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SECOND LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

(Constituted under the British Guiana (Constitution) (Temporary Provisions) Orders
in Council. 1953 and 1956)

Wednesday, 28th December, 1960
The Council met at 2 p.m.
PRESENT :
Speaker, His Honour Sir Donald Jackson
Chief Secretary, Hon. D. M. Hedges

Attorney-General, Hon. A. M. i. Austin, Q.C. ex officio
Financial Secretary, Hon. W. P. D’Andrade.
The Honourable Dr. C. B. Jagun —Member for Eastern Berbice
(Minister of Trade and Industry)
. B. H. Benn — Member for Essequibo River
(Minister of Natural Resources)
» Janet Jagan — Member for Western Essequibo
(Minister of Labour, Health and
Housing)
” Ramn Karran —Member for Demerara-Essequibo
(Minister of Communications and
Works)
’ B. S. Rei —Member for Central Demerara

(Minister of Community Development
and Education).

M:. R. B. Gajraj — Nominated Member
5y  W. O. R. Kendall — Member for New Amsterdam
R. C. Tello —Nominated Member
F. Bowman —Member for Demerara River
» L. F. S. Bummham, Q.C. —Member for Georgetown Central
» S. Campbell —Member for North Western District
» A. L. Jackson —Member for Georgetown North
S. M. Saffee —Member for Western Berbice
Jai Narine Singh —Member for Georgetown South
R E. Davis —Nominated Member
A. M. Fredericks —Nomsnated Member
H. J. M. Hubbard — Nominated Member.

Mr. I. Crum Ewing—Clerk of the Legislature
Mr. E. V. Viapree—Assistant Clerk of the Legislature.

ABSENT :
Mr. Ajodha Singh — Member for Berbice River
Mr. E. B. Beharry — Member for Eastern Demerara

Mr. A. G. Tasker, O.B.E. — Nominated Member—on leave,
The Clerk read pravers,
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MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting of the
Council held on Friday, 23rd December,
1960, as printed and circulated, were
taken as read and confirmed.

PAPERS LAID

The Financial Secretary (Mr. D’And-
rade): 1 beg to lay on the Table:

{i} Report of the Finance Committee of
the Legistative Council on its con-
sideration of the 1961 Draft Re-
current and Development Estimates
{laid in the Legislative Council on
9th December. 1960), together with
the Minutes of the Meetings of the
Finance Commitiee thereon.

{ii} Report of the Meeting of the Fin-
ance  Committee held  on  20th
December, 1960,

Mr. Speaker: The Question is,
“That the Report #f the Meeting of the
Finance Committee held on 20th Decem-
ber, 1960, be adopted”.

Agreed to,
Reporg adopted.

The Financial Secretary:
to lay on the Table:

T also beg

Order in Council No. 97 of 1960
made under section 8 of the Cus-
toms Ordinance, Chapter 30%, on
the 7th day of December, 1960,
and published in the Gazetie on
the 17th of December, 1960,

(i1}

Order in Council No, 98 of 1960
made under section 8 of the Cus-
toms Ordinance, Chapter 309, on
the 9th day of November, 1960,
and published in the Gazette on
the i7th of December, 1960,

{iv)

The Minister of Matural Resources
(Myr. Benn) : 1 beg to lay on the Table:

Report of the Lands and Mines De-
partment for the year 1959
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GOVERNMENT NOTICES
MOTIONS
DEVELOPMENT ESTIMATES

The Financial Secretary: 1 beg to
give potice of the Motions standing in
my name on the Order Paper:

{a} Be it resolved: Thar this
Council approves of the FPstimates of
Development Expenditure for the vyear
1961 which have been laid on the Table
and recommended in the Report of the

Finance Committee of the Legislative
Council  dated  23rd  December, 1960,
totalling  Twenty-three  Million, Nine

Hundred and Highty-eight Thousand, Four
Hundred and One Dollurs as detailed by
Heads in the andermentioned Schedule
and of the projects therein being financed
from the Development Fund established
under the Development Fund Ordinance,

1954,
SCHEDULE
Head Fistimate
No. Head of Estimate in 198!
3

L Agriculture 1.346.276
11 Civil Aviation 314,000
. Drainage and Irrigation 6,046,550
V. Education 1,032,638
Y. Industry and Crediis 1.250,000
VI Geologreal Surveys 5$17,133
VIIL Health 426,000
VIIL  Housing 1,008,000
IX. Lands and Mines 160,000
X, Land Develspment 1,242,474
XI. Post Office 1,050,000
NIL Public Works 5,683,720
XII.  Transport and Harbours 2,141,000
XIV. Miscellaneous 61,510
XV, Rural Self-Help 100,004
XVI.  Social Welfare 175,000
XVII.  Local Government 150,000
XVIIIL Amerindian Development 247,060
XIX. Tourism 45,000
XX. Electricity Development 1,000,000
XXI. Forests 100
$23,988.401

{b) Be 1t resolved: That this

Councit in  terms of section 9 of the
Customs Ordinance, Chapter 309, con-
tirms Order in Council No. 97 of 1966,
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which was made on the 7th day of
December, 1960, and published in the
Gazette on the 17th of December, 1960.

(c) Be it resolved: That this
Council in terms of section 9 of the
Customs Ordinance, Chapter 309, con-
firms Order in Council No. 98 of 1960,
which was made on the 9th day of
November, 1960 and published in the
Gazette on the 17th of December, 1960.

INTRODUCTION OF BILL

Mr. Davis: 1 beg to give notice of
the introduction and First Reading of the
following Bill:

Christian Catholic Church  (Incor-

poration) Bill. 1960.
ORDER OF THE DAY

BILL. — FIRST READING

The following Bill was read the

First time:

A Bill intituled: “An Ordinance to

repeal and rc-enact  the Christian
Catholic Church (Incorporation)  Ordi-
nance.”

APPROPRIATION (1961) BILL
BUDGET DEBATE

The Financial Secretary: Sir, I beg
to report that the Draft Estimates were
considered in Finance Committee in
accordance with the Standing Orders; the
Report of Finance Committee has been
laid today, and I now move that the
Council resume the debate on the
Second Reading of the Bill intitled:

“An Ordinance to appropriate the

supplic granted in the current session of
thz ILegisitative Council”.

Mr. Davis: Are we dealing with the
Appropriation Bill now?

Mr. Speaker: Yes, now is the time
to debate the Budget. Hon. Members
will recall that the hon. The Financial
Secretary has already made his Budget
Address. We will now continue the
“ebate on the Second Reading of the Bill.
Noes any other Member wish to speak?
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Mr. Jackson: Several changes are
taking place in our midst and perhaps
some of them are taking place almost
imperceptibly, so that many of us may
not have caught sight of them. Ever
since our entry into this Council, Speeches
from the Throne were delivered up to
1959 while the Governor delivering them
stood on his feet. At the recent opening
of the current Session His Excellency the
Governor, Sir Ralph Grey, delivered the
Address from the Throne sitting, and
one is left to conclude that on that
occasion the speech was delivered in a
fashion typical of that which is practised
in the House of Commons when Her
Majesty the Queen delivers the Speech of
the British Prime Minister. It does
appear that this was one of the occasions
when it could be concluded that Sir
Ralph Grey acted as Her Majesty’s rep-
resentative, indicating no doubt that the
Throne is separate from politics.

In order to support this point of
view, I will allude to the occasion when
investitures were held at Government
House and not within the Chamber as
has been the custom and practice for a
number of years. One other point which
should be made in support of this con-
clusion is the fact that when the Clerk
of this Council approached Sir Ralph
Grey to relieve him of his headwear, that
was nct permitted. Therefore, if the con-
clusion is wrong that on this occassion
the Speech from the Throne was de-
livered in a fashion typical of what takes
place in the House of Commons, then one
would have to find another conclusion—
one which would not be as kind as
the one which 1 have already arrived at,
and to which I have made reference. If
my assumption and conclusion re
correct, then it follows logically that the
Speech delivered was one prepared for,
and read by, Sir Ralph Grey in his
capacity as the Queen’s representative,
and somewhere in that Speech, which
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[Mr. Jackson]

could be argued perhaps as a further
point in support of my conclusion, refer-
ence is made to consultation with Min-
isters. In the circumstances one is en-
titled, therefore, to offer criticisms of the
Speech delivered from the Throne.

Mr. Speaker : I do not think  so.
At the present moment we are dealing
with the Estimates, There is an annexure
to the Governors Speech which gives the
views of the individual Ministers.

Mr. Jackson: Thank vou, Your
Honour, but in that Speech also will be
tound reference to the Financial Secre-
tary’s portfolio.

Mr. Speaker :  You are treading on
very tender ground. If there is any
criticism which will affect His Excellency
the Governor, according to the Standing
Orders it cannot be permitted. If you
have forgoiten the Standing Orders |
shall refer you to them. They are very
clear.  You will have to confine your
criticisms to the Motion which is the
subject of the dcebate. You know the
Rule. don’t vou?

Mr. Jackson:  Yes, Your Honour,
t am quite familiar with the Rule, but
you will forgive me if I say this: that
one is tempted to the course of action ~—

Mr. Speaker 1 Yield not to temp-
wation, for yielding is sin.

Nir. Jackson: I thank Your Hon-
our for having referred me back to, per-
haps, my childhood. and to the point
which I have nearly always in my life
kept before my mind.

Mr. Speaker:  Well, don’t honour
it in the breach now. You must not
depart from the ways of rectitude, other-
wise you will be travelling on the broad
ruad which keadeth to destruction.
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Mr. Jackson: I hope, Your Hon-
our, 1o pursue my course without reach-
ing the siage where there will be destruc-
tion —- at least in this Council. What-
ever can be said of me, 1 do not think
it can be said that I have ever taken a
course which could tead to destruction.

Mr. Speaker: [ shall 2dbways try 1o
kecp you on the straight and narrow
path, because I hope that in the days to
come we shall meet ~ -

Mr. Jackson: 1 suppose in heaven.
Sir. I have read with interest the Bud-
get Speech delivered by the hon. the
Financial Secretary, and in spite of my
conclusion that it dovetails with the one
to which I was referring just now. I shall
endeavour to make several criticisms of
the Financial Secretary and his proposals
in his Budget Speech. We have been
asked on several occasions in this Coun-
cil Lo vote farge sums of money for the
(rovernment to spend on several aspects
of its activities.  We have had cause on
more than one occasion to indicate that,
while in a broad sense the allocations
made may have been in favour of Gov-
ernment’s poligy, there arce lots of other
ways in which allocations could have
been readjusted to meet better circum-
stances and conditions.

For example, we have criticized
Government’s attitude towards its em-
plovees. We have said on more than
one occasion that Government has not
heen dealing fairly with its employees.
We have indicated that, because of a
desire to economize, Government has not

becn filling vacancies. We have indi-
cated also and this has been admitted
by the Government — that salaries are

inadequate to the needs of the people:
that salaries atiached to certain posts are
unattractive, and mecause of the unattrac-
tveness of those sakaries Government
inds it ditheults if not impossible. 1o rc
cruit persons imto the Service. That i
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one of the reasons which the Govern-
ment has given for the present position
where, in several Departments, there are
vacancies which cannot be filled.

‘T'he Public Works Department and
the Department of Agriculture are two
of the most important Departments for
the moment in this country, bear-
ing in mind the Development Pro-
gramme and the need to advance this
country towards independence. In
spite of the fact that the Government has
admitted that salary scales are unattrac-
tive to persons with qualifications, the
policy is still pursued—the policy of
maintaining a salary structure which can-
not offer any inducement to any person
who has the right type of qualification
which we need at the moment. In spite
of the fact that there are Guianese
who have been acting in higher posts
for years, and in spite of the fact
that the Government has refused to im-
prove and enhance its salaries structure
so as to encourage persons with the
right qualifications to come to this coun-
try, we find the accusation being levelled
that there are to be found in our Public
Service persons who are not pulling their
fair share of the weight or burden.

In the Public Service today there is
a great deal of frustration. We are
dealing with the human element and not
with machines. = We are dealing with
human beings who are able to under-
stand problems and able to decide when
they are being dealt with fairly or un-
justly — human beings who can never
always remain in a state of happiness
and contentment. What is the reason
for the Government refusing to fili
vacancies in the higher brackets while it
has juniors acting in those vacant posts?

Can the Government ever believe
that. whether we arc Guianese or other-
wise; whether we are devoted to this
country or otherwise; whether we love
this country or otherwise, we will lose
sight of our individual needs and the
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needs of our families? Can the Govern-
ment ever believe that the people who
are in the Service are losing sight of
moral principles; and if they are losing
sight of moral principles, is it not be-
cause the Government has allowed
people in junior posts to fill higher posts
and not remunerate them for the posts
they fill? I have indicated that with
the Agriculture Department and, I think,
the Medical Department, we are seeing
almost every day in our newspapers that
officers and doctors of high reputation
are leaving the Service. What is the
position?

Last year I accused the Government
of the intention to retrench, because of
the fact that the then Financial Secretary
had indicated that increases which were
offered to the wage earners employed by
the Government would be made by eco-
nomies in the several departments. With
your permission, Sir, 1 should like to re-
fresh my memory and the memories of
Members of the Council who have been
here at the time and, perhaps, have not
referred to the speech delivered on the
7th January, 1960, by the Financial
Secretary. T shall ask your permission
to read my comments from the Hansard
and what was the reply given to them
by the then Financial Secretary. On
page 12 of the Budget Speech we find,
first of all, this:

“The figures which are put before
Members are based for the most part on
the rates of salaries and wages which
were current when the 1959 estimates were
prepared. As Members know the Govern-
ment has already agreed to pay a mini-
mum wage of $2.75 a day as against the
former $2.52 and to make adjustments
in related daily and weekly wage rates
and related “B” and “C” scales. It is
hoped to be able to make economies in
most of the departments to accommo-
date this rise within the figures which
are being presented to Members”.

Economies within the departments: That
I submit. is one of the reasons. if not the
principal reason, why these posts in the
higher brackets of some of these depart-
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IMR. JACKSON}

ments are not heing tilled and why junior
members or members beneiath the status
of the vacancy existing are called upon
to assume greater responsibility without
the proper remuneration  being paid to
them.  ‘Thiv is more than an unwise pai-
tern and policy. and will forever lead to
the state of dissavsfaction of which we
have heard much of lute and of which
we expect to hear in the near future.

Not only was it said then, but it has
bieen repeated this year by the Financial
Secretary.  He. also, said that in order
to meet incrcases, there will be economies
in the several departments. In my com-
ments last year-—and I shall ask your
permission to read from the Hansard of
thﬂ} 18@; January, Celumns 139 and 140
- sadd :

“§ go further  and
ment of attempling to br about fur
ther confusion and greater conflict. One
of the things agreed upon by the Govern-
ment and the Federation of Unions of
Government Employees was that the pro-
visional figure of $2.75 per day should
be nccopied as the minimum wage -—
and among the signatories to that were
the Chief  Secretary, the Minister of
Hrade and Industry, and Union officials.
Disagreement  over the word “provi-
sional” was one of the reasons which
prolonged the strike to the 16th Decem-
ber: 1t could have ended on 13th
December, but  Government remained
foolhardy in its atitude and this breught
about the prolengation of the strike.

aecuse Govern-

We  hind  the  Financral  Secretary
making no mention of the fact that the
figure of $2.75 was provisional. Anyone
reading the Budget Speech would con-
ctude that in spite of the agreement fo
which 1 referred. Government seems to
have changed its  attitude. T is clear
thar Government either intends to force
members of the Organizations coneerned
into another conflict very shortly. or to
maintain the attitude of the Minster of
Frade and Industrv who was  reported
i have  sand. even before Governmend
met rhe Oreamzabions concerped VN
4 penny mors will be added to the wage .
and safaries  of  Omwernment  employ
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t accused the Government of pursuing a
policy which was  g¢oing to hring about
more confusion and more conflict: and |
remember that  when the
ministering the Government
speech on that occasion  reference
made to the onerous  sitwation  which
existed then. and he evpressed the hope
that peace would prevail and harmony
would continue  to exist between  (iov
ernment aud its employees.

Wis

The Financial Secretary, in reply
to my comments, made the following ob-
servation  which will  he found in the
Hansard  of  the 2fst January 1960
Cohonns 202 and 363,

P owouid ke fo start, and T can do
ary little morte than  start with the in-
which  the  hen Membor  fu
Georgeiown MNorih

asstme that hic succe sor will take the
same stand when he rises this atternoon.
because T bappened  to be  the st
speaker on that  occasion.  and T oam
today. 1 quote:

T ofeel very suroneh abour s

leed, because, in a sensc. it has imputed
both 1o the  Governmem
, because | was the Mem
ber of this  Council  who delivered the
Budget Speech. It s this allegtion that
the Government has obviously  decided
ot 10 do anything more for the work-
ers been the Fmancial Secretary said
in his Budget Speech  that the Govern
ment had agreed 1o pav 3275 per day
and to make adjustmenis in the related
datly and weekly wage rates and related
BT oand O scales. and  that this had
not been reflected in the Estimates, 1
cannes for the life  of me. undersiand
how anyone ¢an say that that was an in-
dication that the Government was prefu-

diced and had made uwp o0 mind on
what 1t was  going to do  despite 1
solemn agreement I was dealing with

and the fact v that whateves

the facts,

for saving so. gnd

e

ward the
one

agrvement
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Subsequent to that Finance Committee
was asked to approve expenditure to meet
the improvement in salary scales and
wage scales to which reference has been
made.

At paragraph 4 of the Memoran-
dum, No. 15 of 1960, we read:

“As stated in the 1960 Budget
Speech it is hoped to be able to make
economies in most of the Departments
to accommodate the increase in expendi-
ture resulting from the agreeed adjust-
ments in wage rates and the related
salary scales"”.

These points are tied up with the con-
clusion which I expressed last year and
which I will now repeat. The Govern-
ment has adopted a policy which has
given rise to the attitude of its em-
ployees. It has adopted a policy which is
going to create further confusion. No
matter from what level a man speaks, it
must be recognized that Government
workers are entitled to expect just re-
wards for their labour. If that is not
done, you are bound to have trouble.

I was asked why I begun my address
on this point. I have done so because T
have full knowledge of what transpired
in 1959. The Government knows what

transpired in 1959, and I observe
that the Financial Secretarv  has
made reference to the payment of
final rates as from a current date.

Agreements as to the payment of wages
and salaries and the dates of implemen-
tation are not the prerogative of the
Government alone. Despite the fact
that the Government has the power to do
everything or anything, in this modern
age Government has to realize that agree-
ments are reached between two sides or
two persons, and not by a decision
handed down by one side or one person.

The decision of the Government to
make the payment of these scales effec-
tive as from a current date — I do not
know when will be the current date —
ts a violation of the Agreement made in
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1959. If the amount of $2.75 is a pro-
visional one, then it must be conclusive
that when the final figure is reached it
should be effective from the date of the
introduction of the interim payment. If
the Government believes that it can de-
cide on its own to say when will be the
current date, then I would say that Gov-
ernment is acting on a very weak pre-
mise.

I admit that Government
difficult problem to deal with. I expect
to hear from the IFinancial Secretary
that the ‘“cake” has to be shared among
everybody. But even if he says that,
the fact remains that such an answer
would not remove the responsibility of
the Government in so far as its agree-
ment with an organization is concerned.
The Agreement to which I refer was
signed by the hon. the Chief Secretary
and the Minister of Trade and Industry
on behalf of the Govermment. I invite
Government to re-examine the situation,
for I believe that very many evil con-
sequences may follow if the situation is
not reviewed.

has a

I wish to say that because the work-
ers to whom I refer are not making a
noise, it does not necessarily follow that
they are satisfied. Perhaps they are act-
ing different from previous occasions and
are thinking more seriously than they
ever did before. If the Government does
not reconsider its attitude to the work-
ers, it may find itself locked very
seriously in problems of which the Mem-
bers of the Government are unmindful
at the moment.

I would ask the Members of the
Government to remember that it is not
for them to decide things as dictators. I
repeat that it is not for Government
alone to decide the date of the imple-
mentation of the new rates of wages; the
decision on the date of implementation
should be a matter for discussion and
agreement between the parties concerned
who met in December, 1959, and jointly
signed the document.
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Perhaps the present Finanical Secre-
tary s not fully aware of the implica-
tions of the Agreement. because he was
not then in charge of the Finance Secre-
tariat. I am inclined i be svmpathetic
with him, and I would ask him fo review
the matter in the light of the atmosphere
which existed at the time the Agreement
was signed.  He may then conclude that
there 18 no other course of action to
adopt than to comply with the terms of
the Agreement made in 193G, If that is
not done the Public Service would be
open to a lot of condemnation con-
demnation not only because of frustra-
tion. but because there would he a losgs
of faith in the Government | want to
feel that the Government is not unmind-
ful of the point of view I have just made.
It was because of the loss of faith in the
Government that eertain references were
made in the Speech delivered from the
Throne in December, 1959,

I would like to know that we have
a satisfhed Public Service, | would like
i¢ know that the members of the Public
Service have confidence in the Govern-
ment: [ would like te know that the sala-
ries paid to the members of the Public
Sevrice are such as would encourage them
to put all of their time and energy into
their work. [ would like to know that
the employver and emplovee are satisiied
with each other. and it is for those
reasons that I have made these points.
The time has come when the Government
must realize that i cannot and should
not trv to push things down people’s
throats. otherwise the people will rebel
against that tyvpe of attitude.

I agree that when the members of
the Public Service are not pulling their
weight they should be criticized, I agree
that when lapses occur the person at
fault should be pulled up. hecause we are
going on to a stage ol independence in
the next vear or two.  [f the members of
our Public Service are not prepared to
work for the progress of an independent
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British Guiana. then the situation will
b such that Guianese will be very sorry.
This reminds me that the Government.
in its preparation of financial allocations
in the Estimates, has not taken any step
to prepare the Public Service for the ad-
vanced constitution in 1961 and subse-
quent independence of which most of us
speak so freely.

I admit that steps are being taken
fo make certain adjustments; I admit
that in the Estimates for next vear pro-
vision has been made for a few persons
to be offered cadetships in the field of

Administration. But what i3 that? We
have taken over the Demerara Electric
Company  and we have no  Guianese

trained in advance to run the Corpora-
tion. It is difficult to understand how
Government could have allowed three or
four vears to pass without anticipating
what 1t was aiming at or preparing for.

It is true that we are taking over
the Demerara Electric Company. At
one time we were told that we were buy-
ing a lot of junk. Even at that stage we
were preparing for Guianization in all
frelds of the Public Service, and it ought
to have bheen apparent to Government
that Guianese should be sent for a course
of training in every field. Jamaica has
pursued that course of action long ago.
Ghana took that course of action long
hefore it received its independence, and
when independence came it had the
people to run its Public Service. Ghana
had its diplomats trained long before it
was ready for them.

What do we find provided in the
Draft Estimates for 19417 We will not
find any serious attempt being made to
prepare the Public Service for the ad-
vanced constitution with its increasing
responsibilities.  Things  will be worse
when independence comes in 1962 or
1963, if something is not done in this
matter. We cannot make diplomats over-
night. The Government is pursuing a
short-sighted policy.
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With reference to economies and the
Government being unable to pay its em-
ployees, T wish to say that the Govern-
ment is straining at a gnat and swallow-
ing a camel, for in several ways money
is largely being wasted by certain depart-
ments. I shall proceed to deal with a
particular department in order to prove
my point. I asked certain questions in
Finance Committee regarding the Milk
Pasteurisation Plant. 1 was promised
the answers the following day, but up to
now I have not yet received any answers.
When Ministers of this Government offer
to give answers to Members of this Coun-
cil and then fail to do so, those Ministers
have broken faith with the Members of
this Council. I should have been given
the answers to my questions.

I shall begin by referring to the ex-
penidture allocated to the Milk Pasteuri-
sation Plant over the past few years: In
1955, $55,549; in 1956, $54,833; in 1957,
$62,482; in 1958, $193,161; in 1959,
$139,868. T question the wisdom of the
Government in asking us to approve
annually a figure of around $90,000 when
it is aware of the fact that there will be
requests for Supplementary Expenditure
to the tune of $150,000 which is the last
figure for 1960. 1 got the answer that
it is difficult to estimate what it is going
to cost. My reply to that was that if
you have seen in the past year that
that amount was inadequate, why not
come to the Council and say “This is the
ameunt of money we need to run the
plant?” [ say that money is wasted, and
one may be justified in saying that money
is stolen at the plant.

It may be surprising to Government
and the Council to know that the Milk
Pasteurisation Plant has lorries which
collect milk from wvarious parts of the
country. Those lorries leave Georgetown
every morning and travel as far as within
three miles of the Abary to collect milk,
and from the Abary trucks are hired by
the Plant from two individuals whose
names [ will call, because mentioning
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names in this Council today has become
the pattern. The Plant hires lorries
from Messrs. Sooklall and Arjune at $40
per day to convey milk from the Abary
bridge to Georgetown, in spite of the fact
that the Government lorries go every day
to a point three miles short of the Abary.
In Georgetown the Plant also hires lor-
ries at $24 per day which does not in-
clude the wage of the drivers of the lor-
ries which is at least $5 per day. This
happens in spite of the fact that the Plant
has its own lorries.

I am told that when attempts have
been made to put an end to this state of
affairs the persons concerned have always
gone to the Ministry, so that there is
interference by the Ministry in the work-
ing of the Department concerned. That
is my infermation which T cannot vouch
for.

I asked in Finance Committee
whether powdered milk, which is some-
times used at the Plant, is bought locally
and not through the Crown Agents as re-
quired by the Financial Regulations, and
I was given the answer that some of the
powdered milk was bought locally, if not
all of it. Not so long ago we had the
experience of officers of the Housing De-
partment being accused of a breach of
the Financial Regulations, and one would
like to know whether steps have been
taken against anyone in the Milk Pas-
teurisation Plant for a similar breach,
and to find out why powdered milk was
bought in the Colony and not through
the Crown Agents? I would also like to
know why chocolate, which is used to
make chocolate milk at the Plant, is also
bought locally and not through the
Crown Agents, and whether the cost of
purchasing it locally is greater than the
cost of importing it through the Crown
Agents? I should like to know since I
could not get an answer in Finance Com-
mittee.

I should also like to know why the
trucks owned by the Plant are being re-
paired by a private individual when there
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a Government-owned ga~
rage which repaired the vehicles owned
by the Plant?  Is it a fact that the ga-
rage was closed because of an allegation
that somebody who was buving and sell-
ing wused cars had them repaired in
Government’s time bv the person who
was employed at the garage, and that as
a result that emplovee has been trans-
ferred to Mon Repos? T bring this out
for two reasons. One is that the Gov-
ernment is straining at a gnat and swal-
lowing a camel., The other reason is that
if on a previous occasion people have
been accused of a breach of the Financial
Regulations in which a large sum of
money was involved, then one wants to
know what steps have been taken to deal
with a similar situation at the Milk Pas-
teurisation Plant in which $40 per day
has been paid for the hire of trucks to
bring milk from the Abary to George-
town which is sometimes thrown away.
Up to vesterday milk was thrown down
the drains in Georgetown.

Was at one time
D

I hve very closely with the people
and I get information at all times. 1
would like to know how many cans of
milk were sent to the Salvation Army
and how many were taken? If all were
not taken, what has happened to the rest?
[ am told that milk is sent to various in-
stitutions: to the Dharam Sala and to
the African Development Association in
D’Urban Street, yet thev have milk to
throw down the drain. ©On Sunday, 11th
December, milk was thrown away, and 1
said in Finance Committee that if that
was the pattern Government should ad-
vertise more fully the milk produced at
the Milk Pasteurisation Plant and reduce
the price to the consumer. I was told
that that would not be a sound economic
policv. Milk is bought by the Plant at
96 cents per gallon and after being pas-
teurised it is sold at 50 cents per gallon.
We admit that Government is subsidizing
the milk and we concede that it ought to
do <o, but is that what is called subsidi-
sidization? . Something is wrong and
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before this debate is concluded I expect
Government to give the answers to the
questions :
mttee.,

I know that it would not cost the
Plant $1,000 a vear to run its own lorries
hetween Georgetown and the furthest
point to the Abary. Has the Director

‘of Agriculture kept faith with the people

of this country when this has been per-
mitted to happen? Here is a Guianese
filling the post of Director of Agricul-
ture, and if Guianese are to fill these im-
portant posts we should criticize them
when they do not do so satisfactorily,
because when independence comes we
want Guianese to do their jobs efficiently,
otherwise we will have an independent
country which cannot stand on its legs.
Whe is at fault at the Department con-
cerned?

Of course the Plant is run without
any money. in spite of the fact that it
gets a large supplementary provision. As
recently as two weeks zgo it could not
pay persons who sell its milk on com-
mission, so that [ had to be disturbed by
another set of people complaining that
they could not get the wages due to them.
Of course that was strange news to the
Minister in charge, but I do not blame
him because it was a rvecent thing. |1
trust that on this point the Government
will have a lot to sayv to satisfy the
people with respect to its policy in that
direction.

Now, Sir, we have heard a lot about
housing; we have heard a Iot about em-
ployment: we have heard a lot of the
policy of the Government in respect of
the need to find employment for peaple.
We have heard, in glowing terms, of how
the foundation had been truly inid to
provide this country with all it requires.
We have heard of the pians which hawve
brought about benefits which would be
felt by the people of this country, if not
already felt by theni: ba:t let us see how
much money has been spent on develop-
ment over the past three vears.
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Mr. Speaker: 1 think you may
have to get a Motion. I usually give a
lot of latitude on budget debates, but you
have doubled your time.

Mr. Tellz: 1 beg to move that the
Member be allowed another 30 minutes.

Mr. Kendali:

I beg to second the
Motion.

Question put, and agred to.

Mr. Jackson: A great deal of money
has been spent on development projects.
Incidentally, I gather from my reading of
one important document that all these
things have been introduced by the
present Government and that it is
reaping the benefits of what it has
sown. [ remember reading, however,
that some people plant, others water and
others reap. When we examine the ex-
tent to which there has been expenditure
on development projects and the extent
to which we have, inour midst, unemploy-
ment — growing unemployment — we
have to ask whether the correct approach
to the Development Programme has
been made by the Government. One
admits that this is largely and mainly an
agricultural country. One admits that
an economy of that kind should be en-
couraged and should be taken care of in
every possible way, but one also has to
ask the question whether the intention
to provide employment by this Pro-
gramme has been carried out even by 25
per cent.

In 1956 the unemployment figures
were startling and disturbing, and since
the Government took office there were
more people who were thrown out of em-
ployment, in one way or another or by
one means or another. Added to this,
there are people who leave school every
year; so that the situation with respect
to unemployment is affecting more and
more young people more than our old
population.  This must be a serious
thing, for if our young people are leaving
school without any certainty that they
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could find employment here, there or
elsewhere, then they will resort to other
means to find a livelihood.

Last year, we voted a great deal of
money under the Development Pro-
gramme and by half the year only a very
small amount of that money was spent.
One wonders what has been the position
for the second half of 1959; whether
there has been any speeding up of expen-
diture. 1f, for the first half of the year,
they spent under 24 per cent. of what
was allocated to them, then it is difficult
to speculate how much they will spend in
the other half of the year. One wonders
whether it is their intention, again thia
year, to squeeze the people out of em-
ployment any further or whether they
intend to go all out this year and spend
the money which was allocated.

Housing is a problem in Georgetown
and its environs. Ever since we have
been in this Council I have been criticiz-
ing this Government with respect to its
policy on housing. I am not attempting
to agree that anyone has been dishonest
with respect to his or her duties. That
is a matter with which no one in this
Council would agree, but the frustration
in Georgetown and its environs is in-
creasing at a rapid rate, and the extent
to which housing accommodation is pro-
vided by Government and private insti-
tutions makes one think there is an in-
adequacy of provision. Government, al-
though allocating between 1960 and 1964
$5 million for housing, has not been able
to create any great impression with
regard to the housing position in George-
town and its environs.

I understand from the Speech
that a start was made. I shall be grate-
ful to hear the Minister, in reply, say
exactly how much has been done —
whether much has been done and whether
it is the intention of the Government to
use up more money in 1961 to provide
houses for people to live in. I make this
point because there were people who were
under the impression that by now another
housing scheme would have materialized;
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and so it is imperative that the housing
programme of the Government should be
expedited to a very large extent, if not
entirely, in the yvear which relates to the
Estimates and the Budget Speech of the
Financial Secretary.

People are still living huddled to-
gether like sardines. { know the Minis-
ter moves about quite a great deal; and
I know she will agree with me that too
many people live in one house and that
the time has come when we should have
better accommodation so that the children
would be brought up m an atmosphere
in which they would be delighted to live.

Mr. Daviss  Mr. Speaker. I would
first iike to offer the hon. the Finan-
cial Secretary my warmest congratula-
tions on the highly analytical Budget
Speech he has put before this Council
this year. I think it is not only highly
analytical, but factual. It savours of his
very concise and anaivtical mind and
was able to state the trends of this year.

Another factor on which I would
like to offer my congratulations is the
fact that he has been able to get out the
Budget Speech in December. We have
been unable to do that for some little
while now and, therefore, I think we
should congratulate him and the Govern-
ment on being able to do so this year. At
the same time, I still think he 1s a trifle
late because, as you know. we are trying
to get it through before the end of the
year; and I think it is taxing the re-
sources of Members, particularly at this
season.  However, [ differ from him
slightly in his conclusion about our gross
national income of exports which he
places at about 15 per cent. above last
vear’s. He does say that in 1939 we
suffered from a rvecession or a drop in
general trade. But if he were to com-
pare his exports with 16355 and 1937 he
would see that they barely measure up.
Nevertheless, it is a good sign: it indi-
sates that we are recovering some of what
we lost recently.
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With regard to our imports, there is
one special pattern to which T desire to
draw Government’s attention. [ refer to
the large amount of money that goes
out of this country by way of the impor-
tation of machinery. I concede that
some of it is inescapable, but, in view
of the large amount of tractors and other
machinery that have recently been im-

ported inte this country, [ think we
should  take steps to  see that the
machinery imported is  put into useful

service. If something is not done in this
matter, I can visualize a certain amount
of overlapping” of excess machinery in
this particular field at some stage. In my
view it is something to be watched care-

fully.

With regard to the amount of money
spent this year and proposed to be gpent
next vear, the Financial Secretary makes
special reference to this at page 4 of his
Budget Speech. He says:

“It is hoped to reduce cost subsian-

vally  mest year by reorganizing  the
narketing divistion  and improving effi.
ciency”.
We have been told this  year that fish
was brought in slightly in excess of our
immediate reguirements. We were told
in Finance Committee that Government

had to budget for a loss bhecause fish
came In excess of any previous year’s
catch. I would be glad to know if my
conclusions on this point are wrong, but
it does seem 1G be questionable that be-
cause there is a large through-put of fish
we should now budget for a loss. I feel
that the reorganization of this Depart-
ment has been delayed tos long, and that
the matier should be tackled efficientlv.
urgently and energetically. .

Let me now refer to the diversifi-
cation of our agricultural economy. At

page 13 of the Financial Secretary’s
Speech  he  makes  special  refer-
ence to the fact that “43000 cocoa.

150,000 coconut and 7.000 eitrus seed.
lings were distributed during the year”
i is my view that was not enpugh. We
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are now trying to grapple with some of
the essentials of our diversification. 1
know that Government has in mind the
question of paying a bonus on castor oil,
but it is not yet paying this particular
project sufficient attention.

Then there is the question of corn.
Nothing has been done to stimulate the
production of corn locally. Here is a
field in which the Government should
push strongly and could get good re-
sults. I believe Government is aware
that a large quantity of corn has to be
imported in order to fulfil the feeding
requirements of stock. Surely this Colony
should be in a position to reduce the gap
between our essential requirements and
what is being imported. I think we
should endeavour to make a reduction on
what could be called unneccessary im-
portations.

Quite recently the Government im-
ported dairy cattle as well as beef
cattle. I would like to offer my strong
and sincere congratulations to the Gov-
ernment for taking such action. T under-
stand that Government imported about
seventy head of cattle. The animals cost
a good few Canadian and American
dollars, and I believe that Government
will recover the expenditure tenfold
within a short period. The Colony cer-
tainly needed that ‘‘stick-in-the-arm” in
order to improve our blood stock in
cattle.

But what I do not quite understand
in the policy of this Government, is that
Ministers or the people who are author-
ized to represent them or speak for them
say that all dairy herds and cattle must
be produced in the Fourth and Fifth
Depths of this country. This cannot be
done overnight. Such a project would
have to be given serious thought, and
much land-cleaning preparation. I think
the Members of the Government are a
bit muddled in their thinking so far as
this particular matter is concerned, and
my view, after giving the matter very

rious thought and consideration, is
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that Government should endeavour to in-
tegrate into the coastal lands as a start

the better grade dairy animals and
gather material for wuse in the overall
plan later.

With regard to beef cattle, the

Government still appears to be going
around in circles. The cattle trail is
closed; the few heads of cattle Govern-
ment has imported for the purpose of
improving its beef stock have been sent
to the Rupununi. If the cattle trail is
closed and the facilities for flying live
cattle to Georgetown are not only diffi-
cult to arrange, but definitely out of
reasonable proportions so far as ex-
penses are concerned, then it would
appear that Government has decided to
improve only its beef cattle in the
Rupununi District.

I think this is a short-sighted
policy, because it must be remembered
that Government has made arrange-
ments for the reservation of certain
substantial areas of land for cattle —
the Black Bush Polder is one of those
areas. | think there must have been
confusion in the minds of Members of
the Government when they took all of
the young cattle which came in and sent
them to the Rupununi. I have seen
them myself, and T am very impressed
with the quality of the bulls and heifers.
Although yearlings, they have received
much handling—they are not afraid ot
people, and they appear to be quiet
animals—animals that will be a credit
to this country. But when we take this
grade of cattle and hide them away in
the Rupununi that is not good enough
for all concerned. I ask that this
policy—if it can be called a policy—be
reviewed, and possibly altered.

I would also like to congratulate

the Government on its Health Pro-
gramme: measures preventittve and
curative. My confreres along the

countryside and I appear to be satis-
fied with the measures Government have
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peen endeavouring o iwiroduce in order
'm provide better facilities for heaith.

t have alrcady spoken in Finance Com-
mittce about twg or three
matter, but [ would like to place on
record my view that u litthe more could
be done for the peopie who live in the
Rupununi District. 1 have spent almoss
four weeks there, 1 osaw some  sick
women who had o wravel 1o Lethem
Hospital, and 1 wuas shocked at the
conditions under which they had 1w
travel. It is w scandal and disgrace thas
in this modern age our people should
be subjected to such primitive modes
ol transport.

However,  the  hon. Minswr  of
pabour. Health and Housing has don
me the honour of saying that she will
cxamine the question us to whether
will be possible in the necar future 1o
provide an ambulance  service on e
basis of a jeep for ~ervice in this
cular  part of  the  country. It
has to be remembered that this coun-
iy has one of the most difficuls terrains
one could cver hope to find,

§ would like to congratulaie Gov-
ernment on its cfforts two remove  the
Prison from the heart of the City. This

4 wery commendable step, and ]
sincerely  hope  the \{'{m;»tcr concerned
will not  aliow  the
shelved for another decade.

I should like o return o the
subject of rice milling fuciitics.  In his

Budget bSpeech, on page 3 under the
heading  “Prospects For 19617, the

Financial Secretary sa

the addiilonai
cultivatio

CWith o good  weather.
fand that will come under

the Black Bush Polder project o
pi c’m'”r shoubd cxpand owr rice produce
tion”

That means that within the next few
months the Bluck Bush project with s
27,000 acres will have been comrpleted

e,
it T owould ask Governinent what arg

t
1
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its pluns regarding milling facilities to
cope wilh the cextensive increase in rue
production” At onc umce Goversment
favoured another Jarge milll and  at
another time it was hoping that private
enterprise would supply the need. But
we are still living in the air without any
sctiled policy as regards the neccssity
o provide increased and efficient mili-
ing facilities for this vice. It not un
easy question. but it is not onc which
can wait untit our backs are against the
wall. It is essential for Government to
face up 10 the question and make a

positive  decision. | have  searched
riirough the Development Estimaies and
the Recurrent Estimates but have not

been able 1w see a single item (o pro-
vide

noreas

ed milling facilitics,
Hghtest

indication of what will b
policy  with respect (o
important phase of the rice

Or even

this
industry,

VeTY

Doam one thuse who beheve thag

woownosefl afl the rice we can produce.

but 1 also know that if our milling
facilities are not of the required  und
desired  efficiency we  -hall

great difficulty in marketing anv budh
manufactured  rice.  In 195 when,
through inclement  weather. we  pro-

duced a tremendous guantity of Neo 2
No. 3 and unelassified rice those Mem
bers of the Government. who were at
that time on the Rige 1 Marketing Board.
know of the dificulty we experienced

of that rice.  During thc

s yedr and towards the
cndd o yvear we produced again @
tairly substantial quantity of No. 2 and
B quality rice.

At thie end of the Board’s finan-
cldd  year in September  there  were
400.000 bags of that rice on hand, and
we Wire fummate this year that all the
padi reaped in the 1960 Autumn c.mp
fas been of fairdy good guality, It is
now more the exception than the rule

to be able 0 pick our parcels of had
madi and manufacture nee of good
standard, bt we may not always be
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so fortunate. Therefore I suggest that
we should approach the problem in a
businesslike manner.

I wish to touch very briefly on land
development. ] commend the Govern-
ment on its efforts to put our land
development schemes into the hands of
the people. We must have our grow-
ing pains, but at the same time we must
prepare the people for what must be
their responsibility as the months and
years go by. I think that if our Cane
Grove scheme is to be taken as a
beacon, then the getting out of Cane
Grove has been a little too precipitate.
| would have preferred Government to
organize the several authorities which
are to take over the administrative
functions of these land development
schemes before moving out gradually.
{ think it is essential that this should be
done, but I do not suggest that the pro-
cess of moving out should be retarded
unduly. It may well be that certain
amenities that should obtain in the
districts may be neglected and get into
disrepair. I think T have seen evidence
of just that. All in all I hope Govern-
ment will not feel that I am criticizing
its efforts to hand over responsibility
to the people. 1 think it is not only
desirable but necessary, but I say that
Government should have pursued a
more orderly retreat rather than this
hasty withdrawal that we saw and ex-
perienced at Cane Grove.

I have already said that the
Rupununi district is an extremely hard
country, but we have passed the day
and the time when we could leave those
people to the mercies of the Brazilians.
During the three years I have been a
Member of this Council, T have not
been able to see any positive steps to
improve the lot of our people in the
Rupununi district. They have been left
to get along as best they can, and the
effect has been to chase them into the
hands of the Brazilians. They have
reached the stage where they prefer to
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sell their produce to the Brazilians be-
cause they get quick money for their
greens or whatever they produce.

Seeing the country and seeing the
manner in which they produce their
citrus fruits and the like, I got the im-
pression that the country is, by and
large, offering itself for large scale
development of citrus. The sandy
looms, particularly, seem to offer good
prospects for this particular crop. I
have travelled between the mountains,
valleys and, in particular, in the Mocha-
Mocha and San José districts, and I
have never in my life seen, except in the
Tacama apd Ebini areas, such splendid
specimens of limes and lemons. They
grow abundantly — each tree being
heavily laden — and I want to throw
out a suggestion to Government for
examination and, perhaps, discussion
with the authorities —— the Director of
Agriculture and his officers — for the
initiation of a pilot scheme at Lethem
for the expressed purpose of extracting
oil and pulp from the citrus grown in
that area.

Why I suggest this  parti-
cular mode of approach is be-
cause 1 feel it would be entirely out
of the reach of any of the smaller people
in the area to be able to put down any
such mill for extraction as I have
suggested; and I think that the oil,
juice and pulp thus produced, will be
able to bear the air freight down. We
have to bear in mind that the Govemn-
ment, of its own volition, closed the
trail, and the only other means of getting
the scheme going two ways is by air.

About the Tapakuma Scheme: I
am in favour of the development of all
areas as quickly and as completely as
possible, but I would ask for a further
examination of the Tapakuma Scheme.
I know that the Government has in-
berited a very difficult project in the
Anna Regina rice mill. Large sums of
money have been spent on it to get it
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into Weing and when it was finished and
the mitl started to work., someons at
that  stage  seemed  to have  tarned
around and asked the question:  Where
was the padi to come from. to make the
proposition @t Anna Regina & possible.

reasonable  and  cconomical  one? |
know that that state of ecvents has

been inherited by the Government and
I wonder, now. il this factor has not

weighed  op  its mind, unduly, in
bringing  forward this Tapakuma
Scheme.  in other words, what T mean

i just this:  To get padi to make the
Anna Regina mill a viable and reason-
able proposition, let ws spend $17
million on the Tapakuma Scheme to
make this possible hecause, examining
the scheme  from  ifs  present possi-
bilities to what is envisaged on its com-
pletion, b think the scheme cannot, in
a strict seénse, be considered to he an

£Conomic  one,

Possibly, the Government  has
decided to- make it not only an cco-
nomic, but u  social  project.  In
other words, {o muake more money,

more. work and so on available in that
area — the Essequibo drea — sometimes
referred to as the “Cinderella Area™. If
it is a social project, I think Gaovern-
ment should state the case clearly and
say that it is not cxactly an economic
project, but it is one that would provide
more social amenitics for the area. If
not, we might wake up onc of these
mornings and find ourselves in & posi-
tfion not  dissimilar t¢0 what we have
found in another sector—the Bonasika

Scheme - which can be. ad fimes.
considered  "an  slephant  of  some
cotour™ whether  pink, white or
otherwise, Have vour choice! T would

like Government o examine a little. more
accurately and intensely, this Tapakuma
Scheme. I am not sadsficd in my mind
that it is an economic project; and T say
so quite distinetly and clearly.
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Then  ihis  Govermment, through

its mouthpiece the Financial Secre-
tary.  does  not  sce  the  necessity
to change, one way or the other,
any of the excise duties in any of

the revenue-raising departments.  Act-
ually, I expected this because, as we
know, we are looking forward fo the
next few months when we go to the
polis to decide who our next Govern-
ment should  be,  with  independence
around the corner. But, all in all, may
[ say I do not find any serious fault
with the Budget. 1 have said so in
Finance Committee and T shall main-
fain that attitude  throughout  this
Budget debate, [Pause.]

Mr., Speaker: If there are no
other  contributions, then T shall ask
the Financial Secretary to reply, if he
so desires. [Pause.] It appears that the
Financial  Secretary does not wish to
reply.  The Question is, hon. Members.
“that the Bill be read a Second time”.

Ouestion
Pause.

Mr. Kendall: [ think the rcason
for all this is due to the Government.
You have a very important thing like
the Education Bill, and today when
Members come here, instead of dealing
with that Bill, we find an agenda——— =

put.  and

agreed  fo.

Mr. Speaker: What are you speak.
ing on?

Mr. Kendall:

FEASOT] e

I am saying that the

Mr. Speaker: The Bill has been
read a Second time,
- Mr. Kendall:  We are supposed to
be speaking on the Heads. and T oam
making an observation.
SUSPENSION  OF  SITTING
Mr. Speaker:s 1 shall suspend the
sitting of this Council, so that the hon.
the Financial Secretary can make up his
mind as to what he should do.
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The Financial Secretary: I
sorry. Sir. 1 was looking for:

am

Mr. Speaker: I shall suspend the
sitting for ten minutes.

Sitting suspended at 4.16 p.m.

Council resumed at 4.26 p.m.

Mr. Kendall: Now that we have
resumed, 1 would like to move the
adjournment of Council until tomorrow
so that hon. Members would have an
opportunity to study the Appropriation
Bill. [Laughter.] 1 move the adjourn-
ment of Council, because, from what 1
have seen before the sitting was
suspended, the Financial Secretary is
not ready to proceed with the Bill and
Members on this side of the Table are
not ready.

Sir, I found the Order Paper on the
Table before me. When I came into
this Council 1 received an indication
from Government that on the 28th
December, which is today, the Order
Paper would be forwarded. It was only
then that 1 realized that the Appro-
priation Bill was to be discussed today.

Mr. Bowman: I beg to second the

Motion.
Mr. Speaker: 1 am afraid that
lhon. Members are rather late, and if

anybody is to be blamed it is they.
When we reached this item on the
Order Paper, | can remember dis-
tinctly that the Financial Secretary rose
and asked that the Council resume for
the purpose of continuing the debate on
the Second Reading of the Appropria-
tion Bill. T did not let it go like that.
I rose; read the item; and repeated the
item which was for consideration. I
even mentioned that the Financial
Secretary had already spoken and that
his Budget Speech was before us. No
Member said anything on the question;
no member said he was not prepared
to go on with it, and | proceeded with
the item.
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The hon. Member for Georgetown
North rose and spoke on the Bill. As
hon. Members will recall, he began by
referring to what took place at the
opening of the Sessions and then, ulti-
mately, he proceeded to debate the
Motion for the Second Reading of the
BAll.

He spoke at oconsiderable length,
and, when he had spoken for one hour,
I remarked that for him to proceed any
longer it was necessary to have a Mo-
tion moved. As a matter of fact that was
in keeping with what had taken place
on a previous occasion. I shall refer to
the Hansard, so that Members will see
the lapse of time that occurred.  The
Hansard report of the 18th January,
1960, records in column 150:

“Mr. Speaker: I should like to re-
mind hon. Members that this is the
Appropriation Bill before us, and as the
Budget is under debate I thought I should
allow Members a half an hour more than
they are permitted to speak under the
Standing Orders. If further time is neces-
sary, it will have to be secured by way
of a substantive Motion. I am just tell-
ing the hon. Member for Georgetown
North that his extra half-hour is fast
running out and there is still the Com-
mittee stage left.”

A Motion was moved and the hon. Mem-
ber for Georgetown North had his time
extended for half an hour, but in point
of fact he did not use up all of the extra
half an hour, because his hour ended at
3.16 p.m. and he spoke for another 10
minutes, which ended at 3.26 p.m.

Up to then there was not one word
by any Member as to his being put out
by the wish of the Government to pro-
ceed. At 3.28 p.m. Mr. Davis rose and
he spoke until ten minutes past four.
After Mr. Davis had sat down and I al-
lowed about three minutes to elapse, I
asked whether any other Member wished
to speak. No Member responded. I
then intimated that if no other Mem-
ber wished to speak I would ask the hon.
the Financial Secretary to wind up the
debate. No response came from the
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Financial Secretary, nor did any come
from any other Member. 1 asked again
whether the Financial Sccretary wished
to wind up the debate, but there was no
answer. | then said that it appeared that
the Financial Secretary did not wish to
reply to the debate,

There was no protest from anyone,
i then put the question that the Bill be
read a Second time.  This was carried.
I then directed that the Bill be read a
Sccond time. It was at this stage that
the hon. Member for New Amsterdam
{Mr. Kendall) rose to speak, and after he
had said a few words | inquired of him
whether he was speaking on the Motion,
I did not know what he was speaking on.
In fact there was no Motion on which he
could speak. I then looked at the Fin-
ancial Secretary and asked him what he
intended to do.  As it appeared to me,
he did not seem to comprehend or he
did not appreciate what the position was.
I asked again but he scemed unable to
appreciate what the position was, there-
fore, in fairness to the Financial Secretary
and Members, I adjourned the Council
for ten minutes in order to let the Fin-
ancial Secretary make up his mind, be-
cause the next move was with him, and
that is the position at the present time,

Of course during a debate Mem-
bers may have to consult each other on
certain questions, and perhaps in their
intense discussions they pay no heed to
the progress of the debate.  1f as a re-
sult of their actions things go awry they
cannot  blame anyone but themselves.
In the circumstances, I could only con-
clude that no other Member wished to
contribute to the debate, nor did the
Financial Secretary wish to reply.

Now we have a Motion for an ad-
journment of the debate.  That is a mat-
ter entirely for Members. If they wish
to adjourn this debate on the Budget
for another time it is o matter entirely
for them. but I thought I should make
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the position perfectly clear so that Mem-
bers may realize that considerable in-
dulgence was given, and that the de-
bate procceded in an unhurried manner.
I shall put the Question. The Ques-
tion is, “That this Council be adjourned
until tomorrow at 2 p.m”
and  vored  as

Council  divided

follows :

For
Mr. Bowman
Mr. Davis

Againsi
Mr. Hubbard
M Saffee

Mr. Telio Mr, Rai

Mr. Jackson Mr. Ram Karran
Mr. Campbeli Mirs. Jaggn

Mr. Burnham Mr. Benn

Mr. Kendall T Dr. Jagan

Fhe Financial Seore-
ary )
The Attorney-General

The Chief Seeretary,
Y

I3d Not Vote
Mr. Gajrag 1.

Mr, Speaker:  The Motion is ot
We vhall proceed.

A, Besviman s 1 owish to iniroduce
a Motion.

Mr, Speaker :  Not now; you can-

not move another Motion now Wi
shall procesd.
The Financial Secretagry: I move

that this Council resolves itself into Com-
mittee to consider the Bilt Clause by
Clause.

Mr. Bumbam: [ would like
ask the Financial Sccretary through you.
Sir. if he could supply us with copies of
the Estimates because, like him. we did
not bring our copies with us this after-
noon, and we are unable to make any
contribution to the consideration in Cem-
mittee without copies of the Estimates.
It is a courtesy to which I think we are
entitled.  Copies of the Estimates should
be made available to us belore we pro-
ceed.
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The Minister of Labour, Health and

Housing (Mrs. Jagan) : [ was in Coun-
cil when we adjourned at the last meet-
ing, and we were all informed of the busi-
ness of today’s meeting and the fact that
we would be sitting this evening. |
presume that other Members received the
same information.

WMr. Speaker:
that a Motion was moved for an
journment and it was lost.

I was about to say
ad-

Mr. Barmham: [ have asked the
Financial Sccretary to extend what I con-
sider an elementary courtesy because,
Itke him, we do not have our copies of
the Estimates here.

The Chief Secretary (Mr. Hedges):

did say to the Council uon we 2ord of

December that this week would be de-
voted to the Budget debate.

Mr. Bowman: [ would like to be
supplied with a copy of the Finaaciul
Secretary’s Budget Speech. 1 did not
bring mine.

Mr. Speaker: That is a domestic
arrangement. I am not concerned with
those details.

The Chief Secretary: A certain
Members do not have copies of the Esti-
mates with them, and as the time is
now 4.45 p.m., 1 move that the Coun-
cil adjourn to 8.30 this evening to allow
other Members to bring their copies of
the Estimates.

The Attorney-General' (Mr.  Aus-
tin) : I beg to second the Motion.

Mr. Burnham: Standing  Order
S provides that me Council shall sit from
2 pam. to S p.m., and paragragh (5)
says that, “a sitting may be continued
after 5 p.m. if the Council, on motion
made without notice, so orders.” Para-
graph (6) says: “The Council mayv fr m

time to time alter the hours pro-
vided in this Standing Order for
beginning and ending a sitting.”
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I am submitting that if these times arc
to be changed they must be altered by
the Council from time to time. We can-
not assume that we can normally ad-
journ to eight o’clock.

Mr. Speaker: If you want us to
sit on here until five o’clock, I am pre-
pared to do so. This Council can move
and make an order to sit at any time,
just as how it can decide to sit on Mon-
day or Tuesday, or any day at any parti-
cular time.

These are the Orders of the Coun-
cil itself. This is the supreme body; it
regulates its own procedure, and if the
Supreme Body wants to sit at any hour,
there can be a Motion for that purpose.
There is a Motion and if this Council
carries it, it is quite in order.

Mr. Bowman: With your permis-
sion, T want to say that discretion is
used in every field of human activity;
and in view of the fact that almost
cveryone on this side of the Coulcu
came unprepared, I do not think the
Members of the Government should re-
sist. Of what are they afraid? I move
that the decision be rescinded.

Mr. Speaker : It cannot be done.
It is against the Standing Orders. As |
said before, 1 was very patient; and when
Members make such demands. thev must
realize that they themselves are griev-
ously at fault.

Mr. Bowman: Two Members came
here prepared whilst others came unpre-
pared. Those of us who came unpre-
pared felt that those who were prepared
would have spoken — I mean Govern-
ment Members. I have lost my oppor-
tunity. Are tkey afraid to hear what we
have to say?

Mr. Spe ker: I have ruled that the
Motion that the decision be rescinded
nnot be put. A Motion had been al-

ready put. ILlembers must understand
that they must always pay atten-
tion; and I wish to say this:
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Ivir, Spraker]

In  another well-ordered Lewsislative

Council, when an important debate
is foreshadowed or is being anxiously
awaited, Members of the Council who

are for or againsy a particufar Motion,
more particularly if ?h} are of one mind

by

on the particufar debate, decide among
Lh”l]l‘-‘!«}\\"ﬂ HESR A \:».'ho . um"d speak. One

)"‘.if mber may  sg O Ccertaiy aspects

and others on different dspLCIS and so

on.  They weuld o decice in what
order hw wotild ak. Again. there

P
is a principle followed by Members; and,

moreso, when they are opposing and
want to take part in 2 long debate, they
Jecide among themsely e

s on what they
would debate;  then there is usualiy no
fag in the debate. 1t inuy well be that,
in certain other places. members of the
i‘}«*wvnmmn and f’)gmm*“ff‘.:v speak alter-
naiely.  Whatever procedure s ad ed
is the choice of Membuers, but they ma

stand or fall by their choice and bv 'x,?n.im
own attitude. Ofttimes Members, includ-

ing movers of Motions, atter they bave
wpoken, seem 1o have not much interest
in the contributions others may make:

they leave for the |
deat of what takes
ton s partly resy

fobby and miss a good

i This inatien-
.()H\ihk‘ for the incon-
veniences of which Mombers complam.
The Question now  before  Council,
however, is that we adjourn (o 854 pom.

Mr., Tello: Mr. Speaker.

i I crave
your indulgence. 1 s g roper that the
Council be aware of the facts to be ~—— ~-

Mr. Speaker: I vou want to speak,

go on; but ' owill put the

i it is five o'clock.

Motioa even

Mr. Tello:

Uwant to say tha the

Motton now seceks o adiourn thws (s,um
cit until 3.30 pan. However. T would

point out to the hon, the Financial Sec-
retary that he has not fulfilled the mest
important obligation, and that is this:
The printed Estimates that he offered s
were subjected to several  amendments
in Finance Committee and they are not
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here with us; and we cannot rely on our
niemories.  Consequently, I am asking
him to be fair to us, legislators, and give
us some time untif {OMOTFOW.

iy,

Ty £ m
(N, e

Speaker:  On Thursday, the
ficl Secretary proposed, among
cther things. that we ¢ shouid sit this even-
mz: at 83f) e I am afraid that
¢onen, sdember’s recollection s very
seriously af fault.  That was on Thurs-
affernoen and, at that time, the hon.
Member for Georgetown North  asked
whether that was a ixture and T replied
as a proposal. The Minuges on Fri-
dav contained the whole of the nroposal:
‘md on ‘fud ay 1 sp ciﬁcuiiy atiracred the

cunmmui in thu Mmuth, so that Mem-
bers. who bad been absent from the pre-
meeting and had not noticed the
osal in the Minutes, would then
have an opportunity of saying something
about it.  No  one expressed any opin-
fon and [ a0k it that Mcembers did not

wish to say anyvthing.  Members there-
fore, cannot plead unawareness of that

fuct.,  Now thar the Motion is moved
for the adjournment. Members cannot
properly say they had not been apprised

or that they did not have forcknowledge
m this Motion.  The Motion now be-

i {mmiis;: that this Council be
ed 1o 8.30 oclock this cvenmg,

Guestion put, Council divided and

voted as follows:
For Against
Mr. Hubbard Mr. Bowman
Mr., Davis Mr. Tello
Mr. Gajraj Mr. Jackson
Mr. Saffee Mr  Campbell
Mr. Rai Mr, Burnham

Mr. Ram Karran Mr. Kendall —
Mis, Jagan
Mr., Benn
Dr. Jagan
The Financial
Secretary
The Attorney-
Greneral
The Chief Secre-
1ary —- 12,

Motion carried,
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Mr. Speaker: The Council’s sitting
is now suspended until 8.30 o’clock this
evening.

Sitting suspended at five o’clock.
RESUMPTION OF SITTING
Council resumed at 8.30 p.m.

Mr. Speaker : When we suspended
the sitting, hon. Members, the Second
Reading of the Bill intituled:

“An Ordinance to appropriate the
supplies granted in the current session of
the Legislative Council”.

had been completed.
ceed.

We will now pro-

Council resolved itself into Com-
mittee to consider the Bill clause by
clause.

COUNCIL IN COMMITTEE

Clause 1. — Short Title — passed
as printed.
Clause 2. — Accountant General to

defrav expenses of Civil Government.

The Financial Secretary: 1 would
ask that consideration of Clause 2 for
which there is an Amendment conse-
quential on changes in the Schedule be
deferred.

Question put, and agreed to.
Clause 2, by leave, deferred.
SCHEDULE

The Financial Secretary: 1 beg to
move that the Schedule set out in Appen-
dix “D” of the Report of Finance Com-
mittee be adopted as a Schedule to the
Bill.

Question put, and agreed to.
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The Chairman: [ assume that you
will take it with the resolve clause later
on.

The Financial Secretary:  Yes, Sir.

GOVERNOR

UPKEEP OF GOVERNMENT HOUSE

Mr. Burnham : Under “Other
Charges”, I beg to move the reduction of
Sub-Head 2 — “Upkeep of Government
House” — $3,000, by $1,000. It seems
to me to be a rather small amount in a
Budget of over $50 Million, but, in the
absence of any proper explanation, it
seems to me that $3,000 for the Upkeep
of Government House is both extrava-
gant and uncalled for. In these days of
parsimony on the part of the Govern-
ment and the desire to economize, I do
not see why the Upkeep of Government
House should be increased by $1,000.

The Financial Secretary : Theamount
is the same as the provision and actual
expenditure in 1959.

Mr. Burnham: [ am not interested
in whether it is the same figure. It is
$80 more or $2,060 on the approved
Estimates for 1960, and you are now in-
creasing it by another $1,000. There is
nothing here to indicate that the amount

voted last year was inadequate. There-
for why vote an extra $1,000?
The Financial Secretary: It is

neither for entertainment, nor the upkeep
of the building. It is for furniture,
plate, linen, etc.

Mr. Burnham: Then the Sub-Head
is a misnomer. What has furniture to
do with upkeep?

The Financial Secretary: The Sub-
Head is explained in the note in the Esti-
mates which states: ‘““Sub-head redesig-
nated, formerly shown as ‘“furniture,
plate, linen, etc.”
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My, Burnham : The Sub-Head Mr. Jackson: May T ask the Finan-
makes nonsense oi  Enghsh: furniture,  cial Secretary whether he has any Sup-

plate and linen are under the upkecp of
Governnent House. ‘x!"hv are you try-
ing to hide them under “Upkeep of Gov-
ernment House™? {Interruption.] 1 am
not going to listen to the hon. Ex-Minis-
ter of Ignorance. “Upkeep of Govern-
ment Howse” means what it says. the
note: ; ated, formerly
shown as “f\lrmtm'b platc, hnen. ete.”
does not help us.  In the first place it is
not upkeep.  If the wmount is to be used
furniture, plate, linen, ete., why
it necessary to purchase more furniture
m 1961 than in 19607

The Chief Secretdry. I believe |
am correct i saving ihat the figure was
originally $3.000. but it was reduced in
1960, We are now, going back to the
artginal figure.  This amount is lor fur-
niture, plate, finen, including the refur-
nishing of settees ete., and other items
of furniture that are in necd of repair.

The Chalrman: I oseem to recali
that when § was at the age of the hon.
Meiuber for Georgetown Central, there
s a sayving which runs thus: “Call a
anv other name it smells just

¢ hv
as sweet”
Mr., Burnham @ My worry is why
this “rose’” ds costing us ‘?-;’%,()()( moTe
than in 1960, 1f the vote lor Tasi vean
wus  inadeguatie, §C*’ us say so. Ioam
asking the Finangtal Secretary whether
it. was found Hm,t, ;?:2,()()() was insufficient
for the Governor’s furniture, plate and
finen?  As who runs a household
and has the responsibility for furniture,
plate and linen, 1 do not see any explana-
tion for this increase.  The chairs at
Government House will be less frequently
sat on and. consequently, the covers and
so on will fast longer.  Let us say that
we want an extra $1,000 for the Gov-
ernor’s furniture, plate and Inen.

one

The
they have
several years.

The Financial Secretary :
amount was inadequ i
been spending ;3.“)(!(3 for

say that $2,000 was inadequate.

plementary  Estimates i1 connection

with this matter for 19607

Tie Financial Seeretary: There was
ne supplementary expenditore in 1960,

Mr. Burnham:  If this is the 28th
December and up to now we have not
had any supplementary, 1 cannot see
by what process of  reasoning you can
Was
he unaware until now that he had to re.
{urnish or replace furniture?

The ¥Financial Secretary: The very
fact that the provision was nadequate
m 1960 is un added rcason for the in-
crease in the provision in 1961,

Mr., Burnham: 1 have not scen any
deterioration of appearance.

The Chairman:  The Question s,
“That Sub-Head 2-—“Upkeep of Govern-
ment Fouse -—53,000, be  reduced by
by $1.,000.7

Amendiment negatived.

The Chairman: The Motion is lost.

The Question is, “That Head 1-—Gover-
nor—be carried out at $18,868™

Agreed 10,
Head passed.
GOVERNOR'S SECBETARIAT

The Chawman:  The Question s,
“That Head 1A~—Governor’s Secretariat
—he carried out at $42,9347.

Agread to.

Head passed,

LEGISLATURE
The Chairman: The Question is,

“That Head 2—Legislature-—be carried
out at $44,683
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Agreed to.

Head passed.
AGRICULTURE.

Mr. Jackson: I beg to move a re-
duction by $1 of Sub-Head 35—Miscel-
laneous Services— Milk Pasteurisation
Plant—$100,000. This type of unrealis-
tic preparation of the Budget for this
Council is something which we must
condemn on every occasion. Last year |
did the same thing that I am doing to-
night. In the Estimates for 1960, it will
be seen that the figures are the same
as they were in 1959; and, in spite of
the fact that there has been an increase
in the wages paid to Government em-
ployees of this category from 1959
throughout the whole of this year, we
have the same figure put down in the
Estimates for 1961. This fooling of the
Council by the Government is some-
thing which is to be deplored. Unless
the staff has been considerably reduced
there is something wrong in the prepar-
ation of the Estimates for 1961. The
amount for wages of workers was in-
creased by about 9 per cent. in 1960,
but Government has put down the same
figures for 1961. In addition Govern-
ment has not yet made up its mind as
to what it will cost to implement the
new minimum wage of $3.04 per day.
Will Government tell this Council why
the figure in the estimate for 1961 is
the same as it was in 1959 and 1960?

Mr. Benn: The hon. Member seems
to have answered his own question. The
position is that the Department does not
vet know how much it will cost. The es-
timate for 1960 was the same, and until
the year is ended it will not be possible
to know how much it will cost to run
this section of the Department.

Mr. Jackson: If the Minister is
definite in his explanation at least he has
een the folly of his reply, for in 1959
the amount was the same as in 1960.
In 1960 Government added 9 per cent.
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or more as an increase in wages, there-
fore what is the reason that we do not
see for 1961 the total amount of the
increase paid in 1960?

Mr. Benn: Because we did not
want to “fool” the Council any further,
but preferred to wait until we got the
correct figures.

Mr. Jackson : The Minister, perhaps,
is still suffering from the effects of the
dinner he has eaten tonight, because
there has been an increase of the mini-
mum wage to $3.04, which is more than
$2.75 per day. The figure put down for
1959 was based on a minimum wage of
$2.52 per day, but Government paid
$2.75 per day from 1959 throughout
1960. Could the 1961 estimate not be
based on the 1960 payment?

Mr. Benn: The hon. Member is as-
suming a lot of things—that we employ
the same number of people and that all
of them will be working in the same
place. Actually some of the people were
transferred to the Central Agricultural
Station at Mon Repos last year or the
year before.

Mr. Burnham: The Minister has
got himself further entangled. If you are
not transferring some of the people, on
what basis do you show the identical
figure? If you are not transferring them,
and if they are being paid more, the
amount must be more. That answer gets
us in a further labyrinth.

Mr. Jackson: Will the Financial
Secretary tell us something about this?
The Minister has ventured into a field
which should be covered by the Finan-
cial Secretary.

The Financial Secretary: 1 can as-
sure the hon. Member that these Esti-
mates were prepared in the Department
concerned, and they cover the expendi-
ture for which the Sub-Head is to pro-
vide. That is all 1 can say.
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Mr. Jackson :
retary  therefore
ull ivnmxk*d&zv

Does the ¥Financial

admit that he has
4 what transpires in
and that he just takes
to him and puts it on

what s st bﬁmm
the Estin

The Financial Secvetary:  If csti-
mates are reasonable I accept them. 1
h:ad no reason to believe that this was

Nreason: ,}‘; I

I assume  that if
wde they would be re-

estimate, for i would
if"zi,‘l‘i;' were less people to be
v oown  knowledge is that the
took place  loneg before this

that th>  figure put down in
: care of the transfers to Mon
Repos, What T have been trying to point
out is that if the Legmhm( Council is
asked to vote wmoney  for  serviees it
should have full knowledge of the rea-
1 ced 1o vore that amount of

i have expected o hear
that hu ause of the
) uct}omv which has been
c\cuuwd l)y the Dcpxrtmcnt, and by

{L%xu
fransfe

the  Government, what is the saving
eted  on this  particular  item by
rs:duction m’ wlﬂ' (lf reduction

re has m)é o0 ’ml‘
of mv points o the  wages
which have been agreed upon.

& ?}'U{Zi ure

J:

gerefary 1 have
nomy in this case.
wtment asked for,
quest and it was

Fhe F En::m,g*i:,,!

By

My, Bursham : May 1 find out from

gy employees are

o,

*\’!r( Henn : Member can

[

use the Fmance Commiitee for that pur-
am unable to keep all  those
' am sorry 1 do

Mr. Jackson :
Government o und

would  like this
watand that it can-
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not shut out the opposition by the atti-
tude it is adopting. In 1958 they sat
over there, kept their mouths closed and
did not reply to the comments made on
this side of the Table, We therefore
had to wse this Committee to bring out
what we wanted, and we are going 1o
use 1t again,

Mr. Tello: Reference to the Finan-

cial Secretary’s Budget Speech makes it

juite clear  that  there was an antich
pated  increase inowages equivalent to
more  than  $1 million, and having

stated that he anticipated such an in-
Fam sure the Finaneial Secretary
have guestioned any  estimate
ning from any Department which was

crease

e cxact figwre of the previc
We on this side of the Table are won-
dering  whether these res  indicate

ndous reduce-
for if there are to be in-
creased wages and the estimate remains
the same, it must mean that there will
m.mi to be paid.  As a trade
I fear that Goverpment 1s going
to dismiss many of the girls and bovs
working in Department.

that there  will be a

tion in  staff,

< x;g

think 1
if_lt?’(, SD-ﬁ?('ch

The Financial Seeretary s 1
quite <‘h - in my Bu
estimates do not reflect the

in wages. That will re-
sunnlementary provision when we
how much the increase under cach

latest increase
quire
fnow

Head amounts to,
Mr. Burphar: It was the same
thing we were told last year. Last year,

M. Ch:lirnmn we had $7.942 on this
item. We were told by the hon. Finan-
cial Secretary’s  predecessor  in office
that we must wait until the true figures
are ascertained —— until the impact of

the paltry  increase  becomes obvious.
Very well, but  $7.942. the former

Financial Secrctary said, wuas based on

$2.52: then, in 1960, 1 think they had
paid 8$2.75  nd therefore you are just

holding on to the new in
what they should be. At least vou should
have had in the estimates for 1961, the
increase reflected in 1960,

Crease 10 sen
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The Financial Secretary : Provision
of this amount does mnot only reflect
wages; there is also the size of the pro-
vision and the number of people em-
ployed.

Mr. Burnham: That is exactly the
same point I am making; keep the same
figures and pay the same staff. That is
why the hon. Minister could not tell us
what is the size of the staff.

Mr. Benn: The hon. Member must
know that the answers to these questions
deserve some kind of notice so that in-
formation relating to the size of the
staff in any section or department could
be obtained. If we are expected to
answer how many watchmen and
gardeners are working in each depart-
ment, we will have to walk with an en-
cyclopedia. Actually, in this section of
the department, one or two girls have
been employed during the year to inves-
tigate the need for more milk in certain
scctions of the City of Georgetown.

Mr. Burnham : It is the first time in
my life T have heard that we have to
go to a dictionary or encyclopedia to
know the number of employees. Words
must have changed their meanings for
the hon. Minister. [ do not expect the
hon. Minister to say how many watch-
men and gardeners are employed; but
what T would expect the hon. Minister
to say is that we have put the same
figures because we have reduced the
number or, I am sorry, we have put the
same figures because the number is not
reduced —that the number is going up
and, at least, at this stage we can have
an Amendment—and not tell us about
dictionaries and encyclopedia. Where
that comes in T do not know.

Mr. Kendall: Could the hon. Min-
ister say whether it is the policy of the
Government to reduce its labour force,
in order to pay the basic rate of $3.04?

Mr. Benu: There is no question of
the reduction of the labour force; and
the hon. Member must not hold on to
this point.

28TH DECEMBER, 1960

—Budget Debate 386
Mr. Burnham : Now that the heat
is generated, perhaps the hon. Minister

can tell us why he has the same figures
for 1961 as he had in 1959?

Mr. Benn: The answers have been
given and no more answers will be
given.

Mr. Jackson : The Minister has
tried to make us believe, or wants to
represent to us, that he does not exam-
ine these things — for it is rather ele-
mentary to examine figures — but he
said, when we were debating the Bill on
Education, that he has a flair for re-
search. Why does he not go into this
matter and see that the position is un-
realistic?

Mr. Benn: That is for you to do.

Mr. Jackson: And I will do it.
Why does he, as Minister, not answer
the question? Why did he not consult
the Head of the Department “and say
why the figures for 1961 are the
same as in 1959 and 1960? Had
he done that, he would have been
fully aware of the circumstances —
whether there would have been a re-
trenchment in the staff or a reduction
in the number of people employed and
so forth. We are entitled to information
in this Council and we should have it.
We know that they have complete dis-
regard for the “Opposition” and, there
fore, they adopt this attitude.

Mr. Benn: That is not so.

Mr. Tello: I noticed the hon. Min-
ister was anxious to assure this Coun-
cil that there is no question of reduc-
tion, I want him to assure this
Council that there will be no reduction.

Mr. Benn: I can give no assurance
of what is going to happen in any de-
partment during the year. The hon.
Member, himself, during the debate this
afternoon, was questioning certain
things in relation to the Milk Pasteuri-
ation Plant. The hon. Member must
know that the activities of the Plant
are under constant investigation and

supe ision.
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Mr. Tello: Thercfore, that state-
ment of ‘there s no questien of reduc-
tion' is an empty one! When shall I be
in a position to accept what is given to
this Council?

The hon. Member
seems to be umaware of the fact
that there is an increase in the Esti-
mates for the payment of $3.04 per day.
Certainjy, that increase is based on the
existing labour force. I assure the
hon. Member that we do not have to
stand on our heads and wriggle our
feet to make that point.

Mrs. Jagan:

Mr. Burmmham: The point T want
to make is this: the hon. Minister said
he  cannot  give any undertaking
whether or not there will be any reduc-
tion.

The Chairman : just  want 1o
clear my own mind. As far as T can
gather here, this amount of $7,942 is
the same as it was in 1959  and the
same as it was in 1960, It is alleged,
and perhaps you may correct me if T am
wrong, that some years carlier the same
figures appeared when the rate was
$2.52 and the figures also appeared
when the rate had been increased to
$2.75, and for next year the rate is
%3.04. The difficulty Members seem fo
he experiencing is: Would it be the
same figure if the staff is maintained at
the same numerical strength? It fol-
fows, as night follows day, thai it can-
not be the same if the staff s maio-
tained at the same  strength  and
an increase in wages is . maintained.
I understand  the  hown.  Financial
Seeretary  to say that  the  proper
amount is noi yet known but that when
this proper amount is ascertained. there
will be @ supplementary estimate.  The
Members are  questioning why was the
figure not changed in 1960 and why
was it not anticipated, having regard to
the position. Is that so”

Yes,
nir.
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AMro Jai Narine Smgh: I want

ta know if this amount includes casual
workers? If it includes casual work-
ers it would vary {rom day to dav.
from week to weck  and from year to
year.  An amount fike this would be
subject o variation.  And if in 1959
the rate was $2.57 and in 1960 it was
$2.75 and there was ne vanation, it
would be reflected in the Financial Secre-
tary’s rectification of amounts.

Mir. Jackson : My bon. Friend,
who has just arrived, has not yet grasped
the subject. ff he would Tlook at the
Head above he would see that it deals
with the Gardens Supervisor. [ am
sure he will agree that I sheuld know
something about the staft in the Gardens
and elsewhere, T am sure that he will
admit that I have morz intimate krow-
Jedge in connection with this matter
than he does. T am saying, without any
fear of contradiction, that this staff is
a regular statf. Tt is because of the fact
that T know the extent of regular employ-
ment in this place that I challeage the
figure in the Estimates.

I did say that I appreciate the fact
that, on the Jatest revision ($3.04 a
day) it would be difficult to put down
what it would cost Government next
year.  The point I make is that the
Estimates  for 1961 should have re
flected what was spent this year.

Afr. Jai Narine Singh:  Mr. Chair-
man, the same objection should have
been raised while discussing the Esti-
mates for 1960 when in 1959 there was
a rise of 23¢, —from $2.52 to $2.75. 1
think this is merely a question of quib-
bling on the part of some hon. Mem-
bers.  If Goveroment has given an un-
dertaking to the workers, the matter will
be attended o0 Phis is merely a ques
tion of delaying the proceedings.

Mr. Jacksen : If the hon. Meamber
ere present this afterncon when he
ought to have been, he would not have
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made this comment. He would have
known that I raised the same point by
referring to the Hansard for 1960.

Mr. Jai Narine Singh: I was doing
public business elsewhere; 1 was not
sitting in my office doing nothing. So
far as this matter is concerned, if it
were a question which was watertight
and there was no possibility of varying
it, T would have agreed to fight the
matter.

It has been said that certain revi-
sions will take place during the course
of 1961. The Financial Secretary can
come here at any time during the year
and say that the Department of Agricul-
ture needs more money for the purpose
of adoming the City of Georgetown,
and that he needs $5,000 for that pur-
pose.

Mr. Burnham: I happen to know
that the hon. Member for Georgetown
South is aspiring to a Government
office

The Chairman: You have said
something of which 1 am not aware.
You may have certain knowledge which
| do not possess, but I do say that I am
entitled to understand fully what is
said in this Council so that I can follow
the proceedings: please do not keep me
in the dark.

Mr. Bumham: I can give you no
further insight into the aspiration of the
hon. Member, but I happen to know that
the hon. Member, who claims to have
been doing public business, left a certain
place to come here and did not come
here.

The hon. Member talks about
quibbling. It must be understood that
under our Standing Orders we cannot
increase expenditure, and we have to
seek this opportunity to put oOver cer-
tain points. [If the hon. Member for
Georgetown South is uneasy, having at-
tended the meeting for the first time,
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et him keep his uneasiness to himself
or go home. He has not vet been raised
to the post of Speaker of this Council.

Mr. Bean: The hon. Member is no
worse than the others. He was not here
and could not speak; the others were
here and did not speak.

The Chairman: [ must say this,
with due respect to the hon. Minister
of Natural Resources, that the hon. Mem-

ber for Georgetown South never re-
treats from an attack; he is quite
capable of standing on his own and

defending himself.

Mr. Jai Narine Singh: I thank you
very much, Sir. This is a question of
thrust and counter thrust. T would like
my hon. and learned Friend, the Mem-
ber for Georgetown Central, to under-
stand

The Chairman: I thing the situa-
tion has been cleared; If we continue in
this manner we will not get far. I shall
put the Motion if hon. Members in-
sist.

Mr. Jackson: [ will not insist on
my Amendment being put. I beg to
withdraw my Motion.

Agreed to.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

The Chairman :
under Agriculture?

Anything else

MILK PASTEURISATION PLANT

Mr. Jackson: [ had hoped to have
received information regarding the ques-
tions I have asked the Minister about
the Milk Pasteurisation Plant. I want
a reply, but the Minister has remained
mute. In the circumstances, I beg tc
move the reduction by $1 of Sub-Head
35 — Milk Pasteurisation Plant —
$100,000. Earlier today I said that the
Milk Pasteurisation Plant has been
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operating in a manner which leaves
room for improvement. I also said that
for the past two or three years we have
been asked to vote the same amount of
money year after year, and that subse-
quent to the passing of the Estimates
we have had to approve supplementary
provision. This year the supplementary
expenditure is $150,000 and, therefore,
it is clear that the request should have
been a figure of $245,000. Why is the
Government attempting to mislead the
Members of this Council? I wish to say
that, despite the nibbling on the part of
Government to increase the vote for this
Milk Pasteurisation Plant, there is still
a certain amount of wastage and, possi-
bly, dishonesty practised in some Depart-
ments.

I pointed out that, despite the fact
that Government lorries leave George-
town daily to go within three miles of
the Abary Bridge, the Government still
uses the lorries of two persons whose
names I mentiened carlier. The Govern-
ment pays these two people $40 a day
each to bring the milk from Abary
to Georgetown. That is a condition
which should not be allowed, for if the
Government  had  taken a complete
analysis of the working of this Plant
it would have known that it would have
been more economical to purchase two
lorrics to cover the threc-mile distance
between the point where its lorries stop
at Abary Bridge and Abary proper.
That appears to be condoning a racket.

Mr. Benn: The hon. Member is
wrong in his statement regarding the hire
of two lorries from the two gentlemen.
Under the Regulations for the supply of
milk anyone can take milk direct to the
Milk Pasteurisation Plant and he will be
paid at a higher rate than if the Milk
Pasteurisation Plant’s lorry collects the
milk at his doorstep. The lorries from
these two gentlemen were not hired by
the Department; the two gentlemen
oollected milk  from certain parts of
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Berbice and transpot iLow the Muk
Pasteurisation Plant. If that practice is
to be stopped, it wili be necessary to
amend the Regulations. This is under
the investigation of the Government and
the Ministry at the moment. Anyone can
take a pint of milk to the Milk Pasteuri-
sation Plant and receive more for i
than if a Government lorry collected the
milk and took it there. Those are the
conditions under which the Government
in power took over the Mik Pasteuri
sation Plant that was set up by the In-
terim (Government.

Mr. Jackson: 1 am glad that the
Minister can quote Regulations, and say
that anyone can take a pint of milk to
the Milk Pasteurisation Plant and re-
ceive payment for it. Whose responsi-
bility is it for collecting the milk?
Mr. “X” collects milk from Mr. “Z” in
the country and brings it to the Milk
Pasteurisatoin  Plant in  Georgetown,
is it expected that the price to
be obtained for the milk is so high
as to defray the cost of hiring
two trucks at $40 a day? Wiii the Min-
ister of Natural Resources tell us
whether the hiring of trucks is confined
to the East Coast of Demreara only, or
whether it applics also to  Georgetown?
I said earlier today that trucks are hired
by the Government in Georgetown at
$24 a day and that the drivers are paid
separately by the Government. Can the
Minister denv my statements?

My, Bemm: The hon. Member talks
about the hiring of trucks and of people
condoning rackets. I do not know who
he is suggesting is in a racket. The
hiring of trucks is done by way of ten-
ders. I do not know whether the hon,
Member is suggesting that the Tenders
Board is encouraging or engaging in a
racket, I maintain that these two gen-
tlemen receive a higher rate per gallon
for the milk they deliver to the Milk
Pasteurisation  Plant  than would have
been paid to them if the Government's
lorry had collected  the milk at  thewr
doorsteps. Even if a lorry from the Milk
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Pasteurisation Plant went to a particu-
lar area and the people decided to
deliver the milk to the Plant themselves,
the Regulations would permit them to
do so. We are trying to correct that at
the moment.

The Chairman: If I understand the
Minister aright, there is no question of
hiring a truck to bring in milk. But if
people collect the milk and take it to
the Plant they are paid so much per
gallon higher than if it were collected by
a Government lorry and delivered to the
Plant.

Mr. Benn: Not in every case, Sir.
In some cases the Milk Pasteurisation
Plant has to hire trucks to collect and
distribute milk, when there is a shortage
of lorries in the Department.

The Chmirmam: The position is that
when the Department sends a truck to
collect milk an additional expenditure is
incurred and less is paid for the milk. On
the other hand, if an individual delivers
the milk at the Plant he receives a
higher price per gallon. The question
seems to be; whether you have two sets
of trucks doing practically the same
work. The only question which seems to
me to arise is whether there are two sets
of contractors doing practically the same
business.

Mr. Kendall: The Minister in de-
fending the apparent deficiency of the
Milk Pasteurisation Plant suggested that
it is a legacy from the Interim Govern-
ment. Let me admit that that is true,
but the present Government used that
as a platform to get into power. The
fact is that after three years this Gov-

emmment has been unable to straighten
it out. It shows the Government’s in-
efficiency.

Dr. Jagan: There seems to be need
for explanation of some of the nonsense
that is said here. A few years ago the
Milk Pasteurisation Plant was reconsti-
tuting powdered milk and conducting an

28TH DECEMBER, 1960

—Budger Debate 394
intensive campaign to get people to buy
it in bottles. The former Minister of
Natural Resources and I went all the
way to the Abary and begged the people
to produce milk and sell it to the Milk
Paseurisation Plant. We even suggested
that the Plant should make chocolate
milk so as to encourage a greater con-
sumption of milk. What the hon. Mem-
ber fails to see is that when the Milk
Pasteurisation Plant was bought it was
badly planned, as its capacity is far in
excess of the milk we produce, and what
is happening now is that as a result of
increased co-operation we are getting
larger supplies of milk which, unfortu-
nately, the people are not consuming
because, for one reason or another, canned
milk is being consumed. But efforts
are being made to see that a greater con-
sumption of pasteurised milk takes
place. In fact it is now being considered
whether some of the milk collected in
an area should be distributed there with-
out being pasteurised, rather than bring-
ing it all the way to Georgetown and,
perhaps, having to give it away.

The problem is one of consumption.
It is not that the situation has remained
static. Much more milk is coming to the
Milk Pasteuisation Plant now than in
the last few years, but the fact is that at
the moment the milk is not being con-
sumed as readily as it should be. I have
seen some figures which show that in
1957 the production was a little over
250,000 gallons, but in 1959 it rose to
500,000 gallons. It 1s an achievement in
itself that we were able to get people all
over the country to produce milk. Even
if it is being given away and we are
losing money, it means that the nutri-
tional standard of the people is being
benefited. = So that Members must not
think it is a complete waste. Certain
people are benefiting, and the country
is producing more milk. The Plant was
badly designed at the beginning. The
production of milk was not fully inves-
tigated, and it is a legacy we have in-
herited. We are now trying to straighten
it out with the help of experts from the
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Internationat Co-operation  Administra-
tion. I would like any Member to show
how it can be done anv betfer,

Mr. Buroham :  We hear about in-
creased production and expansion of the
milk industry, but will the Minister tell
this Council why, within the last three
months, the Manager of the Milk Pas-
teurisation Plant bought powdered milk
from a Bourda Market stall?

Mr, Bemm: In the last three months
milk  production really increased to-
wards the end of the year. When rice
farmers are out of the rice fields the
production of milk goes up rapidly. If
the Manager of the Plant purchased
powdered milk from the hon. Member’s
headquarters (I am sorry ~ from the
Bourda Market stall} he might have
been using it himself.

Mr, Burnham : It may be that
powdered milk was  bought frem my
headquarters, but the trouble is that

people are not buying the pasteurised

mitk. Yet there was bought for the
Plant  within the last three months a
tremendous amount of milk from the

Bourda Market,

Mr. Jackson: The question of the
dumping of milk referred to by the
Minister  of  Trade and Industry is
nothing new, [ am sure he will remem-
ber that milk  was being thrown away
before the Milk  Pasteurisation Plant
was installed. I am not saying that they
are throwing milk away now.

The Minister of Natural Resources
said that those persons who take their
milk to the plant are being paid at a
higher rate per gallon than was paid to
those whose milk was collected in their
districts. 1 assume, therefore, that he
knows the rate per gallon which is being
paid to those persons who bring their
milk from Abary to Georgetown. Can
be now tell us what is the rate per gallon
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paid to those persons and what 15 pad
1o those whose milk is collected by the
plant?

Mr. Bemm: The rate paid at the
Plant is 80 cents per gallon, while that
paid 1n the districts  varies from 70
cents per gallon,

Mz, Jackson: Government is pay-
ing 80 cents per gallon for milk trans-
ported from the Abary to Georgetown,
and 70 cents per gallon for milk con-
veyed from Catherinville, just three miles
shorter than from Abary.  So that for
a distance of three miles Government is
paying 10 cents per gallon more for the
milk,

The Minister of Communications
and Works (Mr. Ram Karran): As |
understand it, milk bought in George-
town is paid for at the rate of 80 cents
per gallon. If T produce milk at Bel
Alr, at Industry or in the Abary, and |
take it to the Milk Pasteurisation Plant
in Georgetown | get B0 cents per gallon
for it.  On the other hand, if the lorries
of the Plant collect the milk at Bel Air,
Industry or Abary, then the price paid
will be less than 80 cents per gallon.
The price per gallon depends on the
distance over which the milk has to be
transported.

Perbaps, I may add something for
the hon. Member’s information.  As
the Minister of Trade and Industry in-
dicated, some time ago there was a
shortage of milk at the Plant and the
persons the hon. Member referred to be-
gan collecting milk at the request of the
former Minister of Natural Resources.
Those two gentlemen went into the
Abary, from which point no milk
was actually  bought. In fact, prior
to that time the lorries of the Plant
did not go beyond Burma, because
it was found that when they went fur-
ther they arrived in Georgetown 1o late,
with the result that in most 2ases the
milk turned sour.  But after the great
shortages occurred the Minister went to
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the Abary and organized the people in
the district. One of the collectors who
previously ran a launch service in the
Abary creek for years, was asked to re-
sume his business, and he began collect-
ing milk in the Abary, but when he
brought it out to the road he found that
there were no lorries available vo bring
it to Georgetown.  After a couple of
weeks he bought a lorry and brought the
milk to Georgetown where he received
payment.  He paid the producers for
their milk on his way back at the end
of the week.

That is how the system started; just a
few gallons of milk, as the Minister of
Natural Resources has just pointed out,
particularly in the rice-producing areas.
Milk production drops very steeply dur-
ing the rice-reaping season, and the
present over-production of milk is not
something that happens all the time.
Sometimes those people who bring milk
from the Abary bring very small quanti-
ties, depending on the season.

Mr. Jackson: With respect to the
use of powdered milk and the reply given
by the Minister of Communications and
Works, the question rgally is: are the
officers in charge of the Milk Pasteuri-
sation Plant permitted to buy powdered
milk at the Bourda Market, or are they
supposed to obtain items of that sort
through the Crown Agents? If they are
supposed to obtain such supplies through
the Crown Agents, has anyone broken
the Financial Regulations? I would also
like to know why chocolate, which is
used at the Plant to make chocolate
milk, is also purchased locally and not
through the Crown Agents? We must
bear in mind that not so long ago, for
similar action, certain officers in the
Housing Department were charged with

failure to comply with the Sinancial
Regulations.
Mr. Bepn:  If the hon. Member

has any information which he wishes to
bring to my attention 1 will that
action is taken. If there is a shortage
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of chocolate milk at the Plant and the
Manager wants to keep a supply of
choclate milk on the market, [ think
it would be difficult for him to get into
contact with the Crown Agents always
in order to purchase chocolate. So that
if once or twice powdered milk or
chocolate has to be bought locally, T
am quite certain that he would seek the
permission of the Financial Secretary to
do so. If the hon. Member has any
information to the contrary Government
will certainly investigate it.

Mr. Jai Narine Singh: We would
like to know what steps Government is
taking to utilize the milk that is now
being produced in this great quantity
and cannot be consumed?

Mr. Benn : The Government has been
considering this great problem.  The
hon. Member would like to know
whether the Government has under con-
sideration the purchase of a milk sterili-
zation plant in order to sterilize milk.
[ understand sterilized milk would last
for six months. It is believed that it
can be stored and sent to the remote
parts of the country for use, and there
will be less waste. So, subject to the
approval of the Finance Committee,
Government hopes to purchase a
sterilization plant as another step to-
wards reducing the deficit.

Mr. Jai Narine Singh: Is Gov-
ernment considering the possibility of
getting some type of cheese made from
the excess milk?

Mr. Bemn: We have had a cam-
paign as the first step towards reducing
this excess. The dairy management,
with the assistance of I.C.A. officials,
are working on several plans in order to
put up proposals to Government, and
I understand that the question of mak-
ing cheese is under consideration.

'The Minister of Trade and Industry
(Dr. Jagan): We were also advised that
to convert milk into cheese, butter or con-
densed milk will be an expensive pro-
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position based on the price of milk at
the moment.  We must also remember
that in many countries from which cheese
comes or is produced and imported into
British Guiana, the farmers are some-
times paid subsidized prices; and many
of these products are sold at  dumped
prices in those countries. They have the
domestic price which is far higher than
what 1is charged in the export market.
So it is not simply a question of techni-
cally making something, whether it is
cheese, butter or condensed milk. [t is
a question of the cost of conversion.
This has been gone into on many occa-
sions and it was found that, based on the
producing price of milk at the moment.
if it were converted into condensed milk.
the loss would be greater than if it were
done in the first stage by sterilization

Mr, Jacksen:  Milk which is pro-
duced here cannot make butter or cheese.
It has not enough fat content to make
a large amount of butter or cheese for
sale to commercial concerns.

By, Ham Karran: wonder from
where the hon. Member got his infor-
mation.

Mr. Davis:  Let me agree with the
Government that the quantity of milk
has increased considerably, but [ am a
bit alarmed, now, to hear that it is being
thought of sterilizing milk. As I under-
stand it, milk which is sterilized loses
much of its nutritive value

want to refer to the Minister of
Trade and Industry’s remarks.  Milk
that will go to the condensary to be made
into condensed milk will be surplus milk
of which there is no fixed price. That
is important. The other point is: |
think the stage is set, now. where Gov-
ernment  must  comsider forthwith, or
limit to a certain extent, the amount of
powdered milk and. perhaps, condensed
milk that comes into the Colony, so that
our mitk would he more veadily saleable.
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The factor that has affected the sale
of local milk is not only the point made
bv the Minister of Trade and Industry
in that a lot of milk is dumped here
cheaply; but the United Nations Organi-
zation sends milk here for distribution in
certain areas and that, also, has a great
efiect on the sale of local milk.

The Chairman:  The Question
“That Sub-Head 35 ~ Milk Pasteurisa-
tion Plant $100,000 he reduced by
L

Question put, and negatived

The Chawrman: The Questin
“That Head 3 —— Agriculture -~ be cai-
ried out at $2,138,152.”

Agreed to.

Head passed.
ANALY®RI
The Chairman:  [he Question

“That Head 4-—Analyst-—be carried out
at $69,589™

Agreed to,

Head passed.
AUDIT

The Chairman:

“That Head 5§
$174,4427.

The Questiun
Audit —- be carried

Agreed o

Head passed.
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING

DEPARTMENT

The Chairman : The Question
“That Head t~—Town and Country Plan
ning Department be carvied out at
3741187,
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CHIEF SECRETARY’S OFFICE

Deputy CHIEF SECRETARY

Mr. Burnham: 1 beg to move the
deletion of Sub-Head 1(2) — 1 Deputy
Chief Secretary — $8,640. Mr. Chair-
man, with the impending constitutional
changes, the post of Chief Secretary will
vanish.  The powers enjoyed by the
holder of that post will no longer be
enjoyed.

As I understand it, the person in the
Public Service, even though he can re-
main, perhaps, until the 31st July, you
will have no Chief Secretary after then
and, therefore, no Deputy Chief Secre-
tary. There seems to be short-sighted
planning, in view of the fact that the new
constitution will come into operation not
later than eight months in the year, to
have both of these posts appearing here;
and that is my reason for moving the
deletion of that item. All the Chief
Secretary’s political work will be done, in
future, by an elected politician and what-
ever administrative and civil service
work left to be done will be done, per-
haps, by the Deputy Chief Secretary; and
it seems to me a waste of money to vote
money for a Chief Secretary and a
Deputy Chief Secretary for the whole of
1961. The wisest course will appear to
be not to have the posts up to the end
of the year. There will then be con-
sequential savings, for the posts will not
continue to the end of the year.

Question put, and negatived.

PurcHASE OF EQUIPMENT, ARCHIVES

Mr. Bumham: 1 beg to move
the reduction by $1 of Sub-Head
6 — under Extraordinary — Purchase
of Equipment, Archives — $3,000.
It seems to me that the provision

of $3,000 for the purchase of Equipment
in relation to the preservation of the
Arciuves is inadequate.  Archives. as
1 understand them Mr. Chairman. are
supposed to be places where material of
historic value is kept and preserved. In
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these days we are becoming more con-
scious of our history and [ think, from
my own experience of what happened
over the past five or six years, there is
much more research being done as well
as the collecting of material. In the cir-
cumstances, it seems to me that $3,000
is a very inadequate sum.

From certain remarks I have had
made to me {rom persons who have had
to do research in the Archives, such a
sum is inadequate. It may be said by
the Government that it may be possible
for a larger sum to be voted under Sup-
plementary Estimates during the year:
but, on the other hand, to my mind, Mr.
Chairman, if you can now anticipate the
reason for more money, it seems a waste
of time to approve it under Supplement-
ary Estimates. 1 wonder whether Gov-
ernment would not be inclined, in view
of my remarks, at a later stage, to in-
crease this vote by at least $3,000. 1
have had discussion with someone who is
an expert in this field, and he has given
me the assurance that a provision of this
size is wholly inadequate for any coun-
try that seriously desires to have up-to-
date Archives.

The Financial Secretary: The pro-
vision in the Estimates is what the Archi-
vist himself asked for.

Mr. Burnham: I understand that
you have one Archivist. [ was attract-
ing this matter to your attention, based
on what an expert mentioned to me while
he was in this Colony some time ago.

Dr. Jagan: [ would suggest that
the hon. Member for Central Georgetown
let his informer speak to the Archivist
who will then approach the Financial

Secretary.
Mr. Burnham: If the quondam
revolutionary has become afflicted by

that red tape, 1 will bow to that.
I now beg to withdraw my Motion.

Agreed to.
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Motion. by leave, withdrawn.
The Chairman: The Ouestim s,

“That Head 7—-Chief Secretarv's Olfice
~be carried eut at $68,919".

Agreed to,
Head passed.

Council resumed.

2871H DECEMBER, 1960

—Budger Debate 404

ADJOURNMENT

The Chief Secretary: I beg to move
that this Council adjourn until 2 pm.

The Speaker: This Council is ad-
journed until 2 pm. on Thursday, 29th
December. 1960,

Council adjourned accordingly. at

10.10 pam.



	Page 1
	Page 2
	Page 3
	Page 4
	Page 5
	Page 6
	Page 7
	Page 8
	Page 9
	Page 10
	Page 11
	Page 12
	Page 13
	Page 14
	Page 15
	Page 16
	Page 17
	Page 18
	Page 19
	Page 20
	Page 21
	Page 22
	Page 23
	Page 24
	Page 25
	Page 26
	Page 27
	Page 28
	Page 29
	Page 30
	Page 31
	Page 32
	Page 33
	Page 34



