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LEGISLATIVE CGOUNCIL

(Constituted under the British Guinna
(Constitution) (Temporary Provisions)
Order wn Council, 1953)

Thursday, 9th August, 1956.

The Council met at 2 p.m,

PRESENT:
The Deputy Speaker,

Mr. W. A. Macnie, .M.G., O.B.E.
—in the Chair.

Ka-0Officio Members
The Hon. the Chief Secretary,
Mr. M. S. Porcher (Ag.)

The Hon. the Attorney General,
Mr. C. Wylie, Q.C., E.D.

The Hon. the Financial Secretary,
Mz, F. W. Essex.

Nominated Mcembers of Execuiive
Council:

The Ilon. Sir TFrank McDavid,
CM.G.,, C.B.E. (Member for Agricul-
ture, Forests, Lands and Mines).

The Hon. W, O. R. Kendall (Mem-
Ier for Communications and Works).

The Hon. G. A. C. Farnum, O.B.E.
(Member for Local Government., So-
cial Welfare and Co-operative Develop-
ment).

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

The Hon. R. B. Gajraj
The Hon. R. C. Tello

The Hon. L. A. Luckhoo, Q. C.

Nominated Unofficiuls
Mr. T. Lee

Mr. W. A. Phang

Mr. C. A. Carter

Mr. E. F. Correia
Rev. D. C. J. Bobb
My. H. Rahaman

Miss Gertie H. Collins
Mrs. Esther ¥. Dey
Dr. H. A. Fraser

Mr. R. B. Jailal

Mr. Sugrim Singh

Clerk of the Legislature
—Mr. 1. Crem Ewing.

Assistunt Clevk of the Legislature
—Mr. E. V. Viapree.

Absent

His Honour the Speaker, Sir
Eustace Gordon Woolford, O.B.E., Q.C.
-—on leave.

The Hon. P. A, Cummings (Mem-
Lber for Labour, Health and Housing)
—on leave.

Mr. W. T. Lord, 1.S.0.—on leave.

Mr. J. I. Ramphal—on leave.

The Deputy Speaker read prayers.
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The. Minutes of the meeting of the
Council held on Wednesday, the 8th of
August, 1956, as printed and cir-
culated, were taken as read and con-
firmed.

PRESENTATION OF REPORTS AND
DOCUMENTS

The Chief Secretary : I beg to lay

on the table :

The Report of ihe Trustees of the
Mitchell Trust Fond for the year 1955,

together with the financial statements
and the Director of Audit's certifical=
thereon.

ORDER OF THE DAY

Georgetown Town Ceuncil (Amend-
ment No. 2) Bill, 1956

Mr. Farnum (Member for Loecal
Government, Social Welfare and Co-
operative Development): I beg to maove
the first reading of the Bill intituled:

<

Au  Ordinance io amend the George-
town Town Counc:l Ordinance with re-
spect to the borrowing powers of the
Council.”

Mr. Gajraj:
. motion.

I beg to second the

Question put, and agreed to.

Bill read a first time.

CONSTITUTICN ._ MOTION FOR
APPOINTMENT OF ROYAIL
COMMISSION

Council resumed the debate on

the following motion by Mr. Lee:—

“Whereas His Excellency the Governor's
announcement of the details of Her
Majesty’s Governinent's prowosals for in-
troducing an elected - element into the
Legislature and Exccutive ol the Colony
has been received with general dis-
satisfaction among the people of the
Colony;
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“And whereas the people of the Colony
are particularly concerned that they were
not afforded an opportunity of expressing
their views in the matter:

BE IT RESOLVED:

(i) That this Council recommends that
His Excellency the Covernor be reaquested
to inform the Secretary of State of the
gereral dissatisfaction among the people
of the Colony following the announce-
ment of ihe proposed changes in the
Constitution, and to ask for the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission to visit the
Celony to ascertam the views of the
people and to make recommendations
with regard to amendments to the Con-
stitution,

(ii) That the Secretary of State be re-
quested to suspend further action on the
proposals announced, pending the sub-
mission of the report of the Royal Com-
mission,

Mr. Correia: When the Council
adjourned yesterday afternoon, I was
speaking about the harm that is done
to our own people who have to travel
abroad, through the use of com-
munist and other mischievous state-
ments that are made by certain
persons, and sometimes even in the
Press. I would like to repeat that there
is only a handful of subversive men
and women among us in this Colony,
and if we allow a handful of men and
women to poison the minds of our
people, then the Governor and the
Colonial Office would have every right
to govern us by officials as provided
for in the Constitution referred to by
ilr. Lee yesterday. We must endeavotir
to prevent that, and the only way to
do so is to carry out our own type of
propaganda as was being done by
that handful of people.

As regards the first resolve clause
in the motion, it i¢ a well known fact
that there is general dissatisfaction
with the proposed Ilenison Constitu-
tion. The hon. Mr. Gajraj told the
Council yesterday that as he summed
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up the position from His Excellency’s
address to- this Council, the Renison
Constitution was a means to take us
back to the head of the class from
which we had come. During the last
50 years or more, we climbed from the
Lottom of the class and had reached
three-fourths of the way to the top
when we erred and were put back to
the bottom. It is nearly four years
since the Constitution in which we
failed came into being, and no one
can tell me that during that time there
has not been a change on the part of
the people. They realise that they
failed, and there is a definite change
cn their part. If the Renison Con-
stitution is a gamble to find out what
the feelings of the people are and to
fmow whether the subversive element
in the country can get back into power,
then it is inviting the very object
which it wants to defeat, because the
proposed Constitution is not the wish
of the people and it will be more a
failure than a su=cess.

If, on the other hand, we could
get back the suspended Constitu-
tion of 1953, the people of the
Colony would be very happy indeed.
There is a far greater chance of
success for the Waddington Constitu-
tion-——the one which was suspended—
than there is for the TRenison Con-
stitution which it is proposed to in-
troduce. Therefore, if we are to
gamble it is far better to do so with
the suspended Constitution. I say now,
and [ mean it, that the Renison Cen-
stitution is a time-wasting policy, be-
cause if the suspended Constitution is
re-introduced, with all the checks and
bzlances recommended in the Robert-
son Commission’s Report, and the sub-
versive elements should win all the
seats at a General Election — I make
bold to say that that will never happen,
because the people have learnt their
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lesson—Dbut if, for argument sake, they
won all the seaty, they have learnt
their lesson, and I have no doubt that
they would work the Constitution, and
the Governor would have the power
to carry on the Government without
them, if necessary. Therefore, why
should we accept a4 Constitution which
Lkas less chance of succeeding?

If a party other than the subver-
sive elements got the majority of seats
we would still be a number of years
nearer the goal of self-government.
The hon. Mr. Gajraj made a very lame
point in support of the Renison Con-
stitution. He told us that arrange-
ments are already being made for the
revision of the electoral roll, and that
we should accept the Renison Consti-
tution Dbecause of those preparaticns
—a Vvery poor excuse.

Mr. Gajraj: I do not want to in-
terrupt my friend, but I am sure he
will recall that I did not stand here to
support the Renison proposals. What
I said was that as a Guianese I could
not accept them as the be-all-and-end-
all of our constitutional development,
and I did make the point that it was,
in my epinion, tha shortest step to-
wards a restoration of the pathway to
self-government, which is our aim.

Mr. Correia: That is exactly what
I wanted to bring out. No right-think-
ing Guianese, no Member of the Exec-
utive Council or of this Council, deep
down in his heart, will accept the
Renison Constitution. In fairness
1o the people of the Colony, after an-
nouncing the proposals His Excellency
should have allowed a cooling-off
period to permit the people to voice
their opinions on the proposed Cecu-
stitution, instead of proceeding im-
mediately to make arrangements
to carry it out. Two days after the
Governor’'s announcement, notice of
motion was given in this Council.
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Mr. Deputy Speaker: Is the hon
Member referring to the motion under
discussion?

My, Correia: Yes, =ir. Two days
after the announcament Mr. Lee gave
notice of this motion—on the 27th of
April. It was on tlic 25th of Apvil
that His Excellency announced the
Renison Constitution. Government
should have seen to it that this motinn
was brought before the Council as
early as possible, 30 as to allow discus-
sion on it and get the Teelings of the
people. Iustead, preparations wers
made for the revision ef the electoral
rolls, and after a Tong time the motion
was brought up for discussion.

In the course of his speech the
hon. Mr. Gajraj referred to Mr. Lee's
motion as a “political manoeuvre”, or
words to that effect, but I make bold
to say that he has covered the same
ground as he suggested the mover had
done. The remark was therefore not
fair to the hon. maver.

I shall not keey: the Council longer.,
In conclusion T repeat that in fairness
to the people of Bvitish Guiana—and 1
speak for the majority of the people—
1 cannot accept the Renison Constitu-
tion. T am therefore supporting the
motion.

Mr. Sugrim Singh: Some measure
of thanks and congratulation is due
to the hon. mover of the motion and
also to the hon. mover of the amen-
ment.

Mr.
tion!

Lee: To a peint of correc-
There is no amendment.

There is no
the Council.

Mr. Deputy Speaker:
amendment before

Mr. Sugrim Singh: I am sorvy. I
had really forgotten that I had taken
the voint that the proposed amendment
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could not hold water, because it was
repugnant to the original motion.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: It was you
who demanded a ruling from the Chair.

Myr. Sugrim Singh: Yes, sir. With-
cut desiring to be harsh or impolite to
the hon. mover of the motion I wish to
describe this motion as ill-conceived,
ill-timed, illogical, and to say that it
does mot reflect public opinion in this
country, nor is it vzleulated to help vur
country forward. In my view this
motion might very well be regarded as
heing out of order. I make that state-
ment at this time when an Oxrder in
Council has been signed, and prepara-
tions are being made—

Mr. Lee: To a point of correc-
tion! No such Ovrder in Council has
been published in this Colony.

Mr. Sugrim Singh: I would ask
the hon. the Attorney General to say
what the position is. I speak subject
to correction. That is my information,
but T may be wrong.

The Attorney General: The posi-
tion is that an Order in Council was
made on the 3rd of August. It is an
enabling Order in Council to permit
this Legislative Council to pass anv
necessary legislation to enable elec-
tions to be held. It does not alter the
Constitution in any form at all. The
necessity for it arose from the fact
that the present Interim Constituticn
provided for a Legislative Council
without any elected Members, and
thevefore it might have been wltra
wvires for this Council to have passed
legislation referring to elections. Al
this Order in Council does is to confer
on this T.egislative Council the power
to pass Ordinances to provide for elec-
tions. No actua! amendments of the
present interim Constitulion have yet
been made by any Ovder in Council.
That Order in Council was only made
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last Friday (3rd of August), and the
necessary particulars have only just
been received in British Guiana, so
that there has not yet been an opypor-
tunity to publish it in the Gazette.

Constitution—Motion

Mr. Sugrim Singh: I am very
grateful to the hon. the Attorney Gen-
cral for his explanation of the point.
Not even with *the assistance of a
microscope can I find in the argu-
ments advanced by the hon. mover of
the motion, any justification for asking
for the appointment of a Royal Com-
mission to enquire into the constitu-
tional or political siluation in this
country, and also for the suspension
of further action on the proposed
Renison Constitution. I have been
very liberal, and perhaps I am not
competent to judge, but I fail to see
any cogent argument, or any argument
of any merit, in support of what the
motion seeks. WWe have been deluged
with permutations and combinations
with regard to the seats in the mnew
Legislature. We have also been
cdeluged with high-sounding state-
ments, but we have passed that stage.
We would like to hear cold reasoning
as one would reason in his own
business. I have Dbeen anxiously
awaiting to hear the honourable the
mover present to this Council some
good reason in favour of this motion,
but all I have heard has not convinced
me in the slightest degree to support
this motion.

- Who in this Chamber would no~n
like to see affairs in British Guiana
return again to normaley? I think I
voice the sentiments of every Member
of this Council, Officials and others.
and responsible public opinion in
this country when I say that every-
one would like to see British Guiana
once again on the road to constitu-
tional stability and progress. There
is a phrase we all kmow of, and that is,
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“playing politics.”” Very often we play
politics. As the hon. mover knows,
a lawyer sometimes has a brief, but
whether he believes in the evidence
that is advanced in support of that
brief is another matter. Conscien-
tiously, do my hon. friends seriously
wish to urge, knowing this country as

they undoubtedly do, that the 1952
Constitution shouald be returned at
this time? Do they seriously hope

that a Royal Commission will solve
our troubles?

Our troubles are right here and
we do not want a Royval Commission to
point them out. We have already
rad commissions and commissions and
reports, and reports. We live here;
we know the people and we know
our trouhles. In my ~view, asking
for the return of the 1953 Con-
stitution is even worse than asking
for a Royal Commission to visit
these shores. I know that in this
debate we are going on record as
having made certain statements which
will be henceforth used as very good
fodder for street-corner meetings. 1
am fully conscious of that, but un-
fortunately copies of Hamsard may not
be available to as many people as we
would like.

I spealk with a full sense of
responsibility and I want to call a
spade a spade. In my view we have
deviated from the track which had as
its starting point the Waddington
Constitution. I was very much per-
turbed when a senior Member of the
Legislative Council expressed himself
in such terms as ‘“the Renison Con-
stitution is a farce.”
One hears it at the street-corners and
perhaps reads it in newspapers. “The
British Government wants to save its
face” or words to that effect we also
beard. But we all make rash state-
ments at times. I hold no brief for
the British Government, and as a

Nice phrase. -
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[My, Sugrim Singh]
Member of the Legislative Council I
have often crogsed swords with
that Government. I am on record
as having done that and I have
no apologies to make. We havz
deviated, and whose fault was it? Here
was this Constitution after years of
battle and we got adult suffrage with
it. It was given to us and, to use a
colloguialism, we ‘‘monkeyed around
with it.”

I come to the hon. mover of tne
motion. I may not be giving his
exact words, but I heard him say,
firstly, that the suspension of the
Constitution was justified, secondly,
that there has been no change of heart
since then, and thirdly, perhaps in
desperation, “I do not know the
remedy; I do not know what can be
done.” Is that not a false syllogism?
Yet he asks that the Constitution be
reintroduced.

Mr. J.ee: On a point of order.
I never said that the Constitution
should be reintroduced.

Mr. Sugrim Siagh: I should have
said Mr. Correia.

Mr. Lee: Oh, well. The hon.
Member must be sure of his language.

My, Sugrim Singh: I am very
grateful to the hon. Member. Looking
at those three propositions: suspension
justified i1 1953, no change of heart
and reintroduction now —

Myr. Correia: The hon. ‘Member
cannot take quotations from my speech
and that of the hon. mover at once. He
is wrong to do that. I never s=zid
there was no change of heart.

Myr. Sugrim Singh: I do not wish
to misquote the hon. Members. Both
have spoken: one is in favour of a
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Royal Commission and, if I understand
him well, the other is for the reintro-
duction of the 1953 Constitution—

Mr. Deputy Speaker: But has
stated that he supports the metien.

Mr. Sugrim Singh: Yes sir. !
could not single out any particular
Member supporting the motion. I
was taking the three propositions as
a whole, and I leave it to this Council
to judge them. I think that, in effect,
the first and major premise, that the
suspension of the Constitution was
justified, does not hold water. If the
suspension was jugtified and there has
been no change of heart how can the
reintroduction be asked for now? 1
wish to support the view urged in this
debate that if this motion is accepted
it will have the effect of extending the
life of the Interim Government and
the Renison Constitution is described
as an Interim Constitution. Would
we, sitting here as Members of the In-
terim Government use our position here
to support a motion to extend the pex-
iod of our being here as Members of
the Legislature? We have had four
years of it and it is no reflection—-

My. Deputy Speaker: I think 1t
is nearly three.

My. Sugrim Singh: I am subject
to your correction, sir. I do not know
why I am increasing the number —
perhaps it will be for the best. It has
been no reflection on the people of
this country that twe have had an
Interim Legislature. We have had in
our history, particularly our Constitu-
tional history, men whose names are
fragrant to the memory of Guianese,
yvet they were not elected representa-
tives. Nevertheless it is our duty to
end this Interim status as early as
possible. Those of us who have gone
abroad know what indignity we have
had to suffer when our country’s poli-
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tics came to be discussed. We had the
Waddington Constitution and it wag
suspended. Now we are asking tfor

the return of that Constitution.

Mr. Lee: Again, T must ask the
hon. Member to stick to the moticn.
The motion does not say anything
about the return of the Waddingtoun
Constitution.

Myr. Sugrim Singh: That is not
the point. My friend is a lawyer. He
knows T have mentioned Myr. Correia’s
name.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I think the
hon. Member, Mr. Lee’s point is that
there is no motion before the Council
asking for the 1953 Constitution,
known as the Waddington Constitution.

My. Sugrim Singh: I agree with
that point, sir. Shall I leave the
motion? I think I have the righi to
ciscuss the point raised by the hon.
Member, Mr. Correia.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: His amend-
ment was ruled out of order.

Mr. Sugrim Singh: Sir, in his
speech he referred to it, and now, in
passing, I am referring also to it. 1f
he did not say anything, then I would
have said nothing. If he wishes to
eradicate his remarks in that respect
from the record, then I will say no
more.

Mr. Depuiy Spealter: I do not
think that is possiple. You cannot just
cradlcate one’s remarks.

Mr. Sugrim Singh: Is it not signi-
ficant—and I have no desire to be im-
rolite—that the hon, mover of thig
miotion is one of those lueky persons
who is assured cof his seat and the
hon. Member who champions and sup-
ports such a motion is also sur2 of
his seat?
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Mr. Correia: Sir, these state-
ments—

fr. Deputy Speaker: I am sur-
prised that the hon. Member, Ms.

Sugrim Singh feels that anybody can
be sure of anything.

Mr. Sugrim Singh: My sense of
the political situation leads me to that
point. I would like to see other Mem-
bers with equal eloquence suppor! a
motion of this kind. I do not acree
with the Renison proposals, and I have
¢aid so in the Press referring to them
as a “humiliation to British Guiana.”
But while T may not agree with them
and they are a humiliation, what else
can we do? What other alternative? A
Royal Commission? Is that an alterna-
tive? Arewe going to be in this quagmire
all the time? Is it not reasonable to
work the proposed amended Conssitu-
tion and from within it move forward?
That is my view,

I do not hold any brief for
the Colonial Office but with scme
sense of responsibility I say tihat
the British Government today is con-
scious of world opinion against
colonialism, and every assistance will
be ours for the asking, if we can show
the capacity to take responsibility and
handle our affairs. We have mo better
example than the Caribbean Federa-
tion. (Hon., Members: Hear. hear) 1
said Caribhean Tederation, and T do not

want to get myself involved on
this question. The DBritish Govern-
ment has done its best to try
tc get British Guiana into it. My

friends may draw inferences as they
like. If we show the capacity to <on-
trol ourselves and our affairs there
would be no hindrance to the achieve-
ment of our objectives, but if we con-
tinue to show irresponsibility, te
qguibble about small matters, to try to
make trouble in the country which
would result in insecurity, then we
have ourselves to blame.
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(Mr. Sugrim Singh)

After all, there are other interests
in this country which have to be pro-
tected. Every one inthis Council would
unhesitatingly agree that the suspan-
sion of the constitution in 1953 was
justified. If this is so, well, let us
move forward to political maturity.
slowly, but surely, and the Renison
proposals would certainly provide the
opportunity for some of these leaders
to show not only their capacity to
take responsibility but whether indeed
ihere is any change of heart for the
welfare of this Colony. I advise cau-
tion rather than plunging into the
dark and running the risk of a record
such as the evidence of 1953.

I would like
the mover of the motion
hon. friend, Mr. Correia, to read
thoroughly and digest the state-
ment in the Robertson Commission
Report which I have just read. Are my
hon. friends serious when they say
that there is a change of heart among
the leaders of this group? Surely, this
is playing politics and playing
up to a group which no such tactics can
change. My hon. friend, Mr. Correia, has
chosen to deem “rubbish’” the sug-
gestion that the people should snp-
port this group of communists. T agree
that the supporters of the P. P. P,
are not communists. and His Excellency
the Governor in his statement has
dealt with this point very clearly.

friend,
and my

my hon.

I am of the view that there is
no necessity for any Royal Commis-
sion to direct us {n solve this prebiem,
The Commission that came, clearly
analysed our present situation and
gave their observations and recommen-
dations in their Report. All this is on
record for perusal and guidance. The
piain question is, “Can we run ihe
risk of asking this House for the in-
troduction of the 1953 Constitution
immediately, or should we accept the
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Renison proposals, work them, and then
move forward to a better and fulier
representation?” I believe that we
should try out the Renison proposals,
see how the leaders will work for the
benefit of the country, and then
decide. T am even prepared to sup-
port an increase in the number of the
elected seats from 12 to 14, as the
position was in 1947, but I cannct
support this moticn which is surely
going to postpone clections for another
two or three years.

The whole situation is regret-
table and unfortunate, and every
Guianese with any sense of seli-
respect would be ashamed of the
position in which we have found our-
selves. This small group of destructive
people are experts at twisting and dis-
torting facts to sway the illiterate
masses to keep on supporting them in
spite of all that they have done to
wreck the Waddington Commission.
For instance, they claim credit for
bringing about all the achievements
in the Development Programme and
they put it at their street corner meet-
ings in the following way:

“We have suffered for you and we are
responsible by our suffering for bringing
all these good things to you. Therefore
you will be wungrateful if you do net
continue to suppert us.”

Surprisingly, auite a few short-
sighted people, supposed to be in-
telligent and educated, have succumbed
to this argument. This is a great pity,
and I must here gay that more people
outside of the P.P.P, are unconsciously
advertising this destructive group anc
causing it to gain more support than
the members themselves have dene.
So often we come across people
who perhaps did mnot get some-
thing done or achieved from Gov-
ernment in the manner they ex-
pected, and the next thing is they
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say, “Support the P.P.P. to fight down
Government Officials and Governmernt
Departments and wreck everything.”
Right here T want to make the opoint
that while this small and destructive
group of people are directly resvon-
sible for our political setback. the
people who have backed them and who
continue to back them, cannot be free
froimn blame and are indirectly re-
sponsible. And, if they continue to
use their votes to return the people
,who are determined to wreck the
future of this country, then, sad to
say, they would mnot have proved
themselves responsible citizens capahle
of exercising that sacred right of
choosing their representatives, If they
are going to allow themselves to be
shepherded once again, then they will
have themselves to Dblame for the
consequences, and cannot hope to
convince anyhody by shedding croco-
dile tears afterwards.

How many people know that this
subversive group when they got iuto
power, had money from the World
Bank to develop this country, but
instead of applying their minds to corn-
structive schemes for the development
of the country they converted our
Legislature into a forum for abuse
and communist pronaganda, passing
resolutions to fre2 the Rosenburgs in
the United States, calling for loud
speakers attached to the Legislature
for their comrades to hear their empty
and destructive speeches, each trying
te rival the other, for eminence in
hurling abuse on the Government and
Government Officials. The argument,
therefore, that they are responsible
for the Development Programme is
without foundation and is a glaring
fallacv. To me, it amounts to this.
The Georgetown Fire destroyed all the
old buildings in Water Street near
Bookers, as a vesult of which we got
the modern buildings in that square.
Therefore, to put this destructive
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group back into power is to say, in
effect: “Let us have more fires and
burn down everything so that we will
Lave more modern buildings in Water
Street”. Is this good argument to
convince anyone who has the interest
of this country at heart?

Mr. Speaker, my hon, friend, the
hon. mover, cannot seriously expect
this Council to support this motion.
It caunot solve our problem but in-
stead would delay our march to
normalcy and Constitutional stability.
I strongly advocate that we try out
the Renison Proposals and be afforded
an opportunity to see what would he
the turn of events. Then, T have nec
doubt that Her Majesty’s Government
wotuld, without hesitation, assist us to
get back a Constitution we all desive.

Recently there has been an All-
Party Conference. Some of those
people have mad2 representations in
the proper quarters, and they have
been told in elear and categorical
terms what the decision was. Is this
Tegislature to be used as another
forum to make that request? I was
born in this country; T have all my
interests here, and I intend to remain
here, After all a leader is no leader
unless he has the backing of the
people, and I want to say with somz
degree of responsibility, that afier
what the people of this country have
seen done by a small group to lose a
Constitution which was the best in the
Caribbean, if they continued to sup-
port that group they would be parii-
ceps ermmnmes. My view is that the
future of this country does mnot lie in
the hands of leaders with spurious
political ideologies, but in the hands
of true and loyal Guianese. The devil
can quote Scripture to suit his purpose.
I am no authority on communism, but
the books which have been written on
the subject are written in such a
seductive style, the propaganda i3 so
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[Mr. Sugrim Singh |

catching when promises are made to
make a heaven on earth, that some
people are tools in their hands. Bu?
they can fool some of the people some
of the time—not all of the people all
of the time,

Today every Guianese, if he has
any sense of responsibility, must be
humiliated by the knowledge that only
yesterday this Colony was on top from
the point of view of constitutinnal
progress. We have records of great
politicians and public men who
dreamed of a Magnificent Province.
Among the younger generation there
are irresponsible young men who have
taken the blood from this country to
make themselves what they are, but
their contribution in return for what
this country has given them is tc
destroy, distort and disrupt—a wonder-
ful display of lovalty to a country
which has given them birth and all
that they have!

I cannot support this motion, and
7 am asking hon. Members to throw
it out. What I have said here will be
recorded in Hamsard and will be used
against me at election time, but I care
nothing about that. I speak con-
scientiously; I do not play politics.
I say, let us try the Renison proposals
and endeavour to niove from it into
the light of constitutional progress.
Let us not grope in the dark and =et
the stage for a recurrence of the con-
stitutienal set-back of 1953. T sincere-
ly plead with hon. Members to throw
this motion out. It is ill-conceived, it
i« illogrical, and it does not reflect the
{rue aspirations of the people of this
country.

Rev. Mr. Bobly : Up to the present
we have had a vevy full and interest-
ing discussion on many aspects of this
motion. I shall not indulge in any
historical review of the events which
led up to the suspension of the 1953
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Constitution, but { would like to refer
to that rather significant date which
will remain with us for a long time
as an important 'andmark in the Con-
stitutional history and development of
this Colony—the 25th of April, 195¢€.

If T interpret the hon. Member's
niotion rightly, T see that he desires
to make it perfectly clear that he is
conveying the disappointment and
dissatisfaction of the people of this
country with the modified Interim
Constitution proposals announced by
His Excellency the Governor, and that
because, in his opinion, there exists
an important point of divergence
between what His Excellency thinks
is right, and wha% the people think is
right, there ought to be an independ-
ent body to investigate, and that that
independent body should be a Royal
Commission. ILe®t ' me say quite
definitely that in my opinion the re-
quest for the appointment of a Royal
Commission at this time can do no
good to onr present position. I waould
like the hon. mover of the motion te
understand that in saying so I have
the highest regard for his enthusiasm
and sinceritv in bringing forward the
motion, and even in wording it .as it
is. I would not dare to say it was
ill-conceived, but my frank opinion—
and T say it with the utmost candour
—is that I fail 7o see how a Royal
C'ommission, coming into the country
at the present time, could hopz to
chtain  through fully representative
channels the opinions of the people
concerning these proposals, and to
suggest what kind of Constitution the
country requires.

T think it is a foregone conclusion
that the majority of the people have
in some way or other expressed dis-
appointment with the proposals put
forward by His FEixcellency, following
his discussions with the Secretary of
State. I make no apology for saying
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that I regret verv much that I find
myself unable to agree entirely with
those proposals, and I think that is
not saying anything that is contrary
even to the wishes of His Excellency
who, in his Address to this Council, on
page 5 of the Sessional Paper No. 5
of 1956, said :

“I do not want to stop anyone from
saying what they think of the proposals,
On the contrary I look forward to study-
ing the various shades of opinion. But if
politicians want to talk I hope they will

think it out for themselves with all ils
ramifications, as I have had to do.”
But having said that, surely J

must go on to say positively why I
cannot support this motion as it is;
what my views are, To begin with, the
statement by the Secretary of State
for the Colonies, speaking for H.M.
Government, as recorded in the same
Sesgional Paper, says :

“It is intended iherefore to take steps
to introduce an elzcted element into the
Legislature and Iixecutive.”

Later on it says :

“Her Majesty’'s Government hopes that
this substantial step forward will encour-
age healthy political development aund
enahle experience to be gained upon which
{urther progress can be based.”

I believe that that statement has
been made with the utmost sincerity
and with a realisation of the f€acts
that were then before H.M. Govern-
ment. T believe that the Secretary of
State is and has heen honestly trying
to think his way through this probhlem.
and that the discussions which he has
had with responsible people have lhreen
for that purpose, and for nothing else
But that is only one side of the
ricture. I am sure that H. M’s Gov-
ernment would like also to know to
what extent there has been acceptance
of these proposals, and to what extent
their hopes for a substantial step for-
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ward to ‘“encourage healthy political
development” may be realized.

It is especially on this question
of the hopes of H. M’s Government 1
would like to say that T am of the
view that the proposals put forwarc by
H. M’s Government leave me in doubt
as to whether they will, as quickly
as is expected, bring about that
healthy political development. In a
few words, and to be specific, I
am very doubtful, sir, that the number
of elected seats suggested in the pro-
posals would help to provide the means
for that development. I am going to
submit two reasons why I think so. In
the first place, if T understand the
people of this country T would venture
tc say that we cannot despise their
way of thinking, and for some time
they have been accustomed to think-
ing in two directions in so far as the
structure of electoral districts is con-
cerned.

The first is the patterm upen
which the 1947 Constitution was
based; there were 14 electoral dis-
tricts. The second is the pattern on
which the 1953 Constitution was
based; then there were 24 electoral
districts. I shall not attempt an
exercise in permutations and combina-
tions, as the hon. mover tried to do,
but T nave grave doubts that the in-
troduction of a new pattern of electoral
districts would achieve the ends in
view, and would not, on the contrary,
defeat the purpose. Indeed I am of
the view that if the idea is, as I think
it is, to get a real gauge of what the
people are thinking, T make Dbold to
suggest that fixing 12 electoral dis-
tricts would not satisfy the conditions
to give that true gauge.

The second pocint T would like to
make is that in the proposals them-
selves there is suggested an additien
to the Official section of the Legis-
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lative Council and the Iixecutive
Council by one. The very presence of
the Development Secretary, as sug-
gested, signifies to me—and I helieve

to the whole country — that a great
deal of importance is going to be
attached, and properly so, to the

economic development of this country
and to the proposals relating thereto.
Any modification of the Constitution,
therefore, mnust itake due cognizance
of the measure of the economic devel-
opment to which this Colonyv has heen
and will be committed, and nothing
should he done to jeopardize the
steady progress in that dircetion.

If the elected personnel of the new
Legislature, as suggested, are fc
represent the views of the people, to
speak for the people and take care of
the range of the economic develop-
ment contemplated, let ws think
of the burden that will be placed on
them. 1 fear that 12 elected Members
could hardly be expected to carry out
so omnerous a responsibility. This
Interim Legislature is now about three
Members less than when it was con-
.stituted. From 24 our numbers have
been reduced to 21, and T am prepared
to say that while we do the very hest
we can (we do not want to sing our
own praises but we all know we dn
the very best we can) we are not in
the same sense renresentatives of the
people; we are mnot responsible to
constituencies, and we do not in the
same sense have to hring forward {o
Government the wishes and opiniens
of the people.

This whole country would be sadly
and badly served in my opinion hy 12
clected men only, especially since five
of those 12 are normally expected to be
Ministers with portfolios. T do not wish
to suggest by that that Ministers would
not be able to represent the wishes of
the people, but they will be tied to their
duties and I expect they will be so
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heavily laden with business between
1956 and 1960 (if I read the statement
on the Development Programme aright)
that it could hardly be expected of them
to get ubout the country enough and
do their duties efficiently and in the
quickest possible way.

Now I am all for a large measure of
representation. Hon. Members will prob-
ably remember on the 2ijrd of March
I gave notice of a motion in this Coun-
cil which, with your permission, sir, 1
will read again:

“Be it resolved: That this Council is of
the view that an early return to represen-
tative Government is desirable and sup-
ports the Covernor in Council in his en-
deavour to secure the re-establishmen: of
represeniative Government in the Colony.”

This was prior to the Governoi’s
announcement. I could have had no
knowledge then of what the proposals
were themselves, but that was the turn
of my own mind. T share with my col-
leagues the same feeling that as soon as
possible the Interim, wholly nominated
Governnmeent should give way to the
people’s representatives and because of
that I feel that the hon. Memher who
moved the motion, well-meaning as he
is, has perhaps put himself in an em-
barrassing position in not just pressing
Tor a greater measure of representation
in the Government to come and leaving
completely out of his motion the idea
of a Iloyal Commission.

If T had my own way I would
have wished to move an amend-
ment to that motion. I know I cannot,
irecause my amendment would be of
such a nature that it would earn the
same fate as Mr. Correia’s amendment
vesterday. I therefore hope that before
this debate is ended the hon. mover will
see it fit to withdraw this motion. I
really wish he would withdraw it be.
cause a request for a Royal Commission
would reflect upon the ahility of the
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people of this country to thinlk their way
through their problems at this stage. T
do not wish to suggest that a Royal
Commission would in any way do in-
justice to this ceuniry, but right now
we understand what the people are
clamouring for in this country and we
have gone so far in that understanding
that I feel it is absolutely unnecessary
to ask a Royal Commission to come
hcre.

Ko far in the debale the point has
not been sufficiently made that the con-
servative Constitution which is the sub-
ject of His Excellency the Governor’s
proposals is a modificalion of the pre-
sent Constitution. It is not the type of
Constitution which anyone who knows
this country would Itke for it perma-
nently. If T were asked for my opinion,
on a permanent Constitution, I would
gay quite definitely, “yes. let us have
the 1953 Constitution back, as soon as
we are quite ready for it.” There is no
doubl about that in my own mind, but
let us keep things in their proper per-
spective. This “modified econtrol,” to use
the words of IIis Ixcellency himself, is
a half-way house.

Let me reiterate: Members of this
Interim Government cannot vegard
themselves as the chosen representatives
of the people in the strict sense of those
words. We endeavour to represent the
people but we are not their elected rep-
resentatives. Becatise that is so there
is no need¢ for some of the chosen re-
presentatives of the people to come in
at this stage and sav on Dbehalf of the
electorate what 1they require, what
the country requires. That is how I
understand the proposals put forward
by His Excellency, and ! think every-
one of us will be glad to give way in
order that the representatives of the
people can come forward and say “‘we
have been electec by the people, we have
consulted them and the wishes of the
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pcople are, everything taken into con-
sideration: our political advancement,
cconomic progress in which we have
becn assured there will be substantial
assistance, and that we should have the
Waddington Constitntion, or some other
congtitution.” But there is not the
same propriety for this Intevim Gov-
ernment to say sc. Provision must
by made for something to he said at
some time and, to my mind, this is
heing made possible through the pro-
rosals hy Tlis Excellency.

Again T say that T think that the
number of seats might be increased.
As T said, if T had my way I would
move an amendment to the motion but
I still think it is well for my colleagues
to know what is in my mind, and when
I refer to this amendment I gave much
thought to I am reflecting also the opin-
ion of many people in this country. I
hiave a copy of a letter which appeared

in the Press and which I Lkept,
because it seems to telescope the
opinions of many people in the
country who neither wish at this
present time (and for  diffevent
reasons) for the Waddington Con-

stitution to be veintroduced now, nov
are in full agrcement with the pro-
posals made by His Excellency the
(Governoi. 'The ietter was published
in April and I will quote from it.

“1 helieve that if the many-parly craze
were to cisappear and one party were to
emerge and come jnto being and to show
itself capable of capluring the imagination
and securing the loyalty of the masses of
the people there would be good ground
for asking the Colonial Office to agree to
the provision of an Elected majority for
the new Legislatuve. and that could easily
be done within the terms of the preseut
propozals simply bv reducing the number
of Nominated Members from 8 to 6 cr 4.
I will prefer 4, and if we act wisely and
zt ance this reduction could come into
force within a matter of months,”

While this section of the letter does
not say there is need for more Elected
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Members it nevertheless supports my
point to the extent that there should
be an Elected majority.

1 come back to what I would have
liked to propose, and this is entirely in
accord with the motion of which T gave
notice on 23rd March; may T read it?

“Be it resolved: That this Council re-
commends that His Excellency should give
further consideration to a greater measure
of representative Government by increas-
ing the number of Elected seats.”

There is no need for me to elaborate
on the point. The flexibility of the
constitutional proposals offer the way
for this further reconsideration of the
total number of seats, and 1 believe that
any dissatisfaction or disappointment
now felt by many people in the country
wonld disappear, or be greatly minim-
ised, and they would go to the polls with
a greater degree of confidence and self-
respect if they were given an opportu-
nity to return more than 12 representa-
tives for the next Legislative Couneil.
Of course, I can see that I am opening
the way to a controversy, because an
increased number of Elected representa-
tives would not preserve the balance in
terms of these proposals. I do not want
to go into detailed examination of these
proposals at the moment, but it wonld
suffice me to say that if further time
and thought are given to the proposals
it would be seen that in terms of these
same proposals the Government would
have certain reserve powers which could
and would be used to safeguard the
country against a calamity.

May I recapitulate and once again
say to this Council that I am unable to
support the hon. mover in his request
for a Toyal Commission to come to this
country, and also unable to accept
entirely in their present form the pro-
posals put forward by His ISxcellency
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the Governor, and that my wish is to
see a greater number of Elected seats.
If 1 were asked, how many, I would
probably want to say (using the same
electoral districts as in 1947 or adding
three or four more because of the in-
(rease and spread of the population)
there should be between 14 and 18. I
do think that 12 will not help to achieve
the end in view, both from the stand-
point of the people selecting their repre-
sentatives to do a good job of work, as
well as from the standpoint of Her daj-
esty’s Government wanting to know the
true position in this country. T regard
the proposals as, to use the language of
the Sessional Paper, a “modified con-
trolled experiment,” and I accept the
idea of having an experiment and not
a full return to the 1953 Constitution
because I do not believe this Legislative
Council is competent to speak for the
people in the same way as the Elected
representatives can in order to request
or demand that Constitution.

During the Federation debate the
point was repeated almost ad nauseam
that the Interim Government was
unable, incompetent to speak for the
people and, to repeat some stronger
words “force this country into Federa-
tion.” It will be remembered that when
I moved the motion in regard to I'ed-
eration [ myself said I did not think
that the Interim Government was com-
petent to commit the country. I feel
the same way with respect to the return
of the 1933 ‘Constitution. Speaking for
myself personally, I am iu a position to
assess the needs of the people in a large
enough sense in order to say confidently
what the people want.

the Order in Council
passed in  Parliament gives this
Interimi Government certain powers
which enables it to prepare the way for
Tlections and for the introduction of
this modified Constitution. Beyond that,

Now



551 Conslil ulion-—Mation

and as Members of this Council, to say
it will not be competent for this Interim
Government to go. It is completely
outside its province to say that the 1953
Constitution which has been snspended
should Dbe réturned, but I think it is
within our province, both as Guianese
that within the structure of the propes-
als recommended (bearing in mind that
those proposals are flexible and that a
larger or lesser measure of Elected re-
presentation can he provided) it is in
the interest of the people of this coun-
try and in the interest of Iler Majesty’s
(vovernment that the Secretary of State
should know that a large body of repre-
sentative opinion in this country would
like to see a greater number of Elected
representatives in the next Legislature.

Mr. Luckhoo : May I commend the
hon. Member (Mr. Lee) for the thought
he has given to this motion. ‘Whatever
brickbats may be hurled, T would like to
pay tribute to him for the great inter-
est he has taken in things which he
thinks are for the improvement and
progre:s of the Colony.

I have no doubt that what the hen.
Member meant to emphasise by this
motion is that we are disappointed with
the proposed amendment to the Con-
stitution, and that all of us wish
to see more Blected Hlembers pro-
vided for in the Constitution. Tf
I have incorrectly read his thoughts,
then I apologise, but it seems to
me that that was the real purpose
behind the motion. If we were to ac-
cede to the motion as worded, I feel.
with every respect for the hon. Member,
that although it is something to which
he has really set his heart it would
serve no useful purpose. Let me say,
like him, that when first 1 heard of
these proposals in what has erroneously
been termed the Renison Constituticn
I was keenly disappointed and I felt we
should make representations not only in
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this country but abread if necessary. 1
have, together with others, openly pro-
claimied that we should get a greater
number of ‘Blected representatives—in
the {erms which have been put forward
s0 cloguently and so clearly hy the last
hon. speaker. The only reservation
which I have always made, and which T
agree must be associated with the de-
mand, is that in these things there
must be consideration of the interests
of all the people concerned.

1t is no good appiroaching this
(uestion with bias and attempting to
play pelitics. We must grapple with
the problem: we are shortly going out
of the Interim Government and
although we are protesting the amend-
ments to the Constitution and making
aur petitions, we must be prepared to
work whatever is given to us and to
show bhefore the passage of much more
time that we have earned the right to
get a more progressive and liberal Cou-
stitution. It will serve no useful
purpose in turning our backs to what
is termed the ‘“new” Constitution, and
saying that if we do not get a return
of the 1953 Censtitution we will not
participate in the coming elections.

That, to my miind, would be a defeat-
ist attitude and would not show the
spirit reguired at this moment. Post
mortem -examinations will not serve
much purpose at this stage, ana T do
not propose to go into the realms
of history, interesting and intriguing
as that history is. The point we
shculd not forget is that the blame
nust be laid clearly and fairly at the
feet of those responsible for the loss of
our 1953 Constitution, for which loss we
are sulfering today in our political pro-
gress. l.et us not forget that we had
a4 Constitution that was one of the most
liberal in the Caribbean, and it was
taken away from us becanse of those
who would not use it but did abuse it.
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Thatis what occurred with the 1932
(lonstitution—a Constitution which we
now wish to regain. Yet it is curicus
to observe that this very 1953 Constitu-
tion which is now hailed, was attacked
by the same Party in power. I need
only refer to the report of the Robert-
son Commission, page 32, on which there
is a record of what is described as
“Attack on the Waddington Report and
Constitution” the very Constitution we
arc all screaming for now, because that
is what we want to lead us to inde-
pendence. Yet the destructive ele-
ment saw no good in that Constitution.
I quote:

“91. The inability of its witness be-
fore the Waddington Commission wholly
to justify the complete absence of consti-
tutional checks or to produce some check
acceptable to the Party did not lead to
any modification of the Party’s attitude
towards a new constitution. On the con-
trary, the issue of the Party's official jour-
nal “Thuader” published after the appear.
ance of the Party's witnesses before the
Commission described Waddington as a
“camouflage” whose task was ‘' merely to
give a new form or appearvance to tbe old
reality” ang British Governments (the
British Government at the time being a
Labour Government) as “most clever in
devising ferms which serve to keep power
in their own hands and at the same lime
give a semblance of democracy.” During
1951 and 1952 the Party and its leaders
usec, stronger language to condemn the
report and the recommendations of the
Waddington Commission. For example:

“The Chairman of the Party (Mr.
Burnham) writing in the November, 1951
issue of “Thunder” and adapting the lan-
guage of Karl Marx said that the Wad-
dington Report succeeds ‘in illustrating
that indeed the State is an instrument
designed to maintain the dominance and
power of the ruling class and that there
is no advance to be gained except by re-
lentless and determined struggle.”

“Of a speech by the Vice-Chairmen of
the Parly (Dr. Jagan) in the Legislative
Council in January, 1952, the February,
1952, issue of “Thunder”’ said that he had
‘attacked the Constitution as being merely

a fake and a (rap and another tactic of
British Imperialism to pcrpetuate exploita-
tion and to maintam the old order. He
urged the struggle for immediate self-
government and the setting up of a
Pesple’s Government.” “Thunder” went
on to say that the praise given to the
Constitutional proposals by “the agents of
vested interests and their stooges is a real
indication of the worthlessness of the Con-
stitution.’

Sir, comment is nunnecessary. It is
only necessary for any rational and
right-thinking man to look back and see
that that which these very individuals
are courting today is the same Con-
stitution which they derided in 1953,
In order to complete what I have to
say, I continue to read :

“In a foreword to a pamphlet in which
Dr. Jagan published the text of his speech
in the Legislative Council, Mr. Sydney
King said “the British will write any con-
stitution for a colony except a {ree con-
stitution, for a free constitution never de-
scends from an Imperialist overlord into
the arms of an ecxploited people bul is
won and written by the people themselves
in the face of battle. We have seen that
it is more likely for a dog tuv surrender a
bone, more likely for a crow to relinquish
carrion than fer an imperialist power vol-
untarily to hand over control to the people
of the Colonies.”

“An official statement of the aims and
programme of the P.P.P. issued in Janu-
ary, 1952, described the Waddington con-
stitution as ‘“‘a new formula for the con-
tinued subjection of our people.”

The September, 1952 issue of “Thun-
der” said that the dictatorial use of veto

powers “is anlicipated under the new
Constitution. QOur Party will never rest
conient until these checks and veto pow-
ers are completely yemoved.”

Sir, the point I make is that while
the amendments may be a bitter pill for
the people, what they did not know in
1932—33 because of the deliberate as-
sault of the P.P.P., was that the Con-
stitution they had was one which should
have been prized and cherished, hecanse
it was a Constitution which could have
led the country to further progress and
independence, Yet they cursed and
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ranted, as shown in the extracts :to of time, I say they had an

which T have referred. These are the opportunity to make full use of

ones respensible for-what we have lost, that Constitution, hut they abused

and we must show ourselves worthy of the opportunity which was pre-

regaining it. No Member here would
say that it.is satisfied with the amend-
ments made to the Constitution. The
hon. Mr. Gajraj has put it very nicely
when he said that he could not willingly
accept them. 7T had an opportunity of
writing for a newspaper and [ described
it as “a bitter pill,” but if it is neces-
sary for us to take the pill we must
do so, for we have people in this coun-
try capable of running the Constitu-
tion and winning the right to have
further amendments more consistent

-with a progressive Comnstitution.

-tien he
,J't

People in other parts of the
world have suffered a similar fate.
Nkrumah  suffered a similar ex-

perience for he was given a Counstifiu-
did -not like, yet he faced
and worked it, and today he
his earned the right to a Constitution
of .which the and his country can 'be
justly proud. We all feel, like the hon.
Mr. Bobb and the hon. Mr. Lee, that we
wonld like to see more Iilected Members
in this Council, but, let us do everything
constitutionally—let us make our repre-

-sentations in the proper places and we

might be able to achieve that for which
we aim. We might be able to influ-
ence an amendment for 18 Elected seats
as suggested, instead of 12. 1f we do
not get them, we must realise with re-
gret and heavy heart that this is the
reward for our failure to work that
which we had in 1953. Those who were
in power misused that power and
wrecked the Constitution they had.

~ The most priceless Constitution
devised by man could be destroyed by
brigands or by individuals who aim at
rape and destruction. By such kind
was a good Constitution destroved.
Even with their so-called limitation

sented to them. RBecause of their deeds
I think that we should go forward and
show our bona fides in this matter, win
the support of the people and earn
something bhelter. We are all interested
in the welfare of the country, and as
such we have the right to express our
views on this important subject. I'or
one to accept this particular motion it
would mean — and I think it was very
well put by Mr. Gajraj — a delay de-
trimental to our interest, a delay which
serves no useful puipose. No nominated
Tegislature can claim to be a popular
T.egislature.

We are here; we have a job
of work to do and we must do it
to the best of our ability, conscious of
our duty to the country. No nominated
Legislature could Dbe popular, because
it 1s not put there by popular support
and cannot claim to have been elected by
the people. Flowever, if we emulate the
the action of those who say they will
not participate in the coming election,
we would be opening ourselves to cri-
ticism justly and well founded, and we
would be plaving into the hands of
those who had ill served our country.

I think the hon. Mr. Lee would be
the last person who would like to adont
sich an attitude. TFurther, wha{ would
be the result of this motion ? What
he is asking is for a Royal Commission
lo visit the.Colony so as to make a
revision or amendment of the Consti-
tution, but we have no guarantee of
what kind of recommendation would be
made and whether there would be any
further amendment of the Constitution.
But, what is pronounced and prominent,
is that any such steps must necessarily
take time. Time means delay; delay
means self-extension of the period of
our political life. Any such borrowed
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time for our present interim lives would
be keeping the conntry in a state of un-
rertainty. There is no knowing what a
Toyal Commission would do. We know
now that amendments are being put up,
which will giv2 a little more flexibility
to the whole question of representa-
tion by Tlected Members in this
Chamber. Not to do so now would he
to keep the whole country in a state of
uncertainty, and at a time like this un-
certainty would be far too dangerous
to the economy of the country and de-
trimental to our tremendous Develop-
ment Programme which is in being.

Anominated Legislatuve taking such
a step would be gailty of the unwisest
of actions. The motion is nevertheless a
tremendous credit fo the hon. Mover in
that it has stimulated the debate, but
with every deference and every resueck
I ask him to consider the advisability
of withdrawing it. He has said that we
should have more elected seats and I
join him in that elamour and demand.
Twelve seats are too few. We need more
elected representation, and since there
has been a free expression of that opin-
ion the hon. Member should consider
whether it would not be in the best in-
terest of all concerned to withdraw this
particular motion before the Council.
It is only a suggestion which T offer.
but I do so with every respect, deeply
conscious that the hon. Member will
act in the interest and the good of our
country.

In the course of this debate I have
heard various views, some of which I
cannot; reconcile. We heard at one stage
that if the people were to go to the
polls tomorrow, that one particular
Party would capture all of the 12 seats.
I happen to be the leader of a Party
but T do not think I would be so brazen
as to suggest that my Party would get
all of the 12 seats, and I think that no
Party would be so bold as to say they
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would. I vrepeat categorically ond
without fear of contradiction, that no
Party can claim that it ‘will capture all
the seats. What I do know is that the
people of the country today are con-
cerned less with politics than ever be-
fore. They are concerned with easrn-
ing a livelihood, and if we provide them
with the means whereby a man would
be able to earn a reasonable living so as
to be able to provide for his familv. to
see that they receive the ordinarv bene-
fits from society and a reasonable and
decent education, we would kill all the
hogeys of communism, and even the
communists would not be able to en-
trench themselves on the minds of those
people.

Torgive me if I digress a little, but
I repeat that what we require in this
country at this stage more than ever.
are land settlement schemes. T know
that plans are bheing worked out,
but I repeat with impatience: pecple
are land hungry; provide land for the
landless of which thev could say “This
is my own”, and on which they could set
up their little houses, however poor and
humble, and get something from the
good earth. We would be breeding
there an independence of spirit and lift-
ing the standard of the individual
whereby he could face the world, not as
s begear but as a man who is in a posi-
tion to afford what are now luxuries to
him. The dignity of] being a man
would then be injected into him, and no
longer would he be merely grovelling
to catch the crumbs that fall from the
table.

leaders and
We each endea-

I do appeal to
the people of Guiana.

‘vour in our own way to make our con-

tribution in this country of British
Guiana. We may not always agree with
each other—so often we disagree—but
we are in time going to pass on, but
the country remains. Let us make posi-
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tive contributions to the welfare of this
country. Let us not make destructive
contributions. Let ns sow seeds of love
and not seeds of hate because, like
dragon’s teeth, they may rise np against
us, we who sow them.

Before I take my seat I would wish
to repeat that, for the reasons I have
stated, I cannot support the motion. 1
wish again to record the fact that I
protesied in several places against th
number of seats allocated for elected
representatives. This, I have uo doubi,
will receive adequate consideration in the
proper places. But as I take my seas
let me affirm that it is a misnomer to
rvefer tothe present proposals as a “new
Constitution.” It is not a new Con-
stitution but an amendment to the pres-
ent interim Constitution, as was staved
in the speech which His Excellency thz
Governor made in this Council on the
25th of April, when he said:

“I will now read to you Mr. Alan Len-
nox-Boyd’s reply and statement, delivercd
to Parlament about three hours ago . ..

Reply: ‘Following my recent discus-
sions with the Governor of British Gui-
aua about the present political situation
in the Colony, Her Majesty's Govern-
ment have decided that the time has
come when some progress can safely be
made in the direction of a return to de-
mocratic institutions. It is intended
therefore to take steps to introduce an
elected element into the Legislature
and Executive...”

That is the clearest indication that
this is not the Dbe-all-and-end-all, and
just as how an amendment is being made
now for 12 seats. an amendment can
he made for 18 or 20 seats. This is not
a rigid hidebound Constitution which
has been presented to us. It is an
amendment, and Jlet those who would
serve the people come forward and say
“We will work this Comnstitution well
and truly, and we will work to deserve
the right—a right which we shall
demand because we have earned it—to
a more progressive and liberal Constitua .
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tion.” We would then be able to return
to the Waddington Constitution of 1953,
a Constitution which was debased,
deciaimed and reviled by those who had
the opportunity to work it, and who, by
a queer trick of fate, are today clam-
ouring for the return of that same Con-
stitution.

As 1 take my seat I once again
appeal to the hon. mover of the motion
who has done signal service by present-
ing us with this opportunity to express
our views in this Chamber, where it is
right and proper that our views should
be expressed, to consider whether, in
view of the expressions of opinion, hz
would not now withdraw his motion.
(Applause).

Mrs. Dey: Having listened to the
last speaker I hesitated to rise, because
I was looking at the hon. mover of the
motiion to find out whether he intended
to accept the suggestion made by the
hon. Member, Mr. Luckhoo, that he
might withdraw his motion, but perhaps
he wants to hear further views expresseil
hefore he decides to do so. The hon.
Member, Mr. Lee, being an cxperienced
politician and one of the eldest Men-
bers in experience in this Council, and
being still an elected Member (he al-
ways claims that he is), he must have
discussed the constitutional proposals
with his constituents before deciding to
bring his motion. I therefore feel that
he should be congratulated for huving
given us this opporsunity to express
our views on this very important mat-
ter. However, I cannot support his sug-
wgestion thal a Royal Comunission should
be appointed to come liere. I cunnot
and will not support the suspense and
delay which would result in waiting for
the report of such a Commission. We
all know only too well what is hurled
at us as Members of this Interim Gov-
ernment, and I am quite sure that each
and every one of us is anxious to see
an elected Council within this Chamber.

I would like to refer to His Excel-
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{Mrs. Dey]

lency’s broadcast speech after his inter-
view with certain politicians and lead-
ers, Mis Excellency said:

“In explaining this I made it clear
that there is no‘ New Constitution’
What are bheing arranged ave only
amendments io the Interim Consititu-
tion,”

1 am prepare.l in this Council and
outside to stand by my conscience, my
honour and, what is more, my faith in
what is being termed in this Council
the “Renison Constitation”. I shall do
what my conscience tells me is right,
and that is to mix with my people an:
tell them that the solution lies in beiny
faithful and loyal to that which has
been offered to us as the open door to
that which we need most of all—the
1953 Constitugion. We must go for-
ward step by step. We are far away
from the dairy farm, and if we cannot
get back the spilt milk we must take
the ‘“‘condensed milk”—the Renison
Constitution—and the rest will follow.

A lot has been said about commun-
ism. I know that my people, the poor
deluded masses, are not and will never
be communists, even though some peopl:
have been and still are trying to make
them so. I make bold to say- that those
leaders are deep-dyed communists—
people who are trying to tell my fellow
Guianese that “man made God .and nct
God made man.” Because they desir:
to instil their ideologies for the sake of
their own power and aggrandizement
they have misled and are still trying %o
mislead them.

As a Council we should let the Sec-
retary of State know that we do not
want a Royal Commission, but we cer-
tainly would like an' increase in the
number of elected seats. T feel that the
Renison Constitufion will work better
than the present liiterim Government.
and the door will be thrown wide open
tq receive the 1953 Constitution. Hav-
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ing heard all that has been said so far,
I am sure the hon. mover will withdraw
his motion for the appointment of a
Royal Commission and adopt the sug-
gestion that we should join together and
ask for an increase in the number of
eiected seats in the amended Constitu-
tion which is offered to us, pledging
that we shall endeavour to work it as a
stepping-stone to something Dbetter.

Mr. Jaiial: I have listened very
attentively to the last three speakets
and T feel moved at this pouint to have
my say. It is unfortunate that some
speakers have indulged in recrimina-
tion. I have held the opinion that
whatever happened in 1953 was a direct
iesult of adolescence. I ecannot lay
claim to being a very seasoned
politician, but T no blame on
any group or any party for their
failure to work something whick
was new and which they did not feel
was fully right. I cannot lay thay at
their feet, and I feel that it is wrong
to keep on recriminating and saying
what should have heen and what might
have been. What British Guiana wants
most decidedly is not- looking back. T
have said so on at least two occasions
ir this Council during very important
debates. It is of absolutely no use to
look back. People who wish to go for-
ward do not nzed to look back. Look-
ing back upon the past is not looking

lay

forward. We think of the past merely
for the Dbenefit of the experience
gained.

To put the situation in its true
perspective I would say that British
Guiana had a very good Constitution
in 1953. It was tried out but it did
not work for many reasons. On one
side there are many people who will say
that sufficient chance was not given to
those who had to work it. On the other
hand there are others who will say that
it was communism that caused it, but T
can never believe that British Guiana
would ever become a communist country.
Like the hon. Member, Mr. Luckhoo, 1



Censtitution—Motion

believe British Guiana suffers from a
lack of people who are willing to werk
and who are willing to strive; people
who are willing to put every nerve and
sinew into the task. People of Brit-
ish Guiana care nothing for politics.
Politics for them is a last word or
thought. I feel that what British Gui-
ana needs is five or six good leaders
with drive, who are willing to sacrifice
time and show others how to work and
not just stand in the background and
cyiticize those who are willing to do
an honest day’s work. All the thoughts
of most of the people are, “how am {
woing to feed the empty stomachs in
my family”. They do not worry over
who sits in this Chamber — the vast
majority of them do not.

I have heard Members here say
that we do not represent any one, but
T think that the Governor, having
given me a seat in tnis Council gave
nie the opportunity to represent the rice
people, with whoni T am in every-day
contact and through whose blocd.
sweat and tears I earn a living, 1
have got the opportunity of meeting
them and knowing what lies deep
down in their minds and what are
their interests. It is mot politics ov
how many parties, for instance, we
should have. They will support a
party if they believe that party will
give them a little more opportunity of
educating their children and raising
their: standard of living: The people
of the countryside do not worry about
whether we will be allowed 25 or R0
Members in .the Legislative Council.
They worry over whether we will re-
construct Bellantv Canal, do some-
thing more to stop the water fiem
flooding out the rice lands and
whether they can grow oranges suc-
cessfully so that we can get them at
economical prices, and I lay bhlame
on: the Government of which I ami a
part: for any delay caused by it in re-
spect of things which need accelera-
tion.
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I am one of those Members of
this Council who believe that if no
shoes are availakle sandals must be
worn. Under the very unpropitious
conditions of the past my people (and
I speak of the Kast Indians of this
country) have seived and sacrificed,
Those have been our watch words,
and if we had complete autonomy the
people would work it. There is
nothing we cannot work. Things
go badly sometimes, but we lose a
cricket match very often because we
did not have a good selection. Cur
stlection commitiee might have been
bad.

Let us look tothe future. The posi-
tion is now that the Goveruor, eitheyill-
advised or well-advised, has propose.l
something. The Sceretary of State has
told him what he can offer and the
hon. mover must Dbe congratulated
for he has made this Council the forum
in which it can be discussed. Through
his motion we would be able to-pass
on to the Secretary of State the feel-
ings of hon. Members for they have
had an opportunity to ventilate what
they know or what they feel are rep-
resentative views. As I have said, the
Constitution is sadly lacking as far as
constitutions go. But I would be will-
ing to work with broken needles and to
patch and darn with same, and unlike
cther Members, I am mnot advocating
that we should have up to 18 seats.
Members have voiced the sentiments of
a goodly majority of the people that
they are not satisfied (and I repeat,
not satisfied) that the Renison Con-
stitution is sufficiently forward for
British Guiana. But all that we have
said here and all that Members have
put forward cannot fall on deaf ears.
It must he heard. It may not be the
full voice of the penple, but it is a voice
and trust not “a voice in the wilder-
ness”.
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I would suggest to the hon. moveny,
therefore, that we having taken this
opportunity to ventilate this matter
fully there is every good reason tc
believe that those who are formulating
the amendment to the present Consti-
tution would be able to study and re-
flect upon whatever has been voiced
kere, and he should withdraw the mo-
tion and merely request through the
Peputy Speaker that our opinions
seriatim be seut to the Secretary of
State at the earliest possible momeiit.

Miss Collins: The hon. mover
having brought forward this motion, it
has given every Member here an
opportunity to express approval or
disapproval of the Renison amendment
Constitution. I regret, however, that
I cannot support the motion as pre-
sented to this Council, because I feel
we are all looking forward to Elected
government,. The appointment of
a Commission would only delay this
further, and we have already had many
delays.

We are in a state of political
chaos and I feel that Members should
be playing their full part in the coun-
try’s social and economic advancement
by uniting their forces instead of
gitting in this Conucil and holding a
post mortem examination. We should
go to the people telling them what is
right and what is wrong and asking
their views on vavious matters.

If the hon. mover was asking for
the return of the 1953 Counstitution, I
would have supported him because 1
have faith in British Guiana, and
while 1 know the people have made
mistakes in the past I am quite sure
there is a change of heart. We can
never be satisfied with 12 seats for
the next Constitution and I humbly
submit that this humber would do more
harm than good. The seats are not
enough for the electorate to enjoy
house to house canvassing. The hon.
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Member, Mr. Gajraj drew an analogy
with Great Britain which I do not
accept. He suggested less represen-
tatives to constituencies but Britigh
Guiana is not like Great Britain where
there are no emergency restrictions on
people and where there are easy com-
muuications to get around. We are
al a great disadvantage here.

I am associating myself with the
remarks of the hon. Member, Rev. Mr,
Bobb, and others who do not agree
that 12 seats are enough to serve as
the Elected element in the Constitu-
tion. I think that number would be
creating just the same situation as
that we experienced in 1953. I do not
vepresent any constituency but I am
quite sure that when I speak here
today I am speaking for thousands of
inhabitants of this country, because 1
go around the country and I speak to
them. Some people told me they were
looking forward to the return of the
1947 Constitution. I regret 1 cannot
accept the motion.

Mr. Deputy Speaker : Does any
other Member wish to speak?

Mr. Tello : 1 desire to speak, but
as there is not much time left I pro-
pose to speak tomorrow.

(Security of Tenure)
Bill

Rice Tarmers

Mr. Deputy Speaker : When will
the lhon. Member for Agriculture be
ready to proceed further with the Rice
Farmers (Security of Tenure) Bill?

Sir Frank McDavid :
at any moment.

I am ready

Mr. Lee: I would like to ¢on-
tinue my sapeech on that Bill, and 1
might mention that I will be engaged
out of town next Wednesday.
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Sir Frank McDavid : It is of the
utmost importance that this Bill should
come into force as soon as possible.
It is very important that we should
have the machinery for carrying out
the provisions in force, and what is
more, it i3 more important atill that the
rice producers of the country shouid
knowwheretheystand, Asthe hon. Mem-
her, My, Lee, knows, the Bill is retro-
active and there must be no continued
uncertainty, I am sure. I would
appeal to the hon. Member to try and
he here, if we are to continue the
debate on the RBill next Wednesday.

Mr., Lee : I appreciate the diffi-
culties, and if I knew before I would
not have fixed so many cases for
Wednesday next. People will be coming
from the West Coast and the West
Bank for these cases. If hon. Members
conclude their speeches tomorrow, I
would be able to finish before three
or half past three, and then we can
proceed with the Rice Bill. I shall
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curtail much as

possible.

my criticisms as

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I am sure
other Members are going to speak on
that Bill, but we should reach the
Committee stage by Wednesday aext
week.

My, Lee: I will conclude my
criticismg on that Bill temorrow, and
we can adjourn until Next Wednesday
when we will have an opportunity to
put forward amencdments on the Bill
in Committee stage.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: I do not
want to waste any time tomorrow, so
we should get oun with the Rice Bill
as Mr. Lee has suggested.

Sir Frank McDavid : I hope that
Mr. Lee will conciude his speech on
the Rice Bill tomorrow as well.

Council was then adjourned until
2 p.m. the following day.





