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QUESTIOX
Une party bas alleged that your Party is dictaterial, and that

there will be we more elections followinmg this ore in August. What

is your Farty's attitude to this question?

ANSWER
The allegation is false. The FParty's members on the Constitu-
L tional Committee declered they were in faveur of the British
Farliementary System of Government. This, a6 we all know, provides
for pericdic clections based on universal adult suffrage and fairly
defined constituencies. it is strange that while charzes of
l totalitarianism are hurled at ws, it is the P.P.¥. which has been
subjected to & denial « f democratic rights.
1 After winning the 1953 General Klection, the Party wus thrown
out of the Covernwent on the basis of vague allagat;@EN and official
fabrications, and its prineipal lgsders impriSoned and pluced under
restriction orders. The usval whitewashing commission justified
this destruction of democracy in the ansae of democracy.

In 1957, constituency boundaries were gerrymandered to give an
wafair electoral advantage to political opporents of the Party.

.; and agaic, this year, there is the same attempt to stifle the popular
will by undermining the very besis of free and falr elections.

It should be noted that charzges of totalitarianism are nothing
new. They heve always been made by potential dictators who aspire
te serve not the people, but the privileged minority interested in
preserving what it consgiders to be an eterhal ecottomic system, not
subject te further change.

% Commuuism is now the fashionable word of abuse; but it is worthy
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o’ note that at one time in Hngland, France and america words like
| owned secn.

“3¢" *Fapublicans,” and "Democrats® were held te be equally
th--¢ who opposed social injustice. lndeeé,

, -y and Prosperity against Republicans
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“aqd Levellers" was formed by & retired colonial judge, John Reeve,
during the time when the 13 American colonies were fishting the
Bri%igh.tq: indepeudence. Tom Pqiqe'igﬁ?ghTS OF MAN was regarded
as a seditious libel. THE AGE COF KEASON, also from the pen of
To? Paiuve, aithoug%ﬁj’fundamentalngZhristian declaration in accord
with the Gospel, was brunded a blasphemous libel.

In all ages, whenever men fought for freedom by directing
theiyngaaaulta against thg oppressors, they were always maligned
in the same way as‘thgl?.P.Pﬂ is today,

Gharlis Stuart, ging of Epg}and, sald the only right people
had was the right to be governed. 4 bishop of the House of Lords
proclaimed: "All the people hed to do with laws wes te obey them,"
Chfr?ism in the 1830's an§_1840's in Srita;n, demanding adult
suffrage and voting by secret ballot, was branded.ﬂbaurd.

Today the rniing classes talk glibly about the people's
frcedom\an thpugh they had be;towed it upon them, ' This is false.
The ;orkers have had to struggle for this freedom. The blood of
the Chartists drips upon the pagesxof Bnglish history, just as the
blood of Africans besmears ;he pageag of South ifricals history,
From the time of Cromwell }n &nglanc, through the 1659 Kevolutien,

through the Fremch and American Kevelutiens, dnd through the other

great revolutionary movements of our time, people have had to

struggle for their rights.

he say todsy: The people of this couatry must make the laws
by which they are to be governed without the interference or
influence of any outside authority, whether temperal or spiritual.

This means rule by the peeple, which is the essence of democracy;

exercised through a system of representation apd delegated authority,

periodically renewed by means of free and fair elections.
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GUESTION
It has been asserted that your Party is opposed to religion

and that the recent proposal to take over control of 51 Government-

owned schools corroberates this. Would you like to comment?
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ANSWER

The P.P.P. has meved, and agreed to, the insertion of 2 Bill eof
Kights in the new Congtitution. Ameng these rights is that of
the freedom of religion. Btate control of schools by ne means
indicates & refusal to recoghize religious freedon. We believe in
the freedom of relipgion as we do in all the other fundamental freedoms,
which include freedom of speech, of the press, of assenbly, as well
as freedom from arbitrary arrest and freedom from want. Having
said this, the implication is clear, that like the people of the
United States, India, and elsewhere, we believe in ‘the separation of
Church and State.

The Church has in many imstences sided with the forces opposed
to progress and social change., There is abundant historical proof
that religion has always been wséd by ruling ¢lasses aéf?iltrunengy’
fer maintaining themselves in power. Men of wealth at all times and
in alyﬁges have used it as 4 social and political convenience. Today
is no exception,

Ve believe that religion is 4 private matter, amd that uo one
should be denied the ripht €6 practise it, or not to practise it.
And by "religion' we mean religion in general, not only a particular
creed, whether Christian or non-Christian. L

30 strongly did the !ounder; of the United States believe in a
strictly secular government, uarelated to Church, creed, or general
religion, that the First Amendment te the Constitutlemn, passed
shortly after its adoption, provided that:

"Congress shell mazke no law respecting an establishment

of religion, or preoblbiting the free oxercise therecf . . ."

‘Ghurchoa and reéligious organizations are private institutions,
and as such must be maintained by those who feel the neced for
spiritual guidance. It is unfair to the people of any country
who profess warious religious faiths -- Christian and noa-Christian --
for the public schools to be used by private religious bodies yhich
diseriminate against people holdimg rival religious beliefs. This
is & misuse of putlic funds, aud no government which claims to operate
impartially en behalf of all those under its jurisdiction canm permit
this injugstice.

In po public or tax-supported school in America is there any

religioﬁs control or instruction. Yet the American people are
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P no more irreligious then those of other Christian countries.

There is ne law to prevent religicus bodies from establishing
& their own schools, furnishing thew, paying the salaries of their

tecazhers, propageting their own religious creeds, and even going
| _ t; the extent of limiting employment and entry to those of their
own réiigious'pefsﬁdéiona. What we say is that public funds must
uot be ﬁéeﬁvforlgéch RATTOV, aécéariin'pﬁrpéses, since all of the
peoplc contribute to these funds,

in the sadhe way &8 the Church fought bitterly to preserve;

*fifitly, slavery, andﬂlater; fen@alism, so is it fighting today
"to meintaim privilefes which have long beeh condemned and abolished
in ﬁfogreééive societies. Dr. Eric Williams pointeéd out in'his
book, CAPITALISM AME® SLAVERY, that leading church figures, including
the nishop of Eveter, fought bitterly against the abolition of
slavery. -
‘ "In England, with its estsblislied Church, the state perseciited
in the namé of réligion;'and:bfought cherces agalnst, many of the
l;adingjf}ééd$ﬁ'Tightefﬁ! Tn America, Thomas Jefferson was vilified
‘ and branded "godless" because he fought for religiocus freedom.
b&lilﬂﬂ, Parwin, and others of eminence in scientific and cultural
fields were pérsecuted.: Blasphemy prosacut1ons were common

throughout hiatory, and uere for all pract;c¢1 purposes persecutions

aimed at penalxzing polltlcs by the aild of theological prejudice.
N\ . Furh of “the diacrim:natloa practlsed by religious bodies is
s ; faué'to the fact that most religxons are now split into hundreds
Jrﬁf'iarfiﬁg seété} each jealous of the otHer and sver Striving for
suﬁremacy. what pattern and example of unity are they offering

-

mankinag?

The secular staﬁe,‘neitﬁtr'rrdféssiﬁg nor supporting any
‘religious cgéed, is far more aﬂle'to”uﬁify its citizers and insure
‘peace and religious freedom for all, The allegation, therefore,
”thiévthe P.P.P. is out to destroy relizion is utterly false, and

is a palitiéil device for arousing prejudice against the Party.
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QUESTION
It is charged that the P.P,P. is an enemy of private property.

Is this so?

ANSWER

The P.P.P, is not an enemy of private property. In fact, the
reason for the Party coming into existence was to provide the ill-clad
ill-fed, and ill-housed with the opportunity to own more material
things, that is, more private property. The Party is, however,
opposed to the use to which some people put private property.
Throughout history, private property has been used by a few to exploit
the majority. And it has been rightly said that men of property
have alvays hated democracy.

In the days of slavery, the slaveowners not only owned lands
and other means of production, but also owned the bedies of the
slaves themselves. That was chattel slavery. In feudal economy,
the feudal lords owned all the lands and mercilessly exploited their
serfs and tenants, who were no longer chattel slaves, but were
nevertheless tied to the land, This explains why in our statute
books there are Rent Restriction and Rice Farmers' Seéurity of
Tenure Ordinances. Tenants of houses and tqnants of lands have
to be protected by these laws agains; unscrupulous and rapacious
landlords who, if given the opportunity, would use their private
property to exploit them, In present-day conditions of capitalist
exploitation, we see. . a vworld-wide Soéialiut movement for the libera-
tion of man from wage-slavery and for the restoration of his full
freedoms.

In other words, the P.P.P. is not opposed to private property;
rather, it wants each individual in the community to have his own
private property for the use of himself and his family. This, of
course, is only pdssible when those who work and produce all wealth
receive in return the full value of what they have produced. At

present, the vast majority of the people are exploited. Workers and

. farmers are forced to yield the greater part of their product to a
\tiny minority which owns and controls the greater part of private
‘property -- land, mines, factories, and the like. That is the type

' .ﬁf private property to which the P.P.P. is opposed.
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4/ QUESTION

Will you please-say wvhat is the attitude of your Party towards

private capital?

ANSWEK

The P.P.P. is not opposed to private capital. It is, however,
conscious of the grave danger to the economy and to the Guianese
people of the concentration of ownership in a few hands. The
Party will therefore plan elong the lines of countries like India and
Chana, where provision is made for public, public-private, private,
and cooperative sectors of the‘economy.

We hold the view that the commanding heights of the economy
must be publicly owned. In other words, State control by and for
the people is the aim of the Party. e believe that native capital
should be encouraged to invest in the field of light industries.
We will provide adeguate incentives and protection sgainst foreign
competition whenever necessary, as we have done in the past, to
Bank Breweries Limited, for example. Cooperat ives, we are determined
must play an increasing role in all economic sectors, including credit

marketing, and production. We will be prepared to discriminate in tkh

matter of granting incentives in favour of cooperatives.
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QUESTION

What is your Party's attitude to trade with foreign countries?

\ ANSWER
We will embark on a policy of free trade with 211 countries
-—
prepared to deal fiirly and squarely with us. We are aware of the
fact that there is inegquality in iantermational trade, and that the
more developed countries have a decided advantage over the newly
emergent territories. Consequently, we are prepared to conclude
| bilateral trade agreements whemever necessary and wherever possible,
\ ! in order to change the traditional pattern of buying dear and
\ ﬁ selling cheap.
Qur internatienal relations will be based on the principle of
fi friendship towards all and enmity towards none. We will pursue a

yolicy of the Open Boor, For instance, Cuba has offered us a price

} Jﬂfﬁor:rice higher than that now being paid by the West Indies. Thi




{;’ means more money for the rice producers. ¢il, too, caﬁ be bought
from Cuba at a lower price, thereby saving the consumer money by

providing cheaper gasoline, kerosine, and other byproducts of oil.

QUESTION
Although your Party claims to be Sﬁeialist, it is limiting
the wages of Government workers. 1s not this policy inconsistent

with Socialist principles?

ANSWER

It is true that Socialism aims at a very high standard of
living for workers, but what we have in British Guiana is a very
backward colonial economy, with political control still in the
hands of the Colonial Office. The result is that Socialist planning
of the economy is impossible. We cannot, as a colonial country,
fully enjoy the advantages of trade with countries from which we
can get the best terms. There are also frustrating financial
limitations imposed on the present Government.

It cannot therefore mean that because the Socialist P.F.F.
is the Majority Party in the GCoverneat, the'workets are immediately
revarded with large wage increases.

The woerking people of our country have 2 low standard ef
living because of deficiencies in tlie economy, because of a very low
production level, both in industry and in agriculture. In looking
back on the achievements of the present Government, it will be seen
that this is what we have been concentratfing on: the establishment
of industries and the expansion &nd diversification of agriculture.
More goods obviously mean higher living standerds fer all.

There have also been greater expenditures on social services,

which have been im effect a further contribution to the improved

living standards of the working people. For example, in Pure
\ Water Supply, the Government's expenditure is three times greater

1 than that of the lInterim Government. A series of Health Centres

L
 built all over the country aim at providing free medical services

. to the people.
s . There is a limit, in the present circumstances, to the amount

1 the Government can allocate for increased wages for its workers.

.,: 4
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During the discussions on this matter, bBr, Jagan, the Minister of
Trade and Industry, challenged the T.U.C. leaders to examine the
1960-64 development programme to see if more monmey could be given
to the workers.

Merely paying more to those who already have jobs with the
Governwent will not help to solve our economic problems. The McGale
survey pointed ocut that in 1956 there were 30,000 unemployed and
15,000 unideremployed. It warned tﬂat unlegs the development
programme kept pace with the rapid population growth, we would have
on our hands 91,000 unemployed by 1965.

Mr, Gorsuch had recommended an increase in the minimum wage from
$2.52 to $2.70. The present Covernment increased this to $2.75,
an increment of 9 percent as compared with 7 perceant recommended
by Mr. Gorsuch. Subsequently, there was a further wage boost to
$3.04, making a toéal inereaée of 20 percent in the wages of Governs
ment workers. The Government has allocated $2 million in the budget
for wage increases. A Iurther'$800,000'hmw been set aside for
increases im civil servants' salaries. Remember, too, that payments
for old age pensions and social assistance have gone up by %1 million,

In other respects we have made life more tolerable for the
workers. For example, workers in (he garmené industry have been
given minimum wages, and steps h#ve been takem to improve working
conditions in the timber, sawmill, aerated water, building trade,
and printing industries, as well az-in laundries and licensed
premises., The amendment of the Workmen's Compensation Ordinance
has also brought much benefit to workers.

Frem all this, it cen be seen that, écnsisteﬁt with Socialist
principles, the Feeople's Progressive Party bas showr much concern for,
and contributed 'to the best ;f its ebility to, the welfare of the
working class, in spite of the severe political and other limitations

under which it operates.

leUESTION
Pid your Party say that lands should belonz to the people?
|
Is not the leasehold policy of the Government a denial of this

principle?
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of a very important principle, that is, that land should be given

to those who need it, and not necessarily to those whose only

¥ 4 qualification for it is the ability te pay for the land. If the
ffﬁ Government were to sell the holdings at Black Bush Polder, it
"'[ would cost the farmers 511,500 for a plot of 17.5 acres.
’ Farmers can rest assured that a lease is & legal title which
r | is valid in law and will be upheld in the Courts. The possession
:ﬂ y ' of this lease affords a security for the raising of loans from the
) — Credit Corporation and other lending agencies.
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