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631 Debate of Private
MINUTES

The Minutes of the meeting of the
Council held on Thursday, 4th February,
1960, as printed and circulated, were
taken as read and confirmed.

PAPERS LAID

The Financial Secretary (Mr.
Essex): I beg to lay on the Table in
terms of section 8(2) of the Census
Ordinance, Chapter 64 the -

Census Regulations, 1960 (No. 2).

ORAL ASKING AND ANSWERING
OF QUESTIONS

DEBATE OF PRIVATE MEMBERS’
MOTIONS

Mr. Tasker: Mr. Speaker, I beg
to ask the hon. the Chief Secretary
Question No. 3 standing in my name on
the Order Paper. In view of the
concern  expressed by the hon.
Attorney-General, in the course of the
Budget Debate on January 19, regarding
the lack of debates on motions by Mem-
bers of the “Opposition”, will the hon.
Chief Secretary state whether Gov-
ernment intends to observe the pro-
visions of Standing Order 20 of the
Legislative Council; and, if so, when op-
portunity will be afforded to debate the
27 motions by Private Members of which
notice has already been given in this
session?

The Chief Secretary (Mr. Hedges):
Sir, the answer to the hon. Member’s
Question is as follows: As the hon.
Member is aware, Standing Orders
are for the regulation and orderly con-
duct of the proceedings of this Council
and the Government Members, for their
part, endeavour to comply with them.
It is the practice here, as it is in the
United Kingdom House of Commons,
that Private Members’ Motions are not
placed on the Order Paper until the
Government has had the opportunity of
considering questions of policy arising
out of such Motions, The process in-
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cvitably takes time, but I am sure the
hon. Mecmber will appreciate any
attempt to vary this procedure will lead
to ill-formed and inconclusive debates
on Privatc Members’ Motions.

It is the Government’s wish that
the Council should sit on Wednesdays to
take Private Members’ Motions when-
ever possible.  The hon. Member
will appreciate, however, that therc
will be occasions when, because of im-
portant Government business, such sit-
tings cannot be held.

Mr, Tasker:  Mr. Speaker, while
[ appreciate that the hon. Members on
this side are expected to appreciate the
Government's point of view, perhaps the
hon. the Chief Secretary and other
members of the Government will appre-
ciate that, if the situation is as the hon.
the Chief Secretary has said it is, it is
unfortunate that a member of the Gov-
ernment Benches should criticize private
Members for the lack of debates on
Motions tabled by them, as was done by
the hon. the Attorney-General in the
recent Budget debate.

The Chief Secretary:  Sir, I think
the answer is largely in the second para-
graph and that is: It is Government’s
intention, if it is possible, to sit on each
Wednesday.

ORDER OF THE DAY

CONSTITUTIONAL DELEGATION
TO LONDON

Mr. Speaker: Council will resume
debate on the substantive Motion moved
by the hon. Member for Demerara
River (Mr. Bowman). It reads as
follows:

“Whereas there was divergence of
views among the members of the Con-
stitutional Committee on the question as
to what kind of Constitution should be
recommended for British Guiana, which
made it necessary for individual members
to submit Minority Reports; and

Whereas it is necessary that all those
who submitted Minority Reports should
be afforded the opportunity to represent
their views as expressed in the Report:
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ward the case for a representative of
Labour on this delegation I am only
voicing the opinion of the masses in
Britishk Guiana. As it is, the Trades
Union Council speaks for more than
44,000 organized workers in this coun-
try, and it is quite safe to say that its
influence covers some 30,000 other work-
ers. So that in point of fact a Labour
representative on the delegation would
represent the views of some 75,000 work-
ers, which is certainly a quite sizeable
body of opinion in the Colony.

I make this point because, in another
place the hon. Member for North
Western District, in explaining his re-
quest for two Nominated Members on
the declegation, stated that it was his
opinion that they should be regarded as
representing  industry, commerce and
Labour. 1 feel that this is a good
opportunity to test this Legislature’s at-
titude towards Labour and its right to
be represented on a Constitutional dele-
gation.

There can be r : _ument
in favour of the Amendment moved by
the Minisier of Natural Resources, and
that is the question of expense; but 1
have said before in this Council that I
agree with a very eminent industrialist
who said that people and people’s opin-
jons are much more important than
money. In this case the question to be
decided is too vitally important to be
reckoned in dollars and cents, The cost
of sending this delegation to London is
a secondary matter. I said yesterday,
and I repeat, that if the delegation is
fully representative, and before its de-
parture the members could meet and
arrive at some degree of understanding,
— some reasonable area of agreement —
it could achieve much.

However, if the Secretary of State
for the Colonies should accept, as I think
he may, the Constitutional Committee’s
recommendation that future amendment
to our Constitution should be made by
the Legislature of this country on the
basis of a two-thirds majority, it would
be guite a lonr time — possibly never
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Press sending out erroneous and mis-
chievous reports. 1 have seen one such
report under the name of the Editor of
one of our local newspapers—a report
which was false and had to be challenged
and contradicted. The Colonjal Office,
therefore, is well aware of who com-
mands the support of the majority in this
country and it is well aware of what
reliance can be placed on the pronounce-
ments of the organs of public opinion.

The majority has been able to hold
a united heart and speak with a united
voice. It is competent, It has been ablc
to look after its own affairs. It has been
able to impress, not only the Colonial
Office, but the world at large. What
worries me is this inability of the minor-
ities to realize their position in the con-
text of this new policy and to seitle down
to work alongside the majority, if they
are not to fall under them. What worries
me is that there is not any single voice
which can speak for the minorities; and
there has not been even any attempt —
far less a serious attempt—to compose
differences and agree on a minimum pro-
gramme for the minorities.

The problem facing this Council, as
I see it, is the problem of trying to get
those elements representing the minori-
ties to reach some agreed position so that
they can select a reasonable number of
people who will go with a single pro-
gramme to balance the united position of
the majority and give the Colonial Office
some indication of where the two sides
stand.

The Constitutional Commiftee’s
Report which has been sent to London.
sets out in quite clear terms the extent
of the disagreement between the majority
and the minority; and I think that if we
select a delegation in terms of the Motion
moved by the hon. Memnber for Demerara
River, or in terms of the Amendment by
the hon. Member for North Western
District, we should be doing a grave dis-
service to what T would call, in al
sympathy, a section of the population
which is now without a voice. 1 think
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that the Amendment proposed by the
Majority Party, which does not seek more
than parity with its elected opponents is,
in the circumstances, a very generous pro-
posal which could well be accepted by
the minority if they could compose their
own differences and arrive at an agreed
position,

The Majority Party has gone further
and suggested that it might add to the
delegation one Nominated Member, so
that there will be four persons in
a delegation of seven who will not
be under the control of the Majority
Party. 1 think, therefore, that the minor-
ity might indicate whether there does, in
fact, exist among them that level of
statesmanship which will permit those
people who have put their hopes in them,
to believe that they can get the quality
of representation to which they may feel
entitled. I, therefore, take my stand in
support of the Amendment proposed by
the Minister of Natural Resources.

Mr, Campbell: T wish to make a few
remarks on the Am proposed by
the hon. Minister of Natural Resourees
which suggests a delegation of seven as
full representation of the people of this
country at the London Constitutional
talks. li boils down to a difference be-
tween seven and 20 Members, as pro-
posed in the substantive Motion by the
hon. Member for Demerara River. **
compromise proposal of a delegatior
11 Members, if accepted, will provide
adcequate  representation  of  political
opinion in this couniry. On the other
hand, if the Amendment by the Minister
of Natural Resources for a delegation of
seven is accepted—and I have a hunch
that it is going to be carried because of
the divided opposition—it will mean that
the delegation will reflect the Majority
Party’s opinion in London, and that
alone.

When I suggested a delegation of 11,
I bore in mind the phrase “representative
delegation” used in the Resolution which
was passed by this Council in June, 1958.
It is true that the Majority Party repre-
sents a large body or race of people
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obtained their votes from the Majority
Party and thus represent P.P.P. votes.
How could it possibly be fair for six out
of seven persons to come from the Op-
position, while three come from the
Majority Party? Is it just that six
Elected Members who, in a total count,
could not have received as many votes
as two or three Members on this side of
the Table, should go to London with
three Members from the Majority
Party?

The hon. Member for Georgetown
Central told us that all minority views
should be represented. He pleaded with
us that though he did not agree with the
views of the minority group, they must be
represented. But does he really mean
it? I have here, before me, the Report
of the Constitutional Committee of last
year, in which the minority views of
Messrs. Burnham, Jackson and Kendall
were recorded, and in the record of their
views of the electoral system—the system
which is known as proportional represent-
ation—they said this:

“It is also proposed that any party
obtaining less than 15% of the votes cast
should not be allocated any seats but such
seats as it may be mathematically entitled
to should be distributed proportionately
between the other parties which have
obtained more than the 15% minimum.
This recommendation is aimed at dis-
couraging small parties which under the
P.R. system may lead to instability.”

If we are to adopt the hon. Member
for Georgetown Central’s recommgnda-
tion in the Constitutional Committee’s
Report, we will see that the two Parties
that have seats here from 1957, other
than the Majority Party and the People’s
National Congress, namely the U.D.P.
and the N.L.F., would not have been re-
presented in this Council because they
held less than 15% of the votes cast.
Therefore, there would be no expression
of any minority views. So why tell us
about the deep concern for the minority
when he proposed that any minority
group which got less than 15% of the

s st would be shifted to the winning
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Parties? In a sense he has suggested

that the hon. Member for New Amster-

dam and the hon. Member for North
Western District would be absorbed in

the two Parties; so I do not know why

there is this terrible concern? I am more

concerned with what the delegation would

do when it gets to London than with the

‘counting of noses’ as we are doing dur-

ing this debate.

Mr. Tom Paine, who lived 200
years ago, had some caustic words to
say on this question of freedom and in-
dependence, and he reminded us, I
quote: “Every nation that does not gov-
ern itself is governed.” Do we want to
continue to be governed ? How long do
Guianese wish to be governed from out-
side? Members of this Council have
stood on their two feet and have urged
that we should not get independence in
British Guiana. @ What a shameful
stand that anyone in this day and age
should be afraid of independence —
should shy away -from independence.
The days are long past for such utter-
ances.  Would that Tom Paine were
alive to help us in British Guiana put
some sense into Guianese as he did the
Frenchmen and Americans 200 years
ago.

If 200 years ago man believed in
the equality of man and the right of
man to govern his own affairs, what a
pity it cannot be done today ? TIndeed,
when he said these words :

“There are the times that try men'’s
souls. The summer soldier and the sun-

shine patriot will in this crisis, shrink from
the services of his country;”

{
How many stand here and shrink from
the services of their country ? He goes
on:

“but he that stands it now, deserves
the love and thanks of man and woman..”

We have in this Council many summer
soldiers and sunshine patriots.

I felt ashamed as I listened to some
of the debates of men who should know
better—men who, at one time in their
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lives, had the ardent desire to see this
country free from outside rule and col-

‘onialism; yet today, when the moment

.

to which all of us Wworked assiduosly
for 10 years has come, what do we find ?
They are fatigued by the struggle.

“Those who expect to reap the
blessings of freedom, must, like men,
undergo the fatigues of supporting it,”
said Tom Paine. =~ Wec have undergone
the fatigues of supporting the fight for
freedom in B.G. and if necessary, will
continue. We cannot be fatigued in this

struggle.

I would plead with those 'who go to
London to remember the basic issues.
Forget personalities; remember what
were our basic and original desires.
Tom Paine, quoting from Lafayette,
says :

“Call to mind the scntiments which
nature has engraved in the heart of every
citizen, and which take a new force when
they are solemnly recognized by all: For
a nation to love liberty, it is sufficient

that she knows it; and to be free, it is
sufficient that she wills it.”

Can we be free unless we will it ?
These are words written 200 years ago
by a great patriot who gave much to the
movement towards the independence of
France and the United States of Amer-
ica. Would that we had more Tom
Paines today!

I have becn disturbed, also, in lis-
tening to this debate, by the level to
which it has dropped. How can
certain Members stand in this Legisla-
tive Council and say those shameful and
shocking things which we heard yestzr-
day? T felt like covering my face in
shame for cveryone in British Guiana
when 1 heard words dropped from the
mouth of the hon. Member for Eastern
Demerara which made this room more
like a pig sty than a Legislative Council.
It is a pity and a shame that we should
allow this Legislative Council to go so
low.  Why should the Member bring
his bitterness and chagrin at being re-
jected by the Majority Party to this
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Council ? Let him cover his shame in
another way and not burden this Coun-
cil with his filth.

We are not alone—thank goodness
for that—in our desire, in our anxiety
to see this country independent. We
are grateful that we are not alone. The
Convention People’s Party of Ghana has
cabled the Majority Party these words
through the Secretary :

“Regarding impending London Con-
stitutional talks Convention People’s Party
send you best wishes for success in name
of freedom, unity and peace. We march
forward together to glorious destiny.”

Why would they cable us in this way ?
—because Ghana knows the blessings of
independence. = Ghana has blossomed
like a flower since she has become inde-
pendent.  The trade balance of that
country, which previously showed an ex-
cess of imports over exports, has now re-
versed, with a greater volume of exports
than imports. I saw some eycbrows
lifted when I said that Ghana has blos-
somed. Any new country making its
way like a child growing up, has troubles.
1 would be the last to stand up and
praise everything that has gone on in
Ghana, but I say that the blessings of in-
dependence have brought to that coun-
try a great change, and I predict that the
Government will safely and quickly iron
out the difficulties that exist at the
moment. It is far better that they solve
their difficulties themselves than that an-
other power should sit there and make
decisions for them.

Mr. Azikiwe, President of the Sen-
ate of Nigeria, has also written us in
connection with this delegation, express-
ing his satisfaction and his good wishes,
for, he writes :

*...We are one with you and the
People’s Progressive Party in your great
struggle to liberate your country from
foreign rule. We have been through the
crucible and are now on the threshold of
obtaining our independence. As far as
we are concerned we would not allow any
internal bickerings to make us swerve from
our objective. We wish the .People’s Pro-
gressive Party continued success in its
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endeavour, and we pray that the leaders
and members of the P.P.P. will continue
to struggle with fortitude until their goal
has been achieved. Sincerely yours,
Nnamdi Azikiwe.”

The last I shall quote of the many letters
we have received is also from a well
known freedom fighter who stands on the
same pedestal with those other gentle-
men. It is from Mr. Dom Mintoff, of
Malta, who writes:

“Your letter of Dec. 30 bhas left a
great impression on me and my friends.
Indeed the Colonial Office has attempted
to bring about the destruction of our
movements by the same subtle and brutal
methods employed against the People’s
Progressive Party in British Guiana.. ..
1 can think of no better wish than that
our two countries will co-operate and work
together with other oppressed nations for
freedom and independence.”

The countries not yet independent are
with us in our struggle for independence.
Those which have achieved theirs are
with us in our anxiety to reach in-
dependence. But who are against it ?7—
some Members of this Council.  These
are the ones everyone is urging should go
to London to tell the “great white father”
that we do not want independence. Is
that really what the delegation is for—
that we should go before the Secretary of
State for the Colonies, the “great white
father”, and say that we do not want in-
dependence ? Do we wish to remain
slaves and say, like Uncle Tom, “We
shall be thankful for whatcver mercies
you can bestow upon us ?””  Is that the
stature of a nation, or is it the stature
of kindergarten children ? I would urge
that the kindergarten and teenage Mem-
bers of this Council grow up and face
the challenge before them, and not urge
upon this Council that the delegation to
London should be packed with those who
do not want independence. Is that the
object?  Must those Members go to
London to say that the Majority Party
is dictatorial, and that it wants to ruin
the nation ?

The Majority Party fought the elec-
tion like every other Party and, having
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won, it is now the Government. When
the others are capable of doing the same
they will have the same burdens upon
their shoulders. Why should we not do
all in our power to sce that this country
becomes independent? Can anyone
seriously accuse the Majority Party off
being unfair, in the Amendment moved
by the Minister of Natural Resources ?
Quite clearly and simply we say, let us
have three Members and the other Elec-
ted Members have three, and let us have
one Member from the Nominated side.
What could be more equitable?  Does
the Secretary of Statc for the Colonies
want to sit there and hear the views of
every single individual ? If so you can
go outside and find 50 more persons to
send—all with different views. The Sec-
retary of State will have a verbatim re-
port of our discussions. He has studied
the verbatim reports of the Constitutional
Committee’s meetings and he knows the
views of everyone here.

The hon. Member for the North
Western District (Mr. Campbell) claims
that he represents the Amerindians of
British Guiana. I challenge him on that.
As the representative of Western Esse-
quibo I represent a great number of
Amerindians, and I venture to say that I
see them more often than the hon. Mem-
ber sees his constituents. I would also
venture to say that I give them perhaps
more detailed representation than he does.
I represent the Amerindians in my con-
stituency; they have a voice as all of us
have.  Even though the hon. Member
represents the Amerindians in his constit-
uency it is not necessary for him to go
on the delegation purely and simply be-
cause of that.

Let us not refuse to accept the
democratic process in this Council. Let
us not be so immature as to accuse the
Majority Party of dictatorship, because
1t follows the pattern of political parties.
We have heard enough in this Council
about certain Members not being allowed
to voice their particular views when
thcy were members of the Majority
Party. We take our cuc from the
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Members of the Majority Party
have often spoken of the need for co-
operation. The Minister of Labour,
Health and Housing in effect said, “We
are the Government”.  We acknow-
ledge that. When that Party, which
is in power, wishes to go and seek loans
abroad, we are told, “let us co-operatc”.
Since they are in power, they should go
on their own where they please to seek
loans.

Let us be frank and fair. The
reasons why this Party is opposed to the
Amendment moved by the Minister of
Natural Resources are many. To
analyze the situation, one would have to
take into account how some Members
voted in the Constitutional Committee
and how they are likely to vote in this
debate — a certain amount of anticipa-
tion is necessary in the latter.

Mr, Speaker:  Please do not call
any names. I do not want to know
beforehand how people will vote — only
when the time comes.

Mr. Jackson: shall grant your
request, Mr. Speaker. What I am say-
ing is, an indication was given in the
Constitutional ~Committee why this
Amendment by the Minister of Natural
Resources should not be now accepted
or why it should not have been put for-
ward at all. In Paragraph 19 of the
Report of the Constitutional Committee
we have a record of those who voted for
and against complete independence for
British Guiana. It follows that when the
Majority Party decides to take along a
delegation to discuss the Constitution it
has as a source to draw on those who
voted for independence, whether Nomin-
ated or Elected Members.

However, the situation has not re-
mained entirely thc same, because some
Members may no longer want to support
full independence. In that case, their
views should be heard on the delegation.
And we can go on and examine other
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decisions of the Constitutional Committee
which were arrived at by voting: as
shown in Paragraphs 22, 41, 47, 50, 61,
72, 76 and 79 of the Report and see what
the strength of thc Majority Party would
be in a delegation of seven Members.

The Member for Georgetown Cen-
tral told this Council that he hoped that
there would be no room for disappoint-
ment on the part of this Council, this
Government and this country. I quite
agree with him, and I would add that he
would be an unwise Secretary of State
who would give full recognition to a
delegation which does not take into
account the views of the people who live
in this country and who are represented
in this Council.

My Party is in agreement with thc
Amendment moved by the Member for
North Western District. It is clear, how-
ever, that he does not endorse the view
of the People’s National Congress.  If
he is wrong, then let us educate him as
to what is right, and that is, that ultimate
independence will have for us tremend-
ous advantages. = Nobody on the Gov-
crnment side has attempted to do that.
In any casc we feel that the Member for
North Western District in his Amendment
shows a more realistic approach to the
question than the Minister of Natural
Resources in that he seeks to provide for
the rcpresentation of every shade of
opinion in this Council.

Why is it that the Government re-
fuses to take the simplest course of
action? From her speech this afternoon
the Minister of Labour, Health and
Housing assumed the role of a teacher.
Why is it that she does not teach us co-
operation by listening to us?  Other
Members have not indicated how they
will vote in this matter. The hon.
Nominated Member, Mr. Hubbard, has
spoken, but the others have remained
silent on this Amendment.

I feel that in spite of the place they
hold; in spite of their being Nominated,
we agree that they should be heard.
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here, unless you proceed by way of a sub-
stantive Motion. If you persist, I will
have to name you.

Mr. Bowman: Yes, Sir. It was
suggested that a certain Member should
be made a Minister. It is natural that
that Member supports the P.P.P. at every
turn. That Member is not sitting here
as a P.P.P. Member, but I know he is “a
pP.pP.pP.”

Mr. Speaker: You are going off the
question now. The Amendment, let me
remind you, is proposing that there
should be in the delegation three mem-
bers of the Majority Party, three other
Elected Members, and one Nominated
Member. Please confine your remarks
to the Amendment.

Mr. Bowman: Mr. Speaker, I would
like to procced with every respect to the
Chair, but this Member (Mrs. Jagan) re-
ferred to the Member for Eastern Dem-
erara and nothing was said about it.

Mr. Speaker: Will you proceed
with your speech, or shall T have to ask
you to take your seat? We are sitting
until half-past five.

Mr. Bowman: You will not be do-
ing me justice, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: If you knew the
Standing Orders, you would be aware
that I have no power to go on after half-
past five, unless a Motion is accepted to
the contrary.

Mr. Bowman: This being a matter
of great importance, Sir, I thought you
were going to give us some sort of lec-
way.

Mr. Speaker: I could have stopped
at five, but the Standing Orders give me
the right to continue until half-past five.

Mr. Bowman: The Minister of La-
bour, Health and Housing referred to the
fact that Ghana, since independence, had
doubled the volume of her external trade.
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Why is this so? Investors have gone
there and invested capital. What is the
position here? Men are afraid to come,
and there is need for the Government to
create confidence which is lacking among
investors abroad. 4

-
Aty 3

We want a Constitution for all
Guianese. We do not want a Constitu-
tion written by the P.P.P. to suit the
whims and fancies of the P.P.P. They
cannot fool me, and that is why they do
not want me to go to England
[Laughter]. That is a fact! let them
laugh. They are afraid of Bowman more
than anybody else in this Council
[Laughter]. What has become of the
“Bill of Rights” which they themselves
accepted? When the Member for North
Western District was speaking on this
“Bill of Rights”——

Mr. Speaker: [ cannot go beyond
half-past five unless there is a Motion to
that effect.

[}

Mr. Tasker: Mr. Speaker, may I
move that the question be now put.

Mr. Speaker: If you had put it a
moment before; but I doubt very much if
I have any power to do so now. There
should be a Motion for the Council to
continue before that Motion can be put.
If that Motion was to be put it should
have been put in time — before 5.30.
If that time has passed, then I have no
power or authority for Council to be
contmued.

Mr. Tello: 1 beg to move that the
sitting of this Council be continued for
30 minutes at the end of which time the
Motion can be put.

Mr. Gajraj:
Motion.

I beg to second the

Mr. Bowman: There are two ques-
tions which I would like to ask. One is
about the Bill of Rights. Why is it that
the People’s Progressive Party wants to
deny the minority opinion from going to
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London to express their views? The
other question is ——

[Interruption].

I was asking why is it that they had
declared their own Party elections nuil
and void ? Since the will of the majority
must be carried, and they must have a
majority on the delegation to go to Lon-
don, because they have the majority, the
majority will at Party elections should
have been carried also.

Let us compare the delegation which
went to Trinidad and Venezuela last
year and this delegation that is to go to

London. Place these two delegations in
juxtaposition, Of these two delegations

which is the more important? The one
to see after the writing of a Constitution,
the fundamental law of this country, or
the other one? Why is it that these
people are afraid to carry a larger dele-
gation? It is only because they want to
stifle opinion.

Many people believe that the ma-
jority of people in the P.P.P. are ‘yes’
men. I was not one. I am an individual
who thinks for himself and who expresses
what he thinks. They are afraid. Why?
Because they want to impose upon
Guianese what they want.

The Minister of Natural Resources
has introduced an Amendment, but 1
want to describe him as a ventriloquistic
instrument; and that is why I expressed
the opinion last year that he is simply a
mouthpiece

Mr. Speaker: 1 will have to stop
you or mame you if you do not refrain
from personalities, and I will have no
hesitation in doing so. [ have bcen
excecdingly tolerant with you. In point
of fact, I take it that you do not appre-
ciate it. You are not debating the
Motion, you are replying; but pointing to
individuals all the time and saying ‘they
and they’ and ‘these men’ is not proper.
You might have done it out of exuber-
ance, but you must refrain from doing it.
If you persist I will have to stop you.
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Mr. Bowman: The Minister of La-
bour, Health and Housing, while she did
not call a name, did, in fact, say ‘this gen-
tleman’; and after the Minister of Natural
Resources made a statement yesterday,
[ expressed the opinion that whatever he
said was from the Party. Mr. Speaker,
my vocabulary is limited

Mr. Speaker: You must always be
aware of your limitations.

Mr. Bowman: And if I have a
certain trend of thought in mind and I
am prevented from expressing that
thought, then I certainly have to find
other words. I am not opposed to
independence. But I want, first of all,
to see this country advance to internal
self-government and let us have a transi-
tional period during which time we will
send our sons and daughters to qualify
to fill the posts occupied by the importees

Mr. Speaker: Hon. Members, in
order to refresh your memories I shall
read to you the several questions. The
first Question is the Motion moved by
the hon. Member for Demerara River
(Mr. Bowman) which reads:

“Whereas there was divergence of
views among the members of the Con-
stitutional Committee on the question as
to what kind of Constitution should be
recommended for British Guiana, which
made it necessary for individual members
to submit Minority Reports; and

Whereas it is necessary that all those
who submitted Minority Reports should
be afforded the opportunity to represent
their views as expressed in the Report:

Be it resolved: That this Council
recommends that the delegation to the
Constitutional talks be comprised of all
the Members of the Legislative Council
who are desirous of going.”

That is the substantive Motion. Then
there was an Amendment by the hon.
Member for North Western District (Mr.
Campbell), which proposed the deletion
of all the words after the words ‘“‘com-
prised of” in the third line of the Resolve
Clause of the Motion, and the substitu-
tion therefor of the following:

“1l members, 3
People's Progressive Party,

representing  the
3 represent-
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[MR. SPEAKER]

ing the People’s National Congress, 1 re-
presenting the Progressive Liberal Party,
1 representing the Guianese Independence
Movement, 1 representing the National
Labour Front, and 2 Nominated Members
selected by them from among their
number.

And be it further resolved: That this
Council recommends that the Secretary
of the Constitutional Committee should
accompany the delegation as its Secre-
tary”.
Then there is a second Amendment
which was moved by the Minister of
Natural Resources (Mr. Benn) for the
deletion of all the words after the words
“comprised of” in the third line of the
Resolve Clause of the Motion, and the
substitution therefor of the following:
“3 Members of the Majority Party, 3

Members of the Elected Opposition and
1 Nominated Member.”

There is a third Amendment by the hon.
Nominated Member, Mr. Fredericks, to
the Amendment moved by the Minister
of Natural Resources, for the substitu-
tion of the figure “2” for the figure “1”
in the second line. In effect his Amend-
ment reads: “3 Members of the Majority
Party, 3 Members of the Elected Opposi-
tion and 2 Nominated Members”.

I am going to put the last Amend-
ment first, that is the one moved by the
hon. Nominated Member, Mr. Freder-
icks, in which he asks that the Amend-
ment moved by the Minister of Natural
Resources be amended to read:

“That this Council recommends that
the delegation to the Constitutional talks
be comprised of 3 Members of the

Majority Party, 3 Members of the Elected
Opposition and 2 Nominated Members”.

The Council divided and voted:

For Against
Mr. Hubbard Mr. Bowman
Mr. Fredericks Mr. Beharry
Mr. Davis Mr. Tasker
Mr. Gajraj Mr. Tello
Mr. Jai Narine Singh  Mr. Jackson
Mr. Ajodba Singh Mr. Campbell
Mr. Saffee Mr. Burnham
Mr. Rai Mr. Kendall.—8.
Mr. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan
Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan.—12
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Did not vote

The Financial Secre-
tary

The Attorney-
General

The Chief Secre-
tary.—3.

Mr. Speaker: The Motion, as
amended, is therefore carried. The other
Amendments are lost.

Mr, Fredericks: I beg to move that
the Council proceed with the selection
of the eight members of the delegation.

Mr. Burnham: I rise to a point of
order. I submit with all due respect, Mr.
Speaker, that the Motion, as amended,
should now be put. What has been
carried is an Amendment to the original
Motion, and I submit that the Motion, as
amended, should now be put.

Mr. Speaker: What has been put is.
an Amendment to the Motion, and as-
that Amendment is carried, what is
carried is:

“Whereas there was divergence of
views among the members of the Consti-
tutional Committee on the guestion as to
what kind of Constitution should be re-
commended for British Guiana, which
made it necessary for individual members
to submit Minority Reports;

And whereas it is necessary that all
those who submitted Minority Reports
should be afforded the opportunity to re-
present their views as expressed in the
Report:

“Be it resolved: That this Council re-
commends that the delegation to the
Constitutional talks be comprised of 3
Members of the Majority Party, 3 Mem-

bers of the FElected Opposition and 2
Nominated Members”.
What is carried nullifies the other

Amendments. There is therefore no need
to put them now.

Mr. Fredericks: I bgg to move that
a selection be made now.

Mr. Beharry:
Motios.

I beg to second the
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Mr. Burnham: To a point of order
there are certain types of Motions that
can be taken without notice, and I sub-
mit that this one cannot be taken without
notice.

The Minister of Community Devel-
opment and Education (Mr. Rai): But
that was to give effect to the Motion.

Mr. Burnham: I stated a point of
order. It is for the Speaker to rule and
not for the hon. Minister to speak.

Mr. Rai: I am also rising to a point
of order.

Mr, Speaker: If a point of order is
made, I must first rule on that point of
order.

Mr. Burnham: [t was a new Motion,
of which notice had not been given, and
it does not come within the ambit of
Motions which can be taken without pre-
vious notice being given. Nowhere in the
Standing Orders will it be found that a
Motion must be taken because it is con-
sequential.

Mr. Speaker: I rule that this Motion
is one which is implicit and intimately
connected with the Motion which has
been passed, and therefore this Council
caun vote on it, and we can proceed at
once. I would like to remind Members
that we cannot go beyond the half-hour.

Mr. Hubbard: I am proposing that
the selection of the delegation be done by
ballot.

Mr. Speaker: Under what Standing
Order, may I ask? Can you refer me to it.

Mr. Hubbard: 1 cannot.

Mr. Speaker; Well, if you cannot,
the question is, that we proceed imme-
diately with the selection of the delega-
tion.

Agreed tO.
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Motion affirmed.

Dr. Jagan: I beg to nominate Messrs.
Burnham, Jackson, Gajraj, Davis, Rai
and Benn.

The Minister of Communications
and Works (Mr. Ram Karran): [ beg to
second the Motion,

Mr. Benn: 1 beg to nominate Dr.
Jagan and Mr. Jai Narine Singh.

Mr. Rai: I beg to second the Motion

Mr. Bowman: 1 beg to nominate
Messrs. Tello and Kendall.

Mr. Tello:
Motion.
Bowman.

I beg to second the
I also beg to nominate Mr.

Mr. Kendall:
Motion.

I beg to second the

Mr. Burnham:
Mr. Beharry.

I beg to nominate

Mr. Beharry: I would rather give
way to a man from the P.N.C., and so
would ask to stand down.

Mr. Burnham:
Mr. Campbell.

I beg to nominate

Mr. Tello: 1
Motion.

beg to second the

Mr, Speaker: There is not enough
time for us to take the votes.

The Chief Secretary (Mr. Hedges):
[ beg to move that the sitting of this
Council be extended for a further 15
minutes.

Mr. Gajraj:

I be
Motion. &

to second the

Question put, and agreed to.
Motion affirmed.

Mr. Jackson: May I at this stage
be allowed to stand down?
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Mr. Speakér:
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.The Clerk of the

Council will now proceed to record the

voting in respect
nominated.,

of the Members

The voting resulted as follows:

For Mr. Burnham :

. Bowman

. Beharry

. ‘Tasker

. Hubbard

. Fredericks

. Davis

. Tello

. Gajraj

. Jai Narine Singh
. Jackson

. Campbell

. Kendall

. Ajodha Singh
. Saffee

. Rai

. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan

Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan — 19.

For Mr. Gajraj :

Mr. Tasker

Mr. Hubbard

Mr. Fredericks
Mr. Davis

Mr. Tello

Mr. Jai Narine Singh
Mr. Ajodha Singh
Mr. Saffee

Mr. Rai

Mr. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan

Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan — 13

For Mr. Davis :

Mr. Bowman

Mr. Tasker

. Hubbard

. Fredericks

. Gajraj

. Jai Narine Singh
. Ajodha Singh
. Saffee

. Rai

. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan

Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan, — 13.

Apgainst
4

Did not vote

Mr. Burnham
The Financial
Secretary
The Attorney-
General
The Chief Secretary
—4.

Against

Mr. Bowman

Mr. Beharry

Mr. Jackson

Mr. Burnham

Mr. Kendall. — 5.

Did not vote

Mr. Gajraj

Mr. Campbell

The Financial Secre-
tary

The Attorney-General

The Chief Secretary

Against
Mr. Beharry

Mr. Tello
Mr. Campbell. — 3.

Did not vote

Mr. Davis

Mr. Jackson

Mr. Burnham

Mr. Kendall

The Financial Secre-

tary
The Attorney-General
The Chief Secremry:,

For Mr.

. Tasker

Mr. Hubbard

Mr. Davis

. Gajraj

Mr. Jai Narine Singh
. Jackson

Mr. Campbelil
Mr. Burnham

Mr. Kendall

Mr. Ajodha Singh
Mr. Saffee

Mr. Rai

. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan

Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan. — 16.

Rai :

For Mr. Benn :

Mr. Tasker

Mr. Hubbard

Mr. Fredericks
Mr. Davis

Mr. Gajraj

Mr. Jai Narine Singh
. Jackson

Mr. Campbell

. Burnham

. Kendall

Mr. Ajodha Singh
Saffee

Mr. Rai

Mr. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan

Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan. — 17.

For Dr. Jagan:

Mr. Bowman

Mr. Tasker

Mr. Hubbard

Mr. Fredericks
Mr. Davis

Mr. Gajraj

Mr. Jai Narine Singh
Mr. Jackson

Mr. Campbell
Mr. Burnham

Mr. Kendall

Mr. Ajodha Singh
Mr. Saffee

Mr. Rai

Mr. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan

Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan — 18.

For Mr. Jai Narine
Singh

Mr. Tasker

Mr. Hubbard

Mr. Tello

Mr. Gajraj

Mr. Jai Narine 8ingh
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" Against

Mr. Fredericks, 1.

Did not vote

Mr. Bowman

Mr. Beharry

Mr. Tello

The Financial Secre-
tary

The Attorney-General

The Chief Secretary.

Against

Mr. Bowman
Mr. Tello. — 2.

Did not vote - g

Mr. Beharry ¢

The Financial Secre-
tary

The Attorney-General

The Chief Secretary.

Against

Did not vote

Mr. Beharry

Mr. Tello

The Financial Secre-
tary

The Attorney-General

The Chief Secretary.

Mr. Campbell
Mr. Ajodha Singh
Mr. Saffee

Mr. Rai

Mr. Ram Karran
Mrs. Jagan

Mr. Benn

Dr. Jagan. — 13.








