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FOREWORD

Cheddi Jagan has brought the story of British
Guiana's political life up to date and in doing so he has
nailed all the lies that have been peddled around the
world and exposed the interpational conspiracy which
was organised to secure the overthrow of the P.P.P.
Government. This account of the 1962 and 1963
counter revolutions is authentic even though the facts
narrated are bizarre enough to form the theme for a
cheap American horror novel in a paper back edition.

The past is here recorded as we stand on the edge
of an uncertain future, The British have not always been
wise, but sometimes they have sensed an irresistible trend
in history and have avoided the temptation to ape their
famous forbear — King Canute.

But wise or unwise, the British must yield up power
fo the people of Cuyana; and in Guyana that means the
People’s Progremsive Party — eventually, if not now.

H. J. M. Hobbard.

BRITISH GUIANA’S FUTURE

PEACEFUL OR VIOLENT ?
by CHEDDI JAGAN

The second phase of the battle to overthrow the Gov-
ernment is over. The first phase began last year with the
February disturbances which ended in rioting and looting
and in the destruction by fire of a large part of the commer-
cial centre of the City. This year's 11-week strike ended in
serious clashes, looting, arson and murder. In the smoke of
baltle the main issues became clouded. One heard of the
Government’s sinister intentions, of fears and suspicions, of
racial strife. But the basic causes of the struggle were not
brought to the foreiront.

For some time, dzliberate attempts have been made to
subvert the Government. Subversion has now given way
to open rebelilon. Tn 1962, the budget to give effect to the
ryovernment's policy of raising large sums for economic de-
veiopment and which was influenced by a Cambridge Econo-
mist, Mr. Nicholas Kaldor, was the excuse for the rebellion.

According ‘0 the Commonwealth “Commission of In-
quiry into Disturbances in British Guiana in February 1962”7
the Opposition combined “io form « wveritable torrent of
abuse, recrimination und wicions hostility directed against
Dr, Jagan and his government, and each day gave fresh
wigour to the agitution.”

THE BUDGET

The budget was described and attacked as “anti-work-
ing class” and “comwmunistic”. It took the Commission to
point out ithat “the contradiction implicit in a measure be-
ing bnth Communist in substance and oppressive of the
workers was not a matter which troubled Dr. Jagan's oppo-
nents, for political slogans are not infrequently lacking in
togic and the multitude to whom they are addressed does
not possess the faculty of discerning an incongruity or fal-
lacy in what their leaders expound before them®”.

The real zause of the disturbances, declared the Com-
mission, was political rivalry and fear that the government
might enact measures injurious to the proprietary rights of
the upper classes and businessmen. In paragraph 45 of its
report, the Commission stated:

“The budget provoked fierce opposition from several



2

nothing desply vicious or destructive of economic
security in the budget. It had been drawn up on the
advice of an experienced economist, who could not be
said to have any Comrwunist prepossessions. The bud-
get won immediaie approval from many persons. The
New York Times sail in an editorial that the budget
was courageous and economically sound. Th: London
Times in a Ieading arlicle ohserved “The im-
mediale problem for the Prime Minister, Dr. Jagan, is
how to win soma acceplance for his economic proposals
which are zourageous and certainly not far from what
Guiana must have’. Sir Jock Campbell, Chairman of
Booker Bros.! zatd ‘Tr clearly was in intention a serious
attemnt by the Government to get to grips with the
formidable cconomic protlems of the country by a hard
programme of self-help. It was radical — what have
the people of British Guiana got to be conservative
about — but not confiscatory’. Senator Tasker of
Bookers in British Guiana gave his own opinion about
the budget by saving “We assessed it as a realistic at-
tempt to grapple with the economic problems of British
Guiana ."

Another abserver, Professor of Economics, Mr, Peler
Newrman, pointed out that the budget was the first serious
atlempt at seli-help. In his article on “Reaciel Tension in
British Guiann”, this is how he put it:

“The first budzet of ihe new Jagan Government, under
the influence of the distinguished British economist
Nicholas Kualdor, seriously attempt to increase sub-
stantially the amount of locally provided funds, to a
degree beyond that envisaged by the original plan. A
package consisting of higher rates for old taxes (e.g. im-
port daties), new taxes (e.g. capital gains taxes), and
a scheme for compulsory private saving, was intro-
duced. As we shall see, the timing of these admirable
self-help proposals laid them open to misinterpretation.
It is ironic that the grave riots in February of this year
were sparked by the first serious attempt to make the
Guian,t’ﬁse respoensible for their own economic develop-
ment.

THE LABOUR RELATIONS BILL

In 1963, the excuse for the disturbances was the Labour
Relations Bill. At the very heginning of the 1l-week
strike, I indicated that it was politically inspired. This
was corroborated very early by Mr. Burnham. Leader of
the Opposition and later by Mr. Duncan Sandys. Mr.
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Burnham put it to me that the Labour Relations Bill was
not the causa belli bui the casus belli, not the cause of but
the occasion for the rchellion.

The TU.C. denied any political motivation, Note,
however that the Commonwealth Commission which in-
vestignted the riots of February 1962 sparked off by the
T.U.C. ard the political Opposition had this to say of the
TIIC:

“There is very little doubt that, despite the loud pro-
testations of the irade union leaders to the contrary,
political affinites and aspirations played a large part
inn shaping their policy and formulating their pro-
gramme of offering resistance to the budget and mak-
ing a delerinined effort to change the government in
office,

It has bzen proved heyvond all doubt that the three
most important trade uninnists, Mr. Ishmael, Mr,
Jackson and Mr, Sankar, were deeply invelved in
politics.” (paragraphs 63 and 64).

The TUC. claimed "that it called its affiliates out on
strike not for political but for industrial reasons, that
the far-reaching powers which the Bill gave the Govern-
ment would have enabled it to muzzle and destroy the
“frze trade union movement”. It was not opposed, it said,
ta the principle of th2 Bill, i.e. the taking of a poll among
workers o any industry or in any bhargaining unit to settle
jurisdictinral disputas between unions and to certify recog-
nition for the nurpoze of ccllective bargaining. What it
objected to, it said, were the provisions of the Bill which it
claimed would have pul unlimited powers in the hands of
the Gevernment through the Minister and Commissioner
of Labour, Yet later, when agreemeni was reached with
the T.U.C. and the employers Association, the T.U.C. still
dragged its {feet and prolonged the sirike. Indeed, towards
the very end when the Rill lapsed because of the proroga-
tion of the Legislative Assembly, the T.U.C. insisted that
the Bill must not be reintroduced.

Ancther point raised by the TU.C. was lack of con-
sultation. Heawever, thiz was merely an excuse., It is to
be noted that in 1962 after objections were raised by the
T.U.C. to the hbuddet, the Minister of Finance postponed
consideration ol it in the Legislalive Assembly and fixed
a date for discussion on Thursday, February 15, But
hetore these discussions were held, the T.U.C. cualled a gen-
oral strike on Tuesday, February 13 Referring to this
incident, the Commonwecith Commission of Enquiry des-
cribed the T.U.C's action as “a ‘breach of faith and a dis-
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%iy of irresponsibility” and went on to state in paragraph

“The story pul forwara hefore us was that the un-
bending and indeed the provocative attitude of the
governmant was the sole reason for the decision to
call a pgeneral strike, or at any rate for precipitating
that decision. We iind it difficult to believe this ver-
sion and we are of the opinion that the facts have been
greatly distorted by the trade union leaders for the
purpose ot placing the responsibility of arousing the
workers’ hostility upon the government’.

The fact is there was consultation. After the pub-
lication and the first reading of the Bill in the Legislative
Assembly, the Minister of Labour held talks with the
T.U.C. and =mployers Association. As a result of these
discussions, amendments were made to seven of the thir-
teen clauses of the Bill, involving in all ten basice changes,
?ncluding the establishment of a Labour Relations Board
in place of the ad hoc committee of the original Bill.

The T.U.C. was not satisfied with mere consultation.
What it wanted was to dictate to the Government, to tell
the Govemment what laws to enact and when fo enact
them. This became apparent very early in the course of
the strike. TIncidentally, the Labour Relations Bill formed
part of the Manifesto of the People’s Progressive Party in
1853, 1957 and again in 1981, Notice of intention to im-
plement the Bill was given in the Governor's Speech at
the beginning of the Legiclative Session in 1961. It can
therefore fairly be 3aid that the Government has a man-
drte tc enact a Labour Relations Bill by virtue of three
successful General Elections which the Party won.

There was nothing sinister about the Labour Relations
Bill. It was patterned after the National Labour Relations
{Wagner) Act of the New Deal Roosevelt Administration.
The motivation for this Bill, as indeed its predecessor of
the 1953 P.P.P. Government, was the same as that of the
New Degl Administration; namely, the elimination of com-
pany unions, the ending of jurisdictional disputes and the
estalbl{sh;nent of democracy in the trade union movement.
Jurisdictional disputes have long bedevilled the local trade
union movement, and, indced, on April 5, 1963, eleven days
after the ppblication of the Bill, a jurisdictional dispute
between unions at the Rice Marketing Board, which man-
?iﬁ?:lzntasgdlthte_ T.U_.C.tﬁad been unable to resolve, led to

ooting in i i i
kille'(li_hand Rt isniured.e city in which one person was
. . The taking of the poll among workers i -
nised practice under the law in tl'Te US.A. sarits:'l ré?a\r‘tra;:: c,gIt
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has been established de foctv in Jamaica. This practice is
no doubt contrary to that in the United Kingdom. But
British trade unionists must recognise the difference be-
tween Britain and British Guiona. PBritain had a long his-
tory of trade unionism preceded by the many battles of its
labour movement — DPeterlon M=assacre, the Chartist Move-
ment, etc. — to preserve {rade union righis and civil liber-
ties for the working class. British Guiana is still a colony-
the employers herz are a law unto themselves. Indeed,
for many wears they have been the Government and in
many respects still are, As a Legislator from 1947 to 1953 1
could not enter sugar plantations in my own constituency.
Tt is only recently since the advent of the PPP Government
that militant trade unionists of a rival worker-backed
sugar workers' uninn were allowed free access to the
workers living in sugar plantations. Officials of the Saw-
mill and Forest Workors’ Union experienced similar diffi-
culties. ‘They ware prevented from entering isclated wood
grants and quarries where expleitation was rife. (These
quarries and grants are generally sited on crown lands).
The Government js now proposing to enact legislation to
force employers to permit with adequate safeguards the
eniry of trade union officials and organisers in the work-
place of employees.

Opposition to the Tabour Relations Bill came from
many quarters — an unholy alliance of the Trades Union
Council, the two opposition political parties, hig business
and the press. But in spite of this combination, the “gen-
eral” strike was nnt so general. Of the 52,000 workers
claimed by the Trades Union Council only about half were
on strike. More than 909% of the sugar workers did not go
on strike. These workers are represented oy the Manpower
Citizens' Association whose  President, Mr. Richard
Ishmael, is also the President of the Trades Union Council
by virtue of the large number of delegates accorded the
Manpower Citizens’ Association (the biggest union in the
couniry with about 20,000 workers) at the annual congress
of the Trades Unton Council. Many essential services -
electricity, water, ferry, hospitals — were maintained. The
industries mainly affecied were bauxite and manganese.

The bulk of ihese on strike ineluded civil servants,
teachers, government workers in postal and transport ser-
vices. It is to be noted that the leadership of this latter
group comes predominantly from the ‘Middle Class’, which
has to a certain extent been pampered by colonialism, and
which is fighting to preserve entrenched positions. The
1962 strike was joined by the Civil Service Association
principally because the Government felt that an under-
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developed country likz British Guiana could not afford
the rolonial-days luxury of giving its Guianese civil
servants free leave return passages for themselves and
wives to the United Xingdorm along with six months
leave for every three or four years of service.

Obzervers abroad have been perplexed to understand
why tha Goverament is opposed by the trades union move-
ment. The answer is to he found in the fact that the
Trades TIrion Council is now an arm of reaction, It is Lo
be noted that prior to the suspension of the Constitution
in 1953 the Trades Union Council pursued a militant policy.
Its affiliates catering particularly for workers in the sugar
plantations, water-front, sawmills, wood grants and quar-
ries were constantly engaged in militant struggles for
recognition, improved wages and working conditions. But
this militancy also hecame a victim of the Cold War.
Throitgh the influence and pressure of Mr, Serafino Romu-
aldi of the ICFTU and ORJIT, the Trades Union Council
was disbanded sonn after the October 1953 suspension of
the Ceonstitution and the forcible removal of the P.P.P. from
Office. Six unions controlled by the Opposition, headed
by the sugar workers company union, the Manpower Citi-
zens' Association (M P.C.A ) formed a new Trades Union
Council.

Referring to this incident, William H. Knowles in his
hook “Trades Uninn Movement and Indusirial Relations
in the BW.L” wrote:

“In a move of guestionahle legality, the anti-Jagan,
non-Communist elements of the Trade Union Council
voted, while supporters of the People's Progressive
Party were out of the country, to dissolve the B.G.
Trade Tlnion Counecil.”

The Trades Union Council as at present constituted is
dominated by uanions associated with civil servants, teach-
ers and other governmenl emplovees in postal, airline,
telephone and transport services, where the political oppo-
pition is well entrenched. 1t is a tragedy of Guyana that
the Trades Union Council directs its attacks not as pre-
viously agazinst the capitalist and landlords but against a
socialist oriented government. This explains why it has
been supported by reactionary elements abroad and by
Big Business at home.

U. S. INTERFERENCE

The strike was kept going for 11 weeks mainly by
funds supplied from the Uniled States, The sum is esti-
mated to he in the vicinity of $100,000 per week. U.S.
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interference has been noticeable for some time. Last year
during the Februavy disturbances and earlier during the
1961 elections campaign the Christian Anti-Communist
League was very active in Guyana. It admitted helping
the political opposition with $75,000 during the elections.

US trade unionists have also been very active. An
unprecedented number of United States trade unionists
have visited British Cuiana stirring up opposition to the
Government. Some of those who visited were:

J. Qkeefe . . ... Labour Lawyer, Director, Re-
tail Clerks International
Assembly of North America

J. Philpot .. ... Collective Bargaining Director,
Retail Clerks International
Assemhly of North America

Ernest Lee ... Then Director of Studies, Inter-
American Representative
IFCCTE

Morris Paladino Education Director, ORIT

William MeCabe ... Inter-American Representative
AFL-CIO

Ben Segal .. ... Education Director of the In-

ternational Union of Electri-
cal Radio and Machine
Workers US.A.

William C. Inter-American Representative

Doherty (jr.) of PT.T.I

Wallace Legge Director, Caribbean Activities
PET.I.

Jack L. Bernal ... Inter-American Representative
of ICCFTE

Rene Liogeanjie ; NMU Co-ordinator of organis-
ing for Latin America.

Pat Terrill A Director, United Steel Work-
ers of America,

Dr, Dunlop ... Head of Econ. Section, Harvard,
University.

The records show that there were far more visits of U.S.
trade unionists t¢ British Guiana in the 18 months follow-
ing the 1961 General Elections than in the 18 years pre-
ceding the Eloctions! The motives behind the sudden
manifesiation of interest are not hard to find.

It is known that the main purpose of these visits was
organising opposition by trade unionists to the Govern-
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ment. The visitors also conducted courses and seminars
at which the themes were invariably how to fight commu-
nism and ways and means of opposing the Gevernment.

Mr. William MeCaba was an active participant during
the whole course of the strike. There is substantial evi-
dence that while the British T.U.C. representatives, Walter
Hood and Robhert Willis, were endeavouring to effeet a
settlement, this American trade unionist was doing just the
opoosite. indeed, there is proof that Mr. McCabe has been
taking a polilical rather than a wholly trade union interest
in our affairs. incidentally 1.5, trade wunion interference
does not seem to be limited only to British Guiana. The
Surinam Government has hanned the entry of U.S. trade
unionists into that country. In Trinidad also there has
been an an outery against the meddling of U.S. irade union-
ists. An =aditorial in the Trinidad “Guardisn” sharply
criticised the part played by the 10.S. through the trade
unionists in the strike. The editorial added that whatever
the complexion of the British Guiana Government the
strike was a domestic matter and the United States had
no right to interfere. Such interlerence, it concluded, no
doubt helped the prolongation of the strike.

1I.8. trade union subversion however has not heen only
a one-way traffic. Leading Guianese trade unionists have
neen taken under the wings of the U.S. Institute for Free
Labour Development sited in Washington and headed by
Mr. Serafino Romualdi, a well-known old time hater of the
PP, who recently remarkced that there would be no
U.5. aid for British Guiana so long as he had any say in
the matter. This outward traffic of Guianese {rade union-
ists to the United States seem to have one objective —
training in the art of subversion to overthrow the P.P.P.
Government.

This peoint was made very clear in a recent article by
Victor Reisel. This article left little room for douhbt
about the subversive intentions. Under the caption
“Unionists Trained in U8, to Harry Jagan's Governmeni”
it went on to contend thar “six courageous men” — all trade
unionists — had been recently trained by the American In-
stitute for Free Labour Development in the technigues of
anti-Communist cainpaigning.  Amongst these men are “a
rather fearless chap by the name of Richard Ishmael,
President of the Britisa CGuiana Trades Union Council, and
General President of the anti-Communist Sugar Workers'
Union knhown as the Man Power Citizens’ Association”.
Centinued Mr. Reisel “Jagan has organised opposition
groups in an ejfort to take over British Gulana's organised
iatour. If he succeeds there will be nothing to stop him
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from going internally Cuban. Realising this, the Ameri-
can Institute for rree Labour Development — supported
by U.S. labour and industry — rushed the training of six
Guianese in Washington, This Institute is directed by
Serafino Romualdi, a veteran anti-communist Labour
Specialist. Each of the six trainees has specifie tasks inside
B.(;. labour =  lshmael made gocd his promise last week.
There was intense fighting in the dock areas. It scon
spread through the city”, Thiz was a reference to the riot-
ing in Georgetown on 5th April, 1963,

Shamelessly Reisel concluded: “It’s a pleasure to report
we're giving the Communists a run for their money and
guns”.

BIG BUSINESS

Big Business played a major role in the 1962 and 1963
disturbances through its most powcerful arm, the George-
town Chamber of Commerce. This body represents all the
oldest business houses. It is steeped in sleepy laissez faire
for generations and implacably hostile to innovation by
way of governmezntal action. It vigorously opposed the
Labour Relations Bill as it did its predecessor in 1953 and
the Budget in 1362.

The Georgetown Chaniher of Commerce came in for
serious attack from the Riot Commission. Iis irresponsi-
bility was scverely criticised. Pointed remarks were
made about some of its memhers. It said that its members
“encouraged and fostered” the strike of their employees.
Mr Nascimento, personal assistant to Mr. D'Aguiar and
General Manager of the Daily Chronicle, suggested that
employers should pay their employees who went on strike,
thus subsidising the strike. Messrs. Figueira, Manager of
Central Garage, and Beftencourt-Gomes were even more
enthusiastic in thetr support of the strike. Mr. Gajraj
“advocated the cessation of all transactions in non-taxable
commodities, e.g. sugar, flour, oil and the discontinuance
of all credit facilities fo their customers; because these
actions, he thought, would cripple the people and hbring
tremendous pressure on the (Government. This would lead
{0 econcmic chaos. “People will then have to go to the
banks and draw outl their nioney and that will force gov-
ernment to reduce the tax on savings.”

The Commission poeinted out that while the Chamber,
as such did not sponsor a lockout, it “turned a blind eye
to the aititude and intention of its members”. The Presi-
dent of the Chamber attempted to explain this by saying
that the Chamber heing a democratic body could not regu-
late the individual actions of its members. The Commis-
sion’s comment on this matter is worthy of note:
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“This lamentable confession of impotence scarcely re-
dounds 1o the credit of a responsible body incorporated
by special ordinance and professing the lofty aim of
promoting the interest of trade and commcree.”

During the 1983 strike, members of the Chamber of
Commerce outdid themselves. They not only participated
in lockouts, They carried o general trade blockade. The
Shipping Associalion refused to unload ships already in
harhour and to bring in other ships which were bhound for
British (Guiana. They even refused to allow goods un-
loaded in Curacao, Barbados, Trinidad and Surinam te
be (ranzported by Government boats and private small
crafts  The oil companies refused to release essential sup-
plies of fuerl for industries, particularly the rvice industry
whieh iz seasonal. As a1 consequence about one-third of
the rice crop in 1283 will he lost. And even though the
Government wuas prepared (0 permit additional insurance
cover and to indemnify the oil companies ageainst loss or
damage of their ships hy live or sohotage they refused to
bring supplies from Trinidnd. Had the Cuban Govern-
ment not helped in sending supplies of fuel oil! and flour,
the cconomic life would have come 1o a standstill. The
Tolice would have been immobilised and the Government
would no doubt have been torced to resign,

THE PRESS

The Guianese press was the chief exponent of the
“veritabie torrent of abuse, reerimination and vicious hos-
1ility” directed against the Government. The viciousness
of the press atlacks was duly noted by the Riot Commis-
sion. Tt devoted three pages in the Appendix of its report
to hizhlight the most outstanding vitriol which it agreed
had handsomcly contributed to the disorders of 1862.

Traditionaily the Press in British Guiana has been
three dailies — the ‘Evening Post’, the ‘Daily Chronicle’
and the ‘Guiana Graphic’ with a Sunday ‘Argosy’ con-
trolled by the ‘Evening Past’ interests. The ‘Graphic’
forms part of the giant Cecil King complex which strad-
dles three continents. It is essentially conservative, even
platitudinous. Save for an occasional sortie, it rarely ven-
tures out of the field of producing what it assesses to be
generally acceptabide. In the main then, its political con-
tent is factual and up-to-date, if not thought-inspiring.
Tke Mirror, recently asiablished, supporis the Government.

Not so, however, the others. The Commission found
the 'Chronicle’ under the effective control 3f Mr. D'Aguiar
sinee  “his shareholding enabled him to exercise effective
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control sver the paper” and noted the editor's “transparent
loyalty” to him. “Tho Daily Argosy’ it found “is also hos-
tile 1o Dro Jagan”. As noted above, the ‘Evening Post'
and ‘Argosy’ are controlled by lhe same interests, Qf the
big papers then, three are implacably hostile to the Gov-
ernment.

Here are a few of the choice gems among a great
weiter of similar writing which appeared just before ‘Black
Friday’, February 16:

Daily Chronicle, February 3:

“I sugegest that you both appear on ore platform . .
a gencral uprising against this budget will force
Jagan’s Governmineat to either amend their ideas ot
resign’.

Daily Chravicte, Fobruary 4:

“Budget is ‘Marxisi’. A ‘vindictive and malicious
spirit prowls throush the hudget'”

Daily Chronicle, FTebruary 7:

“Iniquilous Budpget”. Stir yourselves — down with
this Shaametul Budget. Down with the Government’

Rabiy Chronwicle, February 9:

“All of us are agreed that we are faced with an
eventunl dictatorship. Dr. Jacob’s Radical Budget
hears ihis out in no uncertain terms . Unite and save
us all”.

Daily Chronicie, February 11:

Af we ecould fight together at the barricade and hold
back the gathering storm we should be able to make
the country safe for our children™ “Now more than
ever heforz the red claws of Jagan’s Communism are
exposed nalked for all to see. And this is only the
smoke the fire comes later. If now while Britain still
exercise soverelgniy here, Jagan can move openly to
confiscate people’s property and their money and des-
troy our Free Press what wouldn't he do when with
the full powers of independence he brings in his Com-
munist forces here to back up with open Communist
dictatorship™.

“What the Tax means”. “What il means is reduce all
to position of servitude =so thuat only the state will be
wealthy =n that the 3tate which now controls your
money will control your services and finally wvour
family, your children”.
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These and more went out under the banner of free-
dom of the press!

True to form, thz Press excelled itself in virulence
and dishonesty during the 1963 strike, “Fleeing Youth
Gunned to Death by Police” announced a headline of the
‘Bvening Post’ of June 17. Such was its purported under-
standing of circumstanres in which a hardened criminal,
found inside a bend at night in a tims of both leoting and
bombing, called io stop by a beat policeman, was shot at
while fleeing with a parcel. This was the most dramajsic
example of attempting to incite the public against a Police
Force overworked in the longest crisis in the history of
this conntry. It showed the high-water mark of a period
of newspaper highlighting of the ‘successes’ of squatters
whose nctivities extended io the beating of innocent In-
dians, the decimation, by bombing ard by vandalism, of
Government Offices and their personnel and a train of
intimidation and hooliganism unparalleled in the history of
many a civilised nation.

“Squatters Closed Ministrics — Hubbard Seeks Refuge
in Freedom House" boasted the same paper, swelhpg with
pride at the “Passive Resistance’ campaign, so passive that
a Minister had to fly before its bombardment. A few days
earlier, it emblazoned the ‘feat’ of squatters forcing the
Premier to ‘tlee’ through the back door of the Public
Buildings. It was clear that what the ‘Post' succeeded in
doing was inciting crowds already restless through the in-
netivity of striking into seeking excitement in barbaric
vandalism and “feais’ of mob assault upon Ministers and
also upon peaceful citizens whose only ‘sin’ was that they
were born of Indian descent.

In the political field the ‘Post' reached exiravagance
wkich must have embarrassed even the T.U.C. still
barefacedly insistent that the strike was indusirial. “The
Government must Resign” proclaimed the ‘Post’. Using
Georgetown as its criterion it went on “To the people the
Government is now just a hollow shell and Government in
name only. It is the object of ridicule and ilhe contempt
of all becanse of its inability to do the job for which it was
misguidedly elected”. In other words it had brushed away
the thin veil of industrial hypocrisy with which the strike
had heen shrouded. It had revealed the naked political
objective for which it had been called in the first place,
and the fanaticism which inspired its long and violent
course.

Dishonesty, the chief characteristic of cheap journal-
ism, reached its peak in an editorial which appeared in
the ‘Post’ of June 12. The fact that the T.U.LC. on more
than one occasion, took long periods to prepare memoranda
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setting out their own side in the dispute did not trouble
the ‘Post’. Under the headline “Provocative Delay”, it
gave a revealing picture of fascist thinking: “that the
Government is probably waiting on time” it wrote with
asperity, “is suggested in its approach towards the settle-
ment in dispute. But time for what?  in the final analysis
it can only mean one thing — the starving of the Worker
in surrender. It was evident even in the early days of
the strike that Government had plans for a long drawn
out struggle. The summoning of BSritish soldiers was a
major factor in th= overall plan. With them in B.G. Gov-
ernment could safely pursue a policy of attrition without
much fear of a ophysical reprisal”. The inference is start-
ling clear. Without the troops there was o have been a
rehellion to overtarow the Government.

With its sister-paper the ° Argosy’, the double-
barrellad attack of verbal violence was kept up through-
out the strike. On June 16 the ‘Argosy’ informed the
public that “Government condones Violence” a long tissue
of bad lies succeeded by worse logic ¢laiming that the
Zrovernment stood to Zain by vicolence and was promoting
it. Holding up the Minister of Communications to publie
ridicule and odium, it announced that “Wilson Stops Mercy
Flight” a fantastic distortion of a simple jissue in which
the pilots who had refused to performm important and
urgent tasks for Government, sought to use Government
facilities to fly in supplies on charter under the pretext of
conveying a pregnant woman to Georgetown.

On May 3 and 4 it published on its front page, stories
of a plot to burn down the Rice Marketing Roard which
information it claimed was received via an anonymous
telephone call late at night. So important was this
anonymous call that it was necessary to editorialise upon
it. The Progressive Youth Organisation, claimed the edi-
torial, was behind the arson plot to be committed in order
to claim insurance compensation. Thereafter the Rice
Markating Board became a foral point of interest. And it
was not long before seventyv-odd sticks of dynamite were
discovered, fuse smouldering, below its wharf upon which
were working nearly four hundred breadwinners.

In JTanuary 1963, the Legislative Assembly passed a
motion (only Mr. D’Aguiar voling against) condemning as
irresponsikle and prejudicial to the interests df British
Guiana a report in the Daily Chronicle of Tuesday, Jan-

~uary 1 that 250 firearms consigned to a local trading com-
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pany had heen seized by the Security Police. In the course
03’ the debate on the motion, even the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, Mr, L.F.S. Burnham, had 1o state that the report was
naccurate and false and calculated to do harm to the
national interest.

. Similar wild stories were printed about Cuban warships
in the waters of Guiana and about British Guiana being
the trans-shipment point for illicit supplies to the Vene-
zue]e}[n g}}enllas of arms and ammunition. On April 14
the “Sun” the weekly organ of the Uhited Force carried a
fantastic story -— “Children May be Seni tio Factories:
Vicious Plans Bared”. The siory went on:

“The Government plans to take children from the
upper .d1v1310n of primary schools and put them to
work in communist factories. This revelation was
made hy a source close to the Government which plans
to take children who have Tailed their exams twice in
!he~4ih, 5th, and 6th standards and put them to work
In factories to be buillt here.

Farents are incensed at this news and it is reported
that as soon as Jagan removes the Emergency Regula-
tions parents will demonstrate in vicinity of the Public
Bujldlngq against this rascally plan of the CGovern-
ment. First the Government took control of schools.

pr the Government plans to throw vour children out

];31_ 1ttheb:;chcools and put them to work in factories to be
ui Yy Communists. Is thi

oLk is good enough for you,

All this vile propaganda was directed against the Gov-
ernment which was negotiating with Eastern Eurgpean
countries for the purchase and establishment of faetories
factories which are desperately needed for providing job§
to the large number of unemplcyed (18%) and wunder-

fgmﬁ;;loyed (89%) inherited by the P.P.P. Government in

Such was the role of the “free” press in  creat]
unirest. Little wonder that when thI:! T.U.C.’Ls egé‘.i?gfé;;\{al
genera! strike <losad down the daily newspapers, the T.U.C'
immediately ordared back to work the printing wm:kérs:
without even prior consultation with the Printing Workers
Union. Nuo matter what the Daily Chronicle and Eveniné
Post must continue with their distortions and incitement!

THE POLITICAL OFPPOSITION

. The Opposition political parties were deeply i
in the disturbances of 19682 and 1063, In 1p96Y2,m1¥Izls‘sr§g
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L.F.8 RBurnham and Peter D'Aguiar, leaders of the
Peaple’s National Congress and United Force respectively
defiantly led demonstrations through a proclaimed area in
the vcity of Georgetown, They openly incited their
supporters.

-~
The report of the Riot Commission in dealing with the
contravention of the Proclamation showed how Mr. Burn-
ham worked up his supporlers into “a siate of frenzy".
Referring to public speeches made by Mr. Burnham during
the 1962 crisis, it poinferd out:
“He began by congratulating his listeners on the
splendid performance of the morning when there had
heen a wholesale hreach of the proclamation. In his
peroration he declared that Government could not be
got rid of by merely saving ‘Resign’ or ‘Down with
Jagan’. Those ara useful and helpful slogans, but much
mare ihan slogans, are required in the present circum-
stances”. (paragraph 73, page 29).

The report alsn showed how Mr. D'Aguiar “seized
every opporiunity of attacking Dr. Jagan’s Government
and inciting the crowds during the week of the distur-
hances”. The Commission said that the list of grievances
given by Mr. D'Apuiar and Senator Ann Jardim against
tha P.P.P. is “‘little more thun a narrative of personal frus-
tration'. Speaking of the Uniled Force as a whole the
Commission noted:

“The policy of the U.F. was more clear and categoric.
Mr. IXApuiar was expousing the cause of businessmen
and the upoer middle class. He himself had an im-
portant stake in the country and his politics were
therafore not quite free from personal molives.” (para-
graph 76, page 29).

M: D’Aguiar in evidence given hefore the Commission

declared that his policy was “io oppose, expose and depose”

the Government.

In trying to bring down the Government the ‘Big Lie’
has now become the main weapon of the II.F. Scare stories
are being manufactured daily for puhlication and consump-
tion in British Guiana and abroad. Hair-raising stories
and deliberate lies are printed regularly in the Daily
Chronicle, the mouth-piece of the UF.

In London at the public opening of the Independence
Conference in Oclober 1962, Mr. D’Aguiar openly declared
that the P.P.P. was in receip! of vast sums of money from
the 3oviet Union. 'This sum was claimed to be in the
vicinity of $77,000. Proof of this wos demanded that was



18

never given. In aciual fact only about $16,000 was sent
to the Ministry of Fducation for the payment of passages
for a few, and not ithe allegedly “huge number” of Guian-
ese  students who had been awarded schelarships
in the Soviet Union. More recently Senator Ann Jardim
‘exhibited at a press conference in Washington photostatic
copies ¢f three cheques purporting to be payment made of
a sum of about $128,000 by Barclays Bank to Freedom House.
The Manager of Barclays Bank when approached indicated
that these wera begus and forged cheques and gave a signed
stalement that thers was no transaction of any kind.

The technique of the ‘Big Lie’ was duly noted by the
Riot Commission. Mr. D’'Aguiar had told the Commission that
oh the morning of the 16th February he did not tell the
crowd that the child who had been affected by the tear gas
had died. But the Commission remarked that a number of
witnesses had given evidence that Mr. D’Aguiarlhad in fact
1old the crowd that the child had died. At this stage the
Commission remarked.

“We are constrained to observe that his being wedded

to truth did not impose so stern a cloisteral isclation

upon him as not to permit an occasional iliicit sortie, in
order to :est tha seductive and political rewarding
adventure of flirtinzg with half-truths”.
The Commission found that the false rumour that a child
had been killed by tear gas provided the immediate stimu-
lns to violence, and that My D’Aguiar had passed on the
false information to tha crowd.

The ‘Big Lie’ is also the technigque of the PN.C. In
April 1962, addressing “anti-Castro fixation” Americans in
New York City, Mr. Burnham declared that there were
1.000 Cubans in British Guiana. At that time there was
exactly one Cuban in the countiry. His colleague, Mr.
Andrew Juackson advised that no U.S. economic aid must
be forthcoming to the British Guiaona Government!

Coupled with the “Big Lie’ is the use of invective.
Prior to the 1961 General Elections, an all-out attack was
launched on the U.F. in terms that were highly personal.
Tts leader was the focus of Mr. Burnham's attack.
"Fascist”, an ignorant bhottler of water with a little tine-
ture”, “that rum-seller up the (East) Bank” were some of
the juicier epithets emploved. It was not long before such
literary extravagance was directed at the P.P.P.

During the 1963 Adislurbances. the P.N.C, at first
opercted mostly behind the scenes through the T.U.C. But
later after the breaking of the trade blockade and the pro-
rogation of the Legislature when the Labour Relations Bill
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was no longer an issuz it overtly supported the sirike. In
fact, il praclically took command.

It should be nnted that in 1953 Mr. Burnham as a Min-
ister of the P.P.P. Government strongly backed a similar
measure, The TJ.C. -was also then in favour. Trade
unienislz Andrew Jackson and Brentinol Blackman, as
President of the Federation of Unions of Government Em-
ployees (F.U.G.E.) and General Secretary of the T.U.C.
respectively defended the Bill in the United Kingdom
immediately after the suspension of the Conslitution in
1953. A decade later they joined in leading the attack
agoinst the Bill,

Why this changed position? The reason is that Mr.
Burnham broke away from the P.P.P. in 1955 and is now
united with ths political and trade union opposition of pre-
1953. He and twa other opportunist P.P.P. leaders swal-
lowed the divide-and-rule bait pult out by the British
Government., The Robezirtson Constitution Commission had
already in 1954 threatened a perpetual “period of marking
tim«” should the P.2.1°. persist with “its present leadership
and policies”. By 1958 the alltance of Burnham with the
reactionary forces was conplete. As with Labour Rela-
tions Bill, he found himself opposing many of the measures
he previously strongly advocated — abolition of dual con-
irol of schools, wvotinz at 18, independence etc, Little
wendaer the Riot Commission observed of the P.N.C. leader:

““The real motive lorce hehind Mr. Burnbam's assault
was a desire to assert himself in public life and estab-
lish a mare important and regarding position for him-
self by bringing about Dr. Jagan's downfall”, (para-
graph 51, page 18).

Having lost thrae successive elections sinee 1953 and
secing little prospect of winning future free and fair elec-
tions, the political Opposition has now become bitterly
frustrated. It projects this frustration by hurling accusa-
tions at the P.P.P. and by embarking on a continuous cam-
paign of plotting, sabotage and violence. Note a few of the
handbills ealling for violence and blood:

“Let us not bhe afraid to STRIKE.

Let us not be afraid to e STRUCK.

Let us not be afraid to SHOOT

Let us not be afraid to be SHOT.

Let us not he afraid of ANYTHING,
BECAUSE

VICTORY is at hand.”
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“If VIOLENCE hecomes unavoidable, We must be as
RUTHLESS AMND more DESTRUCTIVE than
CHEDDI'S Arm«ad Forces.”

“How long will the dictators triumph? Free your-
selves NOW of those who seck to trespass on your
rights, or be DOOMED forever. Comrades, the P.P.P.
czn no lonzer rule as exhibited: They must RESIGN
or be NESTROYED for the henefit of GUYANA, COM-
rades, the TIMS is RIPE.”

“We want a reasonable decision:-— Either Free Guyana
Today or We'll have Blood Tomorrow™

innocent blnod was shed. Government buildings and other
public places, including a mosgque were bombed.

The background to a great deal of this plotting sabo-
tage and violones was dramatized by a startling discovery
made in a police raid at PN.C. headquarters. Martial plans
and manuels together with arins, weapons and materials
for the manufacture of explosives were found and seized.

The fellowing document, a plan “X 13”7 for military
action said:—

“These are rules governing X 13,

The committee should comprise of men governing
different sections or a particular type of work. The
Chairman could be a person employed by the party and
of a very high charaeter, subject to the approval of the
Council, 1, therefore, recommend Comrade Van Gen-
deren., He would be known or referred to as the ‘Old-
marn’. HE will be responsible directly to the leader
Comrade L.F.S. Burnham, for projects, plans, etc., of
this organisation, he would be adviser, organiser, and
con-grdinator.

Comzade I, Thomas would be responsible for all mili-
tary training and military advice, posting of men for
different duties and all orders should come through
him frorm the committee tn the men, All leaders and
sub-leaders of the military side should deal directly
with COMRBRADE ]. THOMAS, he will be responsible to
the committee For all actions taken, he should not
arrize fto a decision unless first discussing same with
the rommitiec.

Ne¢ one should have the right to communicate directly
or indirectly to a member or members any orders. All
orders must come through the person responsible for
1that section.

Comrads Wilzon would he responsible for radio ecom-
munication and all records, he will also be responsible
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to the cbmmittee and no ene should have the right to
interfere with this field of work, unless first going

through Comrada Wilson who would be responsible to
the committee.

“Comrade. Smith will he responsible for Medical sup-
plies and advice, he will be responsible for all sections
taken.

Comrade Leacock will be a spear io the committee
and he will be known as Area Commander, he will be
responsible to Comrade I. Thomas for all military
actions taken in the area. These six gentlemen would
form the committee which would dictate the policy of
this organiszation, and no action should be taken unless
the matter was discussed by the committee comprised
of the said men’.

The list of armsz, ammunition, and materials seized at
the P.N.C. headquarters included the following:

One knife in sheath; one sixteen gauge empty cartridge;
one sixteen gauge empty cartridge; two boxes each con-
taining fifty .22 1.C.I. bullets; one box containing fifty
.22 Remington Hi-Speed bullets; one box containing 42
rounds .22 Remington Kleandore bullets; one box con-
taining 25 Eley 16 bore cartridge and 1 only Eley 16
bore cartridge; 1 toy pistol; one bottle containing a
quantity of liquid; three boxes each containing 24, 22,
and 15 twelve gauge Eley cartridges; one dagger in
sheath; 10 boxes each containing 25-16 gauge Eley cart-
ridges and three boxes each conlaining 21, 17 and 14 —
16 gauge Eley cartridges; one motor cycle chain; one
pen knife; one pilece wood; one sling shot; one piece
wood with metal head; one iron rod and one piece
electric wire; one B.85.A. .22 Rifle No. LES4791 with 11
live rounds 22 ammunition property of Desmond
Holder; one air rifle marked ‘Gecado’ Model 25; one
piece of pipe; one bicycle chain with taped ends; one
cloth sack containing greenish grains; one baton; one
hottle maried ‘corrosive’ on cork and containing liguid;
one bottle marked ‘Nitric Acid’ containing liquid; ane
bottle with clear liquid marked ‘M' and ‘AA’; one bottle
labelled ‘Potassium Nitrate’ (Saltpetre) containing
liquid; one botile marked ‘Sodium Sulphate’ containing
liquid; one tin labelled and marked ‘Candy Crystal’;
one hottle containing liquid and labelled ‘Potassium
Hydroxidzs;” on= hattle containing liguid and labelled
‘Acetone’; one bottle containing clear liquid; one parcel
containing sulphur: five target discs; one piece of paper
with drawings; one piece of paper with Training Pro-
gramme; onz Browning Baby Pistol Booklet; one Plan;
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cne piece of paper with Rules: one Fore and Back Sight
Gauge Picture;

Below is produced = newspaper copy of the poelice re-
leuse of the artictes found at the home of the PN.C’s lead-
ing lights:

“The police in their hunt for arms, ammunition and
other doruments have found the list of the names of
the officers of a detachment of the People’s National
Congress at the home of Mr. Ivan Thomas, whose name

was mentioned in the “3 13" plan found at Congress

Place, headnuarters ot the P.N.C.

Alsp feund was a piece of paper with names of such
palces as Freedom House, Radio Demerara the Power
Station, the Telephone Exchange, Water Works, the
Premier's House, Mr Brindley Benn's home and many
important places.

A list with names of a number of women, such as
Miss Walcott, Miss Durham, Miss Callender, Miss
Zephvr, Miss Rodney and others, who have been given
epecial designation in a “detachment” was alse found.
A book on Guerilla Warfare by Ernesto Che Guevara,
of Cuba is among the finds.

RIFLE FOUND

The poulice in a raid have found one rifle, and 123
rounds of .22 hullets at the home of Mr. Vangenderen.
Following is the complete list of things found at the
home of Mr. Thomas:

One sheet paper marked. Information for recruits, 13
sheets of typewritten paper or pamphlets dealing with
drill), 16 sheets of typewritten matter or pamphlets
pinned together, one infantry training book Volume 1
Pamphlet No. 3, one infantry training book Volume 1
Pamphlet No. 11, one infaniry training book Volume 1
1950 one infantrv training book, Volume I Pamphlet
No. 8, one small arms training boock Volume 1 Pam-
phlet No. 8. one small arms training bock Volume 1
Pamphlet No. 21.

In addition were one sheet paper written in ink
headed “List of Officers No. 1 Detachment of the
P.N.C *, one sheet of paper on which is written in ink
demonstration of Crack and Thump, and names of
places Freedom House, etc. on the gther side is time
table of Annual Camp 1961 recruits “D” Company, one
sheet of paper with drawings of rifle headed Mechan-
ism of Automatic Rifle, three (3) plans marked A and

.|

i
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B, and C, two {2) blue cards with drill instructions,
iwo sheets, paper showing names, addresses and type
of firearms, one tyvpe-written sheet of paper headed
“These are rules governing X 13 one sketch of Radio
Demerara, one hook named ‘Guerilla Warfare’, by
Ernesto Che Guevara and one slip of paper with writ-
ing headed ‘PNC flying squad’.”

INDEPENDENCE

The main purpose of these counter-revolutionary aeti-
vities is to do one or more of three things —

(1} Suspension of the Constifution;

(ii) Indefinite delav of independence;

(iii) Imposition of a constitutional and electoral
formula which will bring the Opposition into
pOWEr.

The Opposition has clearly stated that there shall be
“no independence under Jagan”, The 1962 disturbances
were subsequently used hy the British Government firstly
to delay independence talke and secondly not to grant
independence at all. Talks which were to be held in May
1962 were postponed until! Qctober 1962. It is significant
that the talks were deferred pending the publication of the
Report of the ‘Riot’ Commission. But because it was
favourable to the Government, it was not even considered
at the Conference.

Independence was dented in October 1962 on the flimsy
excuse that the British Guiana Government and the Oppo-
sition could not agree; that the Government would not
accede to immediate elections under a changed elecloral
system from the existing first-past-the-post to proportional
representation.

It is to be noled that the main opposition party, the
P.N.C. had made independence a major issue at the August
1061 elertions  Indeed, it had fixed May 31, 1962, as the
date for independznce for Guyana.

The records of the pre-eleetion period provide con-
clusive evidence on these points, On Tth April, 1961, the
‘New Nation’, the organ of the People's Nalional Congress,
puhlished the text of a breadcast made by Mr. Burnham on
2Tth March. The following is an excerpt from it,

“The forthcoming elections are of tremendous impor-
tance, They usher in a new constitution under which
elected ministers will have ahsolute power and respon-
sthility for all internal affairs, and which is but a pre-
lude to full uantrammelled independence within a matter
of months. Yes, Guiana will be independent by 1962”.
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The ‘Sundav Chronicle’ of 25th June, 1961 .in a report of a
People’s Nrtional Congress meeting, states:

“Mr. Burnham the next speaker said that asdsoon
as the i::art_v won he would ag1talteb fotr_n;n?ﬁgfrnrﬁré%?
and when the West Indies was celebrate code

i ' British Guiara wou

pendence in May nert jear, FiSlg ettt g e

ating hers too. He said his Party h
gg;ei?t;'mo}g Independence which would bring new life

to British Guiana”. .

At another meeting Mr. John Carter sugge;lt%d tni{i? nsc}t
HE oo {nc}eppmiegccsiclgﬁ;’. st,al:ﬁ:i lt:‘}‘lat- v-vhichever
T A e e e lod be leading the country to
party won the clections wou o s e
inde e. Examine the following fr 1
;ﬁﬁtﬁiréd?(n}iaphic' which reported meetmgs. at which Mr,
Burnham and other PN.C. memhers spoke:

o stand alone

PNT%ETEI\?C would not form any Goverr_\ment oln thiet‘

sults of the August 1261 Gefneral Elections un %?Ison—

;%ined an overall majority” said Mr. Burnham on

day night at Queen and Hope Streets. i

He was replying to the guestion whether there Wmtlhe
be a PNC-UF 1'.1grger if neither got a majority at

Elections. _ .

‘I:'Ice also said that the PNC would never merge with
the PFP as the two parties had nothing in common. "

Mr. Burnham stressed that the people hm:i,I tod 73?91‘3
up their minds which Puarty they wanted to lea

to independence.” ‘ _

{Wednesday, July 12, 1961. Daily Chronicle).

{Cuiana Graphic. Tuesday, July 18, 1961).

ham calls PPP Bandits . )
Biﬂg}lz}?amacmust get Independence lr%mid{;tgf%eraftt}?g
Elections in August, immedia el 1
tPhaert?eg?t-?l into power. He added, however, th?tin'g

things iurned out differently and another Party tgot i

power (which he doubted) he would still agitate

immediate independence. "

lrr]He said that he would support any party uf}?ch lg?f

into pbwér on the Iﬂdependen}fe tssjuﬁ b(;cct;;:ze ezleitce)mte

i Fove the wish o

tion of o Government was tf . iof Thengoelon o
s nothing that any other Party o

%ﬁf 53;}%’&" the Gowvernment on Independence.

t i ' independence
PNC will give support onrly for in . .
«Mp. Forbes Burnham told the Guiana Grgp}élc tha;
his pai-ty will support any other party in their deman
for Independence after August 21.
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‘My support is limited to the demand for Indepen-
dence and has nothing to da with the ideology or pro-
gramme of any party. Whichever parly is returned in
a majority, either directly or indirectly, has goi the
right to lead the country to Independence’.”

(Saturday, July 15, 1961, Guiana Graphic).

And 1then there was the Sydney King issue.
Sydney King resigned from the P.N.C. on the eve of the
elections. He was then Secretary of the P.N.C. He

resigned because of Mr. Burnham’s categorical statement
about independence.

This is how the ‘Daily Chronicle’ of Thursday, July 20,
1961 put it:

King drops election bombshell

“Mr. Sydney King, still named Secretary of the PNC
threw a bombshell into the General Electinns scene
yesterday. Copies of a publication over his signature
stated that he withdrew as a candidate for PNC in pro-
test against Mr. Forbes Burnham’s statement on imme-
diate Independence for B.¢3. and his support for Dr.
Jagan on this issue, if Dr. Jagan wins.

The PNC leader, apparently with the consent of the
Ex, Co. decided that if Jagan won, he, Burnham would

go with Jagan to London to help Jagan get Independ-
ence.

King continuing: I am sure that Burnham’s state-
ment is dangerous to the African pbeople — I cannat be
any part of Burnham’s plans. His plan is to help Jagan
win Independence. A seat is reserved for him on
Jagan’s plane, he boasts'.”

S0 shattering was Sydney King's resignation that the
PNC took the bull by the horns and issued a statement.

This staterment was carried in the ‘Guiana Graphie' of Fri-
day, July 31:

Sydney King is expelled

“After expelling Svdney King, the PNC released a
statement which read in part:

"‘With respect to the grounds upon which Mr. King
has declared his intention not to run as a candidate for
the PNC, the Executive Committee declares that it is
unequivocally committed to Independence for B.G. and
will not swerve from its present policy which has been

accepled by tha Congress and the Ex Co. of the Party
of which Mr. King was a part,
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It was advovated by the Party's representatives at the
London Constitutional Talks in 1960. Independence is
the inalienable right of Guiana, and the PNC.

Though it will always strive to protect the intcrests
of all groups it will never stand in the way of In-

L)

dependence regardless of the party in office’.

The abnve quotations from the reports of the pre-
election speeches show that the two major parties agreed that
independence should follow soon after the elections, and
that the party that won the elections should lead the coun-
try intc independence without another appeal to the elec-
torate. A study of pre-election writings reveal, too that
there was no thought of a change in the elecloral system.
Proportional Representation was neither advocated, nor was
it sn issue at the 1961 Elections. I was advocated by the
Oppositior at the 1960 Constitutional Conference, but was
rejected by the than Secretary of State for the Colonies,
Mr. Tan McLeod, who subsequently described it as a “rotten,
abhominable svstem” and by knowledgeable officials in the
United Kingdom who held the view that the system of pro-
portional tepresentation would tend to crystallise section-
alist tendencies and give them permanence in an aggravated
form over the years.

Instead of granting independence, the British Govern-
ment indicated at tha conclusion of the Talks that should
cocinl and economic conditions deteriorate it might have
{0 corsider the imposition of a solution. This cue was taken
up by the Opposition - create enough havoc so that the
British Government might have the excuse to suspend the
Conslitution or impose a solution. This line was openly
voired by the Press supporting the Opposition. During thoe
strike, it advocated British Government intervention to save
the pecple from an “oppressive” Government and a “de-
teriorating” economy.

Race

Mr. Duncan Sandys, Secretary of State for the Colonies,
on his departure aftar 2 four-day visit pro;lalmed that the
greatest problem in Sritish Guiana was racial conflict. But
what Mr. Sandvs and others must note is that the spread
of the disordars io the countryside and the racial conflict
which ensued was due principally to the fact that George-
town, predominantly Negro, was not pacified and govern-
ment supporters, particularly Indians who were openly
batireerd and bludeeoned lost faith in the law f:nforc:l_ng
agencies and retaliated. Under the banner of passive resis-
tance the Upposition squatted around government buildings
and in government offices, riotously assembled in thousands
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in open breach of a proclamation prohibiting the assembly
of moere than five persons, inoted stores, intimidated those
who remained at work particularly government empiloyees,
and bruially beat up Ministers and government supporters,
particularly Indians. Had the disorders been contained at
the beginning and Georgetown pacified, there is absolutely
no doubt that the racial conflict which subsequently
occurred would have been prevented.

Race is merely superficial and skin-deep. Commenting
on the question of race the Commonwealth Commission
said of the disturbances of February 1962:

408 - We found little evidence of any racial segregation
in the social life of the country and in Georgetown.
East Indians and Africans seemed to mix and associate
with one annther on terms of the greatest cordiality,
though it was clear that the recent disturbances and the
racial twist given to them by some of the unprincipled
and self-seeking politicians had introduced slight, but
it is hoped, transient over-tones of doubt and reserve.
Among the irhahitants of Georgetown there is, of
course, always present the danger that hostile and anti-
racial sentiments may he arpused by a clash of the
hopes and ambitions of rival politicians,. We draw
attention to this possibility because there have heen in-
dications of such friction in the past, although, as will
appear in the course of this report, the disturbances of
February 16 did not originate in a raciai conflict, nor
did they develop into a trial of strength bhetween the
East Indians and the African:z.’

“50, ... but we are merely drawing attention to the
circumstances mentioned ahove in order to show that
there is no clear-cut division between the races and
that although, broadly speaking, Dr. Jagan’s supporters
are for the most part East Indians and the supporters
of P.N.C are drawn mostly from the African races, the
dliﬂ'er]ence ts not really racial, but economic and voca-
tional®.

Race has never been a serious problem in Guyana.
Indians and Africans have for many, many years played
worked and lived amicably together. Underlying the
supecrficiality of racialism is the basic problem of the class
struggle and the struggle for land and jobs. Prior to the
1955 split in the People’s Progressive Party, the Africans
and Indians, who constitute the backbone of the working
class and peasantry, were united in their struggles against
the capitalists and landlords. On every front — sugar
plantations, waterfront, minas. mills, quarries etc. — the
workers battled for improved wages and working condi-
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tions. Since 1953, however, this militancy has been dulled.
And this is due principally to the ‘terror’ rule which fol-
lowed the 1953 suspension of the Constitution, the 1955
British-engineered Burnham split of the P.P.P. and the
subsequent alliance of Mr. Burnham and his working class
supporters with those reactionary elements who were
opposed to the P.P.P, before the 1953 suspension.

The Indians szupport the P.P.P. for a complex of
reasons, but mainly berause of its socialist beliefs and
objectives and because it has always led their struggles
against iandlords. mostiy Indian. and sugar rlantation capi-
talists. But the P.7.P.s support does nof come only from
Indians. Because it is the most advanced party ideologic-
ally, it attracis the mere political conseious particularly
youths. students and intellectuals of all races. This
accounts for the notable shift of young Africans towards the
People’s Progressive Party and for the racialist (Negro as
opposed to Indian) appeal of the Penple’s National Con-
gress, This has been noted by the Riot Commission and
such observers as Professor Peter Newman of the Univer-
sity of Michigan, previously of the University of the West
Indies.

In paragraph 50 of its Report, the Riot Commission
said :

“ The political professions of the P.N.C. were some-
what vague and amorphous. There was a tendency to
give a racial tinge to its policy. Mr. Burnham ex-
pressed the opinion that it was Dr. Jagan who was
responsible for this unfortunate development

. Wa do not. however, think that there is much sub-
stance in ihe contention of Mr. Burnham and it seems
to us that whatever racial differences exisled were
brought about by politicai propaganda”.

Professor Peter Newman in an arlicle entitled “Ra-

cial Tension in British Guiana" said:

& Not surprisingly, this attention to a unified Afri-
can front led 1o a need for a common enemy, a role
which was filled by the East Indians. Operating within
the restricted social anrd economic framework-that I
have discussed, the main animus of the party (PNC)
was focusserd on the racial issue, and even official party
pronouncements hegan to take on a racial tinge. Since
the P.P.P. continued to mainiain a public image of
non-partisanship (althoush its local support was often
Jess unbiased}, many African intellectuals, especially
among the yvounger group, began to feel dissatisfied with
the racial policies of the PNC. Except in a few cases,

a7

“this glid not lead them to the PPP, but it did cause them
10 w.;-'lthhﬂld active participation from the African party;
};:3\{{5‘1}9\ d‘r_l _r_-esullt, ]the secend-rank leadership of the
NC 1z disiinetly less able than ih i
L pax?ty”. n e corresponding

The P.N.C,, however, continues to peddle the propaganda
Ehat the P.,P.P. is racial. Tt ascribes the racialist slogan
A_pc_m Gaat’ to the P.P P. failing to point out that this slogan
originated at the 1933 2leetions. At that time the P.PP
ek duhbed. ‘Cemmunist” and opposed by two reactiona‘r}-'
razial grounings, the League of Coloured Peoples and the
National Tenmovratiz Party on the one hand. and the East
Indian Association and the Farmers and Workers Party on
the cther. Apan Gaat was the slogan of the latter.

‘The leader of ihe People's National Congress (PNC
Mr. L.F. S, Bucnham, according to reports in the loca)l
Dress was alleged 1o have stated at a Press Conference in
New York City on March 8. 1963, that Dr. Jagan had packed
he Polgcg} Force with officers of Indian descent and had
given civil service posts to “blue-eved boys of th &
(Guiana Graphic, March 9. 1963). 3 bRt

Mr. Burnham was also reported to have criticised what
he described as the patronage system praclised by Dr.
Jezan in the British Guiana Civil Service.  He charged that
there has heen "y deliberate Inwcering of the physical and
clucational gualifications to permit packing of the police
force hy Jagan”. (Daily Chronicle, March 9. 1963).

; {T}:ese allegations hy Mr. Burnham have no foundation
n fact.
) The ethme composition of these Service Commissions
1 oas follows:

Public Service Commission

Indo-Guianese
Afro-Guianese .
Mixed

Other

Total

Police Service Commission

Indo-Guianese
Afro-Guianese
Mixed .

Other

Total
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The present People's Progressive Party (PPP) (_}overn-
ment assumed office in September 1061, at which time the
ethnic composition of the Government and of the Party in
both Houses of the Legislature was as follows:

Government (Council of Ministers)
Indo-Guianese ... 4 Members

Afro-Guianese ... 3 »
Mixed = 3 i
Other it W
Total .10 -
Legislative Assembly (Lower Hotise)
P.P.F. P.N.C. UF;
Indo-Guianese wi ol 1 e
Afro-Guiansse ... T T 1
Mixed i s 1 1
Other T | 2 i
Total .20 11 4
Senate (Upper Honse)
BP.P.F. U.F. Governor-
Appointed
Indo-Gutanese - — a—
Afro-Guianese 3 n —
Mixed 2 — —
Other gty H 1 __2_
Total 8 1

The PNC refused to nominate its quota of 2 members 1o
the Senate. Having lost the elections, it peevishly refused
to co-operate. It demanded all the 3 seats reserved for the
Opposition.

The racial composition of the Police Force at July 31,
1957, when the former PPP Government assumed office,
was as follows:

Chief Sub- Other

» Officers Inspectors Inspectors Ranks
Indo-Guianese e e 6 140
Afrao-Guianese & léi 3 a5 1,130
European i — —_ ——
Alr Others .. 4 - 11 114
Total .. .30 3 52 1,434

———

PSR |

|
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Information similar to above at the time of assumption
of office of the present PPP Government in September 1961
is set out hereunder:

Chief Sub-
Officers Inspectors Inspectors Other Ranks
Indo-Guianese — 2 — 4 197
Afro-Guianese -— 25 ) 34 1,093
European — 8 — e —
All Others = 13 — 9 111
Total — 41 5 47 1,401

After the present PPP Government had been in office
for approximately 13 months, that is. up to March 31, 1963,
the ethoic composition of the Police Force was found to be:

Chief Sub-
Officers Inspectors Inspectors Other Ranks
Ind»-Guianese 4 1 ] 248
Afro-Guianese ... 30 4 38 1,099
European s B — e, —
All Others % B — 8 103
Total . . 45 ) 52 1,450

Ethnic details of the promotiong in the Police Force,
from Inspector to Deputy Commissioner, made on the
advice of the Police Service Commission, during the period
Sepltomber, 1961. through March 31, 1963, are given here-
under:

Indo-Guianese — 5
Afro-Guianese — 25.
European — 3
All Others — 2

Total — 35

The statistics indicate that in July 1957, September 1961,
and March 1963, Indo-Guianese constituted 9.7%%, 13.5%,
and 16.5",, respectively, of the total strength of the Police
Force. The corresponding figures for Afro-Guianese are:
83.4%, 77.4%, and 75.4¢;.

These figures do not support Mr. Burnham's allegation
made in New York. The slight increase in the percentage
of Indo-Guianese in tha Police Force from 9.7 in July 1957,
to 16.5 1n March, 1963, is due to the fact that more people
of this ethnic-group (47.8¢ of the population as compared
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1 £ i i d to the
with 32.8¢% of Afro-Cluinnese) are being attracte
Police Force rather than to any attempt to pack the Force
with persons of Trdian descent, as alleged.

i i i i he Chair-
During the life of the Police Council (under t
manship ogf the Governor), set up in April, 1960, the Coun-
cil agreed that thers was urgent need for the Police Force
to reprosent as soon as possible a reasonable cross-section
of the community.

7i ard io the alleged lowering of physical stand-
ards“rgguli-gegd for =2ntry into the Police Force, the orﬂ);
exception madz was in respect of the minimum hexghtdg
5' 87 of the applicants. The possession of technical {(radio
or motor mechanic) or general educatanal {GCE or Schoql
Certificate) qualification enabled applicants of all ethngc
groups who were slightly below the minimum height to be
recruited,

; i to
The numbers of persons rceruited and/or promoted t
vacancies in the Civil Service, on the.adwce of the Public
Service Commission, during the period September, 1961,
through March, 1943, are as follows:

Grade nf Senior Clerk and Above

Recruited Promoted
Indo-Guianese — 138 104
Afro-Guianes2 — 212 23—4_
Total — 348 338
Below Grade of Senior Clerk
Recruited Promoted
Indn-Guianase — 157 28
Afro-Guianese — 200 70
Total — 357 a8

i its 2 taries and
The ethnic omposition of Permanent Secre
Principal Assistant Secretaries in the Civil Service at pres-
ent is as follows:

Indo-Guianese — 2
Afro-Guianese — 4
Mixed - 10
Other e M

Total — 16
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The ethnic composition of Senior Professional! and
Technical Officers in the Civil Service at the present time
is given hereunder:

Indo-Guianese — 22
Afro-Guianese — 27
Mixed — 13
Other — 11

.. Total — 73

The racial distribution of teaching staff in all-age pri-
marv schools as of Aucust 31, 1962, ranging from Head-
teachers through Pupil and Junior Teachers, is as follows:

Indo-Guianese . : 974 Teachers

Afro-Guianese L. 2,000 w

Europeans 3 .

All Others i~ S5, 222 o
Total s ... 3,199

(1)

The racial compasition of the professional staffs of the
Fducation Department and of the Government Training
College is as follows:

Indo-Guianese : .. 8
Afro-Guianese i i AT
All Others . 5 1R

Tatal : s 20

The foregoing data clearly indicate that there is abso-
lutely no truth in the allegations made by Mr. Burnham of
the packing of th2 various branches of the public service
with Indo-Guianase, or of the deliberate lowering of physi-
cal and educational standards to permit such packing of
the Police Force and that the PPP Government and Legis-
lators represent u fair cross-section of the multiracial
Guianese community.

Incidentally, an observation worth noting was made by
Mr. Tom MecKiiterick, journalist and radio commentator
immediately after the elections. Analysing the results of
the elections, he said that had race been the decisive factor,
PP would not have won. For in 4 or 5 constituencies won
by the PPP, Indians were definitely in the minority.

Mr. Sandys on his return from British Guiana to Lon-
Aden fell into the error of referring to “racial” leaders and
“racial’ parties. Whatever the PP may be, it is not racial,
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It has always attacked racialism — in the press, on the .
platform. Let's hope that race will not be the excuse for
hammering the PPP in 1963 as communism was a decade

carlier in 1953,

DEMOCRACY AND THE FUTURE

British Guiana is the azcid test of wesiern pronounce-
ments and intentions. The West, particularly U.S. and
Great Britain, has always proclaimed its beliefs in freedom
and democracv, in free and fair elections, in constitution-
ality and the rule ol law. Yet everything possible had been
done contrary to these pronouncements. The history of the
past decade has shown the use of every means to defeat the
People’s  Progressive Party from the direct use of force in
the suspension of the Constitution in 1953 to the splitting of
a progressive movement in 1925 and to gerrymandering
and manipulation of the electoral boundaries. Also the
action of the British Government during the disturbances
was not above question. Its tactics emboldened the Opposi-
{ion in its acts of irresponsibility. It failed to take firm
acticn to prevent hooliganism, terror and vielence, Con-
stitutionally, 1the British Guisna Government is responsible
for internal securily and the preservation of law and order.
The Folice Force is sonstilutionally under the charge of an
clected Minister but in reality this is only nominal. For
promotion, dizcipline and control vest in a Police Service
Commission of which the Governor is the Executive Head.
During the course of the past few months it became appar-
ont that, in effect, direct control is in the hands of the
Governot. In other places, for example, Aden, Brunej,
Swaziland, the Pgolice and armed forces have been able to
preserve ovder despite the peoples’ opposition. Here the
gituation was allowed to deteriorate and the Ministers’
advice was ignored by the Governor and the Commissioner
of Police. The 1962 disturbances would not have taken
place hed the Governor hrought in at the appropriate time
a unit of the British armed forces stationed at Atkinson
Field about twonty-five miles from Georgetown. It was
agreed tha! the troops would have come in to aid the civil
power at 1.000 a.m. on Friday, February 16, 1962. They did
nat come in until 3,00 pm. when fire and looting had
alreadv become rampant.

We do not want mere pronouncements. President
Kennedy in a recent letter to President Betancourt of Vene-
zuala said the following:

¢ T should like, through vou, to extend my congratula-

tions and those of the people of this country to the
people, government and armed forces of Venezuela for

Mberarm s
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their action in preserving constituti

] : utional democracy
against those who have altempted to overth
freely elected zovernment. R TS

The preservation and strengthening of fr

e pr F: eely elected
constilutional government is the aspiration o%r all the
peoples of the Americas and progress in this contineni
under the Ahanza‘para el Progreso depends in large
:i%?;lzcu:et'm eﬂ"ectmgd rhange through peaceful and

atic means and avoiding violent i i

of the constitutional process. - eesHpRon

We deeply deplors the loss of lifel and
deenly = other h
casualties which were caused in your country hy r:cae‘;i‘g

insurrections and extend our cond
olences
hereaved.” e

During his interview with the Editor of Izvestia i

1
1962, he attacked the communists for subversion alr?d eg(l}*n3:
demred Dr Fidel Castro for denying fresedom and not hold-
ing elections. In !h= same interview he said:

“ ... the United States supports the idea that eve

people? should have the right to make a free choice 1:)3;
the kind of Government they want. Mr. Jagan whao
Was recently electerl Prime Minister in British Guizna
is a Marxist, but the United States doesn't object be-

cause that choice was made b i i
e T ¥ honest election, which

But what is the reality? Mr. William R. Tvi i

Segretary for European Affairs, giving evidel;:fé’ iﬁsi}[sat?g;]t
1963 before a sub-Committes of Appropriations was asked
if the 11.8. Government favoured my continuing as head
of the Government. He replied: “No; the U.S. Govern-
ment does not.” Mr. Dean Rusk, United States Secre-
tary of State reported last July to have urged the Mac-
Millan Government to suspend our Constitution or to hold
a referendum on a new svstem of voting. Simultaneously,
Unn:ed States citizens, agencies and institutions — American
']‘nstltute‘ for Frea Labour Development, Christian Anti-
-ommunist Crusade, ICFTU and ORIT—have been actively
ilr-lggjf?dt'm Su?irersligb{]é Without the help given by these

isations, tha stri in

b g O trike would have collapsed in a

The decision of the British Governm Z i
whether the road to the future in Guy.a:;r;it 11:/111;{ l:‘;zegeggglf?ﬁ
or violent. For many years, long hefore the advent of Pre-
mier K_hruschev, the People’s Progressive Partv has been
advmgtmg the peaceful parliamentary road to soecialism,
The dilemma of the imperizalists is that it advocates consti-

34

tutionalism  but it eannct defeat the anti-imperialist
People’s Progressive Party by its own rules and
yardstirks at  free and fair elections, Tt is left f{o
be seen what the final outcome will be. Will the
British Government goaded by the U.S. change the
electnral syvstem 1nerely to defeat the People’s Progres-
sive Parly? This in effcet would be rigging of elections.

If this is done in Guyana, will it be done elsewhere where
communist, socialist and radical parties either alone or in
alliance are likely ‘o win elections? Does it mean that
the capitalist and ~liics will permit elections only s¢ long
as they can win? Does it mean that they will abandon the
trappings of parliamentiary democracy and freedom and
resort to subversion, force and violence when they are faced
with electoral defeat?

Il the West is sincere in its pronouncements, it must
demonsirate it by granting unconditional independence to
Guyana immediate!y, Only independence can permit of
rapid social and ¢conomic progress and the removal of
doubtls and suspicions of our intentions, What happens in
Guyana may very well indicate what line of action will
be pursued elsewhers and whether there will be peace in
the world.
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