand begging them
for money

They speak of non-aligmment
and a policy of meutrality, but
they only pay lip-service to
neutrality and non-alignment.
The connotation of neutrality and
non-alignment is that you are
neither for ome side nor the
other, and we say that the mem-
oers of this Govermment have not
been neutral since they came into
power. Has their attitude
pointed them out as neutralists
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as we understand it, and as Nehru
in India understands it? It is
obvious to any fool in this coun-
try that this Government favours
only one side of the two sides in
the Cold War. Nehru took from
both sides, and he had the sense
to do that.

The second thing that is
necessary, apart from adopting an
attitude of complete neutrality,
is to inspire confidence in the
people in British Guiana. But
confidence is not inspired by
abuse, especially in this case
where the Government is a Minori-
tv Government. There are more
people against the Govermment in
this country than those in favour
of it. But the difference bde-
tween this Government and the
Govermment of other countries is
that other Govermments woo the
Opposition whereas this Govern-
ment abuses the Opposition. That
is the reason why the People's
National Congress has had to in-
sist on proportional representa-
tion as the only means of emsur-
ing that any Govermment, whether
it is the People's National Con-
gress, the United Force, or the
People's Progressive Party, would
have to consult with the Opposi-
tion forces because the margin
would be so small that it would
be necessary to consult them, and
any high-handed domineering man-
ner on the part of any Govermment
would never succeed.

We would hope that, after a
period of two years, the members
of a democratic Government would
accept the principle of consulta-
tion with the Opposition, and it
would he well established. That
cannot be easily established in
this country under existing con-
ditions. How can they establish
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[Mr.

that here when they have a docu-
ment like this-in which the
Opposition and others are abused
in the first 10 pages? The hon.
Minister of Finance says in his
Budget Speech:

"I hope all hon. Members will
come and support us in de-
velopment. "

They must understand what are
the prerequisites. for develop-
ment. No matter how much money
the members of the Government
get, no matter how many technical
officers they get, development
will not come to this country un-
til the Members of the Opposition
are sitting on boards and corpo-
rations in greater numbers.

For the benefit of the mem-
bers of the Government, I should
like tn state that the Chairman
of an Industrial Development Cor-
poration in India is Mr. Meta, a
member of ihe Opposition. Why
don't you take a lesson from
that? Look at what happens here?
Just as the hon. Minister goes
around arranging the order in
which hon. Members should speak
in order to get their co-opera-
tion, when it comes to the gues-
tion of appointing members om a
Board, why can't the hon. Minis-
ter responsible seek out the
Leader of the Opposition and find
out what members he would like on
a particular Board? That is how
national unity can be achieved,
and I am teaching the Government
how to achieve it That is what
is done in England and in any
democratic country.

When Membiers of Parliament
visit British Guiana and other
nlares. the Concervative Partv
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brings along a member of the
Labour Party - it is a question
of consultation all the time.
They have a big majority and they
do not have to equalise it.
Tears ago they had to do so.
[Interruption.”] Let me tell the
hon. Minister for Agriculture,
Forests and Lands - [Mr. Bean:
"{ddress the Chair."1 I am
addressing the Chair. The most
important ministry in this couf-
try is Agriculture. You mnear y
killed us with Russian flour a
few months ago. It is time that
the hon. Minister becomes respon-—
sible be cause -~

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Time!

Mr. Cerreia (Mazaruni-Potaro):
I heg to move that the hon. Mem-
ber be given 15 minutes to con-
tinue his speech.

Mr. Merrimen (La Penitence-
Lodge) seconded.

Question put, and agreed to.

Mr. Carter: 1 was about to
say that the economic development
of this country is very impor-
tant. The members of this
Government have failed hopelessly
to bring this about and to make
apy significant impression on the
economic growth of the country.
They have failed for many rea-
sons; they have failed, as I have
already described, because they
have not been able to inmspire
local finance to invest in this
country; they have failed because
even their own supporters have
used every means possible to take
money out of British Guiana. Do
not these things call for a
change of image? Do not these
things call for more responsible
statements from Ministers of the
Jovernment?



755 Appropriation Bill

5.20 p.m.

They make it appear that in
1963 they were unable to do much
in the way of development because
of the strike and what they des-
cribe as "disturbances". And they
seek to blame the Opposition for
this. But what was the canse of
the strike? They have only dis—
cussed the effect of the strike,
but what was the cause of the
strike? The rause was the pig-
headedness of members of the
"Government who were entreated
to withdraw the Labour Rela-
tions Bill. They were asked
to defer it for a few weeks but
they refused to do so. They were
asked to meet the T.U.C. but they
refused to do so. Let it go
down on record that as the result
of the attitude of the Govern-—
ment, the trade unions went on
strike and today, at least 10
months after, the Labour Rela-
tions Bill is not law,

We are told that the loss of
production through the strike was
$22 million. Why? Because the
Government wanted my good friend,
the hon. Member for Corentyne-
West (Mr. Lall) to take over by
chicanery the sugar workers of
this country. So that in many
ways this hon. Member can say he
is worth $22 million, because
that is precisely what he has
cost the people of this country,
apart from the lives that were
lost, and apart from the number
of P.N.C. supporters who were
viciously attacked and lost their
homes at Tain, and lost their
lives at Enmore and elsewhere.

We hear that the outlook is
good for sugar in the next year,
and they expect that production
will be 930,000 tons. I am happy
to see that the Govermment is en-
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couraging cane~farming. [Mr.
Benn: '"You are a cane-farmer
yourself".7] Yes, I have a dis-
tinct interest. The trouble is,
of course, that it will be left
to the Government to see if it
can accelerate progress in pea-
sant farming. A Committee has
been set up. That is a good
thing, but all the big shots are
on the Committee; mnot a single
peasant farmer is there. There
are some good men on the Fast
Coast with years of experience,
some of your own members, who
could be put on the Committee.
But it is not enough to appoint a
Committee. Government must help
with the financing of production
and the supply of machinery in
the various areas in which
development can take place.
Whether it is C.I.A. or Khrush-
chev or the P.P.P., as long as
the money goes to the poor farmer
he would not care two farthings.
But the trouble with the Govern-
ment is that it camnot get money
from the United States of America
or the Soviet Union. It got some

bad flour from Cuba and some
derelict machinery and a dere-

lict printing press - left-
overs. I 2xpect that the Rus-
sians will very soon be sending
snow ploughs for use on the East
Bank,

The economic development pro-
gramme has suffered. We are told
that Government needs another $49
million in additional finance
which has to be found. On page 29
of his Budget Speech the Minister
of Finance says:

"It was hoped original-
ly, that international organ-
i1zations as well as foreign
governments would have con-
tributed substantially to-
wards filling this gap. To
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CARTER ]

this date, all that has been
received from such sources
totals less than %5 million."

That is a pathetic admission, but
the Premier told us last year
that he had "friends with rockets
and guns." We do not want
friends with rockets and guns; we
want money. Where is the money
1o come from? I would like to be
enlightened. There is nothing in
this Development Programme to
show where the money is to come
from. They speak of over-spend-
ing and commitments that could
not be met. Govermment has even
admitted that in respect of the
Parika-Bartica road the contrac-
tors have already received $2.7
million in advance of the work
done. [Mr. Ram Karran: "Ask
Peter d'Aguiar".7J I think that
hon. Memher warned abont the par-
ticular contractors who have
taken the Government for a ride,
and have had the temerity to sue
the Government for $4 milliom.
Those are the friends of the
Government. I would like to get
an explanation of how the Govern-
ment could pay the contractors
$2.%7 million in advance of the
work being dome. I think the
House is entitled to an explana—
tion. I do not want the Minister
of Works and Hydraulics, some-
times referred to as the "Minis-
ter ot humour", to laugh this
matter out of the House. 1 want
a solid -explanation from him be-
cause this road is vital to the
development of the country. It
was to have been completed in
1064, hut we see that a start
will not be made until 1965.

Again we hear of the Bank of
Guyana. We heard about it in the
1962 Budget Speech. Reference is
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also made to the Tapakuma Exten-
sion Scheme for which money has
to he found, but in fact this is
a very scrappy and meagre De-
velopment Programme. ¥ven if it
is carried through this year -
and I rather feel that with the
long wait people are continuing
to lose confidence in the present
Government - the Govermment will
be hard put even to meet its re-
current expenses, much more to
find money for development.

5.30 p.m.

The Minister of Finance
speaks of disappointing people
because he balanced the Budget,
but the man who walks the streets
without shoes and with ragged
clothes balances his budget too.
He does not owe anybody because
he cannot get credit and the
little moneyv he receives he ekes
out. In the same way this
Government cannot obtain money
and so it does not appoint offi-
cers. In the Department of Agri-
culture there are vacancies
for over 20 officers and these
vacancies have not been filled.
The Government calls this a sav-
1ng, but how is it a saving? It
then says that it balances the
Budget, but at what price? It is
no feather in the cap of_the Min-
ister of Finance to say he has
palanced the Budget. [Government
Member: "Have you halanceq
yours?"] I can borrow; I am cre-
dit-worthy, but this Govermment
is not credit-worthy and that is
the trouble. That is why it has
been unable to raise money. It
will balance the budget again
next year; to achieve that, all
it has to do is to refuse to
appoint officers and to carry
out works of improvement. Look
at the Ministerial Building across
the road! It is a shambles; it is
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a disgrace. Visit the smallest
country and you will seea Minis-
terial Building that is worthy of
the name. Don't- speak of balan-
ing the Budget when there is an
airport to be built and a number
of things to be done. [Hr.
Jeeoh: "Stop planning destruct-
ion and we will all be better
off."]

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Time!

Mr. Bissember: 1 beg to move
that the hon.  Member be granted
another 15 minutes to continue
his speech.

Mr. Merriman seconded.

Question put and agreed to.

Mr, Carter: We read of the
overdraft, and development funds,
about additional ftinancial com-
mitments. A pathetic picture is
painted of Govermment's inepti-
tude in handling the affairs of
this country. This is a situa-
tion which has continued, as the
Minister of Finance admits, for
the last decade — for seven years
during which this Govermment has
been in power.

The theme on which I wish to
end is this: we are in the year
1964; we have been through very
bad times. In the years 1962 and
1963 we have had violence an¢
disorder of a kind never seen
here before. There must be a com-
promise. The Government has a
majority on that side and if
there is to be a compromise it must
come from the stronger forces,
because the weaker forces have
nothing to give up. All the Op-
position seeks is consultation on

national development matters. It
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tion should share in the work of
public corporations, and that the
governing party should not have
a vested interest in them. I
speak of corporations like the
British Guiana Credit Cor-
poration. [Mr. Benn: "The
I.D.C."] There is just one
member of the opposition on
a Board that consists of ten
or twelve wembers, and that does
not give any representation at
all to the Opposition, especially
when all the other members are
supporters of the P.P.P. This 1is
a serious matter. The head of
almost every corporation, where
he is not a public servant, is a
supporter of the P.P.P. Govern-
ment. The majority of the mem-
bers of these Boards are members
of the People's Progressive Party
and it has reached a stage wbere
a police officer, who was making
an application for a house, put
on the application form - in
order to be sure that it was
accepted —~ "I am a member of the
People's Progressive Party".
[Laughter.] This is no laughing
matter. It means that Govermment
has created the image that there
will be priority for members of
the People's Progressive Party.
[Mr. Benn: "You helped to create
it.™]

Let us take a look at the
members of Public Corporation
Boards and try to analyse which
of them happen to be members of
the Opposition. It is very easy
to do this in this country. It
is a disgraceful situation and it
is not the way to achieve the co-
operation which must be had be-
fore national development can
take place. It has reached
a stage where people are so

bitter against this Govern-
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Mr.

what the Government produces.
There are people who will not
drink "Guyana Instant Cof-
fee" I have had a personal
experience of this. There are
people who refuse to drink
Guyana Instant Coffee" because
they feel that the P.P.P. had
something to do with it. [Inter-
ruption.] J drink it and I have
tried, because I am a responsible
person, to influence others to
drink it as it is good coffee and
my friend on the Govermment side,
the Member for Pomeroon (Mr.
Caldeira) is a big coffee planter
and we must support our friends.

CARTER |

A1l I have dome is to call to
the attention of members of the
Government that this abuse con-
tained on the first ten pages of
the Budget Speech is not going to
help anvbody in 1964. It is not
going to educate the young people
of this country. Let us call it
a day. I call upon the Premier -
Mr. Bissember: '"He called upon
Sandys." (Laughter)] 1 call upon
the Premier without the aid of
Mr. Sandys to create a new image
in this country. It is no laugh-
ing matter; we are going down and
down. The Minister of Finance
must have had several headaches
in trying to present any document
that would even tend to look re-
spectable. In his most inmner
mind he must know that he is not
even scratching the surface of
development. He read the speech
extremely well, without his usual
bitterness and gall, which I have
described on previous occasions.
fle was more objective. Im spite
of that the language was very ex-
travagant, to say the very least
and presumably it sets the lead
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The Premier these days is a
very tired man. He seems to be
suffering from fatigne; his hair
is becoming white. I know he
has not much energy left, but his
remaining energies should be de-
voted to courting the Opposition
in order to work out a programme
for national development. Let
him forget about his friends with
rockets and Latin America. Let
us get to British Guiana and sit
around a table, the Premier, the
memhers of the Opposition and, of
course, the members of the
Govermment, and let wus work ont a
plan for the development of this
country, and let us keep to that
plan. If the Premier is capable
of doing this then I think the
future of this country can be
assured.

3.40 p.m.

I would like to tell the Pre-

mier that there isno point in any
Minister of the Govermment refer-

ring to Opposition Members as
political psychopaths and neurot-
ics. It is extravagant language
which is meaningless and which
does not improve relations. To
speak of imperialists and stuoges
is meaningless.,. If this Govern-
ment really wants to go ahead, it
has to change its attitude to-
wards the.Opposition and its at-
titude towards the traditional
friends of this country. [Ap-
plause.”]

The Parliamentary Secretary
to the Ministry of Agrieulture,
Forests and Lands (Mr.  Saffee):
Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that my
hon. Friend for Werk-en-Rust
would have really made some sen-
sible and constructive criticisms
of this Budget Speech, but he has

N o027 A Ymm ¥ R £ B e
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"You try.") He said, in his open-
ing remarks, that he thought
the Government would have taken
the opporinnity to present a Bud-
get that would have created the
atmosphere to cement the differ-
ences among the different races
in this oountry Well, I
think this is clearly set “out
in the Budget Speech of the
Minister of Finance calling for
national unity and for the people
to worl together in order that
our country may develop, in order
that our people may move forward
to a better and more prosperous
life. This was set ont very
clearly in the Budget Speech - I
do not know if the hon. Member
read it - and this, obvious-
ly, is the primary objective
of any Government, to work
towards the development and the
advancement of its people. This
is what the People's Progressive
Party, since it took over the
reins of Government, has been en—
deavouring and has tried its ut-
most to bring about, sov that our
country can move forward.

My hon. Friend said he
thougﬁt that the Government would
have tried to change the image it
had created in 1962 and 1943, the
image it had created at home and
abroad, and T take it he is in-
criminating the Govermment for
being respons1hle for the distur-
bances in 1062 and in 19643.
As far as this is concerned,
nothing could be further from
the truth. As I said, this
Government has tried its utmost,
has tried with whatever resources
available, to get the country to
move forward. This has been sub-
stantiated by various prominent
persons and people locally and
abroad.

The Government trled in
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that it could accelerate, it
could push forward its develop-~
ment programme, but, because
of the disturbances which came
about as a resultof an 1rrespon51—
ble Opposition, vhe country’s
economy was badly shattered so,
instead of the country mov-
ing forward, it had to mark
time. This is no fault ot
the Government. This is not
to be labelled against the
Government, but, certainly, the
Government, has put forward con-
structive proposals. This was
substantiated by the Riot Commis-
sion that came here to investi-
gate the disturbances in 1962,
and it has said -- [An. hen.
Member: "Riot Commission
again?"] — 1 am trying to clear
the point that was made by the
bon. Member when he said that
he thought the Goveranment
would have tried to cement
the differences which exist
in our community. How can
we? When the members of the
Government try, on one hand, to
get things moving forward, when
we put up constructive proposals,
on the other hand; we find that
some people in the 'pp051t10n plan
to destroy these constructive
plans. How can we have unity?
How can we have development?

On the one hand we hear,
Members clamouring for develop-
ment, for us to solve the unem-
ployment problem, for us to solve
t he various problems we have in
this country, and, on the other
hand, we find that their policy
is completely in conflict with
progress. This is what I feel
our hon. Friends should take
seriously into consideration.
The members of the Opposition
should not come and attack the
Government, and try to tear

2L f‘_-.-_.____-_i
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one hand, and, on the other
hand, shed crocodile tears

saying this is to be done and
tbat is to be done. How is it
going to be done when you are not
prepared to make your contribu-
tion, when you are not prepared
to perform and share the respon-
sibility? There is no reason
for you to come here and shed
cr.ocodile tears about unem-
ployment and about this and that.

My hon. Friend talks about
the Government calling people
stooges and what-not and going
cap in hand begging. The Govern-
ment has every right to criti-
cize and to be criticiwzed.
[CLaughter.l This is democratic
freedom, democratic right, and I
can assure you that when the
Government criticizes it puts
forward constructive criticism,
you can be sure of that.

My hon. Friend said that
the Government's pigheadedness
in 1962 was responsible for
the disturbances, but Sir Jock
Campbell thought thal the Budget
was a constructive one. The
London Times, a prominent news-—
paper, praised the Budget. The
Riot -Commission that came here
said thal the Budget was a con-
structive one.

5.50 p.m.

But what did we find here when
the Budget was presentea in 19627
We saw the members of the Opposi-
tion in the P.N.C. joining the
ranks of the destructive ele-
ments, and that is what they ped-
dle in order to oppose the Bud-
get,

This is what appeared in the
Riot Commission's Report in:1962.
T w11 mmAate fram nace 18
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““But there was a sec-
tion of the press in British
Guiana .itself, which was
strongly, almost viciously,
critical of the budget. The
Daily Chronicle, which is
under the effective control
of Mr. d’Aguiar, leader of
the U.F. and Argosy, which 1is
also hostile to Dr. Jagan,
opened their assault on the
day following the introduc-
tion of the budget. The
Chronicle said that the
Government was going to
squeeze dollars from the
workers, and » few days later
it carried a headline "Tax
Avalanche will Crush Working
Classes". Another headline
stated "Slave Whip Budget"
and went on to say ‘“‘Budget is

Marxist’.”

Hon.  Members of the Opposi-
tion took a very umrealistic
approach to the work of the peo-
ple, aud as a result we had dis-
turbances, riots, and looting in
this country. That is not to be
blamed on this Government. My
hon. Friend said that we have
created this crime. This Govern-
ment has not committed any crime.
The ‘Government has to put for-
ward constructive proposals. The
members of the Opposition have
been too slow to absorb and un-
derstand what the Government ‘is
doing, and they resorted to irre-
sponsible actions which resulted
in disturbances and riots in this
country. Those are the facts of
the sitnation. [Mr. Jerdgn:
"Like what was done to the
Speaker. "] Do not worry about
that,

My hon. Friends in the Oppa-
sition are determined to be unre-
alistic, and the destruction and
nrarractinatainam whirh fare thace
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doorsteps. [Mr. Carter: "Take
your band out of your pocket."]

'My hon. Frienmd said that the

economic growth of this country
has been slow. [Mr. Carter:
"Not me, the hon. Minister of
Finance."] Why has it been slow?
It has been slow because of the

-type of economy we have in this

country - an ecomomy that is
geared to benefit the metropoli-
tan powers. [Mr. Bissenher:
“From 1957 your Party has been in
power."]

I will prove to my hon.
Friends the reason why economic
growth has been slow. 'This 1is
the pattern which has been set by
our Colonial masters not only in
British Guiana, but in all Colo-
nial territories. I wish to
quote one example, Some time ago
the C.D.C. came here and ex-
pressed the view that they were
interested in the cultivation of
rice. They examined the situa~
tion very carefully, and a compa-
ny was formed to produce rice.
This company was known as the
British Gniana Rice Development
Company., I repeat that the
C.D.C. were interested in invest-
ing in rice production but, hav-
1ng examined the situation, they
changed their plans and decided
to loan to the British Guiana
Government certain sums of money
to establish this project. As a
result the Company was set up,
and the British Guiana Government
has to pay a large amount of in-
terest to the Company on the
money which it borrowed.

In 1954 the interest paid to
the C.D.C. from the Rice Develop-
ment Company was $6%,375.45. In
1955, it was $112,212 in in-
terest, and so it goes on. Up to
the end of 1461, this Company paid
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the C.D.C. nearly $2% million in
interest charges bearing rates at
6% to 7% interest. e do mot
want to borrow people's money for
nothing, but what the Govermment
wants is loans on low-interest
rates. But our hon. Friends on
the other side are opposed to
that.

Between 1954 and 1955 this
Company operated at a loss of
hearly $1,844,000 mainly because
the interest charges were high,
and the remuneration from the
production of rice was' very low.
It shows clearly that, nnless we,
can get money to borrow at very
low interest rates, our country
#ill not be able to move forward
2t the rate we would expect it to
go. What I want to show is the
economic pattern that obtains in
this country, and the reason why
we cannot move forward at the
rate we would like to move.
Everything is due to the ecomomic
pattern in which we have to
operate.

Take the Rice Marketing
Board, for instance. In 1963 it
had to pay the bank $333,000 in
interest charges at the rate of
around 6% to 7%. That is the
pattern in which we have been
raised, and that is what happens
in all Colonial territories like
British Guiana, Trinidad, Bar-
bados, Jamaica and other terri-
tories.

6 p.m.

Let us look, for instance, in the
commercial field. We have big
firms importing machinery and
spare parts and making huge pro-
fits. Some time ago the Govern-
ment carried out a survey of the
percentage of profits those firms
were making on the importation of
machinery and parts, and it was
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discovered that in some cases the
profits were as high as 150 per
cent. It was found that a spare

art whichb cost $1 was sold for
$2.50. Those firms import trac-
tors, draglines, bulldozers,
ploughs, cars and spare parts for
those machines, on which they
make enormous profits. The ef-
fect of this is that the economy
of this country remains stagnant;
we cannot move forward because of
these huge profits, and because
the Government does not have the
control of the ecomomy in its
hands.

Recently we saw that the B.G.
Electricity Corporation awarded a
contract for fuel oil to a local
company, as the result of which
the Corporation was able to save
about $H0,000 in one year. It
shows clearly what large profits
are being made by the oil com-
panies. All this is the result
of the ecomomic pattern we have
to follow in this country, but
the United Force and the People's
National Congress had a lot to
say when the contract was awarded
to the local compamy. They open-
1y attacked the deal - for what
reason I do not %mow. In Trimi-
dad too we find that large pro-
fits made by the oil companies
are being taken out of that coun-
try. In 1958 the Apex Trinidad
Oilfields, Ltd. made a profit of
£773,000 after paying tax. The
Shell Trinidad, Ltd. made a pro-
fit of $4,722,240 in 1954 and
$6,459,629 in 1955. I have here
the ‘report of the Presidential
Address to the 3rd Annual Nation-
al Convention of the National
Union of Government Employees
which was held in Trinidad in
1962, from which I wish to quote
the President's remarks on unem-

nt Aavmant -
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“] turn now to what
NUGE considers the two major
internal economic problems
facing the territory today:
Unemployment and the growth
in the labour force. NUGE is
deeply concerned over the
existence of about 65,00Q
workers totally unemployed,
and an additional 32,000 par-
tially employed in a labour
force of 293,000 with a po-
tential supply of 5,000 to
7,000 workers to be added to
the labour force yearly.” -

llow are we going to solve the un-
employment problem? How are we
to expand the economy of the
country when there are large
concerns extracting huge profits
and exporting them from the coun-—
try? This is a problem which is
also affecting the people of
Trinidad. The Trinidad oil com-
panies have been able to pay
large dividends to their share-
holders. In 194H-46 they paid
12%, in 1946-47, 14%, in 1950-H1
and 1951-52, 16 2/3%, and in
1952-53 and 1953-54, 20%. It
shows clearly that in spite of
the fact that Trinidad is an oil-
rich country, and in spite of the
enormous profits being made hy
the 0il companies there is still
the same unemployment problem in
Trinidad as we have in this coun-
try. I have in my hand a United
Nations release of May 30, 1962,
from which I quote:

““The developed areas of
the world (United States,
Canada, Western Europe,
Japan, Australia, New Zealand
and South Africa) increased
their share in world exports
from 65 to 67 per cent bet-
ween 1938 and 1960, while the

ehare nf vwndevelaned areac nf
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the world decreased from 25

per cent to 21 per cent 1in
the same period.”

6.-10 p.m.

I have here an article which
was published in the Guiana
Graphic. It is reported that the
President of the World Bank, who
has now retired, in an address at
a meeting held in the United
States of America said that -

“A serious situation was fac-
ing the under-developed coun-
tries because they were hav-
ing to pay more for their
purchases from the developed
countries while their own
sales were bringing lower
prices ....
“If the momentum of de-
velopment 1s to be maintained
it can only be by grants or
by loans largely at very long
term and at very low inter-
est, "

This goes to show clearly that it
we want development in this coun-
try, if we want economic advance-
ment, it is absolutely necessary
that we must tind new sources for
raising loans, long-~term loams,
at lower interest rates. Let us
look at the figures to see. what
we have paid in interest charges
for money we have borrowed from
foreign sources. During the life
of the Interim Government large
suns of momey were borrowed and
squandered. My hon. friend,
who was a member of the In-
terim Government, had a mouth-
ful to say today about the unem—
ployment s*tuation, but he was
part and parcel of the Interim
Government, and large sums of
money were borrowed and wasted.
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heavy interest charges. Let us
look at some of the figures,’

(Mr. Hugh: "Let us look at the
Bartica-Parika road; $2.7 million
paid and no work done."7] In 1957
we had to pay $2.7 million in in-
terest charges. In 19R8 we had
to pay $4 million; in 1959 we had
to pay $4.2 million; in 1960 we
had to pay $5.8 million; in 1961
$6.6 million; in 1962, $8.2 mil-
lion; in 1963, $9.4 million and
in 1964 it is estimated that we
will have to pay something in the
vicinity of §11 million. [Inter-
ruptions.”] It is not a question
of repaying the loan; the ques-
tion is that the interest rates
are very high and as a result
create a great hardship on the
economy of the country. These
are the facts of the situation.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Time!l

Mr. Caldeira (Pomeroon): I
beg to move that the hon. Member
be granted another 15 minutes to
continue his speech.

Mr. Hamid (Demerara-Central):
seconded.

Question put and agreed to.

Mr. Saffee: As I said, this
question of raising loans at
low interest charges and repay-
ing them over a long period is an
important one. Unless we are
able to do this we will be faced
with the same 3ituation: The
country will not move forward at
the rate it should and we will
not be able to solve the numerous -
problems which are facing us.
What is the position today? We
find bauxite responsible for 9
per cent of the Gross JDomestic
Produce but it only employs 1.8
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this country. Sugar is responsi-
ble for 17 per cent of the Gross
Domestic Product but only employs
11 per cent of the labour force,
Rice contributes 6 per cent to
the Gross Domestic Product but
employs over 40,000 people

[Mr. Correia: "What per cent?"]
I am not here to help you. This
shows clearly that sugar and
bauxite are in fields that make
more profits than any other in-
dustry in the country, but they
employ very few people in com-
parison with the rice industry.
It shows that they are engaged in
more profitable fields; they make
higher profits but employ a smal-
ler percentage of the people im
comparison with other industries.

5
SAFFEE

This is the pattern and the
Government must go into certain
fields where it can raise incomes
so that it can bolster the econo-
my of this country instead of
only concerning itself with sea
defences, roads and so forth.
Government must venture into the
sector of industries that can make
profits in order to bolster the
economy. [Laughter (Opposition)’]
My.friends laugh because they
would like to see the Government
continue in sectors where it has
to offer subsidies, where it has
to suffer losses year after year.
But this is the pattern and un-
less we make up our minds to
change this pattern, unless we
make up our minds to move ahead,
there will be unemployment, back-
wardness and bad roads in the
country. Let us get the facts
straight. There is a United
Nations report from which I would
like to quote. On page 9 — [Mr.
Joaguin: "What date?™] - 12th
December, 1962 ~ this is stated:
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“Africa, with 8 per
cent of the world’s popula-
tion - an estimated 240 mil-
lion persuns - -produces only
2 per cent of the world’s
total production.. This is
equal to about one-half the
value of the annual produc-
tion of the United Kingdom
and about equal to that of
Italy, a study by the United
Nations Economic Commission
for Africa (ECA) points out.

“Per capita income at
%110 per year is less than
one-tenth of that in the in-
dustrialized countries, the
study shows, but even the
very inadequate surveys of
its natural resources ‘sug-
gest a vast potential’. The
continent already produces
nearly one-seventh of the
world’s mineral production,
while i1ts energy sources -
principally coal in the
south, hydro power in the
central part, and oil and gas
in the north - ‘are consider-
able’ »

6.20 p.m.

Sir, it goes to show that
this also is a pattern. It goes
to show that what holds us back
and what prevents.us to move for-
ward has also faced the peo-
ple in Africa. This is what
the members of the Opposition
cannot understand. They say we
are responsible. Whenwe tried to
move forward what happened? They
put obstacles, they create dis-
turbances. They create obstacles
so that the country cannot move
forward. We have people in the
Opposition who are mnot prepared
1o learn, who are determined to
remain ignorant, to remain in .
darkness. They are not prepared
to be realistic, and this is what
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is responsible for the situation
which exists in British Guiana.
FEvery step that this Government
takes to move forward, they oper-
ate in the opposite direction and
they come here and giggle and
laugh like irresponsible people.

Sir, I wish to conclude and
say that this country will not
move forward unless the pattern
which exists today is changed and
is changed very rapidly. Thank
you. [ 4pplause.’]

Mr. Bugh (Georgetown-South):
Mr. Speaker, it would be diffi-
cult and indeed useless to at-
tempt to find substance in what
tas already been said by the
speakers on the Govermment side
equally so as it is difficult and
impossible to find any substance
in this election Budget.

I would have imagined that
after several barren Budgets
this year, the Governmern
would have been prepared to
make a genuine attempt to
present a Budget that could
really win elections for it -
I mean the party in Govern-
ment. Instead what do we have?
We have 35 pages that could
have been reduced to 2 - if
so many - and lots of time could
have been saved in this Honse and
at least the patience of the
Opposition Members would not have
been so tried in listening to
what Mr.- Sandys said, how much
national unity there must be, who
are neurotics, what happens in
other countries and what does not
happen in other countries and
this continuous state of affairs
since 1961.

If one were to go through this
Budget Speech of the hon. Minis-
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ter of Finance, one would find
that the Minister contradicts him-
self many times and this lends sus-
picion that this'Budget was not
written by one person.. If ome
reads through these 35 pages and
is keen enough, ome will see the
variation in the use of grammar,
t he variation in the style and
usage of words and, as I said,
rcontradictory statements here and
there. For instance, such a
thing like "innate commonsense"
does not exist, that is one.
[Mr. Saffee: "Nonsense.'”] For an
ignoramus anything is nonsensi-
cal. Yes, sir, 1 am very much
impressed with the statement by
the Minister on page 34, second
paragraph. He said, and I quote:

"I have tried in this
Speech to analyze the causes
of unemployment and poverty
in Guiana, and I have indi-
‘cated what has already been
done and what is proposed to
bring relief to the masses.
This Government did all that
was possible in existing cir-
cumstances to reduce inequal-
ities and inequities.within
our snciety.’”

I think it is time that we
examine what this party in
Government has done and what it
proposes to do in‘'the context of
the Budget Speech before us.
What has.it done? The party in
Government has, so far, created
distrust in the minds of estah-
lished investors at home, and has
exported this commodity overseas.
It has created conditions --
[(Dr. Jacob: "Who wrote that for
you?"” Stanley Hugh. It has
brought on a series of unrest in
the country. It has created un-
employment in public works ana
elsewhere in order tbat it may
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say that it is solvent. It
has spent its two terms in
office campaigning in every
way tor the next electioms. It
has abused everybody who did
not give it large sums of money
willy-nilly and those who did not
agree with what it said and did.
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ADJOURNMENT
Mr. Deputy Speaker: 1 think

this is an appropriate time to
adjourn. The House will now ad-
journ until 2 p.m.: tomor=sw,

Adjourned accordingly at
6.30 p.m.
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