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Carol ina

QUESTIONS TO MINISTERS

SINKING OF WELL AT PRINCESS
CAROLINA

Mr. Chandisingh: I beg to
ask the hon. Minister of Works
and Hydraulics (Mr.: Kasim) Ques-
tion No.: 43 standing in my name
on the Order Paper: When will
Government sink the well at
Princess Carolina, Demerara
River, at the school site; as
promised some time ago?

2.10 p.m.

The Minister of Yorks amnd
Hydraulics (Mr.  Kasim): The
Answer to that GQuestion is, the
well at the. school site.at
Princess Carolina will be sunk
by the end of this year or early
next year.

VMr. Chandisingh: As a Sup-
piementary question: Will the
hon.: Minister say what arrange--
ments have so far been made for
the sinking of the well - whether

the equipment, rigs, etc. are
here?
Mr. Kasim: I do not know

whether the rigs were sent, but
instructions were given to the
engineer responsible for the pure
water supply.

Mr. Chandisingh: Would the
Minister say if the sinking of
the well at Princess Carolina
will still begin this year or
early next year?

Mr. Kasim: I have answered
that question already.. I said
at the end of this year or early
next year.:
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Mr. Chamdisimgh: 1 am not
sure that I heard him correctly.:
Does he mean that the work will
begin at the end of this year -

Mr. Chase: "When will it be
completed?” 7]

Mr. Kasim: It is quite ob-
vious that we will be starting
it at the end of this year -and
completing it next year.:

Mz. Ram Kazram: Would the
aon, Minister say who gave these
nstructions and to whom were
hese instructions given? I am
aisking the hon. Minister if the
1pstructions were given by him te
the Engineer, to the Peimanent
Secretary, or to the Chief Works
and Bydraulics Officer? This
House is entitled to know some-
thing!

Mr. Kasim: The-Minister does
not give detailed imstructioms
for every job.:

REPAIRS 710 BRIDGES

Mr. Chase: 1 rise to ask
~he Minister of Works and Hy-
draulics Guestion No. 44 standing
in my name on the Order Paper:

(1) Js the Minister aware

that the bridges at
Tumereng Creek and
Enachu Creek are 1n
‘need of repairs?

(ii)  Will the Minister state
when the said bridges

will be repaired?

Mr. Kasim: The answer to
(i) is Yes, and the Answer to
(ii) is: It is proposed to repair
these bridges during next year.
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RICE DEVELOPMENT COMPANY

Mr. Nunes: With Mr. Hub-
bard's permission, I should like
to ask the hon.: Minister of
Trade, Shipping and Civil Avia-
tion Question:No. 45 on the Order
Paper:

(1) Is the Minister aware
that the Rice Develop-
ment Company demanded
interest payment of 10%
on seed padi loans to
farmers while at the
same. time 1t refused to
pay interest on padi
bought on credit from
the farmers?

(11) If so, does the R.D.C.
propose to continue
this practice?

The Minister e¢f Trade, Ship-
ping and Civil Aviatiem (Mr.:
Kendall): The Answer is:

(1) Yes. The Company has
been charging interest
on private loans to
farmmers since 1961.
(11) The Company 1is paying
interest and Other Ser-
vice charges on over-
drafts obtained from
theCommercial Banks for
the purchase of farm-
ers’ paddy, and there-
fore proposes to con-
tinue the practice of
charging interest omn
loans made by the Com-
pany to farmers.

The Leader ¢f the Opposition
(Dr. Jagan): Is Government
aware that no interest is paid to
farmers on money which is owed
to them by the Company when paddy
is bought from them on credit?

9TH CECEMBER,
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Company

Mr. Kendall: As I said, this
has been the practice since 1961.
The hon.' Leader of the Opposition
knows fairly well that whenever
paddy is sent to the Rice Devel-
opment Company, either at Anna
Regina or at the Mahaicony-Abary
Scheme, the farmers have never
been paid 100% for paddy de-
livered.:

Dr. Jagan: In view of the
commitment made by the Prime
Yinister a few weeks ago that
payments will be made in full
to farmers, does the Minister
not consider that the recent
decision not to pay farmers in
full is a contravention of the
commritment made by the Prime Min-
ister?

Mr. Kendall: There was no
decision made not to pay farmers.:
Since paddy and rice were taken
to the Rice Development Company
and the Rice Marketing Board,
both organisations have paid out
over 35 million to farmers. As
a matter of fact, both organisa-
tions are endeavouring to do that
with the Autumn crop of 1966.

Dr. Jagan: 1 do not like
to waste the time of this House,
but the Minister is evading the
question.: A statement was made
by the Prime Minister that farm-
ers will be.paid in full prompt-
ly.: Is it true or not that the
farmers are not being paid in
full at the present time?

Mr. Kendall: Any payments
made to farmers have been pay-
ments made in full.

Mr. Khan: Is the Minister
aware that the Rice Development
Company is not paying farmers
for rice purchased?
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Mr. Keadall: T understand
that during the fortmight that
ended Saturday when some farmers
went for payment, there was some
delay.

Mr. Khez: Is the Minister.
aware that the Rice Development
Company is unlikely to pay farm-
ers for any paddy umtil 16th
J anuary, 19677

Mr. Kendsll:
of that

I am not aware

COLLEGE OF PRECEPTORS
EXAMINATION

Mr. Luck: I rise to ask the
hon.: Minister of Education .and
Race Relations Question No.26
standing in my name on the Order
Paper:

(1) Is the Mirister aware of
the grave inconvernience in having
the Cellege of P“eceptors Examina-
tion take place in the month
of August?

(1i) Will the Minister ar-
range for the College of Pre-
ceptors Examination to take
place early in July?

The Minister of Education
and Race Relations (Mrs. Gaskin):
In reply to the Question:

(i) (a) The College of Precep-
tors Examination is
taken by candidates of
both Secondary and All-
age Schools and all
participating schools
provide accommodation
by offering their
school buildings and
furniture for the use

of their students
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of Georgetown, including
New Amsterdam, would
have to be closed to
provide accommodation.
The duration of the
examination is about
fifteen days and if
this examination is
fixed for early Jaly,
All-age Schools would
be forced to close for
their summer holidays
in June rather than the
third week in July.
The latter closing
arrangement provides
for equal terms of in-
struction, especially
in All-age schools
which now provide the
majority of candidates
for this examination.

In Georgetown where
private halls and club
pavilions and chairs
may be rented, local
fees for candidates
taking the College of
Preceptors Examination
would have to be in-
creased because of
the high rates charged
for the use of halls
and chairs; halls $3 -
$15 per day, chairs
T7¢ - 10¢ each daily

The scvaff of the
examinations Division
could not.successfully
arrange and supervise
the U.C.E. Ordinary and
Advanced Level examin-
ations with nine thou-
sand (9,000) candidates
(accommodated at 60
centres) throughout
the country from early

June to within the
first wmaal
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TMRS. GASKIN_

pare for the College
of Precepters with 350
school Centres to com-
mence early July.

2.26 p.m.

Mr. Luck: I must thank the
hon.- Minister for the fullness
of her reply.. All it .means is
that it 1s difficult to hold the
examination in July.: Is the hon.
Minister aware that representa-
ticns have constantly been made
becavse the College of Preceptors
Examinaticn is held in Avgust?
Is this nct a disservice to the
country? If the hon. Minister
is aware of this, what is she
geing to do abouit the matter?
Cannct the examination be held
in any menth other than August?
1 osm saying that she has nct

aswered my question. If she is
aware of the representations
made, would she take steps to
see that the examination is held
at a time whick, in the opinion
of the teaching profession in
this country, will not incon-
venience the pupils?

Mrs. Gaskim: This morning
I met a delegation from the As-
sociation of Masters and Mistres-
ses and the Trades Union Council.
It was represented to me that
the teachers felt that it is a
disservice to them in tha' they
have to work during their vaca-
tion perlod in order to take the
children to the examination. I
peinied out to them, very much
as I have answered here, that it
is impracticable for the examin-
ation to be held in Jume or July.
I said that I would look into
+'- possibility of the examin-
<.ion being held inanother month,

9TH DECEMBER,

1966 2298

Preceptors
Examination

and if it is possible 1t will be
done.

Mr. Luck: Is the hon. Minis-
ter aware that the College of
Preceptors Fxamination was form-
erly held in June and July? I
want to say - -

Mr. Speaker: Ask a question;
there is no need for a speech.

Mr. Luck: Is the hon. Min-.
ister aware that the first time
that this examination was held
in the month of August was during
the 80=-day strike? Has the
Minister received any representa-
tions from the teaching preofes-
sion in connection with this mat-
ter? The teachers were not con-
cerned with their holidays, <o
she is misrepresenting the posi-
tion. I want to know whether
she is aware of the fact that
the examination was formerly
held in June and July.

Mr. Speaker: You must not
take this as an opportunity for
speech-making.

Mrs. Gaskin: I am reliably
informed that there was a time
wher the examination was held in
December, because it has been
pointed out that the vacation
period is always the proper time
to hold this examination. It
is the only examination which is
held in schools as such, that is,
the entire school is discommoded
for this examination because
there are so many candidates;
therefore, it will have to be
held either at the end of the
school term when the children
are on vacation, or during the
vacation.
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Mr. Samehe: Can steps be
taken to hold this examination in
the month of December?

Mrs. Gaskim: The hon. Member
was amongst those who met me this
morning and asked about this
matter, and I made a statement
that the matter would be gone
into and we would advise the
Association as to what we felt
could be done to hold the exami-
nation in December, if it was st
all practicable.

Mr. Luek: Would the hon.
Minister say whether professional
representations have been made
about this matter?

Mr. Speaker: Does the ques-
tion assist you with the original
one?

Mr. Lmck: She says that she
will look into the matter. How
long have representations been
made regarding this matter?

{The hon. Minister offered no
reply.’]

Mr. Speaker: Please proceed
with the business on the Order
Paper.

PUBLIC BUSINESS

MOTIONS

The Minister of Housing and
Reconstruction (Leader of the
House) (Mr. Bissember): Mr.
Speaker, with your permission,
may 1 be allowed to deal with
the second Motion first? It is
purely a matter of convenience.

Mr. Chase:
Order Paner.

¥hy? Follow the
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and Mrs. Rose

Mr. Bissember:
the Order Paper.

I will follow

ARRIVAL IN GUYANA OF THEIR
EXCELLENCIES THE GOVERNOR-
GENERAL AND MRS. ROSE

“Be it resolved that
Standing Order No. 9 (1) be
suspended to enable the sit-
ting of the National Assembly
to begin at 4.30 o’clock in
the afternccn on Friday,
the 16th of December, on the
occasion of the arrival in
Guyana of Their Excellencies
the Governor-General and Mrs.
Rose.’’ [The Leader of the
House.T)

Mr. Bissember: The Governor-
General Mr. David Rose and Mrs.
Rose will bhe arriving in Guyana
on Friday, 16th December, and it
has been decided that a meeting
of this honocurable Natiomnal
Assembly be held to welcome
Their Excellencies the Govermor-
General and Mrs. Rose. The
programme of events for the
sitting of the House has been
circulated to all hon. Members,
and I know that there has been
no objection to meeting at this
hour since the hon. Leader of the
Opposition has kindly consented
to speak on this occasion.

I now ‘desire to move the
Motion standing in my name with
one slight Amendment, that is,
the substitution of the figures
and words "H o'clock" for "4.30
o'clock", since there has
been a change in the flight
arrangements. 1 ask that the
amended Motion be approved by
this-House.

Question put, and agreed to.
Motion carrjed.
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CONTINUATION OF THE RENT
RBETRICTION ORBINANCE

“Whereas the Rent Re-
striction Ordinance, Chapter
186, came into operation on
the 8th day of November,
1941,

And whereas section
33 of the said Ordinance
(as it has effect by the
Guyana Independence Order
1966) provides that the Ordi-
nance shall continue in force
up to and including the 31st
day of December, 1651, but
that, prior to the expira-
tion thereof, the Naticnal
Assembly may, by resolution
published in the Gazette,
declare that the said Ordi-
nance shall continue inopera-
tion for a further period of
one year and that thereafter
may Irom time tc time declare
that the said Ordinance shall
continue in operation;

And whereas the said

Ordinance has been continued
in operation until the 31lst
December, 1966;

And whereas it is . cou-
sidered expedient that the
said Ordinance shall be con-
tinued in operation for a
further period of one year:

Now, therefore, be it
resolved that the Rent Re-
striction Ordinance, Chapter
186, shall continue in force
for a further period of one
year up to and including the
31st day of December, 1967 -
[ The Minister of Housing and
Reconstruction.’

9TH DECEMBER,
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Mr. Bissember: Before 1 move
the Motion which stands in my
name, I wish to give the histori-
cal background of the Rent Re-
strict ion Ordinance as it pre-
sently obtains in Guyana. It
will be recalled that last year
when I moved a similar Resolu-
tion, I did mention that the
officers of my Ministry were
looking into the implicaticns
of any possible change in the
Rent Restriction Ordinance,
having regard to the present
change in the soccic-econo-
mic conditions of the ccun-
try, so that the Rent Restriction
Ordinance, if at all it should be
changed, should be changed or
modified to meet present day con-
ditioas.

2.30 p.m.

In 1922 the Rent Restriction
Ordinance was passed in this
country for the first time.
Certain restrictions were placed
on incrzases in rent and on the
recovery of premises by land-
lords., That Ordinance was
short-lived. It was abol-
ished in 1925. Inp 1939, the late
Sir Alfred Crane prepared a
lengthy memorandum on the Rent
Restriction Ordinance. The docu-
ment went, in detail, into the
possibility of re-imtroducing
rent restriction legislation in
British Guiana. He recommended
a formal investigation into rents
charged between 1929 and 1936.

These recommendations were
made, but no action was taken on
them. I think that hon. Members
should have some idea:of how the
matter of remt restriction devel-
oped to the present day. I said
o actilon was taken on the re-
commendations of Sir Alfred
Crane. Then a Committee was ap-
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pointed to go into those recom-
mendations and the advisability

of rent restriction, but the Exe-

cutive Council of the time took
no action on it.

In March 1941 there was a new
development., It would appear
that the Governor at the time
receivedcertain delegations,
including persons from the trade
union movement who made repre-
sentations with reference to the
increased rentals which were
being charged. This was at a
time when there had been an in-
flux of Americans into British
Guiana. It was thought that the
housing situation had worsemned
because of this influx of for-
eigners into the country. Accom
modation was inadequate and this,
it was felt, would make the
rectals of tenememt quarters
very exorbitant and would in-
crease the already grave shortage
of houses for low-income fami-
lies.

As a result of these repre-
sentat-ions made by the trade
union leaders, and because of the
Governor's attitude, it hecame
necessary to re-introduce the
Rent Restriction Ordinance.
This was done on the 8th Novem-
ber, 1941, and it applied origin-
ally to Georgetown, but was later
extended to places like Wis-
mar, Christianburg and Bartica.
As we know, the Rent Restriction
ordinance is today applicable
throughout QGuyana.

In 1941, the Rent Restriction
Ordinance was enacted by the
Legislature to control rents of
houses erected subsequent-to 3rd
September, 1939. In that amend-
ing legislation, provision was
also made for a definition of

9TH DECEMBER, 1966
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"standard rent". Most of us, who
have handled possession cases
before the Rent Assessor or
Magistrates, will know something
about the Rent Restriction Or-
dinance as it presently exists at
Ghapter 186 and we kmow that the
definition of "standard rent"™ is
there. The Ordinance made provi-
sion for am increase up to twelve
per cent of the standard rent,
which was then allowable by the
Rent Assessor, for improvement:s
tc brildings. Amending legisla-
tion was passed in 1950, and then
in 19652 the lLegislative Council
recomnended the appointment of a
Sélect Committee - I am quoting
the exact words of the terms of
reference - "to revise, review
and/or amend, where necessary,
the Ordinance", but this was not
pursued.

On the 24th February, 1954
2 Committee was appointed with
these terms of reference:

“To consider the Rent
Restricticn Ordinance as
amended from time to time
and in the light of its
operation to make -such recom-
mendations for its revision
as may be desirable.”

In Janunary 1959 an interim report
was submitted on certain aspects
of incentives to house-builders.
Hon. Members will remember that
the Sharples Committee was ap-
pointed in 19RH to examine the
effectiveness of the rent re-
striction legislation, which was
passedin 1941 and amended on
two or three occasions, and to
advise whether there should be
any changes.

From my recollection, the
Sharples Committee did put up
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[MR. BISSEMBER]

some proposals, which were ex-
amined further by another sub-
comnittee which was referred to
as Moore's sub-committee. It
would appear that nothing of a
practical nature came out of this
examination of the recommenda-
tions of the. Sharples Committee
by this other sub-committee.
The sub-committee did, however,
attempt tc formulaté a new type
of arrangemsut whereby incresases
would be: allowed. No action was
taken on those recommendations,
but after they were made it would
appear that the legislation re-
mained on the Statute Book and
neither the previous Government
nor those before it, didanything
aparit from looking at the recom-
mendations.

It is my view, and the Gov-
eroment's view, that, because
of the tremendous shortage of
houses in Guyana today, it 'is
necessary for this Government
to look into those very recom-
mendations which were put up by
the Sharples Commiitee. Ve are
in the process of doing so and
have reached the point where the
recommendations, either wholly
or in part, will be put to Gov-
ernment for possible implementa-
+ion and/or amendment.

I may say further that my
predecessor in office, Mr.
Chandisingh, will testify how
formidable the task is, since he
himself attempted on several
occasions to see whether the le~
gislation could not be amended
or made permanent in order to
avoid an annual resolution. I
am aware of the difficulties
which confronted him, and I am
happy to say that the Government
of Guyana will shortly be in a
position to remedy this, bhaving

9TH DECEMBER,
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regard to what I have said, tak-
ing into consideration all the
circumstances: which prevail in
Guyana with respect to the hous-
ing situation, and particularly
having regard to the fact that
meny landlords are taking advan-
tage and charging exorbitant
rents because of the-tremendous
shortage of houses in the coun-
try.

2.40 p.m.

When we go into this legis-
lation to decide whether cor not
we should have. a completely new
permanent Act, or an Amendment
1D the present legislation and
make it a permanent Act, we will
have to consider the position
of the landlords and house-
builders who hLave to invest
tremendous sums of momey in
building in Guyana. Therefore,
the question of incentivesz will
have to be taken into account,
and Government will, cof neces-
sity, have to take some time %o
see whether incentives should be
offered, and what kind of incen-
tives should be offered.

I should like to mention
also, for the information of the
general public, that the present
Rent Restriciion Ordinance, in
my humble view, is very compre-
hensive and, in a semse, gives
adequate protection to tenants,
since the machinery is already
here, in this present legisla-
tion, for the landlords who wish
to demand exorbitant rents to be
taken to the Rent. Assessment
Court, whereby rent can be as-
sessed. Isay this because of the
tremendous amount of reports
that one reads and the number of
things that one hears about land-
lords and tenants in Guyana.
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Wages have gone up over 100%

especially since this Government
assumed office. [Mr. Chase:
"That is far from thz truth.™]
As I was saying, from 1959 to
now, wages have gone up over
100%;, espeeially since this Gov-
ernment assumed offiee. That
being so, we will have itc con-
sider whether landlorids should
not be given the opportunity to
get an economic rent and, at the
same time, meke provision for the
low-income earmers to be pro-
perly housed and to pay & reason-
able rental.

Governmenf will contirue to
subsidize housing in Guyams for
some time.: Ecusing is subsidized
all over the world because there
are, especially in Guyana, a
large number of low-inceme earun-
ers who will never be abile to
own or build their own homes.
The Government will, of neces-
sity, have to subsidize housing
as it is doing now. The Govern-
ment's programme on hous$ing was
well proposed in this House when
we were dealing with the Develop-
ment Programme amd one will
remember that Ordinance No. 17
of 1066 was passed giving some
relief to those who wish to build
houses and own their own resi-
dences, since the interest which
they have to pay on any loans

they take to build is allowable.

under thé¢ Income Tax Brdinance.
So we have not been sitting down
doing nothing. We have been
trying to meet investors and
those who wish to build. We are
also trying to protect those peo-
people whom some people would like
to use and ride all the time.

Having given some background
of this whole situation, I should
like to say that the Government
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thinks that the Rent Restriction
Ordinance should continue for
another year at least until a
final decision has been taken
as to the question of incentives
for building houses and as to
other facilities with respect to
the possible Amendment of this
present legislation.

Before I formally move this
Motion, I should like to reit-
erate that, right now, the
tenants have the right to go
to the court and get their pre-
mises assessed if exorbitant
rents are ckarged. The Govern-
ment is well aware of all the
things that are happening today.
After the committee has gone
intc the recommendations of the
Sharpies Committee - as a matter
of fact, twe knowledgeable mem-
bers of the public have already
been working on this - I propose
to hold some discussions with the
Landlords' Association and the
Tenants' Association to get their
views on this. I, therefore,
have very great pleasure in mov-
ing the Motion standing in my
name .

Mr. Chandisingh: The hon.
Minister ot Housing and Recon-
struction has spent quite a few
minutes giving us a long history
of the Rent Restriction Ordi-
nance. But I submit: that he has
mot really told us what the
Ministry has done and why it
has not acted during the period
of twoc years since the Minister
has been in office.

The Minister went right back
to the year 1922, but it is re-
grettable that he did net think
it fit to refer, in his remarks,
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[ MR. CHANDISINGH

to the agitation of our great
labour leader H.N. Critchlow,
as a result of which the Rent
Restriction Ordinance was passed
in the first instance. The Min-
ister also indicated that he is
. fully aware of the difficulties
faced by his predecessor - re-
ferring to me - from 195G to
1964. I dare say that the hon.
Minister has not been aware that
I was in office from 1961, and
not from 1959. I should like him
to make that correction in his
notes.

The whole burden of what the
Minister bas said goes to show
that the Govermment is thinking
of making permanent Amendments
and changes to the Rent Restric-
tion Ordinance, not in {avour of
the tenants, who are being more
and more exploited today, but to
give relief and assistance tc the
landlords, and the temants, in
the long run, will have to bear
the effect. The tenants in this
country, particularly those in
the low-income brackets, are
having a very difficult time.
The Govermment, in every respect,
is launching an onslaught against
the people in the low-income
bracket, the working class, and
all the working people.

I wonder, from what the Min-
ister has said, whether the long
delay in making this Ordinance
permanent legislation has mnot
been because of the Govermment's
desire to amend it in such a way
that it will further affect the
temant. I am inclined to this
view because of what the members
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of the Government used to say
when they sat on this side. They
were very critical, and they
openly called for legislation
to make the Rent Restriction
Ordinance permanent. The fact
that they have not been able,
after two years in office, to
bring the necessary legislation
before this House, leads me to
wonder what is behind all of
this.

2.50 p.m.

Now; many people are aware
of the fact that rentals are
skyrocketing. We have had vari-
ous reports such as the newspaper
article which was published two
Sundays ago, I think, which drew
attention to the mounting prob-
lems with which the people of
this country who are tenants are
faced. For this reasomn, I
thought that the Minister, in his
remarks, would have concentrated
less on history, and more on how
his Ministry intends to tackle
the new situation which we see
today. This is so because —

There is not
Mr.

Mr. Speaker:
a quorum in the House,
Leader. [Pause.’]

[At this stage several hon.
Hembers took their seats.”]

Mr. Chandisingh: There are
many people who are in the pri-
vileged society in this country
who feel that, with this Govern-
ment in of fice, they now have
the licence to go ahead and
increase exploitation of the
This, I submit, is the
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reason that we have a new situa-
tion developing today. In some
cases, rentals have been raised
from $60 to $100 within a period
of a few months. The moment a
tenant leaves a house, the land-
lord lets the house and increases
*he rent by $10 and so on.

I would submit that what we
need is not just a revisiom of
the Rent Restriction Ordinance
along the lines suggested by the
hon. Minister, which leads us to
great doubt about his intentions,
but a thorough examination of
what can be done about the Rent
Restriction Ordinance. The po-
sition has been, and it still
is, that the onus is on ihe
tenant to raise the question of
unduly high rentals. We know
that, because of the grave hous-
ing shortage, many tenants are
reluctant to do this.
fore, think that the Gevernment
should be exercising its mind
constantly to {inding ways to
stop this rising problem, in or-
der to give greater protection
to tenants.

The Minister has told us
that his Ministry has not been
idle about this matter. But we
do not see much housing censtiuc-
ticn being done. In my opinion,
we are witnessing no more in re=
construction. So, I wonder what
really has the Ministry been
doing! I think it has been doing
nothing! I wonder whether the
Minister has forgotten this ques-
tion since the last time when he
made the promise that that would
have been the last occasion for
Government to come before the
House and ask for an extemsion
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of the Ordinance! I should like
to urge the Govermment that, far
from making it possible, in the
amendments it may be considering,
for landlords to increase the
rents, the Ministry ought to
increase the protection for ten-
ants, which protection is highly
desirable today.

We know that the present
system is to encourage landlords
to build houses for renmtals. But
this is not the answer in my
opinion. This has never been the
answer. I feel that landlords
will pot build to a large extent,
and Government should not regard
this as the way out. The way
out is to concentrate on building
low-income houses, and also in
tightening up the Rent Restric-
tion Ordinance. Those are the
requirements of the presemt situ-
ation, and I hope that Govern-
ment will carry them out expedi-
tiously since the rentals of
houses are mounting every day
and every week. This is one of
the most important things that
Government should tackle. We,
on this side, support the exten-
sion of this Ordinance because we
feel that it is necessary.

Mr. Lack: I listened with
some surprise to the speech of
the hon. Minister of Housing for
two reasons. For the first
time we heard him making a speech
trying to justify something, and
he obviously went to some trouble
to collect his facts. Unfor-
tunately - and for the record -
he has been guilty of a grave
error. He said that the T.U.C.
made representations in 1939
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for a Kkent Restriction Ordi-
nance. [Mr. Bissember: "I did
not say that."] Do you want to
sorrect your statement? The
facts are that the T.U.C. was
first formed in 1941, and the
body which made representatiomns
in relation to the hardships .then
being faced by tenants, was the
British Guiana Labour Union which
was then led by that great re-

doubtable champion of labour, Mr.
Nathaniel Critchlow.

The second reasor why I
was flabbergasted was that
I remembered the speech of
the same gentleman who, in
the same capacity as Minister of
Housing on the 3ist December,
1964, said in this very Chamber,
and I read from the Kansard of
Thursday, 31st December, 1964,
at page 17:

"May I also indicate
to this House that this Gov-
ernment intends to look into
the Rent Restriction legisla-
tion in the very near fu-
ture, so that the entire
effect and application of the
Rent Restriction Ordinance
may be made a permanent bit
of legislation for the future
governing or control of land-
lord and tenant in this
country."

The hon. Minister (Mr. Bis-
sember) said this on the 31st
December, 1964. It is now
December, 1966.
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Fully two years have elapsed,
and the words "very near future"
used by the hon. Minister cer-
tainly have a great deal of
elasticity. I remember that
in December, 1965, when a simi-
lar Motion was presented by
the hon. Member, I réminded
him of his statement on the 31st
December, 1964. He made some
apology to the House that it
would be the last time he would
come and ask for an extension
of this-Ordinance.

The fact that there is
complexity of relaticnship be-
tween the tenant:and the land-
lord, I do not doubt. [Mr.
Bowman: "There is no complex-
ity."] The hon. Mr. Bowman has
rightly pointed out that there
is no complexity. There is no
complexity if you have a clarity
of view and a clarity of philoso-
phy in the matter. The failure
of this Government, after twe
years in office, imn proposing
legislation in relation to land-
lord and tenant is indicative of
the difficulties in the Coalition
Government between the allegedly
working-class party and the other
party. Mr. Bowman has been pay-
ing rent all of his life, and I
suspect that he will be renting
a house for the balance of his
life. The tenants in Georgetown
are unable to get relief from the
wealthy classes. ‘

What .s the effect of the
continuation of this Remnt Re-
striction Ordinance? It was
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merely an ad hoc Ordinance, and
I do not think it was clearly
thought out.
Due to the uproar outside this
House, I think we should suspend
this sitting, sir. There is a
gentleiman in the compound airing
his grievances. He merely seeks
to present his grievance to
the appropriate Minister, but
the Minister js hiding in this
House. I suggest that we suspend
the sitting until the uproar is
over.,

Mr. Bissembher: Action is

being taken to get rid ef the
nuisance.

Me. Luek: Are you goibg to
leck up the men now? Referring
to this Motion, in 1941 the Ordi-
nance was merely a piéce of ad
hoc legislation, and it was not
intended to last so long. There-
fore it was inevitable as the
years rolled oz that various
anomalies would ereep into the
administration of the Ordinance.
This measuré which was here since
1941, with the passage of time,
has become more unrealistic from
day to day. ~The difficulties in
the administration of this Ordi-
nance from day to day must make
the Minister realise that a re-
view of the Ordinance is long
overdue.

For myself I would say
that the tenants must be pro-
tected against the rapacity of
the landlords but, unfortunately,
in seeking to protect the tenants
it is possible that measures
designed to help tenants may not
bhave the desired effect. There
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is no doubt about it that about
ten per cent of the houses, in the
areas where the Rent Restriction
Ordinance i5s supposed to operate,
do not enjoy the protection of
the statutes.- This is due to
the fact that the law made in
1941 and the law made for fixing
the standard rent some time in
1936 cannot really operate in
196€. Landlords adopt the most
ingenious means of evading the
provisions of this Ordinance.

If a law is too harsh, nobody
who has ever bought a -house can
dream =ven of paying the interest
rate on the small mortgage he
may have. He cannot pay the in-
terest rates on the standard
rent referred to in this Ordi-
nance. That is why the landlords
seek to evade the provisions
of this Ordinance. The time is
long past when these provisions
should have been repealed and
more realistic laws passed to
provide protection for the tenant
while paying due regard to the
legitimate claims of honest land-
lords. No honest landlord, from
my experience, can long remain a
landlord if he receives the remts
paid according to the present
law.

It is an indication of the
low regard in which the laws of
this country are being held when
the landlord class is still
flourishing, because-in the whole
Ordinance the landlords adopt
the most ingenious and ruthless
measures to evade the provisions.
Even an honest landlord is com—
pelled to take this course when

he knows that the leszal rent far
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a building may be $14 and he
can get $100 a month for it. I
say that these laws should have
been reviewed long ago.

The hon. Minister only
spoke what I felt was his inten-
tion when he said in 1964 that
these laws would be re-examined
in the very near future. He
said:

" . this Geovernment
intends to look 1into the Rent
Restriction legisiation in
the very near future, so that
the entire effect and appli-
cation of the Rent Restric-
tion Ordinance may be made
a permanent bit of legisla-
tion for the future governing
or control of landlord and
tenant in this country."

3.10 p.m.

He was quite right in saying
this. It was overdue in Decem-
ber, 1964, and today there 1s a
crying need for this legislatiomn.
It speaks volumes about the in-
capacity of this Coalition Gov-
ernment to come to some meaning-
ful agreement, that mo legisla-
tion of this nature, as promised,
has been put before this Assembly
even after the effluxion of two
years. What is inhibiting the
P.N.C. section of this Govermment
from putting forward legislation
on behalf of the tenmants, legis-
lation that is clearly long over-
due?

I em reminded by my hon.
Friend, that even before 1964,
as may be read in Henserd, every
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time the Remt Restriction Ordi-
nance came up for extenmsion, the
P.N.C. was saying through its
leaders, who were then on this
side of the House, that legisla-
tion should offer better protec-
tion to landlords as well as to
tenants. I should like to tell
the hon. Minister of Housing
that, as the hon. Member Mr.
Chandisingh said, we would like
to provide some measure of pro-
tection to the overburdened ien-
ants against harassment and
extortion by the landlords. We
would wish to join with him in
passing legisliation mext month
for the protection of tenants.

It conclusion, let me say
that 1T notice there is 1o be a
reshuffling of Cabinet Minis-
ters, which is certainly over-
due. I hope that when an assess-
ment is taken of the work of the
various Ministries, this example
of negligence, inefficiency and
slovenliness will be borce in
mind by those who make the deci-
sions to transfer Ministers and
make demotions.

Mr. Persaud: The housing
prcblem is a serious omne, par-
ticularly in the City of George-
town. I believe that a tenant
is in duty bound to pay his or
her rent and, if the rent is not
paid, I agree that the mecessary
legal process should follow.
However, when one examines the
Rent Restriction Ordinance,
Chapter 186, one sees that- the
landlord has a great advantage
over the temant, for if a tenant
refuses to pay his rent the land-
lord has the legal rightto swear
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to an affidavit and to seize
furniture from the home of the
tenant without going to court.
This occurs every day in the
City of Georgetown, for heart-
less landlords are taking full
advantage of this process as a
means of avoiding the other
legal process of going to court
‘and suing the tenmant for rent
or for possession for non-payment
of reat, in which instance the
tenant bas the right to secure
the aid of a lawyer and to defend
the matter to the hilt.

T am alss aware that very
often Magistrates do make orders
igviting tenants to vacate prem-
ises within a short period, un-
less the rent is soomer paid.
There is very little or no pro-
tection for the temant under the
Rent Restriction Ordinance. In
1962, Mr. Chandisingh introduced
this very matter into the Assem-
bly, seeking an extemnsion of
the legislation. I would like
to quote, from the Hansard of
19th December, 1962, column 130,
what the Prime Minister, Mr.
Burnham, had to say on that
occasion:

"I do not oppose the
Motion. I will vote for it,
but in December, 1957, when
a similar Motion was moved
I pointed out that it seemed
rather unrealistic and a
waste of time to be invoking
the provision of Section 63
of the Ordinance, because
certainly not within the
foreseeable future will the
necessity for giving a mea-
sure of protection to tenants
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be removed. In the circum-
stances I think the Ordinance
should be a permanent part
of the Statute Books until
such time as there is rno
necessity for it, otherwise
we waste paper and time to
renew .it year after year.
Further, I suggested in
December, 1957, the Govern-
ment ought to consider the’
complete overhaul and amend-
ment of the Ordinance."

We are aware of the events
between 1962 and 1964, but the
point I wish to make is that the
Minister who was charged with the
responsibility for Housing from
1961 to 1964, 2lso had to carry
the respomsibility for the Min-
istry of Labour, together with
the Ministry of Health. He was,
therefore, doing the work that
three persons are doing today
and yet, today, we clearly see
the incompetence of the Minister
who is responsible for Housing.

I am not opposed to the
Minister as an individual, but
the Government is using taxpay-
ers' money to increase the num-
ber of Ministries and the number
of Parliamentary Secretaries and
still the work is not being dome.
“his Minister is surely guilty
of incompe tence. There are
no two ways about it. All he has
to do at the moment is to deal
with Housing.and, although the
Prime Minister expressed a desire
as far back as 1962 for this
Ordinance to have a permanent
place on the Statute Book, yet
nothing has been done and, in
1966, the Minister is not in a
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position to tell us definitely
when he will come to the Assem-
bly to introduce permanent legis-
lation to protect both the lanc-
lord and tenant,

I urge the Government to do
something. The Minister of Hous-
ing and Reconstruction should not
tel! us that he is seeking ap-
proval for an extension of this
Ordinance; he should say when he
is coming before the Assembly to
place this Grdinance permanently
on the Statute Book. I sincerely
hope that, when it considers
the question of a Cabimet re-
shuffle, the Government will
put the right persons in the
right positions and, if this pre-
sent Mirister carnot carry out
the various duties with respect
to housing, I suggest that some-
one who is more capable should
be given the responsibility.

3.20 p.m.

Dr. jagan: We get a bit
tired Lkearing Government Min-
isters and back benchers ask:
"What has the previous Govern-
ment done in seven years?" One
would have thought that during
those seven years in the wilder-
ness the previous Opposition
would have had enough time to
think not only of what was being
done, but whai should be done.

First of all, I should like
to refer to some of the things
that were done. Before I de so,
I think one has to lcok at this
question of landlords and rent
restrictions somewhat dialectic-
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ally. It is not merely a ques-
tion of law. During the regime
of the last Goversment, landlords
and pecple who attempted to ex-
ploit che working class were held
in check becuuse they knew not
only that the law was there,
but that there was the adminis-
tration ~ by executive and other
methods - there were regulations,
ana there was always the threat
of having new legislation. That
is why, even though we may not
have had a law put om our Statute
Book, nevertheless, there was
not the flourishing racket which
is going on at the momeni.

All around,  from top to bot-
tom, peopie are being squeezed
mercilessly, even in the City
of Georgetown #kare the Govern
ment's own supporiers are. We
gave these people protection,
and there was sot this kind of
racket. Other forms of protec-
tion were given to this class
of people - the peasants and
workers. When we assumed office,
we found that, @2lthough rents
were controlled, the lands on
which buildings were puf up were
not under control; except in a
few places. What did we do?
First we extended the provisions
of the rent restriction law to
the whole country and we brought
in the application of the law to
include not only control of
rentals but also building land,
because a racket was run where
the landlord used to squeeze
the tenant in some way, particu-
larly if the tenant was a multi-
ple tenant. The tenant may be
on the landlord's land which
may be rented for cultivation,
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for building houses, and so on.
If the landlord did not squeeze
the tenant in ome place, he gave
him notice to remove his house.
In this case, something was
actively done by the previous
Govermment.

The previous Govermment ex-
tended the rent restrictionm law
to the whole country. Prior to
that it applied only to George-
town, New Amsterdam, and I be-
lieve Bartica and .Wismar, and
then building land was brought
within the provisions of the law.
So the Minister must mnot say
that nothing was dome, or if he
knew about this he should mnot
have omitted it in his historical
review, because he certainly
would not get a Ph.D. degree
for that kind of thesis. 4As I
sald, landliords arnd other ex-
ploiters were kept in check, but
now the landlords and exploiters
are having a field-day because
they are seeing the dilemma of
the Government and they know
about the duality of the Govern-
ment. [Mr. Bissember: "Not
duality, incompetence."’]

There is a lot of incompe-
tence. On one hand, one arm of
the Coalition is claiming that it
represents the workinmg class,
with a socialist ideology. The
other arm of the Coalitioun is
clearly he lping its wealtihy
friends. It is equating social-
ism with communism, with the
taking away of people's property
and so on, including the land-
lords. So, faced with this dilem-
ma - two forces opposing each
other in the Cabinet - there can
be no positive action. We find
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today that poor people are being
squeezed in this country. In
the sugar estates, the people
who have lands no longer have
protection. They are being
picked up. The employers are
resurrecting ancient regulations
which they made so that the peo-
ple are denied what they.are
entitled to. I refer to produc-
tion bomuses.

In the Rice Famers (Security
of Tenure) Ordinance provisioun
was made for assessment commit-
tees to be established om which
tenants had their representa-
tive. Tenure cf office for some
of these people has now expired..
Yhat bas the Government domne?
The Govermment is bypassing the
Rice Producers' Association and
is putting landlords, in msny
cases, to rspresent temants.
This is what is happening. No
wonder the landlords in the City
of Georgetown are squeezing
money out of the poor people.
There are increases of 25%, 35%
and H0% overnight.

The Minister spoke about
increase in wages, but we koow
that the worker is faced with
the increasing cost of living
due to other factors tesides
rentals. The cost of foodstuff
is increasing, and we cannot
afford to pay this increase at
the moment.

3.30 p.m.

I should like to bring to the
Government's attention amother
aspect of this question, and that
is the question of building land.
You cannot solve the housing
problem unless you solve the land
problem. A few years ago, during
the time of the Interim Govern-



2325 Continuation of

[[DR. JAGAN_

ment, I think, there was a pro-
position by the then "Interim
Minister" that that area next to
Campbellville should have been
bought by the Government, but the
Interim Govermment said that
if it did that, it would lose
money. And nothing was domne.
[Mr. Luck: "They made me pay
36,000 for a lot."] But what
happened? Mr. Prashad bought the
land cheaply and then he put
in some roads. [Mr. Ram Karraa:
"Not roads, dams." ]

The people are cowmplaining
that they cannot move into their
areas. I de not know what the
Minister is doing about this.
Lots used to be seld for less
than 32,000. This week, a
gentleman told me ikat he is
being asked to pay over $5,000
for one house ioct. I was at a
wedding ceremony in the area and
the people told me that the lets
are sc small that if two houses
are. built, you can virtually
jump from one to the other. Of
course, the Govermnment has re-
moved capital taxes ‘Sot that its
weelthy friends like Hari Prashad
and d'Aguiar can get away with
"murder". We have seen recently
how the Demerara Tobacco Company
sold 300.000 omne-dollar shares
at $1.75 a share. They can get
away with "murder" because their
friends reduced the capitail gains
tax from 45% to 1h%.

You cannot expect the housing
problem to be solved umnless you
have got cheap land. If a land-
lord or an individual has to buy
land at such high prices, he
will not build. This is obvi-
ous. Land is available all a-
round here. For this reason, the
Minister should ¥mmediately em-
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bark on a scheme to acquire
same of the lands from the sugar
estates nearby, and parcel out
these lands to people at low
prices. Lel them go in for self-
help and make up their own lots,
and I am sure that the lots will
pe better than those that Mr.
Prashad has given them at Prashad
Nagar.

I1f the Government has any
imagination, it will be able to
soive the housing crisis also,
for ihis country has a lot of
timber, and a lot of unemploy-
ment. Let members of the Govern-
ment go to their American friends
vho are willing to give aid in
machinery. Let them go ana tell
ihem thet they want some equip-
ment and some food. , Many people
who were working with sawmills
have no work. They have no
kouses to live in because they
cannot afford to pay rents. Gov-
ernment can get all the lumber it
wants. It should get the land
from the sugar plantations and
then it wil% be able to tackle
this problem.

However, before doing that
the Government should see to it
that some attempt is made to con-
trol the price of land. I do not
think this is a difficult pro-
position. As I said, Goveroment
Ministers had seven years when
they were in the Opposition to
examine this question. They have
been in the Govermment for two
years. On the last occasion we
were advised by the Minister
that that was the last time he
was going to have an extension
of this Ordinance. Theref-re,
we urge the Minister not to make
excuses or to cast the blame on
the past Government, but to come
here very soon with something
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tangible so that we can solve
this very pressing problem. It
is not fun to be badgered by
landlords, not knowing where you
are going to live, knowing you
may be put out in the streets.

This is a very serious hum&n
problem. Unfortunately, Minis-
ters have got in the habit of
riding high now — big limousines,
big horses! They have lost con-
tact wiith the people, and because
of this, they cannot appreciate
the people's problems. 1 would
urge the Minister concerned to
go and do some work, not only im
his office, but down in the
streets and hear what the working
men think and what they feel.
We saw a sample of it not so long
ago in this very compound!
Mighty Joe Young! He was not
fighting in the ring, he was
fighting against the party for
which he voted! This is not
a matter for joking. 1 cam
assure the Minister that on this
question, he will always get the
support of this side of the
House, just as with Ankoko and
with other matters where working-
class interest is threatened. The
Government will always get the
backing of this side of the
House on such matters.

The P.N.C. arm of the Govern-
ment should pursue an indepen-
dent policy. It should look back
into its own wmanifesto. If it
does not do so, faced with the
contradictions inherent in this
coalition, it will do nothing
for the working class. That is
why there is virtual stagnation
in the country today. Nobody
knows what to do! Nobody is
willing to make any decisions!
We are drifting, and in the
Dmooce of dpifiine tha 4+ &
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quo is maintained. Whoever is
riding high now feels more in-
clined to ride roughshod over
the people.

Mr. Benn rose --
Mr. Speaker: 1 would have

thought that the climax of your
argument laid in your leader.

Mr. Beon: 1 wanted to remind
the Minister of certain things
because it is right that Minis-
ters should, every now and again;
be reminded of what they said.
They are, perhaps, so busy that
they do not have a chance to read
what they said in the past. In
addition to this, I should like
to speak on some other problems
which people in the rural areas
face. I wish to read from page
15 of The New Read, the P.N.C.
manifesto:

"Our standards of hous-
ing like those of health,
though less low than those
of some underdeveloped coun-
tries, are much lower than
those of many a civilised
nation. Thousands of our
citizens are still un- and
ill-housed. There are too
many slums.

We shall plan to pro-
vide housing of good quality
and standard to take care
not only of our present popu-
lation, but also the poten-
tial growth.

Housing is not a mere
social and economically re-
munerative service. It not
only satisfies a basic human
want and need, but also makes
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health and well being of the
members of the community,
thus making them potentially
miore productive.

It 1s also a form of
individual -saving and at the
same time tends to generate
development of our forestry
products and some minor in-
dustries, all of which have
an employment potential,.

We shall plan to pro-
vide housing along with new
industries and agricultural
schemes while avoiding class
segregation.

3.40 p.a.

That is very well written. The
Goverommeni shculd make very clear
its ipntention to house the people
instead of coming here and shout-
ing, "What has the previous
tovernment done in the past seven
years?™ The hon. Minister of
Housing and Reconstruction should
concentrate some of his attention
on the manifesto submitted by
his party to the electorate.
will remind him of some of his
party's promises to the people.
Of course nothing in this direc-
tion has been done as yet. The
"hon. Minister will claim that he
-had only two years in office.

In Highways to Happiness,
printed by the U.F., another arm
of the Coalition Government, this
is what is written:

"Our policy is- to set
up the Guyanese worker as an
independent citizen, proud of
his national status, and his
position as a home owner.
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Purchase Co-operatives and
other incentives, to create
5,000 new home-owners each
year."

We have not even seen 2,000
houses yet.

"There again, we esti-
mate each home purchaser will
contribute an average of
$500 per year out of his own
earnings towards the rental
prurchase of his own home,
instead of paving rent to a
landlord. This means thac
over a 6-year period home
purchasers will contribute

$52. 5M.

"We estimate that the
average cost of -each home
will be $5,00C and that the
total investment necessary
te build 30,000 homes will
be $150M. We estimate to
provide $97.5M by home pur-
chase mortgage, loans. Of
this amount, we calculate
$36M will be provided through
local private sources, $25M
firom foreign government
sources and $36.5M from
foreign private sources."

Two years have gone already
and nothing has been done. These
are two propositions and pro-
mises which have been made to the
electorate. We have heard a lot
from the hon. Minister about his
ideas for housing. We were told
that one insurance company had
decided to put aside some money
for aid to the housing project.
The hon. Minister bcasted a few
weeks ago in this House that the
Trades Union Council, through
his assistance, encouragement,
or initiative, was getting land
on which to build houses as a
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result of loans from American
sources:. However, while allof
these promises are being made
and these large amounts of momney
are being talked about, the hous-
ing situation is getting more
and more seérious every day.
Young married people require
more houses for their families,
but we are getting oanly a lot
of promises.

Another problem is the omne
which concerns people resident
in the 'sugar estate areas.
There are really two problems in
relation to this matter, and the
hon. Minister of Housing and Re-
construction should do something
about them. He forgot that
during the term of office of the
P.P.P. the extension of the-Rent
Restriction Ordinance was made
to include premises and lands
throughout the country. One
problem that affects people in
the rural areas, especially; those
who have to live on lands former-
ly owned by sugar estates, is
that there are a.lot of restric-

- tions placed omn their occupancy.
One will fimnd restrictions inm
one's mortgage bomd.

Look at the Official Gazette
and you will see what is men-
tioned about. the land formerly
held by the sugdr estates and now
transported to sugar workers.
The people are told that they
cannot have shops omn the land,
they cannot carry on any trade,
and so on. These restrictionms
are found in the leases of the
people living on the East Coast
of Demerara on lands -formerly
occupied by the sugar estates.
This shows that a private cor-
poration is puttimng restrictioms
on the people. I do not know
what is the legal term for it -
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shether 1t is a lease or a trans-
port. One cannot put up a sign
unless one gets permission to do
so; one cannot build more than
one house on a % acre of land,
and so on. These restrictioms
are made by the private anthor-
ity and mot by the sanitary au-
thority. The hom. Minister
should go very carefully imto
this matter and see whether the
Government ‘showld not do some-
thing about these restrictioms.
If anybody can put restrictioms

in leases, then omne does not
know what will happen mnext.

In the case of the workers
on the extra-muclear schemes of
the Sugar Estates, they are
told that they canmnot plant
coconut trees or irees more than
a certain height on the land. I
should also like the hon. Minis-
ter to give attention to the
housing of sugar workers. I
understand that since 1964 no new
loans were given to sugar workers
for new buildings. The loans
they .were getting were given for
painting or the extension of
their residences. The hon. Min-
ister will recognize that there
are still many hundreds of sugar
workers who have not yet got
houses. T understand also that
there is a money problem, and
that some of the money im. the
Sugar Industry Labour Welfare
Fund should be used for the com-
struction of new houses. I ‘wish
the hon. Minister will turm his
attention to this matter, if he
has not yet considered it, and
see what can be domne for the
sugar workers.

Another point is that there
are sugar workers who are resi-
dent in villages. 1In other
words, workers who live in Bux-
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ton and Vigilance have to pay
rent when they should have been
receiving loans for the construc-
tion of houses under the extra-
nuclear scheme.

3.50 p.m.

The hon. Minister should
get in contaci with the people
in charge of the Sugar Welfare
Fund and encourage the management
to speed up this process. There
is this problem of the construc-
tion of streets, dams and so on,
in the sugar estates. A large
portion of the Sugar Welfare
Fund is now used for building
streets but this process is very
slow. At Industry, where 1 live,
the construction of streets and
culverts started a long iime ago
and now work on the project has
ceased, end residents at Indus-
try face serious problems and
difficulties when rain falls.

‘Not only the schemes -are
affected. Nothing is being done
on the roads outside the schemes
and on the roads under the con-
trol of the sugar estates. I
should like to ask the hon. Min-
ister of Housing to do something
about this.

It has been said by the hon.
Member, Mr. Chandisingh, who
leads this side on this matter,
that we support the proposition
of the extension of the Rent
Restriction Ordinance, but we
would like the hon. Minister and
the Government to spend more
time in 1967 considering this
problem so that by next December,
when we come to discuss this, we
will be encouraged by his report.
We hope that there will be no
necessitv for the extensiaon nf
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this Ordinance in this manner,
because many more houses will
have gone up, and will be in the
course of conmstruction as a
result of his endeavours.

- Mr. Ram Karram: It is re-
cerded in Hansard that the hon.
Prime Minister ‘said that he does
not accept one section of the
Bible which says that "he who
hath not even the little that he
has should te taken away". Per-
haps the Prime Minister believes
in the opposite viewpoint and
that is why 90,000 acres of land,
held under licences During Her
Majesty's Pleasure, hLave virtu-
ally been converted to freehold
land for the sugar prodncers.

It is true that. my friend,
Mr. Decroop Mahraj, and other
small landlords have becefited
from a few acres, but the con-
version has benefited the sugar
producers, whose executive com-
mittee sits on the other side
of the House, with 100.000 acres
of land. There are thousands
of idle acres in villages and on
sugar estates on the East -and
West Coasts of Demerara. What
has been happening on the East
<oast? The sugar producers have
been empoldering this land and
selling it at a price of three
or four thousand dollars per
acre.

One would have thought that
this Government, with its solici-
tude towards the working classes
would have said, "Let us get
tire front land, which is value-
less to you in so far as cane
cultivation is concerned, so that
we may use it for the surplus
population”. The Government paid
over $12,000 an acre to the

Nomarane Qumamn Camecanmee £ Vo2
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on the FEast Bank of the Demerara
River. The hon. Minister of
Housing and Reconstruction should
consider the thounsands of people
chased out of their normal places
of residence and now crowding
together on the East Coast.

Members on this side of the
House, and some, I am sure, on
that side as well, would be very
glad to see the Minister_and the
Government do something to ensure
that these people are not ejected
from these lands on which they
have a very negligible sort of
tenancy. It was the wish of the
last Govermment to see this put
in order, and I ask the hon. Min-
ister to ensure that people ob-
tain the proper tenancy as well
as proper roads and water supply.

I recall that not very long
ago some of these persons ap-
pealed to the Government for
water from the adjoining village
of Piaisance. The Village Coun-
cil resisted and Government did
absolutely nothing to ensure that
water, which is a very important
item in the life of the commun-
ity, should be supplied. As a
result of that, a large number of
children became affected with all
sorts of ahdominal diseases. 1
hope the Minister will do some-
thing about it.-

We must not forget incidents
which occured in 1946 when the
area known as Campbellville was
acquired by the Government at the
fantastic figure of $450,000.
This was one-ninth of an area
which had been bought for 360,000
in 1932. The sugar producers
sold the area from Bel Air
to Campbellville for $450,000.
What was heart~rending was that
the authorities used the housing
situation at the time to obtain
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the support of the people who
could hardly afford to purchase
the land, much less to build
houses. They made it appear that
the P.P.P. had been agitating
against the interest of the peo-
ple concerned. I see a situation
similar to that arising mow .in
relation to the Green Belt.  When
Mr. Costello came to this country
be made certain propnsals based
on his knowledge. fe knew about
the development of land and the
development of cities.

Sitting suspended at 4 p.m.
4.30 p.m.
On resumption.—-

[Mr. Deputy Speaker in the
Chair.T]

Mr. Rem Karran: ¥hen the
suspension was taken, 1 was deal-
ing with the Campbellville
scandal where one-ninth of an
area acquired for $60,000 in 1932
was sold to the taxpayers of this
country for the vast sum of
$450,000. I was developing the
point te show that the unfortu-
nate, impecunious workers of
this country were made to feel
that the purchase of this land
was in their interest. In other
words, they felt that forking
out their money into the pockets
of the expatriate giants was in
their interest.

A similar situation is devel-
oping and has, te a certain ex-
tent, commenced in the area east
of Bel Air. My friend used to
be very closely associated with
that area. What happened was
that the planning expert, Mr.
Costello, came here immediately
after the war with a view to
setting the pattern of develop-
ment in the City and its environ-
ment. His recommendation was
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that that area should be the
Green Belt area. Before you
got ‘o the Green Belt area, how-
ever, there was a low demnsity
area. The houses were far apart
and the lands on which they were
situated should havé been bigger
so that there could have been
adequate penetration of air to
the high density areas in the
west ard south of that area
nearer to the City, and the
workers who lived in more con-
gested areas at the south could
have had some proper flow of the
pure Atlantic air.

However, as soon as Mr.
Costello had left these shores
and the Interim Goveroment had
stepped in, we found that Bookers
bad begnn to cut up these lots
into very small cubicles. That
area is not provided with sewer-
age facilities and there is no
obligation, on the part of tihe
occupiers, to puti in septic
tanks. We found that the people
who lived so near to each other
were disturbed by the stench that
flowed from the toilets and so
on. 1t is fcrtunate that the
people themselves, havirg regard
‘to the general unhealthiness of
the place, have, at great. expense
and extreme sacrifice, begun
to put in septic tamnks of their
own. The Government has domne
nothing to improve the situationm.

What I now fear most is that
Bookers, the owners of the area
further east, from Sophia to In-
dustry, which is known as the
Green Belt and which is now
being used for rice cultivation
and cattle rearing, are now
bringing tremendous pressure
on the Government and the agents
of the Government and they are
ehwine that that area should be
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used for densed housing. 1 wish
to sound a note of warning and
to ask the Minister of "Housin
and Reconstruction" - in inverte
commas - to see to it that noth-
ing is done to allow the owners
ot this land to get away with
"murder”.

Mr. Costello's recommenda-
tions are admirable ones and no
sensible person, in or out of
this Hguse, ought to object to
there being fairly large hold-
ings, on which sirgle-lot houses
can be erected and on whick
gardening, poultry, or even
sheep-rearing, can be carried ou,
so that the area remains what
Mr. Costello intended it to be -
the lung of the City. If these
heartless landlords are allowed
to continue to make greater pro-
fits, 1t means that we-will have
houses very close together and
the value of the lands will go
up. Natvrally, because of the
housing -shortage, and because
of the large number of people' in
the City, there is a premium
cn land. Lands in this country
cost as much as lands in the
United Kingdom. There can be mo
contradiction to that at all.

1 ask the hon. Minister and
the Govermment to emsure that
the price of land is not allowed
to go higher, or, in fact, it
should not be as high as it is
People are asking for
$4,000 per acre for lands in that
area. That is a fantastic¢ sum
having regard to two things:
the original cost of the land,
and the fact that the lands are
being used for rice cultivation
and catch crops only.

We have absolutely no objec-
tion to the extension of the Rent
Restriction Ordinance but, while
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we welcome it, the hon. Minis-
ter's assurance that there would
be an increase in the rentals
of houses in this country, al-
legedly to satisfy both sides,
stands out as serious a threat
as the National Security (Mis-
cellaneous Provisions) Bill, in
so far as the tenants of this
country are concerned.

During the suspension, the
hon. Minister of Health (Mr.
Mahraj) asked me to correct my-
self and to say that he no longer
benefits from the lease lands
in Essequibo, having sold them
out already. 1 thamk the Minis-
ter for his assurance, and I
think he was very wise to have
sold and acquired the money
already. Mr. Mahraj: '"Shame.")

Before I take my seat, 1
want to advise the hon. Minister
and other members of the Govern-
ment, including Mr. Hari Prashad,
by quoting from this book Reli-
gion and the Rise of Capitalism
by R.H. Tawney. Mr. Tawney was
not born in the Soviet Union.
He is an Englishman, an Homorary
Doctor of the Universities of
Oxford, Manchester, Birmingham,
Sheffield, Ldndon, Chicago, Mel-
bourne and Paris. 1 should like
to quote one verse, a few lines,
from page 151 of this book:

"You thoughte that I woulde
not requyre

The bloode of all suche at
your hande, .

But be you sure, eternall
fyre

Is redy for eche hell fyre-
brande.

Both for the housynge and
the lande

That you have taken from
the pore

Ye shall in hell dwell

SYermnre
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Mr. Bissembér (replying):-
I should like to say, in the
circumstances, that I am grate-
ful to the hon. Mr. Benn for the
remarks which he made. I should
like to reply to two points, the
first was made by the hon. Mr.
Ram Karran. He said that the
Government had bought land from
the Demerara Company at $12,500
per acre. The second was made by
the hon. Leader of the Opposi-
tion. He mentioned the front
lands on the East Coast.

New, I happen to know that
no negetiations were ever em-
barked upon, even at the time
when the squatters were occupy-
ing the frout lands owned by
Jookers. In the months of May
and June of 1964 when the matter
came up for the previous Govern-
‘ment to take a decision to house
these people and let them remain
on the land, no action was taken.
They failed to negotiate to buy
these lands from Bookers. The
people who now tell us that we
should see that the squatters
are not removed from the area, .
are the same people who refused to
act in 1961, 1962 and 1963 when
theywererepeatedly asked by mem-
Hers of the trade union move-
ment to provide land, which they
had available, to build homes
for working-class people. They
said that they had no land avail-
able and they would not even
negotiate with the T.U.C. to make
the land available for the work-
ing class people.

Today, this Government has
provided 110 acres of land at a
bare minimum cost to the T.U.C.
for .it to provide H60 homes for
the working-class people in the
itrade union mavement.
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They said that no construc-
tion is taking place. Phoenix
Park on the East Bank -is a
wonderful city, there are 75 new
buildings. Then there is Meadow
Brook in Lodge. One only has to
drive through these areas to see
what has been done and what is
being done. Sixteen apartments
will be put up before Christmas,
and 133 new building structures
are already there.

Let me refer to the rural
areas. The hen. Members should
take a look at Cumberland. We
have developed the land and we
are putting in roads now. We do
not have to be told what is stat-
ed in our manifeste. We are
carrying out what is stated in
it. We are building houses
as fast as we can. We are put-
ting in roads and conmections
vwhere none existed. For instance,
Dr. Jagan went there with his
chairman --

Mr. Depr y Speaker: Are
you referri- | to the hon. Mem-
hars?

Mr. Bissember: I beg your
pardon, sir. The hon. Member
Dr. Jagan and ‘the hon. Member
Mr. Nunes went to the housing
scheme and they were looking
around. They saw for them-
selves the conditions under
which the temants are liv-
ing today. Places which were
never cleaned have been cleaned.
They talk about helping the work-
ing-class people! Weare present-
ly continuing the comstruction of
concrete drains which were not
there during the last 10 years!
All those are benefits to the work-
ing-class people who cannot

afford to pay $100 a month rent -

for a big building in Georgetown.
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A team from my Ministry
visited Leguan and Wdakenaam to
find out whether land is avail-
able, and to encourage people
there to build by way of self-
help. I mentioned these things
to refute one or two of the
statements made by some of the
members of the Opposition. I
can give them the assurance that
this Government will never sit
down and let the working-class
pecple suffer as they allowed
them to suffer. We shall carry
cut the promises that we have
made. We shall do as they nesver
attempted to do.

As may have been noted, under
our Development Programme, §$7
million is expected to be spent
on self-help housing. We have
just purchased 178 acres of land
at a very low cost for the con-
struction of houses. I can go on
and on narrating what we have
been doing and what we will con-
tinue to do.

The hon. Member Mr. Ram
Karran mentioned the Green Belt.
I can assure him that the Green
Belt is being investigated by the
Central Planning Authority, and
L am aware of what he has in
mind. But I can give him the
assurance that that plan which
was drafted 15 years ago will be
thoroughly looked at by this Gov-
ernment in the interest of the
working class of this country.

Question put, and agreed to.

Motion carried.

ADJOURNMENT

Resolved, "That this Assembly
do now adjourn until Friday 16th
December, 1966, at 5 p.m. [Mr.

Bissember.’]

Adjourned accordingly at

4.50 p.m.
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