(Thunder, 14 April 1962)

AN ANSWER TO MR. D’AGUIAR
By Janet Jagan

Mr. D’Aguiar has been trying to excuse the violence which he precipitated in February
by saying that we started picketing and demonstrations in British Guiana.

At a meeting he held on Sunday last he is quoted in the Chronicle as saying that “in 1951
the PPP picketed and demonstrated against the McDavid budget. Mrs. Jagan had led the
demonstration. But the imperialists, said to have been in power then did not proclaim the area.
The Governor who was President of the Legislative Council and Mr. McDavid, Financial
Secretary, were booed on their way to the Public Buildings.

“He recalled that. Dr. Jagan had said in the Council that what had occurred was a
‘symptom of public opinion’ against the budget.

Boos

“After the meeting, Mr. D’Aguiar continued, Dr. Jagan was loudly cheered and the
Governor and Mr. McDavid were booed when they left the Public Buildings.

“Mr. D’Aguiar referred to the event as similar to what happened last February, the
difference being that Dr. Jagan, instead of leaving the front entrance sneaked out through the
back door, when the area round the Public Buildings was proclaimed.”

Distortions

Mr. D’ Aguiar distorts history when he says that the only difference between the 1951
picketing of the Legislative Buildings and the February demonstrations around the Public
Buildings was that Dr. Jagan left by the back entrance. Some people have short memories
indeed!

The great differences between the picketing and demonstrations which we participated in
during 1951 and those of D’ Aguiar in February 1962 arc these: -.

1. The PPP was demonstrating against colonialism and a budget which did not tax the
rich. The PPP was demonstrating against continuance o{ rule by the Big Business interests which
were then in control.

In February last, the demonstrations against a popularly and democratically elected
government led by Big Business interests who feared to lose their profits, Mr. D’Aguiar being
one. The presence of trade unionists and workers did not mean that it was a popular revolt
because poor and corrupt leadership carried misguided and misinformed people into the
demonstrations.

Also, many of the demonstrators were forced into participation by their employers, who
threatened dismissal if they refused. Proof of this is abundant.

It must not be forgotten that the Government in 1951 was not democratically elected,
having a suffrage based on ownership of property and income qualifications.

Difference
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